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Research Progress on Development and Utilization of Functional
Microorganisms from Kombucha
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2.Henan Key Laboratory of Industrial Microbial Resources and Fermentation Technology, Nanyang Institute of
Technology, Nanyang 473004, China)

Abstract: Kombucha is a kind of health drink fermented by a symbiotic flora composed of yeasts, acetic acid bacteria and
lactic acid bacteria, with sugar and tea as the main substrates. It is popular with the researchers and consumers in the world
due to its wide healthy functions including antioxidant, hypoglycemic, and antibacterial activities. Existing studies have
proved that the sensory quality and functional components of Kombucha are closely related to the microbial community
during its fermentation. This review summarizes the microbial community and fermentation mechanism of Kombucha, core
microorganisms that promote the generation of flavors and bioactive substances, and bacterial cellulose production in
Kombucha, and current limitations of relative studies. The review would provide in-depth knowledge for exploring the
effects of special microorganisms on the flavor and healthy functions, and key theoretical basis for the industrial production
of Kombucha.
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ZAER | TR S UIRRTE MRS, HE e EA
TR IRAAE « PR GEE | T AINAY T & L 55 1L
A« Bl AE A A5 PR A D252, DR TR 32 A BRIH 2l
M2 o TSR, SBRELAS T POR T 2 B iy
K, LSRN A AR SR E RN 2 43 5lis 150 2870
35 8, Wit F 2027 4FHAT I MU AT I8 %) 104.5 /258
JTH, T ] PN T b7 ) B LSS i R AT I . e Ah,
FR R A= R 2O, B 2B X 2 il ot
BRI HTHE =, A RS S i T 44 5 RDME A b 85
PR, A TR B i BT R A L LA R OB BB TESE i s
LA AR IR, WEEPRSFRE 2SR T,

2125 R A P 00 AR S 2 RS ) 7 i R IR
SRR BN 2R . ARk, NS B AT
XFEL2S T T A ) R SR, XL B T Y
DIREHEA M DA R A= ) 5 £ AT 7 i i J5 S A= B
DIRERIAH I M Bk = BRZPAD . B EIRFETER oS¢
B[R, AR SCRILET 255 R AU 0 Vs &t A S H R TREAIL
B ZUAS T TP AR SRR IXUBR AN AR P05 P S5 A iy
DIRETERUAESY . A KUY RTOL R R ERTELL 28 TR R 7
PR R R BRI S A, B IR ELS i E
7 B AR AR P PR A AR R
1 AFREMEDREEH LR LB IR

LG LT A B2 AR U ) AR S S A e A HIE
PHARFAEE BT, TRAFSRL LS R D R E IR i 2
FEHIFHZ AR L TRRN U, KAy B TR B 2 i
mi BT B A NOR R E M . YR, LG o Bk
TR i R I P S TR S TR LIS B A A FR v
TR A ARG A AH L PR RIS v o
1.1 AREMEVREEEER

R LIRS LLAS o Y RS AT LI e o
BRI N, KRBV R R I, LA et
V% T A T SR FH S TR PR S (Acetobacter) | ARIHE T
1 5 & ( Gluconacetobacter) F1 BT ¥T 14 J& ( Koma-
gataeibacter) ¥ )% o b, BEER A )@ FEE L5 4.
tropicalis. A. musti. A. lovaniensis. A. okinawensis
M A. peroxydans S5V 8, HiHEFTHEJE R EAHE G
intermedius. G. liquefaciens. G. xylinus. G. potus.
G. hansenii fll G. oxydans S8, WIEFF 8 £
H K. hansenii. K. europaeus F1 K. rhaeticus AR,
R4 Lactobacillus satsumensis Fl1 Oenococcus oeni
W IR L2 W R S A T i pe A LR A, (5
FLIR B —BoME LU 1L 58 53 B 1 3012 LIS AR
Hror B E, DI — BBl BRI R LA T YRR
ARG, A, L5 R WA R Saccharo-
myces cerevisiae. S. uvarum . Pichia membranifaciens .
Wickerhamomyces anomalus .
bailii ., Z. floventina 1 Z. lentus ZE"°71,

T LLAS R T R B AR WA vl 35 3%, A8 5857
B R FREE LA R AR 2155 B R A 2% A A ) e
LEAFIE . il i) P 3 R (Next Generation Sequ-

Zygosaccharomyces

encing, NGS) J& L EFRREAE 5y P T T E Py Sk R 20 R
WFFEXTGR, BE— U PEXT AT 35 SR AN AT 35 S8 AE Y
DNA #4758 4387, X AEF5 AT TR R invfEmn .
SRS R TP e EY Z A . Marsh 55012
B FIH NGS $7 7 4= T Hb i M 20 55 56 1 ik AL o B
R, G5 R RIS TR G 43 B IR IR A L 2
Bl: LA H Acetobacter F1 Gluconacetobacter WAH
Ster i, H Gluconacetobacter F-JEGiET- Aceto-
bacter. Lactobacillus 1 Lactococcus 25 IR B #71E
BHTELLAS T A et At ol A7, S e dl 1 R
A RLLES T H 2R B SRR E B AL . DAELTR
MY E LS IR E , Zygosaccharomyces TERE S P AEXT
FJE R IR 95%, HKIE Pichia. WHIFhZREVER A
J¥ &, Leuconostoc. Allobaculum. Ruminococcaceae
F Enterococcus WITR 5T 70, UL X Davidiella tassi-
ana. Lachancea fermentati. Kluyveromyces marxia-
nus . Naumovozyma castelli F1 Wallemia sebi A H TR
EIRAELS W PRI . BRSNS R 2 5L
RIH B AR B BE 7 d BILTAS AL S AT E Y ZAE
PApT, e e 95 N Fh, R RN Glucona-
cetobacter sp. SXCC-1(29.17%) . K. medellinensis
(7.84%) . K. xylinus(7.58%) . K. rhaeticus(7.50%)
M K. europaeus(5.50%), Hi & r= - 4 Z B AP K
xylinus TELTASB Y P B RBEHRIE . LA, L. paracasei.
L. delbrueckii Fl L. acidifarinae %5 22 FhZ| & Bt g%
LrEH,
1.2 FMAREPMEDSHFENRER

Sz HBFA | SAFESE IR R 2R 1520, AN [R] b X
LIASPHRE MR St 22 R B . ZFuE
SN SR NGS HARS P R BLFRE S . p5Z2 . S0
FE T 4 b X R 31 48 (0 2T 45 TRASE Tl (] PRI 2E
A 2E A 2 FEWTRE S T AR TR E N Komagata-
eibacter(78.1%). Gluconobacter(20.4%). Acetobacter
(0.9%) ; PULEEF P LB 8 i Komagataeiba-
cter(95.2%) . Escherichia/Shigella( 0.7%) Fll Aceto-
bacter(0.6%) 5 & REAE & v 41 T RE 7% 45 A4 2H e
Gluconobacter(60.7%) . Komagataeibacter(29.4%) .
Bacteroides(1.2%) #1 Ruminococcus(0.6%); JE [ 1k
i L B & S Komagataeibacter( 95.7%)
Acetobacter( 0.7%) 1 Escherichia/Shigella( 0.4%) .
(B, AT HB53H X A LTSS B AR S T B A= AP s 1 AH
DL a3, ANy B P SRV i X LT A R i v BT e &)
I Komagataeibacter' 53 [ BE Iy VT Hb X 2T ZS A AF
i AR U3 BiF K 52 B 1Y Komagataeibacter ¥R 5
FH AT U, 2125 A A i it A A 2 S bl O B2
KFR,HE Y HREE IR OGRS SRR
EIZ & UIFE G

LTS T AR W G546 52 T i S Hh s 3 2H Bl
S, XGRS RS T AR &R BB (LT A SR A%)
Xof K P AR TP A AR R S AR A R ), SR R B L 4T
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A5 0 IFORE 2 18 AR o P 4 B 0 20 Rk BB Glu-
conobacter(76.87%)F Acetobacter(4.71%), i H.
F R Pichia(2.13%) . Saccharomyces(0.025% ) Fll
Brettanomyces(0.023%) o LALRAS R IF S T A %
), Acetobacter( 31.66%) . Gluconobacter( 24.27%)
M Komagataeibacter(16.37%) A& . AE,
L HE B & Pichia. Brettanomyces F Saccharomy-
ces BUAAXTFERESF AN 12.21%., 0.147% Fi1 0.014%.
v sy -t N S S A a9 i S S 1 P 1 R
B A R F R 2125 B R A W A S R ™ il 1) B )
E, IR EEIR R, Asrt i pmlE . AR £
Ty S AR A ) SR AR AN IS RN B i ) 22 5 X LT A T R T
TR P A AR R S ) R, (H BRI L A B
1, AT — 2RI

WA, K P RS AR [a] 45 T. 2 S8 58 4T
P T AE Y 2R R 3 . Grassi 459 LA
THE 4 C FEER T &ZBE 90 d J5 025 T T A
BEARIEIEE . S5, RS TR T8 BN 2 7
Pt 5 AR TR] AR 52 0, Saccharomyces TR ISHE 25 1R
TR 45 d )5 R, BAESE 90 d B SE4sTE Ik,
il D. anomala J2 & W& DRI EEEE, o Lk S
MY 52%. ZARPERSREEBER IR S B 4 RN, K
A T R0 8 X i 5 (1) 2SS M) A S 3855 o I T A T
&, G. oxydans(46%) . Novacetimonas hansenii(36%)
N K. saccharivorans(18% ) Je ) # & 1R B 0, HLAE
4 C T AR & AR R A oA, (HAE m I = iR 4%
P & 20 d s BS R i A28 & A2 {4k . Filippis
UV, K B, R TR 3 e AR T 1 T 1 A R R
BEMRENNLLAS R AR Th e Y i 20, DTk
ARSI A BET T . R, ZELTASEE Tolk b/l r=ad
B, DX e e et A B A ) 25 55, XT A RS [A]
TS SCER R I T A B AL, BB RUARIE 7 AR
FE RV AR, FREE 7 S E IR
1.3 &REEE

LSRR AR 22 P O IS R BT . I B AN LR B 22
SR B FIHAESCR, HBEA U 25 5 2808
VAR RIS AR . BB TSR B Tk
LR PR, DB R AR LT AT R R R A4 )R
BT RN AR, Sol s i e g pE AN SR,
P SRR E P UE— 20 Bl L S A B 2R
CO,M, Hed, YR BAAR 2 AT A2 A 25 HH N R,
Tt P B T A s A A, LA 2 AN SR A i R T
BRAER IR IR . A2 R S S = W I8 il et
AEZF PRI, BN, sRWFAERT LTS BEAE S T 4 2
Y 5B R Gluconobacter asai M1 Saccharomycodes lud-
wigii, SINERFE G. asai PN EE L 4ER Y 2 H =
FEAI, PR PR R 52 0 R B T S B A PR £ 4E 2R 107
BEERIESR S, UEB AR B AT S A B AR PR R 2T A4S
IR AR LT AER G . T I, ZELT SRR I
HRT, TR B AR T £ I AR AR 1) B e A OG

&, B RE TR A A B BT 25 il S B RE f A IR T A
I Z2 1 R, T £ 18 SR SRR BB 7 AR L2
R 2 T AFAE I S R IR eI/ A I el B b
ST G XU o RIS, TR PR e i e e
AR AT A HETER N R AN 2 BT IR,, IX PRI S 21255
WO P E R DIREY) BT, BA PO P JETTHL
RGeS TR 2, A, LS I ELIR T RE R
P TR PT AT A AR A A 2200 . R 2R 2H 2R 5%
B . DL Re e AR - ) A T A B, IF4
KRR P HIOBEAL LR, (HZLIR TR Y R HERE I BE &
Pt e PR I T 2 s 2
2 AERBEPIRHAFFHERRAEEE Y RE R
TheEM LY

LI P A O S R BRI N 45 428
SRS R A A 25 57, RIHAEXT T E ) 2 R
FEAFEA [, Az A B T LA R X UR Y 5T
TE RN 45 A= ) B A= A B RESUA: 1), ST A= 0
ARCHHLERE, A S pE— 2D IT A BT | i B IR 4L
PN TR A S
2.1 (R FEFHERRYI L A TIRERE 4D

LIS TR B9 XUR P Jot 32 2R U5 T A 9 RO AR £
VAR A R E A I B v I e iy — R AT
Yo UL, S E A EL T2 TR AR WA P IXUBR it
Jox BT RS SR, BVERAE e v p 2 [R] 9K 5
T, REE AR I — RV ALV RES R L R
Bt PRE PR TR A XU o B i, DTG 3~ 21255 7
PR IR B IXUBR it 520270,

LTS PR P RE AR IS MR 2 B 1 25 S R O
A A RUBR I P ) S A 2 S5 AN IS AR ] . 7R DL
MILLES TR IR, Z. bailii REE L FRAL N 7= — &
SIBEE XK G, Z. rouxii TER LSRR REF A
W | T A A% I RN R g 1R 26 A5 XUBR B S B, TS
cerevisiae REF”E IR LT . “EIR LT . Z5IR LMWK LA
Fe 21 5 IR BRAF BRSSP B, TR AERS A &
Wi D, P REREA T A B a0t S . L S RN R
Fifg3X 3 PR SCHE 2 BENR | 07 T s 2 BL IR FR 2R
Tl Al e v P s, T vy PR B B O AR SRR A B4R
JH G BB AR KRBT . Yao 55027
23 R B DR 20 2 455 T AS [ AR A BB
YT ST AT L1255 TR R IR A v 5 IXUBR ) S5 AH DG R 34
HEWREV , A5 R R B A R Y 32 2 XU ) ot (PR
25| BEZR) MBS Komagataeibacter. Gluconaceto-
bacter. Saccharomyces. Acetobacter. Novacetimonas
Ko Pichia AR CVE S, M BEZEY) BT 7= A2 5 S, cere-
visiae. Candida californica 1 N. hansenii 1% = J&F 5
IEAHSG . AN, B. bruxellensis i3t i A R H a-
AN A 55 i S W) Jo XUBR (9 R oA 1 i S R D A 7
R NI, ISR P AR S E T IR AIAH
Xof 5B 5 R PR AR R XA B AR DA s i — 28
9T . NI, JE LB S. cerevisiae M1 Candida sp
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S RE PRI i S BRI I 2 55 XU ) 51 A= L 3 A= 40
VER R 2L A, Befeih A& R Th B ARSI
ERITE L. AT 0L, R DR A G &£ 155
PR Y XU 5T, T 2R A AE A
e = NG e W P PN | Wy W iy = 2 S ) 7 NE Ok ki
FEHE R BT O

KTELLAS P A O AN TR, STEAT BE 09 4 B2
WEFRE SIS W | 3-8 582 T . LR-2- AR L HR . B
RN 3- 2L PR-2-"1 i 55 XUR 4 JBT 1Y) 25 B IEAHSC, KT
P ARRER B AT AR BRI AT i D) 2
e 3-F2Fe-2-T Tl . LPR-2-2K TR . BRI | 3-21R-2-
TR | BESEANZL IS ) 5 AE KURAL S M H T
YIAHSE, W37 ORI EBR R B B RO Tran
S0 PALT ZS PR P A B B P AR I B B, bruxelle-
nsis. Hanseniaspora valbyensis Fl1— Ak itk 122 Bl Ace-
tobacter indonesiensis, JFRITIX =R 54555 H
FRR XSRS I ARG . SRR I, R R
ZHRERIYI T S H. valbyensis #85%, B2
JoT A A i X AR R A S DA OC, LRI LS
A. indonesiensis FHIE, WIHEFIHE IR ) A B 3K =
AR UIARSG . BRI, AnfefiE A PE R A
P VR T SRR P PR AR R TS IR, 819 A IRV PP G TR« L.
iR . SRR A TR . BRHIMR . AR S A LRI L
A51), SR R 7 i i B Y SRR

PRI, 28 21255 B v b3l BT AR - 56 T Ak o
IR AP A PR UK A ST, ) B 2L 55 iR Rl iR A,
IRTTIEURE, A E I XURY ) BT =35 Z Rl YOG R, Bl
FR R LT AS B i T A S LT RELS
2.2 (RHLARETEYEEIRE R EERE

LIS PSR | R ADHH IR . A BT R A A AL
TR, LA LR . 25 21y . w2 Ab-G9) . D-#i%hE
TR-1,4- NS ME BT HAA O . P TR O i
BN PR ARG | VR I 1 A R A AR BRI,
X L) BT T - 5 LS B T g D REMETAAE W 2% D)
AHSCE438 PRk, 2L LA b 2= 5 s AR W B AR
A TR R S P2 i 7 i AR T PR DG . 9] 401, Nguyen
SEROT DL ZR IR P 43 B B — AR S T R Y Dekkera
bruxellensis KIN89 Fll—Fk =4 26 HHEE R 1Y) Glucona-
cetobacter intermedius, WIRRERITE 4:6 1 LL Bl 3E1T42
HC K1 7 d Je, A 19 b B A 2 B T TR 1 Rt AT Gk
175.8 mg/L, iX-t A i 2 BEIRE IR 1) ol Ak AR 7= 2558 —
sERHil . Wang SE07 LIS T B R —kk Koma-
gataeibacter oboediens SW-1 5 S. cerevisiae . Wicker-
hamomyces anomalus ¥ Lactobacillus plantarum ¥
2:2:1:1 ITEECEIES, RIEER 00 Z W s IR
AW 53 I RESE = 55.96% Fil 88.89%. FSUIY, Xif
2L SR BEAE S P 0 B B 1Y Acetobacter pasteurianus .
G. xylinus Fl Z. bailii Z WL R WG, K& IR 1Y 25
TR i R, [RA R R Y r BT A AL RN
PURTEERS . Li S50 WFSE A B, LA RS o0 e

2| Y Starmerella davenportii 7 G. intermedius 435
HATRMM " LM 2R 1. A&, AR Zhke
PR TRIR A O R B 21255 PR UR BRI i M) 0 £ 1 Rk
Z LT
2.3 HEALEZRNEIERK

LS I n At b, 25K B AR SR TR Ly
2 TR A8 4T 4 T A RE R R A &R 22 S sa 4 4
R AE PTG i XU, e EBH AR B . R Tl 45
U AA EEEM . HiTERI, S 549025 b 27
YR H B EERAEY )R K hansenii M G. xylinus
GO I ST AN TR AT YE R ARG M R A 2, Ji
WSS . B, ARESAT P8 ) 2 b
G AN R AT 4E 2R 1 R T 2L DU RS I 15,
R 2B TSI T e 2 W 2 LA 2R -6 IRR , [ S
2 BEWEIR S A B E (L A A W - 6-BRR A= il i 2 b - 1 -1l
iR, A5, AR B REE A A0 - | - b R PR
T B A, S S e AR g AT 43 A B
AT A TR AT AE =™ . A& 4 PR AT 43R B
FE = EOE N L R IET ER Y e IR S N = R R

HIAE . A2sE ) L LA R BRI 50 A5 B s R i i
Y LA AE A1) o ) 3 a8 2 AR AT

ML AR A& ) 32 R T 2 B340
N, 2 587 S 38 o e 7 TG A £ 1258 B 4 P 2T 4
RAAAME, R R HA R AR IEE N 0.83%
PEEHHAREE 10.42% . 2EREE 70.22% . J5FRIRE 29.33 C
I, LT 4 r=m ] =k 4.21 g/L, HA& £tk
R BA YRGS RN ARSGE K | 2w HAT4E=R
SREEGT . A, IR R B RRAR A Tl s
LT AER A M I ERAEN GBS BT FE IR P A
T BJ: RTAH B A T 4 PR T 4 3865 i 52 ) R 0, B.
bruxellensis 1 Z. bisporus W) Z B A r= 91 e e
W K. intermedius & AN A 4Ez, HEARFANLAY 5T
IKVEILAT B TS AN e 4T 4R 28544
24 HEINgEMEKINEESHA

LIS TR P T P s BT e PR LTSS TR ARFE XU
Yy s A AR A I RES T, WG HAT—E i
FER M SR R AR R E S DR, AR
W AW PR EY IR R 10, Ben S50
MEL ST 43 8 B = RREEE Pichia occidentalis .
Candida sorboxylosa 71 Hanseniaspora opuntiae X
TR Bl YRR H1R 59%. 39% il 37%,
TE A ARG R T B BRI YL
Biifat. Tu S5 PNET S TR i e 1) — Ak B AT R 4P &
PP B BE B S, davenportii Dol8, 12 B BRI AHER |
pH FIRERE S5, HHATRERANERLA9RE JT o B
PR TLLAS TR R BRI, 45 R R I R e v 22 193 Fil
I e, HYUEARAIPTRGE S5 . Diguta 5504
PNET ST i 32 2 PR R 45 A= B SOHE B3R TR Pedioco-
ccus pentosaceus ¥ P. acidloctici X PR B il B2
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AHERFNVE AR T HREE J158, HHAG PUAEALTE HEAFN M 4

Salmonella enterica Typhimurium. Listeria mono-
cytogenes. Bacillus cereus F Staphylococcus aureus
SEEIRTEBUN R RYAE ) o FBRRARSEYT LI R
Pety 3 BRAEFFEAFILAB IR EL (ST 93%) LR FHY)
FUF RN EEFLAT B, X PIRR A A2 R R e RE ATt

Wi PELs, JobiA R 25 HA A FEAH . &

PEAFEEY DAL ZSTR Hh 5 B i PUBRAE 2 LAT IR AL 3
I Al i A TR | T PR A IHER BB ) o X ST

YT Ve i e A B A I B AR H T 0 e b BT g

e e LIRS B LT A B 2 F SR AP B2

A BRI, PRI EXT LTS R A T ) 2R T
FERIIRIRT, 75 ZEE— DA P B DL BT AR BT

3 AFEMRIERM

31 RE*RERREME

LS I P R R A A 52 A HAMAE W 4H 22 5+ K,
I EALGEAE TP R BHAR R ) 5 | 2R TR TS g, PRIk
MELACRUELLAS B ™ o B 0T . 2 AP Figsse e il
S AL B A v o B O B B IO A 5 B
SENE, AT ER E LS T I R PR s P T AR A IR 8
W fdn, R EE DR LI P o B B 3 kR
2 &} B Brettanomyces bruxellensis. Zygosaccharo-
myces bisporus. Metschnikowia fructicola F 1 BEES
[izdES) Komagataeibacter intermedius VAT PP E BN
KB T2 , AW S i ot . Bosafbis v
FEPERE LA M R RS E PR B W e . (B, iXFh
Kl 7 G BELLAS W S A HRE R R iy XUR A
EYAH TS —, PRI RS PR R AL R G R
A PR LLAS ORI AT REM:

HeAb, RE H T E A R IER LL 5 B A T T
BRI | IR ] | AR e | OB
IS S T, (H R TSR] B Rk AR W RE T TR
Pz SR 2 S X T A AR . B it 1) o JBT 2 )
B, FEURZ EMifb iy R lE L2 R0 BAA W]
PR, SR AR AR R AR —

32 TWABTZiREriEER

YT & PRERE SRR D A e & LT A5 B
YOBH T2 AABIFTE A, T S0 2/ IS R R 557
KT MRS T T R B A IRERE Y K e T 2rp 2, 2
T, AA A SCHRHRIE R A e A WA P4 LK TR R
PR I o AE58P FERTR R 9 T 2 p kAt 1, JE
X} 5 L R BERER I 1 2550 b i b B 1 7
Ak, & BRAE 150 r/min PO PR TR P Xk 5
AR o SR TTX LEBIFE i S 2D, HoRE S %)
PV AT 10 3 S5 A PRI oy 5 A IR A O A I
AACA, MELL R G HTLLAS MR ORISR
3.3 AR mORRENBE—

TP TR B R et R b R L LA TR TR E T B DI 3
P, HO™ 2R I R BAT 9 U RIS, X LA B R IR
A TTRREROC, XA B L LA B A I ORHIR B 2 HL I

JEARXT P, MELABE TS S Heaz . DRI, afer 4 4
SR A R B R 2 AT Tl Ak A P AT T IR B EE
XA

HF5E 22 B, 38 3 BN LR B ok i L 25 D RE B T
RALLT AT B R e, KT ILIRLE L . BRI AT
RUBR S5 AR oh g =il i s LA SR L. )
i, B B 3m o AN S I e FUAT PR SR A AL e LT
ZBA I AT, S5 R AL E B LT R R LR & Y
Jinz| 3.08 g/L, R AR 19.8% HANLERLH B HE
Y. BEAR, PR AR EIE SE | R RORTE
Fro Hop, KBRS PRSI T 17 B, G145
5 FPEESS . 1 PRS2 FRARZE. 3 FhERSE. 2 RS
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