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FIH] Saccharomyces cerevisiae KD
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B E.AR RS A T A BE BFE Saccharomyces cerevisiae KD JE3E R k& W& 100% ¥R T Piewm T LG e
FEHAER, @i HROgMMEEENTHB W EZRFELE, SR LB U ELRE A KRB ERIE AR pH 2T S.cerevisiae
KD Xty B & 7E 6% vh ;A R BEARALIE M S.cerevisiae KD #4 4 K 5L, FLi8 i 4 5T 75 b B B 4 B2 . % B 3%
B A3t B AR A B G RIS RIEAT T -6, &R AW A ALK T S.cerevisiae KD 445 /£ 28 h W B A £ R3E ARk
Pose E A, X R QIR W A BE R ERAR AR B W E EREFR SO EARERZT LM T, S cerevisiae
KD st EEW XA RS ARG, ARAAREHZETHUELZ N LR LT, FRE L AREEHA
AT S.cerevisiae KD K rhteth &, #sh,S.cerevisiae KD st#ewh FZ 09t ik, L 2 AW E LK E 54 100 mg/L
IR PR AT A K, AFE 100% ¥R 7 P, S.cerevisiae KD 448 Z a3z d e HE £ 695 4, B 5 Lactococcus
lactis MG1363 B A A 82 d g , RiT P LA ME IR R EHL TR ES TAHNFERT(p<0.05) , L#HRTH &
AT, 48 S.cerevisiae KD T A izH AR P E LT BABEN AN 7.

K517 : Saccharomyces cerevisiae KD, ¥ &, 75 3548, oF Z 0 R B, S i iR4E

Patulin Contamination Control
by Saccharomyces cerevisiae KD in Apple Juice
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(1.School of Biological and Chemical Engineering,Zhejiang University of Science and Technology , Hangzhou 310023 , China;
2.Zhejiang Provincial Key Lab for Chemical and Biological Processing Technology of Farm Products, Hangzhou 310023, China;
3.Coalescence , LL.C, Columbus , Ohio 43219, United States)

Abstract ; In the present study, the efficacy of a strain of food grade yeast Saccharomyces cerevisiae KD on patulin contamination
control in medium and commercial 100% apple juice was evaluated.Patulin content was measured by HPLC , and the influences
of initial patulin content,strain concentration and pH value on patulin reduction by S.cerevisiae KD were analyzed. The growth
status of S.cerevisiae KD was detected by multiscan spectrum. Besides, the quality of the fermented apple juice, including the
contents of soluble solids, titratable acid, total phenols and flavone, was evaluated. The results demonstrated that patulin was
removed completely within 28 h by S.cerevisiae KD under aerobic incubation,and the mechanism of patulin reduction included
physical adsorption,as well as enzymatic degradation.Lower initial patulin content and higher strain concentration contributed to
higher patulin reduction ratio ,however, the reduction rate of the treatments with different initial strain concentrations trended to
come close to each other in the later stage of the reaction. Acidic condition was found to be conducive to patulin recluction.
Furthermore , S.cerevisiae KD was tolerant to patulin, and could still grow well at patulin concentration as high as 100 mg/L.
Moreover, patulin contamination in commercial 100% apple juice was also effectively controlled by S.cerevisiae KD.Patulin was
undetectable in the apple juice after fermentation by S.cerevisiae KD and Lactococcus lactis MG1363 together for 2 days.Content
of total phenol was significantly increased after fermentation(p <0.05) ,and the quality of the fermented product was also found
satisfying.In summary, S.cerevisiae KD was a promising tool to effectively reduce patulin contamination in commercial food.
Key words : Saccharomyces cerevisiae KD ;patulin ; contamination control ; tolerance ; fermentation ; quality evaluation
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Bl 3Cag K AR Hw A, KA, B IRHE , % R Saccharomyces cerevisiae KD ¥l SER Al i B R 95 4 [T ] &5 Tk

+,2018,39(18) :99-104.

P 5 A FR (USDA) ‘B 1% 2017 49 il , 42
AR A 25% W RAIEY Z B W 2E R 5
Yl s FLTRHE R 75 G i TR AR 7 T R Y e R
BELAR o Ml 5 382 11 AR L v — i U A B B
HRLTIZAEAE TR VBRI R N H AR
mi o R IR S X A e R AR T FL S L K
N FEEEHY . fanta iy R R AR R R &
FhEZM R, R T K, i B DIREEEEL B
FIUIT A2 B 228 55 5 12 M vh 33 L6 15 & e BUE .
O S AL REVESE L BROR A ORI M X %
AL T R AR R S P g SR E AR, (E gt A R TS
YARSRIG N3 . 2017 AF v [ 19— RS 25 R s,
TEARSRTE SR R ey 137 AFESh R i 3R
(R 3 31% bR N 17.5% 7

WAEIERN 2 — A Rl s R 7
Rz —o IEJLAFESR, O 43 519 2 Z Fh vl 22 B il 25
= OB OBk, Lk Ul Candida
Sporobolomycesspm . Rhodosporidium paludigenum
Rhizopus isolates™ ) X Pichia caribbica" %5, $R T,
XL B HIE 1 A, e R Z B IE R A A
WYy, R ok BN B R

ASCHE SR T B A 7 FHUAE ¥ Saccharomyces
cerevisiae KD X4 {25 2 19 L BR VB, IK L0 i 5]
W B RIS G T 1009% SRR, 2l 2 d s
o R PSSR v 4 5 B AT T PR, LU S R AR 2R
g it 25 2R TS G R AL AR .

1 #MRl5xHE
1.1 HR5{EE

TaT MY Ak 76 267 105 PR 3 TR Rk ( Saccharomyces cerevisiae
Vitilevure KD ) 7% Martin Vialatte ; FL /8 L 3R FHi
( Lactococcus  lactis  subsp. cremoris MG1363 ) 15
MoBiTec ; &4 ALEN B TR ARARED BREREN VA 2
BN TR FE R E 2R I 2E R A BRA F s PR 1L
(> 99.0%)  JoK 2, B8, 2 TR 2.6 . UK T iR | T iR
B R T A AR B A FR2S W] s NYDB g {4
WigRH (8 g B NIRTT 5 g BERFIE B AN 10 g i) bk
W1 LZEMIK) s MRS Jigrdt Ao A oG A
FRAF] 5100% 35T deatiDIRE OB FRA .

Waters 2695 ¥& #H il 25 0, % & [E Waters;
SpectraMax M3 22 IJj i fif§ Fr 1 3¢ [E Molecular
Devices ; NDK—12W ZKIERAMAL A (LNB) {2
A RAF SW-CI-1FD ¥ b TAER bl se
WA RAFI B ; LDZF-50KB 57.30% J1 2895
Kuias g HLZBEIFa F ; BSP-250 A= 1%
FA BRSO A R A R Y745 ; BS-1EA
PG I ERRaSARA A TR
HFA AP PGS A R 7] 5 Milli-Q Academic
LAY S Milli-pore A,

12 SKBHE
1.2.1  S.cerevisiae KD XA N8 E W LKBRIEA  BKiE
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- (8]
guilliermondii'” |
[10]

AL PRACHY S.cerevisiae KD 32271 JCH NYDB #A& B 7=
Fer (LR AL A vk S A 107 CFU/mLL, [RIES i A4
ez, IR AL PRIl FE R U 43502 0.1 mg/L.(0
SRTHREH) o KGR E T 28 °C 150 o/ min (YRR T ES
=, A FE R 3% 12,16 .20 .24 .28 h ji5, &0 1S
W AT B TR P i I EE R i &
1.2.2  KIGFE S.cerevisiae KD BEARRT A2 il 55 Z 10
LBRAE 7E28 °C (150 v/min PR35 5K 1F F R EE I3
S.cerevisiae KD ,48 h J5¥ H UK S5 843 e Wi ¢H , Horp—
ZHT° 85 C /K 30 min , KIE L) ; 55 —2H AT AT 4b
R S350 w1 P 2H PR R LA A e B NYDB 35 58 5L (fE R
XHD M A S EEM SRR IR R NS R
WEH 5 mg/L, 4 R4 E T 28 °C (150 r/min
PR EE IR, 9% 1.3 d 5 20 ARG I B e b s i 8 3R 1
TR
1.2.3 2 i 25 2% A 0 vk B2 RN DRI AR 4f Tk X S.
cerevisiae KD K BR#EME R 052 m [ JCW NYDB
WA R IR 3 b At ith 25 32, 45 4% il 2 3 A 4 vk
A2 1,10 .30 .50 mg/L; %4 S.cerevisiae KD 32 Ff
B kB FRIh PR 107 CFU/mL; D3 45 g
e R HAE S.cerevisiae KD [IEFRFAE XTI,
FE&LET 28 °C (150 v/min BYFEIR TG, 50 0 A6 1
F% 12.24 36 h J&5 , K& IR v I a2 3= i 5 &
¥t S.cerevisiae KD 42270 %] NYDB A& 55 3,
AL LR PRI R 53524 0 107 (10° (107 CFU/mL(0 A% g
2H) 5 1) b % g R vhon A e il A 2R, A R A Tk R
35 mg/Lo FFEAE T 28 C (150 r/min (19 FE PR
BeFw, 0 NAERS IR 6 .12 .24 36 h 5, kil 1% IR v
MERNEE.
1.2.4 3R HE pH X S.cerevisiae KD 253k i 7 2= 1Y
2 NaOH &% (1 mol/L) A1 HCI 5% (1 mol/L)
¥ NYDB 532 5E0Y pH 435178 % 4.0 5.0 6.0 7.0, ¥
1EACIF1Y S.cerevisiae KD 433|350 3] FiRAN[E pH 1Y
FEFR e 2P 0107 CFU/mL(0 Sy Xt fR) |, 8537
FErp R R ORI N S meg/Lo % 96 fLARE T
28 CIERIEIRFE T HEIR 48 h, & [E 3 h I 2 B A%
SGAH (ODyy ) , IT43 FIAE 12 .24 36 48 h 5 ] 5 37 WK
gt SR S
1.2.5 S.cerevisiae KD X[ HHEE RN Z J1  #iGfe
WACH S. cerevisiae KD 3225805 & NYDB % 3% H 1% 96
FUBR (A5 8% FR B R AR B AR M S 107 CFU/mL,
R & R AR 4R e 4331 2 0.3 .5 ,10.,50 . 100 mg/L,
#4596 FLAE T 28 CIHIRIEIAETIEFR 33 h, @IE3 h
52 TE AR IR S'GIE (ODgy, ) o
1.2.6  S.cerevisiae Fll L.lactis 33 Ry & EZ 0
FBRAE A B R AR 00 B BTITEAL AT i T
FERI, L.lactis MG1363 BEAEA R K BRIAA A2 ith
FZ=(BEERER) o ¥ S.cerevisiae F1 L.lactis JB & 4%
T 100% 9 58 vt v (R il 25 KR Wk = N
5 mg/L) , i EASE] AL B XT3y AT R B, b
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Hl— P B MRAT UG M E R 5 x 10° CFU/mL, BE 5
F 33 °C 120 r/min (LR 532 48 hy 4bFE — .5 x
10° CFU/mL 1 S.cerevisiae ‘B F 28 °C 120 r/min [
PRIRHIEFE 24 h 5, INA 5 x10° CFU/mL [ L.lactis ,
BEET 33 °C 120 r/min [HFRIR T 4k£2 1% 55 24 h;
ABTR = 5 Lb TR AR [E], (B 4 AR N R 5 AL B
P - P T R AR AR A EE A 5 % 10° CFU/mL, £ 5 & T
33 °C 120 r/min [A3RIK T EEFE 24 h 5, dkse i B 1%
F£24 h, BT ACEE =48, H AR S TE R SR AT U
9% JHbE . REFREE T A RES R IR A K R B
AT T INRE , X = W~ SR v 0 6 B 264 T T PP Ak, 32
LRI T A R B T D A R RE B R TR
SN =

1.2.7  FE4RINE F792%

1.2.7.1  EEEEERT S SR e AR
SEASCRE I AT 5 [ 4 5 A T B I 5 2 %5 [ AR GB/T
124562008 "' 5y J5 v HEA T, B i 4% S LS SR R R R
(EHR e R B0 R 0.067) 5 24T 1) 46 0 2 B8 AR
GB/T 31740.2-2015"" ({75 1k b AT 5 B A 5 Jk 1) 4G )
2R SE S5 B AT o B R G AT AT b A
i 100% 4SSV X Bl

1.2.7.2 AR EERBCS KA R ih R E R EOT
V25 T AR W P I A SR 2% 2 B8, T 180 /min
/INBEIR TP ERE 3 h J, T 3000 r/min F 3 R B0
3 min, WA VLA IF F 40 °C KB F #E47H%, H
AABS ZZ tfif% (0.45 mL pKEFR (0.15 g B AR 4NV fie T
40 mL XK H AFE pH = 4.0) #fE G3ug, R

M2 2= A i A 2% Zha 251 14 05 32 9 3647
T B SR HH S AR AH S RS, EEL C—18 [ [A]
10,1% 4+ ( Phenomenex 250 x4.6 mm,5 um,USA) , 7 3h
FH R 7K (0.04% 2T, v/v) FNZNE 90: 10 (v/v) , ik
1 mL/min A0 A 276 nm , #EREE S 35 C |, #F
il 20 pl,

BRI R R (%) = (X IREBE ISR &
—Ah A E RS R/ IRABRER SR
x 100

i bn el RIS i E S B AN
XUF

x=(y +605.71)/135.87 ,R* =0.9999 ; H:rf1  x iy
AR S hE (ng/L) ,y RIETR,

1.3 B IE

0 2 B A I S S 56 P A A BRI B 6 SR
A7, HALSZ g B AL BB B 3 AL T, B R R
523 ¥R, E M SPSS &k 22.0 34T HIE /s %A
ANOVA 47 3RH K22 57437 #T (p <0.05)

2 ZBRESH

2.1 S.cerevisiae KD XtEMEZNERIEA

2.1.1 S.cerevisiae KD ¥E NYDB £5 55 e rh it i &=
FIEBRVEF  S.cerevisiae KD AJ AT R AR 7 He
RN A& i, 45 RN 1 Fian. AREEFE 12 h
J& , S.cerevisiae KD XA MBI 9 L BRFE Ny 74.9% 5 15
F% 28 h 5, B5 9% 3 A B A I AS B 42 il 5% . Moss
2RI S.cerevisiae T1B [ A e M 8: 25, & UAEA A
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FMFTEESE 100 h 5, Bl ERE & | JHEl T4
20% . R, AP 5 JH B S. cerevisiae KD {E A A,
SR A AR BR IR SR E T s E, NIRRT
S. cerevisiae KD B a2 R mIMLEE, RIS LR T
DA B I AR P B o et A R S B R, 45 2R
WE 1 iR,

21 S.cerevisiae KD 7 NYDB 3532 3R i B 200 LR R

Table 1  Patulin reduction rate by S.cerevisiae
KD in NYDB medium
18] (h) PR A R B RR (%)
12 74.9 £0.8
16 86.5 +0.3
20 942 £0.3
24 98.4 +0.1
28 100

2.1.2  KIGEFE S.cerevisiae KD BEARRTAZE il 55 Z 10
EERAVEH BB 1 ATE, KR BB A] AR W R
M2 0 &, L HEWT S. cerevisiae KD X 122 |l 25 2%
YR A o E A R A 55 3R A5 0T, I AR 1 R
XA EN LB EA RS T RIGHELE H3% 1 d
P, ¥ A P o e 1 5 2R 1) R BRo8oh 79.35 %, Tl KT
By L RAAH 21.92% 55557 3 d )5, TH AR EEERE 25 Bk
FGRFN 97.82% , KA W B 25 bR AV AT W2 A2k (p >
0.05) ., IAh,S.cerevisiae KD FEARSZE T 598 T
48 h, IR F T R E W, R AR TR AT BRI
K B 5 7R B BN, 3% 1A R 2H A i B R
WREH B T B3 A9 R B (p < 0.05), P #E By S.
cerevisiae KD 1] LA filf fie #2 th 2% . B Mk a 50,
S.cerevisiae KD BELRE Y 35 % B #52 11h 25 22, L REAE W %
et AE 2 . W Rk AN IEEE b Y 2R B S 2R R A
i oy A T 5 2R RH DG, T TR AR 2 T 1Y i K AR A
W R th 2 R ey fR v, L R 38 B OCHE Z AR
M ER AT EIE 92, A A Gk R LA W T S
AR, SRNIE A 1k, iR HOE 5128 2lif A5 5
Tl 0 o A o 2 3 AR DG IS

100 O KihTERE *
90 4 | PERUNIANS
80
704
60 -
504
40
30
20
10

0

R 4 2R (%)

N [H)(d)
K1 KIGEHTER S.cerevisiae KD T {4
Xof 42 1 75 3R 0 L BRVE T (NYDB 533 r)

Fig.1  Patulin reduction by inactivated
and viable cells of S.cerevisiae KD in NYDB medium
W " FORA T 3d 51 d W
R oA LU B 25 5+ (p <0.05)
2.1.3  HE b w5 R R 4G kOB A0 TR R IR 4f Wk BE X
S. cerevisiae KD KERAE AR A0 A ih 7 20
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IR BEXT S.cerevisiae KD 2B i 85 2 1 521 41 14 2
BN, 44 i B MR BE 7534 50 me/ L, S.cerevisiae KK
AR R R . B IR 24 h e R I R
21,10 .30 .50 mg/ T ZbFRZH (19 K BR A 53512 93.8% |
83.7% .65.7% F1158.4% . S.cerevisiae KD X115 g & &
P4 25 3 23 Bl A 4 e ot 2 3R R RE T v T AR AT, X AT AR
Hi AT 20 REAT BE R AR OGS

| —=—1mgL
1004 -e--10mg/L
30 mg/L. —
| ¥30mgL -
s -
< 80 A -
ﬁ ______________ &
b I v
+ 60 3_ ~~~~~~~~~~~
4% ) -
zg | i
404 _ 7
E ¥
20 T T
12 36

24
1] (h)
K2 HEEZEBHEXT S.cerevisiae KD
FeBppR M AR R AR (NYDB Hr 773k )

Fig2 Influence of initial patulin concentration on patulin
reduction efficiency by S.cerevisiae KD in NYDB medium

P B By e R R =, ) B B B ) il R 2R B
TR e (K’ 3) o 24 S.cerevisiae KD ¥ A 10°
10" CFU/mL i, HOu e il 5 32 100 25 B o 0 i T 182
R R A 10°CFU/mL (W ARFRZH o {H X4 5% 7 ik ] 14 ]
36 h I, A2 B R B9 KRR T 100% . BEAE
TR B A= R 0 X 2 B 2R BRI A 3 0, R B 97 S )
A8 v T TR AR A e R A PR AN — o e A i R 2R KR A
e S E RIS, Cao 25" LB, Yl RER UG U N
10° CFU/mL i}, 553% 15 d )5 H R AR RORAR T 4 vk
JEA 5 x 10" CFU/mL Ay EHZ

1 -m-10° CFU/mL
1004 _o.10° CFU/mL
1 -a-10’ CFU/mL

[ee]
(=]
PR

e 4R 2B (%)
s 3

e ]
20 4
0 6 12 30 36

18
1) (h)

B3 BERE AR X S.cerevisiae KD
F BRI R R AR (NYDB B 5k )

Fig.3 Influence of initial yeast concentration on patulin
reduction efficiency by S.cerevisiae KD in NYDB medium
2.1.4  ¥53E3L pH X} S.cerevisiae KD E[GHE I E ZE /Y
e f 4 AT, L pH AE 4.0~6.0 Z[El, S.
cerevisiae X 12 I 85 2 A BAF I RBRECR . AR pH
TERRA AR L (B 5) 3R, S.cerevisiae 7E pH iy
5.0 F1 6.0 iy g R e, A KRS B AR, AT UL,

PR e Bk th w5 2R r e 0 A AR RS A AR DG .
2.2 S.cerevisiae KD t#EMEZHIM =5

AN [R) e B B 478 1 B 22 X T S.cerevisiae KD A= K Y52
WU 6 s, A% h R R W E AE 3~100 mg/L J
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T o pH4.0

e 17 5% 25 R (%)

12 24 36 43
N [ (h)
K 4 NYDB 85353k pH X} S.cerevisiae KD
Fe R R AR AR AR
Fig4 Influence of pH value on patulin reduction efficiency
by S.cerevisiae KD in NYDB medium
1.204

1.15 -
1‘10- 4 U Wy Wy S s

- 3 b4
< 1.05 “'“'N:;;.::,:::..::.::.:T,::_-..io"—i

2

7 L
8 1.00 = 7
4 - a--pH4.0
-e--pHS5.0
0.5 —a—pH6.0
--v- pH7.0

36 9 1215182124 273033 36 39 42 45 48
IR 111 (h)
K5 NYDB }5353 pH Xt S.cerevisiae KD A K {5200
Fig.5 Influence of pH value on the growth of
S.cerevisiae KD in NYDB medium

[, S.cerevisiae KD YJREAE+ o FEARAR i 85 Rk Z
(0~5 mg/L) ', WA Y AE K I R 32 3 W W 0 52,
LMIEFRE DM AR B Y 10 mg/L I, K1Y
AR Z BN . Pa o, 2R i w5 R BE IR 40 i
RN BT 45 4 1 58 3 P, X B P A B AR, 2
Pe il 2 R Wk B S 8 mg/L B, fE 5E 4 4 W B
Schizosaccharomyces pombe EI‘JEEKLZOJO T AE A4S 512 By
rh AR EREE R R E R T 10 mg/L B}, S. cerevisiae KD
MAERKIFRZRH BN, YBEITERETESE
50 mg/L i, A A SZ B BT WA, SR, B A
TR HH B 2 W ik 100 mg/L KSR BEAE (o A
SE AN, TR 1A TR S Ao IO A e il S IR R B 5R B B X
He 8 M52 77, X 5 Castoria 25 (93 AHAF L
BeAh  Taniri 25672 4, B8 ih 55 2 A0 28 P Rl 224
AR N, A 45 T 4R I B A 9l I A X e il B R Y
32776

2.3 S.cerevisiae KD #A L.lactis MG1363 fE3ER T

Xt B R B BE R R R BEEF

TETTH Ay S 96 B ity |, B 4 DACERZHE, A
S. cerevisiae KD Fl L.lactis MG1363 %3 Ryt H 471 &
KEE,2 d Ja X T A B b R i 8 S AT
My, B A B M O ek R e . 2B X R
VR ) S AT PR TR Y R BE R i L S S
AT T A . FH3R 2 AT, Ak # 2 — Ah m] s M D
Wk T TR (p <0.05) 1 HAh Ab R 20 i T 7E
KERTERIN T 9% M, BRI 2 AT % Mk R 4 5 2t~
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K2 REERERTT R AL

Table 2 Quality assessment of fermented apple juice

SR ATEREERE(%) (% SRR BEBAR SER e m ke
(mg/LIETR) (mg/LFT)
Xt HR (100% 3FF91) 9.9 +0.1" 33 +0° 66.8 +0.9° 13.2 +3.7° \
Qb — 9.8 +0.3" 4.6 +0.1° 82.9 +4.5" 10.9 +0.8" \
I3 10.7 0.6 4.6 £0.1° 91.6 +3.2" 11.8 0.6 \
AbFR = 43 +0.3° 45=+0.1" 86.6 +6.7" 12.8 £2.5° \
AL FR Y 10.7 £0.3° 42 +0° 952 +4.7° 129 +1.1° \

TE AN [R/ING P RE 7R A — S s Z A7 A 22 53 (p <0.05) 5 \" F Rk R A 3

1.10+
105 1 3 F AE—g-
1.00

£0.95- ’

D -----

S 0.90 S
0.85- /7 1 omgL -a-10mgL
0.80- /A o= 3mgL -+-50mgL
057 f.4.4 ~ co-SmglL -+-100mgl

0 3 6 9 12 15 18 21 24 27 30 33 36
N [ (h)

K6  S.cerevisiae Xt Hs B 2 B TH 32 71 (NYDB £ 5736+ )
Fig.6 Tolerance of S.cerevisiae
to patulin in NYDB medium

FATAHLE 22 A O, H I Th e [FIXT ARZH AR LE,
KW AL A — =, =, Wy R & 4 B ¥ m 1
1.3% 1.3% 1.2% .0.9% . Wy AEXF b 1) il s 2 |
Poga P B M A EE s A, I A T B B O L
U MR PR REIEVES o 4 AP v i)
BRI EF T 24% 37% 29% 42% , SR
T, R RS S 2R B R 0 & A R A W R
b BET, & A A Y R e it 2 R 0 7 £
A ascladiol Fl desoxypatulinic acid™" , Tl S. cerevisiae
i it o fH 2 3 724 R ascladiol ! MR ARGE A% A
RA BRI REVE , T H A 77 ) ascladiol X A {4
P8I U 240 1 | % JDG 44 S L /)N i A M 4 34 TG 4 i 7
PEPY AR F S cerevisiae KD il L.lactis i3 59
AT R, ARG T AR R IS g, BEBR T RER
FREE T ELBR S TR b i S B, B R
B SEEIN— 2 0 XK BOF AT BB Ve, AT
HE— 2 036 S I SR 1T 04 1 0%, Shy TR RR A A ith A 3R
TSGR B RDIAR N TR BRAL
3 #Hit

BiFmREZARAPTEENEEGTERZ —,
FCAEARR A R R T 3 S R L, ASAFgR R,
S.cerevisiae KD ££ NYDB 1% 32 X Fl1 1 B 100% 35331
i, B8 E st A il A =R s g, HLE R 0 R G T
B AR SR R A W AT pH SRR XTEERE
BRI R I RCRA — ERRE L, S. cerevisiae
KD b4 h 75 28 A0 TR 52 77 8258 , 1A% h R 28 1 3 ey ik
100 mg/L Y 3R 88 FAKARBE R - A= K. FI A S
cerevisiae KD Fll L.lactis MG1363 XT3 78G &
B, AN BESE A LB RV AR i S R 15 gy, iL fE
ESRAT BE FR AN . R, AR SO R T 45 2R Sy 45

SR A A R 2R AT B AR UE R AL 2 A, R
MIRAL

S ik
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