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Application of PCR-DGGE to analyze the interaction between
Kluyveromyces marxianus and the lactic acid bacteria
during fermentation and storage process
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Abstract: Denaturing gradient gel electrophoresis ( DGGE ) technique were applied to analyze the interaction
between Kluyveromyces marxianus and the lactic acid bacteria during fermentation and storage process for
tracking and monitoring advantages microbial flora and microbial stability. The results showed that during mixed
fermentation and storage process, microbial composition was relatively stable, Streptococcus thermophilus was
regarded as dominant flora. Mixed fermentation process, the growth of lactic acid bacteria were promoted by
adding Kluyveromyces marxianus,especially Lactobacillus bulgaricus, while the growth of lactic acid bacteria was
inhibited in storage.The whole process, yeast growth was inhibited by lactic acid bacteria. This study provided a
theoretical basis for further research on the mechanism of lactic acid bacteria and yeast fermentation and
development of new fermented dairy products.
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KRS 0 A W A B AR A R AR LN R
AT AT 0BT, OF HARVE o A B 2 i . IR ARk,
53 T2 ERORAE R A TR A B SR A & v i R AR
FCHBHRE 5 T S0 AL il 149 SR AR RN AR

DGGE AR JZE—Fh 43 A4 Wy 24 W o8 v i i 43
o7k, 2L TN 16S rDNA JE[R] v AT AR X 3l i 20
SRS, TPHEAS [R] 2 TR 27 7 P s R i Fn s 5, AN{H R
GRS 19 T M ) £ B A 43, T R P ME A b
AT 4= T 2R B X SR PR 45 M T R ORI AL R B 40
Bt . AT DGGE $AR 51 AR B & I Lax — 1A
HUAEZS R Ge T, X & W 2L 4 A= ) TR 2H R e T
DSBS TR B 8] AE BAE FH 3R A7 43 098, 3T 45
BRI RHEAT X LU SR, SR G Y R I 5 Y
S il SR AL AR
1 BPES TR
1.1 5 NEE
1.1.1 B A% hn A 20 AF B B ( Lactobacillus
bulgaricus, 1B ) | W& # 5% Bk B B ¥y ( Streptococcus
thermophilus ,ST)  F}E W we AP A BR 7 5 5 5 7
oAk £ ( Kluyveromyces marxianus) L E = J0E
i AR A B ) 52 56 2 R o
L1.2 igRdk a)ezlky
AT
113 200 A ES DI I« BSO8R s Tk
B FS B H WA PR EE WU B2 — R (TEMED) (i
PR ek Sigma 23 W] DNA $2HU PCR ¥4 &5 7 113
YET I (5 2% DNA Marker B 28 5 B A PR
ANAEBEESER IR FE AW A PCR FrAS W)

WFE RN A ) 5 GoldView " iR Ykt 38 H BB

AR A R REERHCERAE

SR BXS1, AR A F FEFE Y
{2 S1000™ Thermal CyclerBio— Rad 2\ &) ; 28 14 46 B
EERZ LUK A Deode™ |, Bio— Rad 2\ & 5 BE I A% 52
4t Alphalmager HP, Proteinsimple 4% &); H, ¥k
1% Kyso4033-DYY Il Y e, 7k 48 , Bio— Rad 2\ &) 5 ¥ 1
Bl 3K-15 B, sigma 2 Al G E BB O
#HL D-37520 Osterode, Thermo /5] 4%,
12 KWHE
1.2.1  FESNRIS BORSE A =10 12% 2 A5 FLIE
FREL, Syl 4, A B .Co A 55 R$E 10°efu/mL 32
AR FLIRE (LB:ST = 1:1) , 2 FLIR wd : BE R
30:1 f¥y Lo 22 A L v S vw B AE I B B 3 IR L4 LA
L 3ERE N A LB Fl ST; C 8r3#3L4% UL I tu ] L2
AL el e & 4Rl LR . RN I =0 12% 2 RFL
BEFREET 35°C 44 T AT B IR R W, & IR TA) 4 1]
% 1h 435 W — Kk, HREEFLE (2 6h) o JEH =
3 55 IR T G 28 4°C 40 N AT I, 435 T2 1.3 .5,
7.10.14 21d #E47THUE .
1.22 JEsWMEs BCelRFLEE IR R IR LB
A ST FpL | o 07 o 65 A 17 1 . T A2 IR B K 1% 6h
MRS BT 2 QYL 6, 205 WA Be WL RE
i TP ) AT 25 T R A
1.2.3 & DNA 9$2EL 4r9H 1mL JE/K 2, %  1mL

148 s o)

B 22 P AR LY A R

ZUK ImL A iEEIn AR 5.00g LR+ IBREH5],
10000r/min g5.0> 10min, 3 ., DITERE A 0.5mL
K MR K B Ak W AR PR T B B 2mL B AR,
R 120001/min L0 1min, FF _FE, FEIRIRIR S
v PR o BRI AR U UE o R4 300 WL % 1 2%
MR R, N 0.3 g BE B ER K 200 L W/ 5/ S EE
(25:24:1) , 553 PETH 3min, JIA 200l 1 x TE 22 pp
W (pH =8) , BREPR T , 120001/ min & .0> Smin, 2
R K AR B — AT A E A T, It A 1TmL
JoK 2B, EIIR 2. = iR 12000r/min &5 .0 3min,
LV UTUEA 0.4mL TE 2 ppiF W dE A . B Hp
I 10pL 4mol/L 14 Z. 18 4% K 1mL JG7K 2, B, Hif%]
27, 12000r/min & .0 3min, F L. THERILKE,
DNA i 50pL TE H &, RIS 8 DNA, % 5 2% v i 19
B il J7 ¥5 . Tritonx — 100 20mL, SDS 10g, 1mol/L
(pH8.0) Tris— HCL 10mL,0.5mol/L. EDTA 2ml., NaCl
5.85g, INAZE/KEREZE 1L, ZET 4 CrkFEN M.
1.24 PCR ¥ '3 % —% PCR ¥y ¥ .40 HT I
27F, 5'— AGAGTTTGATCCTGGCTCAG — 3’ F1 5| #
1492R,5'- GGTTACCTTGTTACGACTT-3"" 3147 16S
rDNA & K § ¥, = w H 3] & NL1I, 5 -
GCATATCAATAAGCGGAGGAAAAG-3' f15| 4y N14,
5~ GGTCCGTGTTTCAAGACGG—3'" 47 26S rDNA
DI/D2 X ¥ 34, S0pL JZ I f& & : PCR 2% 6 4L Bt
(Dye)5pL,10 x PCR buffer 5pL, DNTPs 1L, |-
WEE 4 1L, 5 kR DNA 2L, Taq i 0.5uL ,ddH,0
34.5uL, ¥R N FLF:95°C ,5min;95°C ,455;55%C ,
455;72°C ,1min 30 NMEH ; iz 2 72°C ,10min,
% PCR ¥ 34 4§ FH 519 gc—338F,5' -
CGCCCGCCGCGCGCGGCGGGCGGGGCGGGGGCACGG
GGGGACTCCTACGGGAGGCAGCAG-3'FI13| 47 518R,
5'—ATTACCGCGGCTGCTGG-3"" 347 16S rDNA V3
X3 H, BB A Bl 4 gec — NL1, 5’ — GCGGGCC
GCGCGACCGCCGGGACGCGCGAGCCGGCGGCGCGG
CGGGCCATATCAATAAGCGGAGGAAAAG— 3" Fl5| 4y
1.S2,5'=ATT CCC AAA CAA CTC GAC TC-3'" k47
26S rDNA D1 X", 50ul 52 W A £ : PCR ¢ 5G4e
¥} (Dye)5ul,10 x PCR buffer 5L, DNTPs 1L, |
TWis| W4 1pl, £ K DNA 2pl, Taq i 0.5uL
ddH,0 34.5pL. 40 B ¥ 38 2 W A2 ¥ : 95°C, Smin;
94°C ,30s; 56°C , 30s; 72°C , 1min, 30 |~ 1& ¥ ; fix &
72°C ,7min, E. P I W FEF:95°C , 5min; 95°C ,
60s;52°C , 45s; 72°C , 60s, 30 4~ 1§ ¥ ; 2 & 72°C
7min
1.2.5 ARPERSREEERE UK (DGGE) 438 >R A Bio—
Rad Dcode™ ,DGGE Fi 3k X AL i 16S rDNA V3 X~
B = A1 268 rDNA D1 X P84 =Wy 17 ik . {3
8 %o B TN M Ik e 5 2, 241 TR AT I B F9 °R FH 35% ~55%
[100% ZE M5 &4 Tmol/L JR 2 F1 40% (v/v) H ik
e 1 A PE AR BE , #E 1 x TAE HL 3Kk 2% vh W b 42 200V
FiHL YK Smin, #R 5 85V fEEHL VK 15h, GoldView™ 4t
£, 30min J& HABEE S BAL A P9 REAH .
1.2.6  ZHTRIRIIMT BB AR A I 64 BE
Alpha view FA4FHEAT 550 5 B 0T AT LIAR
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P25 S0 RE DG BE R R FI W Ik it i v IR, HL AR
SERE S DGR R Bt o, e Tl AR /N 5 e 3k R/
BIEL,
2 FER5HWH
21 wENE

XTE 12% NRFLE; IR 56 Th BEA T AL AU IR i 2
YA T L R O, FOBR SR S5 R AN 5] 1. g IR BR T
hy MR DR AR B g AR B B 22 EG BH PR T, LA 1S B [
T —XF B ER B 1% A 29 0.7nm ] 0.9nm gy KB, ff
INASEZUAT B T T e DR AR MR o 22 R B PE T, TR A
£ 2~9pm, 58 0.5~0.8 pm , AR RKATAR BN AEE , P9
sl , AN Hz Ve, WA T Syl
i B AR O AR W, A I TR 2SO R
LU A B Y B2 i A O, TOHE R, N RETE B, 23 A
i1,

(RN oAl LR GRY/b e T G|
Fig.1 Microscoph of microbiological in fermented milk
TE:A:ST 5B LB 185 C: T a7 vg & R B RETR 5
DR LB A RIE .

22 PCRyi#48R

221 HHREPINLEIR 4R 16S rDNA Ky
G522 1.5% B HEGE i kA I IS (18] 2~ 181 3) , 3R
3R /NTE 1500bp 72 A7 19 A K P 41 v B, ELTA 268
tDNA D1/D2 X338 (& 4) J5 345 K/ E 600bp 72

bp
2000
1000

B2 KR P AIE 16S tDNA 75" 4y s Ik [
Fig2 Electrophoresis photo of PCR products
of 16S rDNA during fermentation
T M AU Marker E; 87U A BT ] (h) 5
+IUEREA Dl e S el by —URA S
L v 7 vl G AR 5 ST AU AlNE AGE R TAT 5
LB AR AL OR A FURT 3 5 N AR AR IR
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R B, 5 TR 2 a0 R BER/MRST S BN
AT LA T A A AT P NS BT AT AR, IS
PEATES 48 PCR 974

bp
2000
1000

K3 TP R AT 16S xDNA §73 = 4y Ik ]
Fig.3 Electrophoresis photo of PCR products
of 16S rDNA during storage
E M AU Marker E; 505 AURIE RN ] (d) 5
+ RS B vl v G e 5
—REA T Sl v G R N AR BATEXT I

bp
750
500

4 Kl EEREE 26S 1DNA D1/D2
DY 3 LUK 4
Fig4 Electrophoresis photo of PCR products of
268 rDNA D1/D2 during fermentation
T M AU Marker E; 87 AU A BER A (h) 5
+ RS A IR — A S IR 5
N AR HIEXT AR
222 SETARYTHIZEI A0 16S rDNA V3 A[AEX
# PCR 3" BG4 R 22840 1.5% B PR EE e v Tk A I, 141
5. 6 U R AR YT 240 230bp B AT,
LR 26S rDNA DI X438 H B 55 H7 29 2 250bp , T[]
7R A U AR EL AR S AT,

250bp-

K5 leid B PG 168 tDNA V3 X454 L ik 4]
Fig.5 Electrophoresis photo of PCR products of
16S rDNA V3 during fermentation
M fR3% Marker E; B AR A BER E] (h) 5
+IUEREA Dl e B el by —URA S
L v 7 v G AR 5 ST AU AlME PAGE R TAT 5
LB fRER LGRS FURT 3 5 N AR A PR XS IR
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R S 2 B L 5 JHF DGGE 43#7 .
M 4Ll 433 555 47 -7 +10-10+14-14+2] 21 N

s N 1

Pl 6 TG R 40T 16S rDNA V3 X471 =4y v ik 4]
Fig.6  Electrophoresis photo of PCR products of
16S rDNA V3 during storage
T M AU Marker E; SO UK ] (d) 5
+ ARG vl v G AR B — R A
Iy v v 5 AR IR 5 N QSRR
M+1 -14+2 -2 +3 -3 +4 -4 +5-5 +6 -6 MN

250bp

et

- —
250bp—— o - - - - - - - -
e -

B 7 KBz R EERE R 26S rDNA D1 X8 =i B ok [/
Fig.7  Electrophoresis photo of PCR products of
26S rDNA D1 during fermentation
M AUE Marker E; SO UK A BERT ] (h) 5
+ RS A LR R — A E
FUIRE ; N AU AT
2.3 PCR-DGGE £ R4
23.1 FLREZFH Wik DCGE iR ML i 57
o I B B TR B T R R0 ) I LA TR B BRS04
B DNA, 2838 2 K PCR A3 289 =9 DL 15l 79 I
Frig AT AR VERS BEBE I L Uk (DCGE) J3 2, AT AR 1
FEARYAN ] 8 « by iR AR Y T JA it v 7 A5 AR
LB, FJ7 445 ST,
v_sTip

K8 ZHEuHbk DCCE [ brifeii iy
Fig.8 DGGE profiles of PCR products of
16S rDNA V3 from reference strains as ladder
T Y UM .
232 KRR T v M v 6 AE I R LR B AR K
SO O A G AR P AR T 16S rDNA V3R] R X HY

150 20155 114

PCR "™ L 15l 59 B VEST DGGE 4358, 45
K& 9 FroR .

-1+ 2 2 -3 43 -4 +4 -5 45 -6 +6

1:LB - e v WP ™ e e o e -

2iST s v - — — — — — —— ——

K9 KEBIRZFLERE DGGE K1k
Fig9 DGGE analysis of lactobacillus during fermentation
TE BRI ] (h) 5 + AREA
i v B YERE R —fURA S D g il ro & HEE S ;
U7 A ANER LB R U5 AU ST,

MNETRTT LR ), #e A~ R B PR R A
W ZRAHT , 5510 TR A I 90 Gy B A e 2L PR T ) S S
ARG, B Z P B AR . R 1 AT L
Y, BEAE IR [R] 11 GE P 45 04 T AR 028 7 28 R,
Vd B K I ol R o o A B R T 43 AR B R IR
A, PIFD A BEFL T, ST BRI S 4 X O 32 i HE 45 2 %8
LB B 25 3R, JUHAE e W) 2 W 2h N, 2852 5
Pette' ™ 2 A BIF 5% 45 FE AL, 7 A5 330 Fh R 52 1) JiE D)
VR T A W o R v L P T 2B K S G R B B R SR AT,
M TTE LB BEAE T e 28 ok iy & L 12 00 s
ST B 15 e A 1, ST B Ad PRt A AT 2L v R R4
SR LR R T8 2 W FLIR , 30Ul ST 1H 1Y
A K AR TS T BR A Y LB 5§52 ST 1 ™ A= 59 4% Fb
BAY B, T B A AR R R 1R 9 R
NI W, B A R T A 0 05 T R 3 AN B I B
TR S5 1) g 1T AR HL B8, IR, U6 B 55 e U7 o 65 A 19
BEXFFLER T 09 A KGR B E SEME ] . X R LR AE LB
W EJU BN, SRR R A EFL T LB O 2h JF AR 2%
ARG, MIAS 2 W RFTRUR B 3L 3h R 46 517 AR IR,
VBB LB 42 [ E A B A 407, B 5 v
OB METE BRI B X LR W h Y LB A B AL
YEH .
233 RERATR LR X B A AR K s K
KT AR T ELE 268 rDNA D1 X (1) PCR 434747 LA
15pl 59 _EAERE3EAT DCGGE 4385, 45 5 a5 10 Fios .

MNE10 sl LLE Y, & Bt A b X T B 2 4y
B0, X 5 IR E R BEEL T RO A — b B R T
M SEARAT . BEAE R WIS (] (9 S 4, [R)— 23 25717 ( +
2H 25 25T AH LU B BIE- 2H 4% 5577 LR 480 =2 TR B (0 IR VR 72
AR E, 532 G52RAR, UL R BT R 5
ST T B Y I BRI R R RS R S H AR
O RIBIT IR AE AL . T A LR B Y A% HT e T A
INTAEAFLRE 450, DLW LR TE /L — & B
bssem el ve B AE MR R AR K, IR LR T BE S
H T FLRR B A AL S W IR FLIR (4 - 2 k- 2R Y
TR BRSO e R A SRR
2.3.4 TR E) I TE i T g A R XY PR I A A 5
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® 1 REEWIEFLRRE DCGE &3 2% e i 1
Table 1 DGGE Band peak area of lactobacillus during fermentation
- TKiE
il
-1 +1 -2 +2 -3 +3 -4 +4 -5 +5 -6 +6
1 100 107 157 240 327 389 399 429 459 475 494 518
2 375 393 450 438 467 484 487 499 478 483 522 510
K2 RFEHYEREEEE DCGE &35 A% I T A1
Table 2 DGGE Band peak area of Kluyveromyces marxianus during fermentation
e TkiE
+1 -1 +2 -2 +3 -3 +4 -4 +5 -5 +6 -6
1 435 463 367 540 469 498 417 522 356 531 424 539
3 WRUNE FLIR I DGGE K138 2%l i i FX
Table 3 DGGE Band peak area of lactobacillus during storage
- kil
P
+1 -1 +3 -3 +5 -5 +7 -7 +10 -10 +14 -14 +21 -21
1 311 363 293 326 231 261 109 183 143 193 105 124 93 100
2 492 501 527 540 570 530 429 442 394 418 378 401 352 363

P10 ) o vt v & 2 RE 1 DGGE 43
Fig.10 DGGE analysis of
Kluyveromyces marxianus during fermentation

T B AR AR ) (h) 5 + AR A IR

—REAR G IR ; 470 N e v G e
W ORGP AR R 16S rDNA V3R] AR X ) PCR
PHGPILL 1Sl (1 ERERESEST DGGE 4388, 45 534N
B 11 s

1:LB
2:ST
Bl e Rl FLRR 1 DGGE il
Fig.11 DGGE analysis of lactobacillus during storge

ORI ] (d) 5 + AR Doe v G A b
— AT Dol e & 4Rt 5
ET7 AR LB R 75 2R AR ST,
ML 1L Rl U HY Bl I S ] 14 32 4 Q3R
LB il ST B ) 25715 128 A8 e AL 41, 150 BT Bl 25 i iy
] B8 S R f 2 ) RO A AN Wil 2D o 52 3 Sk iy, I

JRCAYIR] ST ARIRAE M DL, 5 A7 e B 3 10 A L o
ST eI ARAERT 5d BENNZ 5 s A & A B R e
B & LA ST Wi AT FEAER 2d, U] 5 v it va 65
AEWEREAOINAESE ST 5998 17, 110 LB f%) s 1] FR 25
Ld IR, 2 7d Z )5 W35 T R, il LB 4%
AT, A D v 4T v o T B A Y R IR L AR IR
LG FRIN , BEBA IR RE B XS LB A i A 303 18] i
P AT A A2 Dy H AR, AT e g S5t DR B v i v
AR I T A B, S AR L IR TR
WY 8] 32 22 A J07 1R M B0 2L IR B 7 2B T 41 i A
FAMT S AR A D, DGGE 20 AR aR LT 2 2%
T, UL 4°C 28T T AT AR 0 i 2 s AR
A BT R E o
3 #hig

TERRYH S YH 0 A E P — 2 [ 535 I B TR TR PN Y
KRG R AR I R BEFLE T Z A7 A5, WnJTHaE
IRFL AR AR L Rl D A BERE MU T
RRAEBRAE AR A PE T 58 B TR, I TR AR 9 08 3 B Kb
OB FEAET, ph B B 2 5 B TR B A I FLE Tl X
BEAEDT A 1) Tl A A=y e As o T i i 5 LR
TS I RE B 2 () A B R2 0, A o TR AT FLIR 75
P £ TR S ) A2 PRI L B R ST 20 Dk Wi L o) il B0 O e
B Sy B i

AR o3 7 HE W) 24 T Be PCR-DGGE £ AR K5
IR BT 42 T M O i ik A v TR A 2 Il A A 5 B A
o, G5 R e R e I I D i e e v 1R T A L P B B
RN A I3 FEAE , W8 TR BR TR U 26 Sy 2 XL 555 5 7
S P HUIIR] By o JT v 15 AR IR A %) S XS LR TR Y
AR BEAT — R B9 e BEAE T, JC R X AR R S FLAT
B RO . 2 o LA T A T K A= 13, T LR
PR A AETE 2= 300 1) 5 v 34 o 65 48 197 1) 59 A2 15 Iy
(1) 5 B 3y v 45 A P B 6] GRS FUAT B B ke 1284
A g A, AR B B A A7 AE 1T DL SE IR I A BE BR
BT .
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