EmTRE BRRRSAR 547355 13 3
DOI:10.12161/j.issn.1005-6521.2026.13.027
o] A o7 1 22
3 PRFLER TR B2 S X e Mo 3
V%3]

Uk, W EHE, HiltiE, Z=1RE, 28, F/AR, 5/, NEFE
(JPE RE R W e 5 R 246, )7 7 T° 530008)

217 —

LR B Y

W B ARETRTEAALMAEGILRA, AR AR RO LA R, %A A MRS 24545, K B
HHEAERMHNT AT THEELERERTSBEILRE, 250 ARANK S TAEHFLET KT IRELA TR
B AT BACEE A SLERE , o A KT A 52 LA E (Levilactobacillus brevis) i K 3% 8 (Enterococcus hirae ) Fa 84
I K (Weissella cibaria) . 8T 353X 3 BRFUBR 1 69 4 1 M 4L 5 AT L I, 303 35 LA IR M % R T R L 3B BT 69 Fp
AR, A B 3 RIBRALBN R, ABERTIRSZNIREG DMK E STV DK, TR G L
ot S A

KB : RERBER S 0 B LR A B R A BE A B

Isolation and Identification of Three Strains of Lactic Acid Bacteria and Its Application in
Fermentation Sauerkraut
WU Liuyan, LIU Yumei, TIAN Hongmei, LI Yiting, LI Jinxin, WEI Zhouling,
HUANG Xiaole, LIU Guofang”
(School of Marine Sciences and Biotechnology, Guangxi Minzu University, Nanning 530008, Guangxi,
China)

Abstract: To screen lactic acid bacteria suitable for inoculating fermented vegetables and improve the safety
and quality of fermented vegetable food, lactic acid bacteria were isolated from fermented vegetable foods col-
lected from Liuzhou and Nanning, Guangxi Zhuang Autonomous Region, using MRS medium. After acid pro-
duction, physiological, biochemical, and molecular biological identification, three catalase-negative strains
with acid-producing capabilities were obtained and identified as Levilactobacillus brevis, Enterococcus hirae,
and Weissella cibaria. The analysis of antibacterial properties showed that all three strains exhibited good in-
hibitory effects against common food-borne pathogens. The three strains were inoculated into mustard greens
for fermentation. The lactic acid content increased significantly, while the nitrite content decreased signifi-
cantly during fermentation, which improved the probiotic properties and safety of the fermented products. The
identification of these three strains laid a foundation for the development and application of probiotics, pro-
vided a theoretical basis for inoculated fermentation of vegetables, and has potential application value in fer-
mented vegetable food.
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tion; inoculated fermentation
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J7VEAE T G DX b b AR R b X P & S Rl 2

R, S AR, 3R IR, DUl B R AR K
HrPIrSeAe ) P R S S A B A 2 2
AR TP AR Y — Rl SR, RO TR R R |
JHCE AL G R T s AT AR 5 A SR R R
I SRAE A TSR A PR BT, R B 3 5 1 20 35 18 XU il
PR, I3 R R A AN 2 T8 FR 75 oK 18 7K 48
o VR R Y M Sl S Ak, R TP N R AR I RO Bk Y
— . SRMIMEGE H IR K W g = 1. LA AE 2R 7 R
T 7 i BANER E S )R R R SE A SR Kk IR
SEad B v g re A RS R AR AR W SR E L K
SR B B AR R
Arp RS PR h & B B R TR B T A O
MR AR,
177 A A B R AR 3R AT DL SC IR 45 1 SR Kk I ik
2 P AETERY ) RS, L2 B (lactic acid bacteria, LAB)
SRR R WK AL B WIT T A K LR I A T
LA L R TR £ 4 B R L AT DR AR ) AT AT T SO,
LR TR 7E 1 i A Tk B v i o A 0, R R R
AP SR, A WA U T 2 R i K
R T8, i R AT AR & R 1Y) pHL A, DI il A
EAEY AR, A, FUER B %) & IR A R
0 M B A R RS R A Y, B oAn, FLRR
YRy A BT AE s AT AS B 1 T2 L, s T
158 A R K e =X 1) Tk b B 8 X A X 1) 7
AR, LR TR i S R T R v T LR R v ) 2R
FIT B KA G R 7557 A s B AR 4, R
Bt S R T B IR A 11 R BT RN R T XURRUOT, L
WA VLR, ALER \ 1R AP IR BRFIR S, A
AT DM 35 4 T £ it 7 A R A i R IA | i R B 3]
TR i ORI PR BB A MR I, e HA
5 7 TR BB 7 B FLIR T, W T A8 0 R B S A I R R
WAL I N TR LR g S AT A, AT LA
R0 4 ) i TR %) T, AU R A A A A T
AT B TH 6t 1 it T 5 2 B, ZLRR TRAE S —Fh R
SRV 25 AR TR, BR T 7R B S T8 )32 i S
P R B g AR AR BT B AR B R A S B
R G U2 B R T I 1A TR B o A g
77 AR [ B AR T A0, R R S R R AT RN AT
LAY B ZE R4,

ABEFEAE) VG 45 Hb R AL S0 H IR R WG S i
VLT PR 0977 R e ) RAE 35 35 2 v i A RO ES R PP Al
Y S A 2 R A TR T B B AR B 3 A 0 B
FEFLRRTA , P HAZ RN KW=, MU i — 20 2L R
TR T 0 21 R B i Ml B LA, DA I R g R R
PR30 A I 2 5 0 FH B AL B S A Hi An o AR S

1 #MR5FZE
L1 AR

R R I (R IR A RO ME T R B PR
J%& BRI T 7T, SRAERTTH] 2023 4E 9 H 8 H,
4 CORAE. IT3E EER LU0

KW 35 %+ Q& (Escherichia coli) 45 % #F & (Tu-
bercle bacillus) . 4> o5 {0 75 285 FR A (Staphylococcus au-
rews) : PO ZMERAR S BOPE B TS0 A

MRS Bifle 55 MRS 75773 (LB TR 5 57
FE  CaCO5-MRS #5775 | LR o & A A AL 2 e 48
T S AR BT FRA R kRS (S Hral) : Kt
b2 RIAb 2 3R AT BR A ] 5 2L R ik i 2 )
& AR ER R G B Bl E AR PR AT FR A A
1.2 U 5R&

G154D 1= He Kb i B (T DR A R 7
HPS-250 {3 AE BT F2 46 < W /R IR B RS
ZWY-211C fEIRHEK ZHJH-1109C @5 TAER : FIFE
AT AES I 75 PR A 7] s Legend Microl 7R .00 L. 38
] R R G IR B 2 ] 3 Mshot 38 2% s . M
T ZE R A BR S 7] 5 UV-1800 284N 0Tt At 5
B A 53 B AR 22 ) 5 BioTek BEEARX : & EA IS (XU R
/) 3 T100 Thermal cycle %%@ﬁ%ﬁfi@(polymerase
chain reaction, PCR)Y 1Y ; E A RA T o
1.3 Rk
1.3.1 ZLRRE M7 5

W R B 1Y) 5% 5 IR ARE b R AT B R, 43 i) B
102,107,107 3 /46 B2 B9 # B M 45 100 pl ik A T
CaCO5-MRS $i #7354 I, F 37 “ClaR A bR 46 1
7% 48 ho PRI % B B P 5 AR R 26 glifb 20k, 1551
LB B TR,

1.3.2 FLRRE ST

afi A J5 B B R 53 0 AT o AR A R oA

I AR Ak ST P S < oK B A TR R P ST R R £ ik
AT MRS BERET AR AL b, o A R R S 8
SCEC I R F A EL 109% ()3t AL S0 T BV L
BRI SR A AR B, A AT AR B 5 4R
A ST R 52 BA DL

B R 16S tDNA JFA %5 - H51%) 27F (5'-AGAG-
TTTGATCMTGGCTCAG-3") #1 1541R(5’-GGTTACCTT-
GTTACGACTT-3")PCR ¥ 4% H A= #K (1) 16S rDNA J7
G, KM 50 pL PCR 1A % (25 pL Taq B AR AR
22 pL EHK (1 wL B, 51904 1 wL) X PCR =¥t
1T 1% BN EEERE LUK, FE AR I A e 26 2 TR
Wy TR (i) e A B "1
1.3.3 PR TERE I 2

SR AR EEAR RTINS B bR B AR I R R R AT R
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FERFRM A A 15 mL LB Big R 55 3, £ H B s
3K 3 R R R RIR AT T LB B IR AR b
H 2R AR B TR SRR R, A HEAR A B H
P T Wk K IREVL L 37 “CAEL TR AR A B FR AR BE F% 48 h, il i
TR R Y HAR
1.3.4 BRIt

AT ZR I E R H BRI AR DL 2% HERD B e RD
T MRS R 357 4E, 37 CHERFE RIG IR 48 h, B 4 h
TR AR B TR, 1 52 5143 66 BE TN ZE ODeoo > LA
Br IR ] AR AR A, TR v B S AR, 22 E AR T AR 1
G NI

1 5 W B X R AR AR A RS2 e - o H AR R R 2%
R BT MRS R 15 73, 43 ST 25.30.35,
40 ‘CHEEHR R EE IR (W-34 Fl T-23 K537 32 h,R-6 K55
28 h) , 43l BB R 35 IR A 58 A1 430l 0 BE I
ODi00 o » B 5E H AR R0 S A1 IR IR

pH X ARAR A A 52 < 4 H AR TR AR 2% $Fh
LA T MRS W73 5535 (pH E %18 5.0.5.5.6.0,
6.5.7.0) , 75 B AR B R Y B A 85 IR IR B 200 T A TR %
PRIE IR (W-34 F1 T-23 5555 32 h, R-6 5557 28 h) , 43
BT R RG FR A T 2R 513 66 BE T 5 ODigog e » B 2E
Bt Hbr bk ny et pH A
1.3.5  $EM LR I R T S BRAL I B AG )

IRRTE T AR I3 Ak 38 (5% g ) —
F AR K — R N 8 3% B 2% ZIKE—
A 25— 6% Heh i B Rh A e — TR 55 5 B R B —
T

IR AR ZR pH (AT 5E < ¥ ik T2 i 4%
i LR T & 5T 3, DL H AR R BT SR il D 0 R
25 ‘Ci%E % K& W 23 d, pH {H$% 8 GB 5009. 237—2016
(B M EZRRME &5 pH BRI )R I0s!, £
pH T E AT SRAT i 1 pH (B IFIE 5% -

TT R AR 22 TP ZLIR B et (R0 2 « LA AR P P e M
W& — %% 1 2 (nicotinamide adenine dinucleotide, NAD*)
HEZAM, FLIR I B (lactate dehydrogenase, LDH ) fi
A LR M 0™ A= DI AR , {8 NAD* Ak hy A0 i 75 A7 1 frg
AR W2 05 — 8% 4 MR (reduced nicotinamide adenine di-
nucleotide, NADH ) , J v w5y 1 % /8 W Mg (phenazine
methosulfate , PMS) 1% & {8 % # U %% (nitro blue tetrazo-
lium, NBT) iR 5 55 2 A4, B EAYTE 530 nm ZbAY
WO RE S FLIR & i B AR, K HAR bR E ik
T2 AR R I, LA H SR K BT SRR R B
25 CHEEZL KM 23 d, il AE R 1.3.5.7.11,15.,19,
23 d i, BOO BRZH A0 2 T3 A BERURE i 20 L, fif
JH L BRI 2 I 7 I 2 K TR & P i FLIR 3 1, JF il
SHAE

TT 3R A 2 vh A 2 B B i DU - R R T Y
] 76 W 25 7 0 W A TR A FH A o 2 T D ot AR Ak
A, G E AR VE T B0 R 4- 2
EE AR T (DR 48 G 1 AT B 58 A0 o3 6 BE T S A 2
AW, DT 3 380 A 000 e 25 0 5 B H R0, R B AR
PR L3R TR R R TS, DL A AR R BT R
FE S X IR 25 CELE AT 23 d, /3 B fE & T#E 1.3.5.
7.11,15.19.23 d i, BOGT BR 24 R 06 4 O 28 4 e T A
fn 10 L, A FH 78 28 W00 G D e ke T T 8 v i) o 2
Wi, Il S HEUE .

DFR R P A 22 v I TR 7 2 11 000 < AR A I
(eI RS TA Gl Y R FARGR | E R I /)8 B Pul
Eb € 76 T S A Rk 1 B 2 K AR MR iR T
LR R BEIT SR, UL B AR R BEIT SR A R
25 CHEZLREE 23 d, /0 i fE KB 1.3.5.7.9.11.,13,
15.17.,19.21.,23 d B, BT BE 24 A1 56 28 I 5% & e
FESL 0.5 mL, {5 FH i i 6 1 ) 8 I v 2 & I A &R
WA R R i, e S
1.4 B A s

I ARAS (0 FILE SnapGene X HUE K AT 4047,
i F Ezbiocloud M ¥ #E4T 16S-based 1D F X, 5% FH AR
i AH 2% (neighbor-joining, N-1)ESHZ 5 MEGAT11
HIE R G B, i Excel B 26 3 %4 Bodi vk
TP M P RO IR EH A 3 W, 45 R LOE S {H 45
WE 2% R . 3B 1 Origin 2024 31 3 47 B0 98 v] 94k

2 #BR5HW
2.1 FLRRWR 5y B S

PR 3 LA LA A8 R G 1 1R, R T L B I AR Y
FE &, MR A R IR 32 B R T LR 1 B & VR T, FLAR
BRI P9 71 BE ) 76 R S A el At h 47 i 2 G FE 2L A
8, B 5 ) JEL A5 2 1 XU R SR LR TR 1 7 iR
fiE 1 Al i FLAE CaCO5-MRS K537 38 1 pl i) 37 B Rl
AR R B W4, AR B 9 MR A 4 B8 AR AT 1 L IR T A
CaCO,-MRS K53k | RTIE Al )37 B 1B B 42 KN, BEHL
T3 MRERRE I BT RR , g W-34.T-23
R-6. 43 BIHRELE MR W-34 . T-23 | R-6 3K 41 it A% b
#% & (deoxyribonucleic acid , DNA) , i@ i PCR §" 1 H
16S tDNA ¥ 411, 7= 4 25 Bt g W 468 Je Wl K AGE I s, 7
1 500 bp Kb —45BH B9 5571 , 5 16S rDNA JF 31 (1)K
IN—F % PCR PRt B TR TR (i) A
BRZ FINT o 07 3R A5 0 )7 50 HE Ezbiocloud M5 4T
16S-based ID HLX}, 5% FH N-J 461 3% )7 51 ] MEGAT11
P R G, 45 SR L 1,

WE 1A frs, Bk W-34 558 2L B (Levilacto-
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99 Query of W-34

93 Levilactobacillus brevis IATCC 148691K1271266199.811

64
86

79[ Levilactobacillus angrenensts IM1530-11IMK110858198.12|
Levilactobacillus suantsaiihabitans IR19IMH810313197.93|
Levilactobacillus yonginensis ITHK-V8IJN128640198.12I

Levilactobacillus koreensis IDCY501F]J904277197.561

Levilactobacillus parabrevis ILMG 119841JQCI01000059196.991
Levilactobacillus humaensis 1213-9(3)11.C713210193.8|

99

Levilactobacillus acidifarinae IDSM 19394|AZDV01000008194.36|

Levilactobacillus senioris IDSM 24302IAYZR01000005192.66|
51 I: Secundilactobacillus folii (CRM56-3IL.C511609193.98|

100 Secundilactobacillus collinoides IJCM 1123IBBEQ01000098193.97I

A

0.01

82

97[ Secundilactobacillus yichngensis F79-211-2ILC597581192.86!
99[ Secundilactobacillus mixtipabuli TWT30IAB894864193.23I

Secundilactobacillus silagincola TWTSILC085283193.05!

96 Enterococcus xiangfangensis |1110971HF679036196.921
Enterococcus devriesei ILMG 145951AJ891167197.11

39

2l al——

82
58

Enterococcus pallens IATCC BAA-3511AJAQ01000034195.111

Enterococcus avium IATCC 140251KE136366197.831

Enterococcus casseliflavus IMUTK 20/1AF039903195.65I

Enterococcus mediterraneensis IMarseille-P435811.5999989195.29]

Enterococcus burkinafasonensis IMarseille-Q08351LLR742708195.08

Enterococcus phoeniculicola INTCC BAA-412I1AJAT01000017197.111

Enterococcus thailandicus IDSM 217671JXLE01000039198.92|

Enterococcus villorum I1ATCC 700913IAJAN01000023198.191

79

0.01

Enterococcus ratti IDSM 156871JXLB01000051198.561

Enterococcus faectum ILMG 114231AJ301830199.091
Enterococcus durans INBRC 100479IBCQB01000108199.28I

Query of T-23
96 Enterococcus hirae IATCC 97901CP003504199.641

;99|— Query of R-6
100 Weissella cibaria IKACC 11862IAEKT01000037/100!

60

99

Weissella confusa 1JCM 10931AB023241198.5I

Weissella viridescens INRIC 15361AB023236196.071
62 4'
100 Weissella uvarum 1B18NM42IKF999666195.33I

— Weissella coleopterorum [HDW 19IMN099422198.891

1001 Weissella koreensis IKCTC 36211AKGGO1000017194.95]
Weissella paramesenteroides IATCC 33313|ACKU01000017193.811

Periweissella cryptocerci 126KH-42IMK395366189.46l

99 _|——Periweissella beninentsis 121.24P131EU439435191.41
95 Periweissella fabaria 1257IFM179678190.58

71 |: Limosilactobacillus pontis ILMG 141871AJ422032187.03]
Limosilactobacillus vaginalis IATCC 495401AF243177186.12|

A
0.01

100 {Limosilactobacillus albertensis I1.r3000IMT823181186.89
99 Limosilactobacillus reuteri subsp. porcinus 13¢6IMW367860186.31

A. HHE Levilactobacillus brevis W-34 250K B3 B. Wk Enterococcus hirae T-23 250K B M ; C. HEE Weissella cibaria R-6 25 KB M .

1 bk W-34.T-23.R-6 ZREBH

Fig.1 Phylogenetic tree of strains W-34, T-23, and R-6
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bacillus brevis ) I [RVEYE N 99.81% , 2515/ J& T Levi-
lactobacillus brevis , 8 #% % %€ N Levilactobacillus brevis
I Hofir 44 M Levilactobacillus brevis W-34; WK 1B A
N, AR T-23 5% SR & (Enterococcus hirae) 1 |7
T~ 99.64% , 532 M J& T Enterococcus hirae , U#%
W “E N Enterococcus hirae s I ,ﬂ\:ﬁj‘ 4 K Enterococcus
hirae T-23; 4N 1C PR, Rk R-6 5 W) 8T [GTH
(Weissella cibaria) B IR IR 4 5 100%, 43 25 v J& T
Weissella cibaria , {0 %€ 7& N Weissella cibaria , 3555
4N Weissella cibaria R-6.
2.2 FLER AP BRI

T W15 G Je T BUR B 8 ORS00 1) = 2
PR, HCE OB R 225k [ I aod 8 b SR 4 T 9
BUR R, MR T & B R NE, b2 A
FACG P HE AR, R BRI LA a7
TR 00 ) 2y T 0 S A A 4 ) A B ARG DL 3 B
UL B R K R A [T B AT IR e B
AR/ B FH A AR A R I AR T R 2 1
AR . Wtk W-34.T-23 R-6 KB 46 77 16
SENIEESE U

R 1 Ek W-34.T-23.R-6 RE R 1 R E M E R
Table 1 Antibacterial results of fermentation broth of strains W-

34, T-23, and R-6 against indicator bacteria

ey P
W-34 T-23 R-6
YR - . "
SRR - _ R
S AR . . .

TE + R BN IR 45 R 2 I s Rz BRI A5 R 2 I

B2 1 778, B Rk Levilactobacillus brevis W-34 §E
s 400 ) 4 € 9 A R A 09 A5 K BB 5 TRIRR Enterococeus
hirae T-23 BEAEAN I A 3 A I TR | 48 B3 (707 4 BR A 119
AR BHH s TIBR Weissella cibaria R-6 BEAS i K iR
A QR AT I o A BRI 1 AR KB 4
P, EHEER Levilactobacillus brevis W-34 . Enterococcus hi-
rae T-23 Weissella cibaria R-6 %f ¥ W, 10 V5 95 5 o 1Y
AR B YA A [ R AR A R w4 ) e T A
rhi T T B A A RE A R R I T B
2Pk
2.3 FLERWAEA RIS 554 T KA
231 ARhZ e

Bk W-34 . T-23 \R-6 K £ LA 2.

WA 2 s, B AR Levilactobacillus brevis W-34 1
F& 8 h JF A K A T X EUE R B % 32 h
e BEA THSE W, ODeog o FEASRAF AR HIL P A,
W KR Levilactobacillus brevis W-34 [ fefd: K RS 35 i)

1.8
1.6
141
1.2
1.0f
0.8
0.6
04r
021

of

—=— W-34 —— T-23

—h— R_6

ODél)() nm

0 4 8 121620 24 28 32 36 40 44 48
B FEE ] /h
B2 Btk W-34.T-23.R-6 £ K fi
Fig.2 Growth curves of strains W-34, T-23, and R-6

B8] 24 32 h, [6]3, Bikk Enterococcus hirae T-23 ) fE
KEERG IR (8] 2 32 b B AR Weissella cibaria R-6 A%

HER MR SR I E) R 28 h
232 BRFRIREERT AR 1w
B R B 5 FLRR B A A AR = 1 A R R

AH O, IR 2 5 ) IR S % T XIS 1) o 8 2R k0], B 7 i
BEXFERE W-34 . T-23 .R-6 A= K A952 00 WA 3,

18
1.6
1.4 H
12}
10t
08}
06}
04}
02}

0

[ W-34 7123 [IR-6

ODggo

25 30 35 40
IR C
B3 EFBEITEB W-34.T-23.R-6 £ KA
Fig.3 Effect of cultivation temperature on the growth of strains
W-34, T-23, and R-6

WK 3 s, HWRE Levilactobacillus brevis W-34 {F
30 ‘CH5 3% 32 h BF H ODgoo o 52 155 » BUF KR Levilactoba-
cillus brevis W-34 [ iG55 78R 30 'Co [AIBE, TRIPR
Enterococcus hirae T-23 [ il K5 32050 30 °C; BBk
Weissella cibaria R-6 B EGE R FRIRE M 35 'C. MLAb,
TR FRIR T N 40 CH ST, Bk Enterococcus hirae
T-23  Weissella cibaria R-6 7] 44 H. ODggg m Y2I7E 1.0
DI L, R BT EA —& Wi S iR e MR Levilacto-
bacillus brevis W-34 15 40 “CH} ODggo e W 12T B, 161
LG PR AN FLTE e IR 2 T AT AT
233 pH {EXFBBRAE K (1 52 1)

pH (B4 #R W-34 . T-23 \R-6 A= K A2 WL 4.

WA S pH HAFFEARDCHE , an &l 4 s, 1/
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L4 XHIRZH CIW-34 []T-23 EER-6
. C
1.2 1P
1.0 i g
8 0.8 e
g o6 =
®
0.4 &
0.2
0 5 7 11 15 19 23
S T ] /d
4 pH EXE K W-34.T-23.R-6 K HH M D 350
Fig.4 Effect of pH on the growth of strains W-34, T-23, and R-6 300k —o— X A2l
B - —0— W-34
¥R Levilactobacillus brevis W -34 7£ pH6.5 W) 244 T £ %E 250k A T3
F2, AR ODgo0 um B2 15 > L BE Levilactobacillus brevis W - E ool —o— R-6
34 WiiE pH HA 6.5, [, E KR Enterococcus hirae ?&H
T-23 il pH {H°4 5.0;5 EHR Weissella cibaria R-6 1 32% o1
K pH fE K 6.0, S 100
2.4 SEMELRR A R T SR BRAL VR B s0F
B PP R S PE TR S 5. D e -
241 )}"r%ﬁﬁ%ﬁg%ﬂg pH {E@I/ﬂ: 1 3 5 7 9 11131517 19 21 23
Iz eI ] /d

WA A T pH (BRI e 1R B8 T LA e T i 8
A FE SR I A A B, R R ) VI FLRR T R A
Pz —, EHT B BIF9  BH LR 1 A T 7 R J 25 T £ i
7 pH (B —BAE 3.7~5.0%7 $% 6% R 0K R Levi-
lactobacillus brevis W -34 | Enterococcus hirae T-23  Weis-

sella cibaria R-6 43 3% T 87 B 04 I+ 52 b gk 47 & 1

*fEgH I w-34 [ J1-23 EHR-6

 ANARALATTAIRITEERLANRLLE ARRARE SRR RRARARNRARRY

S = N W kA NN

0o 1 3 5 7 11 15 19 23
WIS E]/d

B 35reAxt il CIw-34 [IT-23 ER-6

/(mmol/L.)

ui]
&
%

s

0 1 3 5 7 11 15 19 23
KR/

A. pH {8 ; B. FLRR 2 &5 C. AJAIHIE S k5 D. WEAHIRER 5 1k
B 5 ZMIBELEBITRELERRNER

Fig.5 Detection results of physicochemical properties of mustard

greens fermented by inoculated lactic acid bacteria

I P SA TR, TE AR , O3 b B FLIR B TR IR A 0%
R R A R FLR L AN IRI Y pH RS T B
T e TP AR e LR T R T S 2 b s 4
pH {H ¥ RFFLE 3.5~4.0, 1M F 48 K BTS2 14 2 P s
pH HIRFFTE 4.9~5.0. S5 R KW, XT L A SR K BEIT 2R
TR P FLIR T A TR SR RE IR B AR Y pH A, BEJN
PR TR R, A T A A T, AR5
O3B MEE Y 3 MRFLIR T Y B B 1 PR TR RE ), HE A
FURR B L TR0 T H AR KT
242 IrRRBHARILR S Bk

Wi 5B s, 1% 6% 1M R F R Levilactobacil-
lus brevis W -34 | Enterococcus hirae T-23 . Weissella ci-
baria R-6 43 HIFEAD T80 6 1 I 28 vh BEAT K e, 16
R, BRI S R R T AR R P FLR
AR IS KBTS, R R BT S A
ARG EEAE T AAKEBHAR U R R
¥k Enterococcus hirae T-23 Weissella cibaria R-6 & ST
SRAERBE T RG22 3% . i, 5 fh 7L IR
B Levilactobacillus brevis W-34 . Enterococcus hirae T-23 .
Weissella cibaria R-6 KR IEIT R , A MIT S K BEAR Z
i AR U ), BT BRI
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243 ITSRRHRFR B AR S 1R Ak

i 5C Fios 4% 6% R AR Levilactobacil -
lus brevis W - 34 | Enterococcus hirae T-23 ., Weissella ci-
baria R-6 73 RN TR BT S b R 8 TEHERN AR 3 d
J5 I3 A 2 vh ) A 2 i B A 5 4 TH AR 5 1T A
SRR WEITSRAE W T d 5, I AR 2 vl %) i 460 A 356
AR TETHFE . HCHEWT , 72 A EIT SR I, He M T bk
Levilactobacillus brevis W -34 | Enterococcus hirae T-23
Weissella cibaria R-6 5] 68 I35 1) 25 45 (1) 1 FH |, 46 7 A 1k
R[], 2 8 2 A3
244 IFERFHRRASIRER & AR 1k

U AH PR ER 1 A2 MU B T2 W07 A W T A R h ik
Jer R IR S ) i R T A A R RS, T FL AR T
W 3k HL A [ ik A R R ) RE T, M LR TR A T ]
R S P A TR R 1 W 2, 2 6% 5 T i % T Bk
Levilactobacillus brevis W - 34, Enterococcus hirae T-23
Weissella cibaria R-6 43 BN FBr 7 3 rh b A7 A %
WL 5D R 35D T FLIR T 1) 7 38 A AR & v I A
FREh & S (I T B AR K W4 . FTREH T 16 & A
99, B8 T T 2 v 1 2L 1 A R R et BT, IS 0 o i
TR R0 S A W i A A, B SRR Eh Wk B2 AR R % 1~
3 d RV T B A BT, LR T 09 B0 1 A
o JE R T OB ) T AR R I L, SO
W 5 d ZJ5 F AR R TEIT SR AA R rp TR R h 55 1 2 W e
Ko HICHEWT , SRR Levilactobacillus brevis W-34 .
Enterococcus hirae T-23 \Weissella cibaria R-6 & BEST3%,
A TSR [ A i P e R v T A I A PR A R A K
A FR LT A RS R L 48 S TR R
2

3 #ig

AWFFEINPIALGE A I8 K Wi =i B ity (RLAE R 9 |
TR ) h o B e B 3 BRFLIR A, 70 il Bl 2 e S R LA
H (Levilactobacillus brevis) . ¥ [G W 3K & (Enterococcus
hirae) F1 £ ¥) B3 Wt [C B (Weissella cibaria) , IF A % 4
Levilactobacillus brevis W -34 | Enterococcus hirae T-23 .
Weissella cibaria R-6. W5 , RIFFTEEN) 3 #RFL
TR T AT A [ R A ) 3 b UL B U5 D o R i e A
[T (Escherichia coli) 45 #%FFH ( Tubercle bacillus) 4
T {03 25 BR T8 (Staphylococcus aureus ) B A4 4 5 5 34
BA REFHY 7 IRBE ST, BERI TS A WA & iy £
WEE CRIATHE ) LR 7 FLIR 70 Wil He b 3 bR FLIR I A BT
L BRIR T IF SR AR R Y pH (H, #2151 IF S L BEIR
FAYFLIR &, G Tk B R A AR A L 46
BT ORBERA m T ORIERCE . A R LR R
TETT 3R 2 T A PR R & i IR T H AR R 4 T
IR TR S AL E . 28 bR AR 43 25 45 5

M 3 BRFLIE I Levilactobacillus brevis W -34 | Enterococ-
cus hirae T-23  Weissella cibaria R-6 TEREIL K, 7] LL#2
1o B S R B I 22 A TE R SR R T T B T AR Y
LA
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