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i % UARILES AR R G B AT RN R, R SR G HEE xR B - AR MR S SE R YK (polymerase chain reaction-
denaturing gradient gel electrophoresis, PCR-DGGE) A 45 & it 18I /57 775 43 B 538 2 T b 4 v 40 1 110) 22 A e
AL, SRR, GBI ERAE S R R U R R o BB, IR RSS2 LRI IR B R, e
M H 2 B HTPCR-DGGEEIE %558 45 R UL R MR AE )& /KT BRI mfs s, WHESkEE. kg, U
IR J& AT B 9 S R S R R B B AR S A T B R, G e DUIBCIR T IR I B MR, 5 32 N AR IR B IR R
PRIGIRTE . B BRI . G (BT AT B G R IR R (S K AE Rl D T IX SR 1 B 2 5 S R I T B 43 R )
Bk, JRAEAEAN R R AR B R N PSSR

REEH: ARAfEG KBRS % PCR-DGGE: WA ZFENENT: AW S eS80

Diversity and Dynamic Changes of the Bacterial Community during Fermentation of Soybean Paste
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(1. College of Food Science, Shenyang Agricultural University, Shenyang 110866, China;
2. State Key Laboratory of Food Science and Technology, School of Food Science and Technology, Jiangnan University, Wuxi 214122, China;
3. College of Modern Agricultural Technology, Liaoning Agricultural Economic School, Jinzhou 121001, China)

Abstract: In this study, the diversity and dynamic changes of the bacterial community during the natural fermentation of
soybean paste, a traditional fermented food popular in northeast China, were analyzed by using polymerase chain reaction-
denaturing gradient gel electrophoresis (PCR-DGGE) technology and high-throughput sequencing. Results showed that
bacterial operational taxonomy unit (OTU) values were fluctuant during the fermentation and reached a maximum on day
21, indicating the largest bacterial population. Analysis of DGGE profiles and the distribution of bacteria at the genus level
suggested that Leuconostoc sp., Enterococcus sp., Tetragenococcus sp. and Lactobacillus sp. were predominant bacterial
strains for different fermentation stages of soybean paste. Among these, Tetragenococcus sp. was more fluctuant and and
vulnerable to both internal and external environments. Enterococcus faecium, Leuconostoc sp. and Weissella viridescens
decreased with fermentation time indicating that these bacteria might be mainly involved in the production of catabolic
enzymes in the early fermentation stage and played a role in the adjustment of the internal environment during the whole
fermentation process.

Key words: traditional fermented soybean paste in northeast China; PCR-DGGE; sequencing for microbial diversity;
dominant bacterial strains; operational taxonomy unit (OTU)
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fRR K G #E R UK G NER, S &, 5
oo gk, REAMGREY, HOFENIOBOEEEET, B
B, BWERMEENEE, BURED, 2PRaIRE.
KAt G G RMHE: PR KR ALK G 28 #6 h,
LRI 6 cm X 5 em X 5 emfK 7k, B TRHET
RIE2 A H R T 5 R AR D A i 4k 22 R B 1 A H ik
s s R bR B 2 AR S K L) BN B — S A
AR — I NG AT 5 R, R & idE— Ik E
R, FERENERRB G2 —, ATLEhH
o, (R NG I B IR R DhRE . PRI
TiBfeehE R A T ) T 7 R I I SRR RN R g
(1 22 Fh A A= A e e e S DA B R R R . R S i —
FRYVEAL OB i = A2 1R, AR H AT A% Gt K 9% 528 (B 7L
o, B R IR R BAGAR bR . R AR SRR A
JRCHVEAR RO A2 5 AR L 2 A SRR IR IR A AT
&40 5% R R Y BL A 2 FEE A B 303
ERWAMM AR, AlE TG, K%
WHRIEAT RGIEE, A RS Al K R f it
T WK .

Muzyer%5 "HiE B A5 14 B B %6 K Pk (denaturing
gradient gel electrophoresis, DGGE) i ARTEHF 5T H AR F
TR HE T 2 e S B A 22 07 T R W R AR
FE B i AU O AF 2 7 RGN T, an b A 2R e U
M. (polymerase chain reaction, PCR) -DGGE$i AR 73 #1
[ P Ah AR R IS T S i 2 BRI ) R
HEBMER PR S A RS, ERE KB
HhdiEsh S REE 2 A" A RS Edfsa A
W AR P B 43 A it 9T R IR 4 R T A K R GRS
FERIBED AL, I A 2 P RE T A AL R 1 1) A7 7E . PCR-
DGGEHARIM A CAF B Z KM, [HAEERZ Y
WUEEDNA 7> §- £ A VAR B Hh F kI, O 7 8 e DNA
Gy T AR T S A R Sk, — RAE T BT
PIRAE A2 N —BX30~40 bpIGC 719, & BT v
i 7 EET AT BN BRI RIR, SR T 5N
FERMEMZ NG R, AL T S5 s@EE AR
FRIDEEA, e IR Hh 448 K0 3 SR ) R AR S AN A T
e I U A FE N A M A AT el R, i
F7 17 3 R ) B 5 AT A T P 455 o A 2 T A ) ) BTG 10 B
DR ) AR DA B D etk AR 8 A% 15 5L 1) 4 7 A 3 [R]

ek PR S ALl AR W o T SR A B B, T LR SR A
CW IR RR YT SR B A P R B RE . G
BA KBS 2 M EMILR S 5K, BRI
Horb i 3 ER AR H A" R AR Y,
B b DGGE LS, A v il & I 7 4= TH R 78 AR Jb Ak
405 F P 2 FETE I 7L B R A s

A5 8T PCR-DGGE 4> T A B R 45 & v il &
W J5ik, WL AR kB G % Al B R AT 4T &
QR TT, A A [F) I 00 4 B B 7 A M I SRS, 12
I AR A IR IR S A R R BRI B A 3 B
TN N THFp AR P 5 29T R T R REah, 2
AL G BB A . B A =, FREER 4. K
R R &% LA R TR, il — PR AT
R SRR B 2 R A B R RS R

1 ME5ExE

L1 MRS

IR REAWRK AR ERER (TR, Z%)
HIH 2R b A% G2 7 VL SR 1 AS TR K I i B 11 36 1 o 7%
6 U, AFEREEO. 7. 14, 21, 28, 35d (M)
BEATHURE CRESH A BIACNTI~T6. Z1~26) , FEfhE
BT RONBENLRAE . FEdRESS, SCHEE A S5 = R
£F—20C.

TEZ M. + =l B ER S (sodium dodecyl
sulfate, SDS) . EHAMK. /5 kih: = AR AL
# (cetyltrimethyl ammonium bromide, CTAB) .
Tris RG-S 05 - 72 K BE (25:24:1, VIV) « SMi-5I%
BE (24:1, VIV) . UKFNEE. 70% /K LEE. 10X Easy
Tag Buffer. High Pure dNTPs. Easy Taq R 5.
6 X Loading buffer. DL2000 DNA Marker  Jb5{ W EEAR
EVEIRAF .

12 U5k &

54178 AR EOHL B [EEppendorfA Hl;  Veriti96
PCRY M4 E£EABIAF]; /Kififs. DYCP-31BNAY
DR M R vk A P ERE B AR A R A A
LANEERS X% K M 28 DGGE{X £ [EBio-Rad
AF]; FastPrepS)H A FEEMP Biomedicals /A A .
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1.3 ik
1.3.1 P A DNAFZEL

FESMALEE: pH 7.0+ 0.1 mol/LuEMR £k 2% ph il £ %8 g
S¥%, MIRGHIRG S, FRH2 BREDALIE,
JEWZ4 'Cy 3000 t/min 0210 min, YHE EEWR, BT
VEHIpH 7.0 WKFE 0.1 mol/L I B2 £h 2 i 27 e 15
O, W B, BEE2 R, B0 NE BIEW K ATIR
4 FIEWAEL2 000 t/min. 4 C %A FE010 min, W&
DU, BUUEHS mLKE KRS, 4 °C. 12000 r/min &
10 min, BEE2 K, WEIE, 52 EDE. KH
CTABEHHT M DNA [ i >,
1.32  ZH@#IPCRY 1

DLEEH ) S DNA B, KA 16S rDNAKE K V3
X @M 5%, 98 R Bk 2250 bp. PCRIA R
(50 uL) : 36 pL ddH,0. 5 uL 10X Easy Tag Buffer.
4 pL dNTPs, 1.5 uL F338-GC, 1.5 pL R518, 0.5 uL
(JEasy Taq % & B 5 & & I ddH,0 4N 250 pL. R M
ZH. 95 CHIAME4 min; 95 °C 1 min. 55 C 45 s,
72 °C 1 min, 30 MEH; 72 ‘CHE{HT min, 4 CTHIF TR
17. PCRP=YH i 2 301 % M B AR FE e H vk (100 V4E
JE HLK30 min) il 5 —20 ‘CRAFAH -
133 DGGES4HF

K FHIDGGEXPCRy™ AT 73 B o A8 A FE Je i) % 2
B, KF8%RWNIEBEIZ B« 35% ~50%7% 16 JE o
Ryl e Al e, K IRBURN 2 1 X TAE K& R )
BEF, EREMNIEEFLFIN A LR R TR A
PCRFf AL HIKTEHEG, FIFHGelRed 4 (i Bt Ik e (4
30 min, B GLhr R EER RS . 45 FPCR-DGGE
B, 0 ERERE W E AT a0, dRidke R %
i, IFECRA, BB AEERA R A F I,
W25 R FEATBLASTH X % 5E o
1.34 m@EENF
1.3.4.1  TW#E42¥50 (operational taxonomic unit,
OTU) ¥ w4 giit

{#HQUMEH AT, A UCLUSTIX — ¥4 Ebxt T A,
Xof B SR AT 1) 150 03 T B 97 % [ 1 H ARABAFEE kAT )
ROTURI 43, & HUEEAOTU 3 B d5 i 1417 51 AE 8 1%
OTUIMAR L. 7EQIUMER b ffi FHER A S 4k, il
Y OTUAR P B 5 %% 137 B 5 e PRI B 7 F1 AR E X, SR
FEAOTUFTA B 73 K245 B
1.3.42  FETUniFraclE & IR A K250 #r

UniFrach 25 /2 8 i Fe i M VR &% B OTUZ
M RGKE RARMUT, T BE 4 TR Hb S R VA R A 2
V) PR AELAARE FEE 24, e F QIIME % 2 % UniFracE B8 % f 43
AHATUPGMAR M, FHAE R AT AT AL

1.3.43  JB/KFI o 22220 o

ff FHQIIMEK 14, 3 HU 454 7 J8 43 2R K1 L A 4%,
MR R, Fr@ i HoR I B 45
2 ER5H

2.1  PCRY Hr=¥)DGGEEE /34T

TL T2 T3 T4 T5 T6 217273 7AZ5 76

E €= &G G e == 595

F F I F O .

1 T35 H 5 418 DNA IPCR-DGGEE it
Fig.1 DGGE atlas of bacterial community in each soybean paste sample
K CTABYAIR I G % FF B DNA, FFREF4 38 41
16S rDNA V3[X, HPCR-DGGEE WK 1FiR. &
FATMEEL RN
#1 AFRRER B E %R P 40E16S rDNA V3IXPCR-DGGE
AL LR

Table1 Identification of the bands obtained by PCR-DGGE of
bacterial 16S rDNA from soybean paste based on BLAST

comparison in GenBank
Kl s Rt N AP % il

A Enterococcus faecium 98 KT626401.1
B uncultured bacterium clone 99 KF783367.1
C Lactobacillus plantarum 97 KJ921834.1
D Lactobacillus sakei 99 KT968365.1
E Enterococcus hirae 100 KX036532.1
F Lactobacillus plantarum 100 KX158838.1
G Leuconostoc sp. 100 DQ061074.1
H Enterococcus faecium 100 KU317792.1
I Lactobacillus sakei 100 KU317794.1
J Tetragenococcus halophilus 100 EU689056.1
K Lactobacillus curvatus 100 KT968363.1
L Tetragenococcus halophilus 100 KJ699143.1
M Tetragenococcus sp. 100 KC170304.1
N uncultured bacterium clone 100 KF783391.1
(0] Lactobacillus brevis 96 JF763842.1
P Tetragenococcus sp. 100 GQ150503.1
Q Weissella viridescens 94 JQ805716.2

A I Fr 45 R A HIMega 5 A E RG KB R, 4
RAE R . B2, A B BOE B IR
B 715 BRILER AL, HBUEVIREVE AT 0 N5 DR DU
REJE (40500  BIRERER (1A%« BERE
& (3 A« AATHE (6 Mk MEHKEE
(LA  HrhAUFT G R DUBRER G A ER T R o5
F FHAL.
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Band L

Tetragenococcus halophilus (KJ699143.1)
58| Band M

uncultured bacterium clone (KF783391.1)
Tetragenococcus sp. (KC170304.1)

Band N

Band J
Tetragenococcus halophilus (EU689056.1)

A Band P

 uncultured bacterium clone (KF783367.1)
Tetragenococcus sp. (GQ150503.1)

Band B

Band G

Enterococcus faecium (KT626401.1)

Band H

Band E

Enterococcus hirae (KX036532.1)

Enterococcus faecium (KU983591.1)

Band F

57? Lactobacillus plantarum (KX158838.1)
Lactobacillus plantarum (XJ921834.1)
Band C

Band D

78U Band I

721" Lactobacillus sakei (KU317794.1)

47 Lactobacillus curvatus (KT968363.1)
Lactobacillus sakei (KT968365.1)

54 Band K
| Weissella viridescens (1Q805716.2)
1001 | Band Q
— 4 BandO )
0.1 85 Lactobacillus brevis (JF763842.1)

B2 HFEERBEETHAENRERTH
Fig.2  Phylogenetic tree for bacterial community in traditional
fermented soybean paste

ST U BRER B B (%], Ly M. P) . B
HREE (KWG) TR, 4R ERE N E T E
EHVUBLERE (Tetragenococcus halophilus) W H 2R
(Leuconostoc sp.) ; K& (55iFA. E. H) &l
Sl)E T RIBERE (Enterococcus faecium) . 7 IRHEK
(Enterococcus hirae) ; FAFEJE (47 C. D. F.
I. K. O) &l 73l & YA E (Lactobacillus
plantarum) . {HEW AW (Lactobacillus sakei) .
A FLAFE (Lactobacillus curvatus) TG S #
(Lactobacillus brevis) , BETIREE (GFA7Q) ZAAkrill
KB THOFAE (Weissella viridescens)

DGGE I3 %7 (1) %5 B 7T LB 3 S R 5 o 20 B
W B AL ZREE, 25T I SE FEAE — e RR B b i b
BRI A B R B (AL, R R
R A R AR — B AR, 2k I ECH DL RS 5%
JEE it A i T B 1) PR A% A TR IR 200 A 3 o8, i BH &%
W EE R AL TP AT B H AR BN SR
A (Enterococcus faecium) G (Leuconostoc sp.) ~ Q
(Weissella viridescens) « P (Tetragenococcus sp.) ]
ol Bl R B (R A AT AR, Ul W IX SRR W S B
SRR R EERE, FESS SRR R
IR IAEBEA S i B R B — e AR, o B
KRB R ENESE & 5B ZEME R RIS KR
W %0y B A5 K AN TR 2 RE R I Fe b 45 SR — 80 kC
(Lactobacillus plantarum) . G (Leuconostoc sp.) « H

(Enterococcus faecium) K (Lactobacillus curvatus) .

L (Tetragenococcus halophilus) « M (Tetragenococcus
sp.) « O (Lactobacillus brevis) 1FH 2 &5 FE i A 14
KR, Bk BT AENFA EFE R %,
FUAF B E . 3Kk E R S Y BCER i B A AR A E TN E
SRR, SIS RIUAE Gk SR KRR
ol EEAERMEERE: %C. He KS5O0ET#
WA —E B NAFE, I HAE S5 BB R Boas iR B
Se R HARMCAR, Ui HAE G R R Y
FRBAFAE, R ARIuAL Gk B &% 10 K I 72 v i f 34 4n
A, AU R A R . LR B AR A AR AR
HH e 5 I BT AQU A F AR R SR BT, DR G R X
T R R I RO T e 2 S L AR

AT, AFEZKEEH T HAETFEAR, SERF
mn PRI AR — E M E R, WMEAHFS5QRAEZR
SRR SR GRIALIN S5 RN Leuconostoc sp.,
ZEEHEP RGN RIERTHR ML E =, &%,
KimZE5d@ 5 16S rRNAJE K R4 5 W 1 45 & BLAG AR BRI
WsE , 43449 5 [ 03 b 20 B LI B bR O 3 F A
J& (Bacillus glycinifermentans sp.) ; {E¥%PEF H,
HXRAEZERRANME EERIAMRE, HrhF2Ea
¥GLactobacillus plantarum. KIEEFLFFE (Lactobacillus
fermenti) . Tetragenococcus halophilus%s. [FF¥f,
Wu Junrui%§ g 55 F K SF BRI HDGGEH AR % b
K& E R AT S5, 3 i Lactobacillus
plantarum. Leuconostoc gasicomitatum. Enterococcus
faeciumM Tetragenococcus halophilus & &% F 1¥) 1 B 41
s ARWFFE ) Weissella viridescensTEAL St IR K % 5 %
R RE S 5 RNy T AR TR B E
22 OTUREFIRLER

OTUM H & 8 iR 55— A B & 1 5 51 AR AL 1)
., BokE AR T A BEATIHIE, [ AH
LU v % B AR B 0K 3 9 — ANOTU™ . ] LA
AR A, AR TR —0E 7 KK, MEANESR
TR R AS AT HAR LU (32D

F2 EEREAAEOTUHH
Table2 Bacterial OTU number of fermented soybean paste

FE i T1 T2 T3 T4 T5 T6 Z1 72 73 74 75 76
OTU#(H 299 382 339 420 337 368 386 405 396 438 424 420

Y1 3 B DR sk A N0 ~T d, g H H AR
T~14d, M@ HE WD 14~21d, 0B H
I, FHAE21 AR T ANEEH EKE: 2 SE 4 E 3
Wb, ULIATE R BERT N, T P A A A EAE
WS M BRI A R T A AR BT K
JE M, MBEREEHER D, 4G DGGERWE FA T 5>

MBASHEN, W] §E & Enterococcus faecium. Leuconostoc
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sp.~ Weissella viridescens VU BEER B 25 5 A 1L 5% K T
dEd, FESS5VIMNYR S EER, KB SRR
Je FAR Y P2 W) AE 5% R I A2 o n] DL RE % R,
R AR T T BN 16T R 464 . o Leuconostoc
sp. AW AE AR Ik A% o 7= 20 2 R0 I 7= A R P ot s 2R M0
W JE T AL AL, Hoh R 2 BON At IR B 7 A
DT RS, X R A A T BT RE
A HEEERAY.
2.3 F:TUniFrackl S5 UPGMA R 2L 77 Hr
HTRCEYIRE 28, AR 2 1 2 A
EMRAKERFR, BWRERETRSMAEY R Cn
OTU) Z [AMFAERFI N AERIR. R, TEFRFEASFIRETERE
ARZIAR RIS, T2 SRR R Z (A S AFE R AR
BRGRFR. BRI RBRRI 7 Bos B G 8ERE A
M B T AR AAE ISR 22 00 2R, REACHR A 1t 2 1] (1 AH
AEESEER, FEARTAIH A BT, PR ASERAR L
T1

T2
T6

T3
_’—:Ts
T4

Z1

72
Z3
75
74

76

0.05
B3 SEEPHARHUPGMARRDHT
Fig.3 UPGMA cluster analysis of bacteria in soybean paste

I3 TIPS SRIEE P ] 41 () 5208 A i o ) 22 57 2
BRI 5K 5 R v A B R AR S 2 A B
FRACIE 50 B 5 S 3 it o B 2 1 20 A1 R LR R
A SRR T AR AU AR Gt i 5 B — e AR
24 EEFRERKT LY A

X EEAS FL A i P 4 B KO TUAE J& 7K P 1E4T 70 #r
FEVFPAL L BITE DL, SRR it RO 454

W Enterococcus sp.

W Tetragenococcus sp.

W Leuconostoc sp.

[l Lactobacillus sp.

B Candidatus solibacter sp.

T1 T2T3 T4 TST6 Z1 2273 74 7576
4  HERERPAEERK TR

Fig.4  Bacterial distribution of fermented soybean paste at the genus level

X AR AN SRR P 4 O TU S H 72 & /K ¥ |k
BEAT VA AN BE B, 43 9 O RN 40 T J& AR %808 HY ) 4 B
J& o TE S AN [R] A BRI BA, R R 4 B A VR AR AE
HWHEREERN, HANESELALEE - EMZEN.
ECHME R, Leuconostoc sp.. Enterococcus sp.5j
Tetragenococcus sp. Ml RAF{E TR EFE M. o,
Leuconostoc spAHXT T HAN & & 250w, MR AT
FIE BN, HTetragenococcus sp i shPER K,
FE&NGEE MM, 455 DGGEREE AJ
Bt HORE R 2% T 7E SR A AT AR RO, B
‘B WANAEERIE I . k8 H 5 2 9 N Lactobacillus
sp., FEANIRNRBERY B S8R G Sk I, HLAR
Xof T At 41 TR AR TE Mo A T T A AR, RHE T
E2fr 84518, HLeuconostoc sp.. Enterococcus sp.-
Tetragenococcus sp.flLactobacillus sp.i5 £ AL . N5
A AT LUE H B A B 23 = FE AR B/ R B A D R AR A7 A
TEAEEELT, BT HEHD>, WTREAEDGGER
HE FARMERR BRI, FIk R A EEDGGEH AL &5
WERINTFR AR EN.. &H. REHXEE ST
AR AT R S S 0 hT

3 4 #

A S K FHPCR-DGGE S T AW H R 454 =il
T 77 V0 2R b A Gt Ok 9 L AE R I L AR ) 4 T
REVEREAT 7 ZREVEOE T, I DGGERIWE 1 7 Hr 45 5
eI P IR A e S A A [F) R Y B A
M # JE NI ERE R (Enterococcus sp.) « VUBEERH
J& (Tetragenococcus sp.) MFN B JE (Lactobacillus
sp.) ¢ X SR A T 5 A I DN AREAR i o Y A 4%
97% 1) Iy B AL FE BEAT A I FIOTU RN 43, A BH 5 73
Frigti: 0@ MOTUREH AT 159 , # DK IR B
M HH R 2. EEE R, MEHHE L
TUH, fE21 dikF 74N BCH iR ORI, KIS
B H AR, A DGGER W L 41 B 7 A 2 25 45 0 AT
fie /& Enterococcus faecium. Leuconostoc sp.. Weissella
viridescens“ U E I B KB AR 1 2 5 T Y11 7
WA K> TR, JRAERT T R T o
NGy T 5 A 7 A AR 5 B R R B — i AR
LR TP AN R O T UL H 78 J& /K1 B 3EAT IH S
#1, Enterococcus sp.~ Tetragenococcus sp.flLactobacillus
spAEAN A A e BT B 3 A il vh g A I e, 20 H RO
A E M L 2, 45 A DGGESE FHE W I o 5 %% & B it
FER R A R R . A Tetragenococcus sp K BITERK,
D AN (5 o

H T REER BRRBMAEYMX REAR, A5
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