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ME:(HI) BIFEH 6 Bl 74425 H R X 7L R FL K 18 FLAR WA ( Lactococcus lactis subsp. lactis ) F1FL
12 FLER 1 FLAE W ( Lactococcus lactis subsp. cremoris) A IX 23309 . [ FEE] R 16S rRNA H: K &40 43 4%
AR ,16S-23S rRNA (8] X J77 41 22 25 P4 43 A F AR, 28 1 6 B2 B e it WK B R (DGGE ) |, B AL 38 22 25 1 73 i B R
(RAPD) , H &2 JE [N A 0] 3CF 51 73 B 80K (rep-PCR) 1 FR A 1 B U 7 Bt 22 245 1% 20 # 80K (RFLP) X 4tk
Lactococcus lactis subsp. lactis Fll Lactococcus lactis subsp. cremoris 2% B AR SEAT T X 43, IEXT X 6 Fp oy i35 1) X
OIRORIEAT T BT . [452R])16S rRNA JEF T 41 43 Hr 8 AR, 168-23S rRNA 1] X 7 41 £ 35 P 43 BT £ AR T8
B IX 43 Lactococcus lactis subsp. lactis F11 Lactococcus lactis subsp. cremoris , ] HoAY 4 FhEe R DLSE I X 20, [ 45
W ) VRS B BE B UK (DGGE) | BEALY™ 1Y 2 ¥ 43 M B R (RAPD ) FE I &L, #2458, 1000 45 SR M AR UE

W iE 4 Lactococcus lactis subsp. lactis F1 Lactococcus lactis subsp. cremoris IR 3 YE# X 47 .

KEW: ILMILERE; REE; 0 TAEYFINE
HESES: Q933 SR AR IR A

FLRFLERTE ( Lactococcus lactis) T J& T 1 BE T ]
(Firmicutes) #F & 24 ( Bacilli) ¥ #F & H ( Lactoba-
cillales) %% Bk & #} ( Streptococ-caceae ) ¥, ER &
(Lactococcus) o FLAI L 2 BRIE % & 00 Y | 78 W 1K
e e e O G 2 A e 2 o Lactococcus lactis £,
A3 AR, 23 ) 2 FL R LK R L R A ( Lacto-
coccus lactis subsp. lactis) , 3.8 #L ¥R & FL Ig W Fh
( Lactococcus lactis subsp. cremoris ) F1 ¥ R 7L BR 74 &
E& WA ( Lactococcus lactis subsp. hordniae) , T HJ P 4>
Aol 5 ) W 8 U J T L R i 35K T LR S A ( Strepto-
coccus lactis subsp. lactis ) 1 3, FR %% BK 16 FL AE W Fh
(Streptococcus lactis subsp. cremoris) , EL %I 1985 4F, 4/
Schleifer 25 A T3 %4>} Lactococcus lactis [F) 7 Fi*

6 3L B A 7 2 % 5 72 o Lactococeus lactis

subsp. lactis Fl Lactococcus lactis subsp. cremoris &
P P
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THEEERM JUH R TR A I R
W T , Lactococcus lactis subsp. cremoris § [ 3 4z 7= 1
Ji & (B2 Cheddar T8 ) , 1M Lactococcus lactis
subsp. lactis W) )32 1 F T 95+ m& #2720 B
PL, T AR 7 FURR A 0F 5 1 £, 500 3 7 4 S )
Xt AT L N

HAE 1919 4 Jensen 45 A AR 55 28 B R¢ A X 31X
PN RR AT T X 4, AT KA ORI R B
UT AR, A B2 BRI AN B K R Bk Bk 22 1) B
F A 2 LAAZ IR 0 5 HE 51 W AN [6] 2 3201, A DNA
SERGJZE T, BT Rl 23 AR o R X X AN S A
PEAT T X 4, b dn 16S rRNA 3 [H ¥ 5l 43 #r 4%
AT ,168-23S rRNA ] X F 90 A AT A8
Pt 368 e P 9K HE AR (DGGE) 7™ ALY 4 2 25
PEAM T H AR (RAPD) 1210 BRI P D) A B 2 25 1
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SRHT (RFLP) $ A 71 LK o 52 B A A1 ] ST 91 43
#r$ X (rep-PCR) Ul K 3 L Lactococcus lactis
subsp. lactis F1 Lactococcus lactis subsp. cremoris 1] 4
WS R I OF x4, 0 B 6 Fhay 1 A W 2
BRI IX WA MR BEAT T X 43, IR A IX 6 Fh 5 i 1)
X RCRA T B AP

L

L1 ##

L1152 % Rk AR LWL [ =5 5

AW P AR RS B A 0 (CGMCC) 9 Lactococcus
lactis subsp. lactis AS 1. 18 Fl Lactococcus lactis subsp.

cremoris AS 1.9, L) K 3% E b fE B B Wik fr (ATCC)

B Lactococcus lactis subsp. lactis ATCC 19435 F
Lactococcus lactis subsp. cremoris ATCC19257 1F ik
WS E Rk

L2 G 3 sl n) A A1 2R 2 ) 28 P A 2 o
JB B Uk A ( Deode system ) , TGL-16B #4 &5 = i 2 £ .L»
HL,ND-1000 R i 5% b 73 0 6 & 11, ML-30L 7Y 4
H 3 R 28 953 K & a%, HHSI-NT 5 3R 7K i 1,
CDS8000 A UPV ¥t IX M A% /3 ¥ &2 4t , DHP-9272 %Y
H BT U 3 95 46, HZS-H K i 4R 3% 4% , PL303/01 Hy
F R, TGL-16G-A B i35 334 ¥R 80 B, DG82 AL T
PRAR , PTC-200 #Y A i L P4 35 43, W 3K A, A il 4
G i R e R M RHECA R A W G, B
w51 P 5 W3 1,

=1 KBHAASY

Table 1 ~ Primers used in this study

Method Primer Sequence (5'—3") Reference
16S rRNA Gene A27F CTACGGCTACCTTGTTACGA This work
analysis Al495R AGAGTTTGATCCTGGCTCAG This work
16S-23S rRNA ISRs LI GAAGTCGTAACAAGG [9]
Polymorphism Gl CAAGGCATCCACCGT [9]
RFLP Y1 TGGCTCAGGACGAACGCTGGCGG [21]

Y2 CCTACTGCTGCCTCCCGTAGGAGT [21]
o wr o -

GGGCACGGGGGCCTACGGGAGGCAGCAG

V3R ATTACCGCGGCTGCTGG [18]
Rep-PCR GTG5 GTGGTGGTGGTGGTG [20]
RAPD M13 GAGGGTGGCGGTTCT [19]

1.2 HE#EEA DNA R

K B R A CTAB-VA @il 7 32 312 BB vk 3 X 4
DNA" R ¥ R B VR il AT R
1.3 16S rRNA E A 5 44

AR E A ERITM5] Y A2TF F1 A1495R
X2 E R 16S rRNA B b 474 39, WAk 71
ZAF T :94°C T AR PE 5 min; 30 AN ¥ 94°C 75 1
1 min,58°CiE Kk 1 min,72°C #EfH 2 min;72°C K S 4E
fift 10 min, SR 541G sy 09 7= W) a7 A8 LIl R e A
PR AT BR 2 7O, 8 DU 45 5 b % ] NCBI Jf:
BLAST Lt , fie Ji v FH MEGA4. 0 3K A ih R 48 &
B A ¢ B R 4347 o
1.4 16S-23S rRNA [H X FF 5l & & 1 & #7 (16S-
23S rRNA ISRs Polymorphism )

AHEBI Y L1 A G fE 94°C FWiAS P 5 min;25
APEFR :94°C 25 PE 1 min,55°C 3B K 2 min, 72°C FiE f
3 min;72°C K BHAEMH 10 min (55 F 914 4 b %
PR 16S-23S rRNA [1] X 351 K 934 7= H 2%
BT NG M B S ZE HL R 60 V [ 454 FHL bk 3 h, T 5
1 FL UK R S IR AR 258 (EB) et 3 40 B L Uk 45 2R o

1.5 Z5i% %k F % B B ik ( Denaturing gradient gel
electrophoresis, DGGE )

YERTI Y V3F A V3R XF 2 2% 1 bk 0 16S
rRNA B V3 IXHEAT 4, 3545 300 ng 9734 74
T 8% 1 B VN M Tk i Jie b R AT 3, AR R R B R
Flh 32% -57% (100% {978 PEFI 42 & 7 mol/L JR
R 40% LB T HEENE) . BIKTEME R 60C T 1 x
TAE 25 vhi rp 47, HL R 200 VB [E] 4 h, HL Pk 4h
W AT 4G I X UK RT3 AT A0
1.6 PBEM ¥ 18 % 5% 4 # ( Random Amplified
poly-morphism DNA ,RAPD)

PR 4 M13'" 7 94°C WiAEHE 5 min;30 4>
PEFF:94°C A5 P 1 min, 58°C 3B K 1 min, 72°C i fif
2 min;72°C AR IHEEM 10 min (5 TP 3% 4 bk
BRRE B34 7 W 2% 1) Bh I W 5 1 A LT 80 V
A2 E T LK 2 b TS R LUK BE T EB 3 8973
Br e vk 45 3
1.7 EEHERFENMEF 5 £ K (( Repetitive
extragenic palindromic-PCR,rep-PCR)

VeI 4 F 8 52 B K A ] SCF 5 i (GTG) 5 &
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EIFIIE N Xy B, A B 4 (GTG) 57 1
94°C HZEM: S min;30 MEH:94C A 1 min,57°C
Bk 1 min,72°C ZE{§ 2 min;72°C K ¥@ ZE{H 7 min [
KAV 4 %S H R AR (GTG)S TR P,
Y ] 2% 19 BIR B EE I R 80 VI A5
LUK 7 h 1 R LUK EE R EB G €8, 3T 43 A L UK
EAE
1.8 REEEYFA K S S M S (Restriction
Fragment Length Polymorphism,RFLP)
FREI YT R Y2 AR T A B 94°C/
3 min, 55°C /45 s, 70°C/1 min; 30 4~ {§ ¥F. 94°C/
45 5,55°C/ 45 5,70°C/1 min;1 NMEH .94C /45 s,

99
—

55°C/45 s,70°C/5 min. W FXHTP S E 4 H%E
B, R 5 58 7= 4 FH BR A 44 A VD g Miboll 7 37 °C i i
KA R EEY] 3 b BR R YD W0 AE 8% 3R N
W e Jie BT 150 VL R LK 4 b, fi e X e AT
YT

2 &R

2.1 16S rRNA EEF 5 S

MR E 1 fiR, 2% F ik ATCC19257 il
ATCC19435 Ay [RIVE M & T 99% , Fr Lk 16S rRNA 3
K e 3 3 B 452 R TG B UE 8 19 IX 43 Lactococcus lactis

subsp. lactis Fll Lactococcus lactis subsp. cremoris .
p Y

Lactococcus lactis subsp. cremoris ATCC 19257" (AB100802)

Lactococcus lactis subsp. lactis ATCC19435" (AB100803)

— Enterococcus durans CECT 4117 (AJ420801)

27
7

7| Weissella cibaria JCM 124957 (AJ295989)

Enterococcus faecium ATCC 19434" (DQ411813)
Lactobacillus helveticus DSM20075" (AJ420801)

Weissella confusa JCM 1093" (AB023241)

| Lactobacillus plantarum JCM 1149" (D79210)

98 | L actobacillus pentosus JCM 15587 (D79211)

34 |

Lactobacillus brevis ATCC 367" (CP000416)

L Lactobacillus rossiae CS1T (AJ564009)

35 —— Lactobacillus sanfiancisco ATCC 276517 (X76327)

32 4,7 Lactobacillus guizhouensis (EF433578)
74

Lactobacillus crustorum DSM20019" (AM113777)

1 FBIAREIABTHANIIETH 16S rRNA EF R LS iTE

Fig. 1 Phylogenetic tree based on 16S rRNA gene sequences.

2.2 16S-23S rRNA [H X F 3 Z #4454
WE 2 iR, 3% WAk ATCC19257, ASL. 9,
1 2 3 4 M bp

— 2000
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Fig. 2  Agarose gel electrophoresis of 16S-23S rRNA ISRs PCR
products of the reference strains. M. DL2000 maker. Line 1:
ACTT19435, Line 2: ACTT19257 ,Line 3 :ASI. 18, Line 4 ; AS1. 9.

ATCC19435 FI1 AS1.18 ff) 16S-23S rRNA [a] X JF 41
ZME AT Y 7 BE R /N O 400 bp ZE AT, BT LA,
I 168-23S rRNA [i] X J77 81) 2 25 14 43 #r $ AR 6 12
H B W X 4> Lactococcus
Lactococcus lactis subsp. cremoris,
2.3 TUBERKEEXSN

M3 AT LA L 2% 8 Bk ATCC19257
FIASL. 9 Kb AR [F] B9 7K - £ 8, il ATCC19435 il
ASL. 18 4ib T A A Y K -7 8, 3 W] DGGE £OR fiE
g AT R X 733X 2 LR
2.4 BT EEZSELHW

10 S X 3 R S R K 1 4 8 3 A AN R e B
ATCC19257 1 AS1.9 (¥ il #1 &l 3% 2% L, Jf A1
ATCC19435 ,AS1. 18 [y 2 [&1 3% A W S D), AT
TS M3 B934, RAPD 5 AR BE 4% 15 i X

lactis  subsp. lactis
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&

Fig.3 DGGE profiles of the reference strains of Lactococcus lactis
subsp. lactis and cremoris. Line 1, 2. ACTT19435, Line 3, 4.
ACTT19257,Line 5,6:ASI. 18 ,Line 7,8 :AS1.9.

B4 ZAEZBREZE I H 0 ZLAE T # 5 % 5 ¥k RAPD
iR B2 R ik

Fig.4 RAPD agarose gel electrophoresis of the reference strains of
Lactococcus lactis subsp. lactis and cremoris. M DL2000 maker.
Line 1:ACTT19435, Line 2: ACTT19257, Line 3: AS1. 18, Line 4
AS1.9.

2.5 EEERMNEFISHT

BB BRI R Ik S b, FRATTA e A B, FL IR
FLBR R L 7 Al A0 L 1R L 3K A LR S A A4 7 2L A B
A4 DX T A ] F) S Al 22 ) E AT AR LR P23 PR
LA, i Xt (GTG) S A Be g4 3 70 v vl LLA
R KT 35K A M 4T X 78 o

B 5 £ EE# rep-PCR Bk E

Fig.5 Agarose gel electrophoresis of the (GTG) 5-PCR products of
the reference strains. M:DL2000 maker. Line 1:ACTT19257, Line
2.ACTT19435 , Line 3:AS1. 9, Line 4. ASI. 18.

2.6 REUBURESEESH

WS T I W R RS B 6 TR, 2 % WAk
ATCC19435 fi1 AS1. 18 [ifg ¥) B vk (& 3% 58 4 — B, i
S bk ATCC19435 Fl ATCC19257 i 4] v vk & %
ﬁ@%i%lﬁl,ﬁtﬂuiﬂ%ﬁ,ﬁﬁﬁlw YIY2 59
W, 7 BRI 1 9 U B Mboll i H R, RFLP £ K 58
éTu{E@%Eﬁz\ P

M 1 2 3 4 bp

—2000
—1000
—750

—500

—250

—150

6 S EEH RFLP 37 4 B B2 5 A i ik B

Fig.6  RFLP profiles of the reference strains. M:;DL2000 maker.
Line 1: ACTT19435, Line 2: ACTT19257, Line 3: AS1.9, Line 4:
AS1. 18.

3 it#
AR UL L T 6 FH T X 43 Lactococcus

lactis subsp. lactis 1 Lactococcus lactis subsp. cremoris

(955 F 02 7 e FE I 6 Ry ot 75 M bl VG
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HL UK H AR (DGGE) |, B il 1k B U1 R B 22 25 P 43 B 4
AR (RFLP) , & & 5 K 5k [0 3C ¥ 41 43 B R (rep-
PCR) LR BEALY" 1Y 2 251 23 Hr R (RAPD) W] L)
X 433X P AN S, T 16S TRNA BRI 5 41 43 # 3 R
I 165-23S rRNA [] X J3 51 2 25 4 70 M7 £ AR I A
& o

¥ Blaiotta B 5% & W, Lactococcus lactis subsp.

lactis 1 Lactococcus lactis subsp. cremoris [If] 16s

rRNA 23 K Fp 51 HAERT 200 bp ARAF£E 9 - 10 />
JEfy 2250 16S FEFI 4K 1500 bp 2247, AU,
LA 168 J7 41 42 K ALY 16S rRNA KL [ 51 43 #r
BORIE TCHEAT R IX 53 3 19 A S A T e e 1) 5 26
Pl bR AT S AT LT 2 60 7 2, WA S R A [R] I v
ik 99% LA L. 1991 4F, Koehler Ji FH 4% 45 A B A: 1k
YEERYJT A 168 rRNA B [ 7 ﬁﬂ%*ﬁﬁ*ﬁﬂﬁ
HEFLIR B BEAT T r B AR E M E A5 R IR 0k
Lactococcus lactis [X I:/\@J]Eﬁlﬂ(ilz 221 5 8K Blaiotta
HRIEFR, 40 7 19 16S-23S tRNA Jk [ [a] [ DX A7 75 1Y 22
FILI R T 16S TRNA FE A 19 22 5, ] LU T 5L IR
PR A0 2 S 1 AR e Pk 1 2 AR LA A
RIFEAT AT LAF e J7 15 JF R 3& T Lactococeus
lactis subsp. lactis 1 Lactococcus lactis subsp. cremoris
B I3 03X Al BEJE T L 3 A S Ao 4 4 5 DX 2
) e BEAHAL , PAHFE 16S-23S rRINA i [A] ] i X 2 5
HARE,

[ 1993 4F Muzyer' "™ ¥ ¥ DGGE £ AR
AR MBI LA, T SEAF 1 AR A5 B S 4 e Bﬁc%}ﬁ
Iz BN HTTCAE W 2 R e B B ) R 2
7E o DGGE AR R AL iy, AR AS PEAS v £ 51,
— AP A 22 S AT DL X 43 JF 3k, 2007 4F, Milica
S5 i PCR-DGGE Ay 77 ik i) 45 1 24 3 I il 1l
03 W P FLER I 2006 4R, Spano 4 i ]
DGGE $ AR 5 Ty 43 1 1T 214 45 W4 v (1) 79 25 79 Bk 14
( Oenococcus oeni ) 1 85 ¥ L FF ( Lactobacillus
plantarum) , 3148 i Lactobacillus plantarum & % [ 1)
W g R T AR AR 6 BT % X 1Y Lactococcus
lactis subsp. lactis F1 Lactococcus lactis subsp. cremorts
i 168 rRNA JE P 751 2 A7 7E 9 — 10 /\Iﬁ%ﬁ‘]%
S, I, DGGE H AR AT DL A 3% 1 A4 A2 i
X5

RAPD 2 2 F B HL 7 4% 2 25 ¥ 70 i B9 $0K,
2005 4F-, Klijn $ HAE T £ AR A RFLP $7 AR 72 FLAT

S E TN ROR B R 1 A58 FR RAPD 5 25 Bl AL
PER, AT E A M2 I REH F AR EET,
SR TN 1356 4 B R R e PR Uk I 4 R S R
ATCC19257 #1 AS1.9 7 B AH {1, JF B & X j”JIJ ¥
ATCC19435 Fl AS1. 18, [H Itk RS2 5| ¥ ¢ &
T B AR i 2 3 A R

RFLP £ AR5 X e B B a4 5 7 9 4 e
SE (18 BR i 1 P9 U R 53 5 U0 R B R AL AR 6 B
AR5 T 18 FH A B o) 4 PN DDl AR S B 8 DL
ZE TR 57 W) ) E N AR R DNA B,
T 7E 5 N M ot Mg 58 I v S B T X 7 A S b Y X
b o ARALWE TEAE [E 9 AN KR il 2003 4R Elif
SR RFLP H AR 43 8 124 Ho 4 192 1 R ) 150
PRFLBR W HEAT 20 80P 58, IF 5 9 PRAs i i AR RFLP
P L 85 03 A, e A K E B ERT TS E
2002 4F Giraffa 2 A" %148 89 3 24 H R W) 3L & b
(35 Bk 48 X FL A R ORI A JE S Rl ( Lactobacillus
delbrueckii subsp. bulgaricus) ¥4T T %5 ; I8 i He
BfEH] RFLP 45 113 4 4 i 4 R 55 168 rRNA 5 5]
BT EOR B 45 1 458, RFLP 3 (3 5 A 4 75 50 R
FEME K1) 258 P Z 168 TRNA J7 51 73 Hr fi2 R
AR

i 52 JE D A1 0] S 51 73 A £ R (rep-PCR) J2& LA
PCR B il & 3B oK 1) — ol B0 J5U A% A2 7 1 DNA
e EEH R o rep-PCR B AR iy J5 252 ) FH 45 2 19
1Y 1A B R N 41 DNA ) 1 52 7 41, 3 28 1 1) 1
HEAG AT R b AR S, T HE AL T X S B 2 JA) B AN
[Fi) DX T A 20 AN [ 1 5T 3 T}Lifz%%ﬁﬂﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁ
A RA A 2 25 e, T DL B R A AR 3 5 5]
fizs B (GTG) S 514 Al RS2 3 X 73 3 A ST b

B DGGE A ,RAPD, RFLP #; Rl rep-PCR
FAR ¥y ] Pl IX 4 lactis FlI
Lactococcus lactis subsp. cremoris , {H &A1 18 3 56
R, rep-PCR HEARAFAE — 7 B FEALYE , BRI AR 9 1
4 2l B R A — B0, A B A A R A R, Hazoy
T E I T AN BARL, F VKRR I K DR I AN Sl ALl
o T RFLP AR 9K B3 5 1 o 90 1 40 L B4

H. 7385 1 1% AH 2435 0, (E 2 25 SR 33X A7 25 1 1l 5

FEAT H5 Bt ,EU\ﬁH"\E"Jﬁﬂfﬁ’xk IERUEN TPNE: S (S
TR B, XA 7 I8 A & T Lactococeus
lactis subsp. lactis I Lactococcus lactis subsp. cremoris

PR IX 7o FEARBETE H, F AT DCGE £R il

> Lactococcus lactis subsp.
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RAPD He AR R e V4, 5 90 P o, #6 I B0, B3 A6 B
A, 8 SO P X 50 Y S8 0T 0 T B TR, TR X
P B 3 R AVE N Lactococcus lactis subsp. lactis Fl1
Lactococcus lactis subsp. cremoris & ¥ ¥E B B9 X &€
B,

B ASHIESE BT LL R 6 Fh 4y T A 2 B R
PRTR, B 4E T AR, X Lactococcus lactis subsp.
lactis 1 Lactococcus lactis subsp. cremoris 11 [X 43535 5
WAJSHA o PG, AT A 7 A B FRR 27 00 58 A
JBE RS IS T B XA 3K 2 A E AL R A5 A% Ah
%, DGGE HARF RAPD i AR B H A 4 FhH R TC 18
DX S50 A 2 A FE IR FE 3 R UF, 8 HAT W] Y
e, fpr LA W 3&E & Lactococcus lactis subsp. lactis Fl
Lactococcus lactis subsp. cremoris 1838 #E#H X 43 o
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Comparison of six molecular methods for differentiation of
Lactococcus lactis subsp. lactis and cremoris

Jiachao Zhang,Fang Wang, Haiyan Xu,Jie Yu, Wenjun Liu, Qiuhua Bao
Zhihong Sun,Heping Zhang "
(Key Laboratory of Dairy Biotechnology and Bioengineering, Minisiry of Education, Department of Food Science and

Engineering, Inner Mongolia Agricultural University, Hohhot 010018, China)

Abstract: [ Objective ] To compare six molecular methods for differentiation of Lactococcus lactis subsp. lactis and
cremoris. [ Methods] Six molecular methods, such as 16S rRNA gene analysis, 16S-23S rRNA Intergenic spacer region
polymorphism, Denaturing Gradient Gel Electrophoresis ( DGGE ), Random Amplified Polymorphic DNA ( RAPD ),
Repetitive Extragenic Palindromic-PCR and Restricted Fragment Length Polymorphisms were used to differentiate the
reference strains. [ Results | Except for 16S rRNA gene analysis and 16S-23S rRNA Intergenic spacer region
polymorphism , the other protocols were competent. [ Conclusion | The methods of DGGE and RAPD were more
appropriate for differentiation of Lactococcus lactis subsp. lactis and cremoris.

Keywords: Lactococcus lactis; differentiation; molecular methods
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