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1.1.2  BRARRUR: 1056 I B RR A s b 23 1 HH )
77 MRFUAT T BT A v RR AR 28 0 A 2 A A 1k 56 AR
WA e T ILAE . BMORIE AR I 1.

#1 RERAIATERS REMRKESR

Table 1 Lactobacilli used in this study

Strains

Collection place isolated matrix

IMAU60066 IMAU60068 IMAU60070 IMAU60071 IMAU60072 IMAU60073 IMAU60074

IMAU60075 IMAU60077 IMAU60078 IMAU60079 IMAU60080

IMAU60082 IMAU60083 IMAU60085 IMAU60086 IMAU60087 IMAU60088 IMAU60089
IMAU60090 IMAU60092 IMAU60093 IMAU60094 IMAU60095 IMAU60101 IMAU60102
IMAU60097 IMAU60098 IMAU60099 IMAU60103 IMAU60104 IMAU60105S IMAU60107

Nakqu I i1 £

Sour kurut

Nakqu O i1 21

Sour goat milk and

IMAU60108 IMAU60109 IMAU60110 IMAU60111 IMAU60112 IMAU60113 IMAUG60114
IMAU60115 IMAU60116 IMAU60117 IMAU60119 IMAU60120 IMAU60121 IMAU60123

IMAU60124

IMAU60126  IMAU60127 IMAU60128 IMAU60140 IMAU60142 IMAU60143 IMAU60144

Sour kurut
Nakqu (I it £ Qula
Dangxiong( 24 EL) Qula

IMAU60145 IMAU60146 IMAU60147 IMAU60149 IMAU60151 IMAU60152 IMAUG60153
IMAU60154 IMAU60155 IMAU60156 IMAU60157 IMAU60160 IMAU60161 IMAU60163
IMAU60164 IMAU60165 IMAU60162 IMAU60166 IMAU60167 IMAU60168

IMAU60136  IMAU60171

Dangxiong( D Sour camel milk

R ZE WK Lactobacillus casei subsp . casei
ATCC393", Lactobacillus casei ATCC334", Lactobacillus
zeae ATCC15820", Lactobacillus Sermentum
ATCC14931",  Lactobacillus  helveticus  ATCC15009"
Lactobacillus  plantarum ATCC 14917", Lactobacillus
kefirgranum CCM7068" 304 H 5% Fofr ORR 0, B
P 5 RN R 22 L i AR R 5 TR 2 8 RSk
5 RISt

VDT UM B CL 19 (45 2 45 T A AR MRS
B, 37°C T HESE 18 - 20 h, Fc U T7VETE A 2 AKX
IEE- R
1.1.3 X FKF]: MJ PTC 200 6 FE & K4 59 4%,
UVP CDS8000 #E[R AR 73 Wt R G, v VR 25O AL,
PCR ™ 443, FOVKAS, 7KSF HL VKA

DS 2R S R OSCIRS o 1 Tag TS
dNTPDNA Marker 551050 FH 501 320 0l B K% 5 424
TREARAF-.

1.2 E[F2H DNA 8942 BUR A6

KM CTAB MESE MU FRHE K ZH DNA. 7RO AR 4
M FLIR B B AR NN 567 . [ TE 28 ph, F WG
KB WRAT, A2 & RJE A 30 pl 10% SDS
(W/V) F1'3 ul, 20 mg/mL & 8 K, ¥#2), T 37°C K
WA 1 he FFEAIA 100 pL 10 mol/LCTAB % ¥
(4.1 g NaCl % T80 mL/K 2212 I\ CTAB 10 g) /&
100 LK JE 50,7 mol/L NaCl ¥, W 2J, 65°C /Kify
PRU10 min, 75 BB O 76 IR 3 BOR P oim A

700 pL BT /A7 5 G (25 : 245 1, VIV, BUER AT,
10000 x g5 /L5 mins B _E3E, IF 0700 pLS 15/
JEEE(24: 1, V/V), B {51 5, 10000 x g 205 min, 3+
T AR A 0.1 £5 R B3 mol/L
NaAC, B A - BRI 1 A5 AR AR K St A I, JO 4310V
Ao Z N i 1E 10 min, YTUE DNA, 10000 x g B5 L
5 min, 72 B3, 79 ) DNA T3, 11 mL 70% W
R o BRVE L PEEE DNA UUUE, 2505 min, 1 BRI AY, T
T DNA, IN100 pL TE 2% M8 78 70 H# DNA(55°C, £/
W20 min, B ). £F DNA 78 70 W ## J5, NN S uL
4 mg/mL RNase 37°C, &30 min. DIIA400 pL TE 22
T IINS00 LBy /)T /5 IR G (25242 1),
RA), A R, Dl P S D, e
3060 pLK B2 BT /KER DNA, BT - 20°CIRAF

W2 pL 246 1) DNA W 7530 28 4 23 0ot
FE vt F I 260 nm A1 280 nm [ OD 18, LA %€ DNA
QRIS . E 0.5 x TBE 229 I, HU 5 L DNA #f
i TE 0.8% BENEWEBERS - Ik (LK 4 V/em, Z9KFE
N1 mg/mlL KR ZBE G0, SR G 7 UVP &EIR 7
TR TS DNA A7 0 B i OF JEAH . SR I & £
DNA 45 iy 48 1 48 W JZ 24 100 ng/pl. /5 J T PCR
I
1.3 ERIC-PCR ¥ & 7 5 R R F1 K %

714 51 ¥ ERICI: 5'-ATGTAAGCTCCTGGGGA
TTCAC-3', ERICII: 5'-AAGTAAGTGACTG GGGTCA
GCG-3' HRIEFR Y THA MR A H A& . PCR KN
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ZAE N TAEVE 94°C, 7 mins 221 94°C, 1 mins B E
48°C, 1 min; ZEfH 72°C, 5 min; 30 MEH; 555 72°C,
A i LA 7 mine

KA IR R AT RV 25 pL 33414 &R
1% 45 : 10 x PCR Buffer 2.5 pL, dNTPs(0.25 mmol/L)
2.0 pls 1Taq B (5 U/pl) 0.2 pl, 51#1C100 pmol/L)
0.25 pL, DNA 4K (100 ng/pl) 1.0 pL O HEAS TN
DNA 5 5, H AH ) A BB 30 2% 7K AR D, MgCl,
(2.5 mmol/1) 2.0 pL, IIXLZE /KA 7R 42 25 plo
1.4 #3844

PCR SN G5 AE B 2l RN HAT 2l 6 x
Loading Buffer 7, sFET 1.59% ¥ B b e Jie v gk
A7 R VK. FEVK &5 G, BRI AR A W8 5 R,
F RO T 2 A K
1.5 PCR ¥ B2 E MR I

TR URAN [ [ b 1 187 R 0 5%, 5 AH ) 1) 4% A
N WA 3 ANES, IR 1.8% M LA
I ERIC-PCR H B M,
1.6 ERIC-PCR % 7S Hjk

¥ ERIC-PCR ™ ¥4 /=¥ L. 5:1 BILLH 5 6 x
Loading Buffer & &, 71 1.8% I BARHE L SkE, BAF

8 9 10 11

4 s 6 7

12 13 14 153 16

FN 15 ple WK 4 V/iem, 4°C FHIVK 8 ho 4 EB
e, R AMT N AT IR AT
1.7 HBS

R4 14 21 R 2R 59 T B ATk R o) BV ML,
BB G, B4 245 DNA B — AN 20 Fhx
I, W TR T AR DA R b (R AT L, 18 TR —
A7 R ERIC 2540 AECE IR AE R 1, AEAERE A 0.
KH NTSYSpe 2.1 84, DA UL RS R H(SMD Ay Sk
fitth, SR FH AT 2 4R B B2 CUPGMAD HE 4T 3R 2%
AT, I R ISRIR K

2 SR

2.1 ZL4FH DNA 2BV &

KSR CTAB VEFEHUFLAT B A A 41 DNA.
FEHUT DNA ¥R IE I, S R o e e T
WIE 5 Asgy/ Aggo FIELAEIIAE 1.8 ~ 2.0 Ju A, DNA 4l
FER R . Lh 0.8 9% 1) B g B IR PR VKA I DNA 2
Ias B 181 2 20 ARFLAT TR DNA HL UK 45 1,
A LLE HAE 23 Kb BT AT W o) WL 457, TR L
Csmear) IS, K HHAZ 77 V2 0] DLy AL SIZ 56 BT 75 AR 1)

17 18 19 20 M

A <— 23000(hp

1 #B5FLBRE A ELH DNA IRBEHE AL F ke

Fig.1 Electrophoresis pattern derived from DNA of Lactobacilli . 1 —20: The DNA from part of Lactobacilli; M: A DNA/Hind Il .

2.2 {HiXE#AY ERIC-PCR 7 %7

KH 5 BESHWME, Tbk 3 A PAT, T RS
PRI, IARW I EILEM 87.72% ~ 100% AN, A
TR0 I F B U R B A A e A I 1, AR 1)
gh JLLL B ME A TT 5, 58 4 AT DL R KA HT i)
1.

FEABEFCH, BT FLA B ERIC-PCR Frid 1 2
A A BUBR, M 250 ~ 2000 bp #AE(E 2 47 AL
PR 3E T 200 mm x 300 mm (1) KR, 28 1.8% Bl
BlEE I FLUK, JEAT K IR L vk . 1 2 b i o0 it
FUAT R B R 1Y) ERIC-PCR FEIK B3 o 77 AR A3 BT bk
SSLY B 50 T, 894 4% DNA 451, VIR B 4
i 17.88 45alr, R H ALEF 1) DNA 2 &1, DNA
i I, 597 2> B IMAUG0095 § 1 4% i e %

21 45, W IMAU60116 97 1 4% i /b, AN 7 4%
M ELK B Rl g, LA B AE 1000 bp EA1 4
(Hi3k A, 800 bp Ze47 17 2 4 (Fik BOIAHENZ
A7, RIBEFLFFRIAE 550 bp B 1 4 (Hi sk OFFIE
o it FUAT BRI R ) FUAT B8 DR AR AR B e /b, SEE
U7 T 5E
2.3 HIXEHTEERNBRIH

I H NTSYS-pe2. 1 5 A2 1 H AR B ik 1) 2R 2K
B, el 3 aran, Bho.73 PE N 4 St i, 83 RRFLAT 1A
oA 4 AN KRR AL - Ade BE AL B35S % Wk
Lactobacillus.  casei  ATCC334", Lactobacillus  casei
subsp. casei ATCC393" M Lactobacillus  zeae
ATCC15820" . 7E Al HE 35 B Pk 27 %,
P BER B R 10 35.06% , W IRARBEZ —. B A2
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R4 FLAT B B9 ERIC-PCR Rk E
ERIC-PCR fingerprints of genomic DNAs of Lactobacillus strains. 1. IMAU60124; 2. IMAU60126; 3. IMAU60128; 4.

IMAU60136; 5.IMAU60137; 6.IMAU60140; 7.IMAU60142; 8.IMAU60143; 9.IMAU60144; 10. IMAU60145; 11.IMAU60149; 12.
IMAU60153; 13.IMAU60155; 14.IMAU60156; 15.IMAU60166; 16.IMAU60160; 17.IMAU60165; 18.IMAU60074; 19.IMAU60095;
20. IMAU60097; 21. IMAU60109; 22. IMAU60103; 23. IMAU60116; 24. IMAU60123; 25. IMAU60068; 26. IMAU60066; 27.
IMAU60068; 28.IMAU60095; 29.IMAU60096; 30.IMAU60099; 31.IMAU60115; 32.IMAU60117; 33.IMAU60134; 34.IMAU60143;

M. DL2000.

el KM —2%K =% Lactobacillus  fermentum
ATCC14931" 76 iZ BEh o A2 BE AR & A 5 B bk 47
PR, b BT A AR B AR 1 61.04%, b 5 — MR
B B A3 {0 45 B IMAU60068, IMAU60116 F
Lactobacillus helveticus ATCC15009"« ¥ A4 fe/bh, L%
AW IMAU60171 12 2% B ¥k Lactobacillus plantarum
ATCC 14917". SRELGRIMEG S e 85 R+ &,
UEHH ERIC-PCR A 1] LA LY A HEAff 1 B Wit th 45 P P
PIZRG R R (EIX LB AR, B IMAU60095 #il
IMAUG60103; IMAU60085 F1 IMAU60152; IMAU60071
Al IMAU60154; IMAUG60147 A1 IMAU60162, & A1TP9 PR
() PRI FR 20 P % — AL R ECh 1009% -

7K B I il B (1) 48 BRFLATF B b, 5 Rk AL
AR — AN 20 4K, 5 60.42% 5 T FLAT
B — AN 17 K 7 35.42% - R IR PR
B (IMAU60068 1 IMAU60116) 5 3 - FLAT B VA ok —
ANBE TR PR B LR 30 ARFLAT IR, 5 R
FUFF I — 2R 18 7%, 5 60.00% , 5 B FLA
B — KA 11 8, 7 36.67% . B IMAU60171
Y Lactobacillus plantarum ATCC 14917" A B 157,
BV — N BE . T WL, R LT B R0 T IR LA B 2

TXP AN Hb X R P L ot R R L AR . A [R] 40
W RRYEF, 250 + FE2R 30, Whils, RO SO o
2 FULAT B RE LI AR IX 4 AN B, T4
BRI TR I 53 T o

HAAE BN A AW, A WkE R
IMAU60066 F1 IMAU60117 ) Fll {5 4t %5 52 45 B A ] o
P IMAU60066 FIT IMAUG0117 1F 1% 45 %5 o 45 R v
U M LA, EARSE I WS L. caise
ATCC334" BNz, B ATERE A1 o X —45 LR
N7 6F IMAU60066 FIl IMAU60117 11 43 28 5% & AF 1t
— BRI BRULZ AL, BT A BRI 2 2R 85 R 5 1L 4t
K RS .
2.4 ERIC-PCR fRig By Fh A 4B

XPOLFATRBE A1 R A2, BI T 1 SLAT B A R K 1%
FUFF BEREREAT Rl 4 2347

MEE AL, BI% FLAT B AF 1 SR 2R 45 (1 3)
WA LE B, Z % WK L. casei subsp.
ATCC393" F1 L. zeae ATCC15820" I A1E —ikd, A
L. casei ATCC334" 73 fEAN[R] LRI Y o 3 JL AT,
bR EXF L. casei ATCC334", L. casei subsp. casei
ATCC393" 1 L. zeae ATCC15820" A T 1t FLAT BT 1)

caset
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Fig.3 UPGMA dendrogram derived from the ERIC-PCR pattern.
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PR R 1)+ UM A A2 o Smita Singh 2L\ L
casei subsp. casei ATCC393" N.i%J& T L. zeae Chun
Sun Ryu 2R T EcoR T AR 40 24 (1 7 1%,
¥ L. casei ATCC334" FIH ' L. paracasei VA0 —4
FBERL, BV L. zeae ATCC15820 SRR E . 7EAIKL
W, L. casei ATCC334" F1 L. zeae ATCC15820" ¥ 4H
AE/NT L. zeae ATCCI5820" F1 L. casei subsp.
casei ATCC393" FRAHALYE o 3% A 575 — AN (0 T 2 31F B
T B Ui, BL0.80 Ao AR, By i 5 AN R Y
(1) 27 ARAL B FL AT B8 7R A 5] (1 AR PE K S B0 L.
casei ATCC334" HKRHET — . EMA L. casei
ATCC334" B AHALPE R 81.8% ~ 98.4% A%
TEIX 27 BRI A 16 Bk BB &, 11 Aok 3 24
Ho BRM R IMAU60066 F1 IMAU60117 7E 5E Hij 1)
G5 T8 T T8 O R FLAT AL, JLR RS 5E A
FWEFLAT TR . BLUARAT 800 B ] LA BRI A —
ANFERIAS, Wi IMAU60127 FIE IMAUG0128, 1H M %
A 53 B 1R 5 SR T AN ) Sk 5 b, AN ] 43 25 4 11 3,
FFTR 2 A SR RAE AN B BE R A v . BRIRR SRR S R
PRR A MO AN 23 B W) T AR TR, o vk 44 RO U5
ANTFPKE K B AL b D LA B AT 43 2

B A2, RUR ST RBF L5 A7 47 AR ALK RT R,
b 30 #Rok A P EOR B, 17 BRok B ey L
X 47 MR B AR AR ST A R e P B B e A KR
PELAF B o AR I B AR 73.0% ~ 98.4% IFAHALL I
K EA Lactobacillus fermentum ATCC14931" 24—
o Lh0.84 Ny Tt i, 47 RRFLFT B 4 50 1 6 AR
B, E1~ EoCE 3). L E3 F1 E6 428 th ok B 24
SLIFUAT TR AR B2 1R B 40 A >k 11 8 il B (9 3,
FFBE o R I 3 AN PR AR 1) AT 181 A0 A 20 25 A 7 v
LR R . ELARIX 3 AN FEPR AR AT DL JE B b 1 R U
PR ARAL XA LA B 23.40% . B K1)
KL E1 AL 38 SR VR B A [F) - DX, A 7] 20 25 5 40 (1)
FUF B BRI EEAR F 5, Jo V4 R UE T 7L X
(14 < 1 SLAFT T 42 HECR U B 2 2 B0 (R A [RD T 23 0T

3 St

3.1 EF4H DNA B912EL

X T- ERIC-PCR 1M1 &, BEA DNA i) £ A2
B — AR, S IR B S R R
. DNA FEEAR. 2R 2. 085S S HE
S DNA SR 1 1035 1, 550 DNA AN TR, A
I L 2 2530 PCR 4738 S5 N (1) 3EAT, AT 52 i 1560
%%[8] .

KHMCR ) CTAB LS HUFLAT B AL K 41 DNA,
TER BT 5 B s Wi, CTAB 5 & A R R K2
MR VEZ W AW, AR REDUIE RS
e, FEHGS FE A, FATIMA 0.7 mol/L NaCl A1 CTAB
KPUGE 24, H % 40101 DNA. R IX R 7 42 B
(1) DNA BRI B, W EERUG, (R4l FE 3 v, e 4
PEGF, W] LR R — 25 10 PCR 52 56 6 BT 75 A5 AR 1)
3.2 ERIC-PCRIRIEREEH

5 ILe sy FARd A L, ERIC-PCR 77 5 & — ik
L, 2T 5y 13 B 5, KT ERIC-PCR brid SE5
RV A2 Pk ) Rt AR 2t Angela[m AR M E
Drechslera avenae 1 Stemphylium solani ™ 53, ERIC-
PCR 334 Hgg H AL 22 2544 B 5 Johnson el
X [ — B AR AR 2 PG, AN S A A ], AHABLE K
T 90%, % BOX bric A PEF . Kam 2515 4F 53 55
Escherichia coli W WL F8 H R FE S L. XUt Bz H R
VIR —BINR %, LB R — 2 MR =Tl 2
WL A S S R . AU
A HRIA E] 1009% , {5 AT DL 2RI ZE K .

3.3 XF ERIC-PCR W% # 1%

ERIC-PCR $E AT JLAFE 78 X5 1k 25 40 1 v &5 440 11
ST RN ) 40 W A AR (AR I g TS )i
TXLERIF AR BB L — b = 53 1k e A 1
ZAVERE I ARt R . AR E A ET R T
ERIC-PCR A T FUAF 18 22 #FPE 4t ) 2 25 1 2
TERPE (I 00 B 08 o AR X 77 PR 1R AT
N7, ALY 50 B, 894 4% DNA 457, 2 A M
Uf o [, ZEXE 77 BRFUAT B (10 SR 28 F rp R BB 2
PRFLAF B 1) ERIC-PCR 2K &5 B AME e 4= B AR AL %
E SRR AN, T4 75 BRFLAT 1R 1R SR 28 5 L B i 4%
G T S5 WA, W A% T T ST B e
ff AR

Ahmed" XA 30 km 4245 () 2 AN A K TS
Gt LK H ERIC-PCR AR BEAT BIF 5T, A BRI T
NS 16 K R AT 11 A0 g BR T (A AR R SOfE 55 1
HLAL B AR REE o AR, Elizabeth™™ X} [7) B A1 B
2930 km 25 A7 19 55 AN U3 1K K B T B R
PFGE 1 ERIC-PCR 520 Bl 1% E 47 43 A1, 21 K L JG %
W K IAT HE H5 JL PR B A5G LUK 4 o Casarez 25K
H PFGE F1 ERIC-PCR Fric i 5 ¥4, X Bk A~ X
() A 35 15 KRB P SR 53 AT, AR I AT B8 1) 22 R
TR (HEDAS BB HL e M 78 07 B (X 40 TSR . I 645
UE U8B B ARAE — AN X s AR e M PR .
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o B R R RO T AR B P e .
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Biodiversity of Lactobacilli from fermented milk products in Northern Tibet

Ning Ju, Jiachao Zhang, Zhihong Sun, Wenjun Liu; YeJin, Heping Zhang, Tiansong Sun”
(Key Laboratory of Dairy Biotechnology and Engineering Ministry of Education, Inner Mongolia Agricultural University, Hohhot
010018, China)

Abstract: [ Objective ] In order to study the biodiversity of Lactobacilli from Northern Tibet in China, we developed
enterobacterial repetitive intergenic consensus sequence polymerase chain reaction (ERIC-PCR) technique. [ Methods] Seventy
seven Lactobactllus strains were isolated from traditional fermented milk products which are made by herd man families in
Northern Tibet of China. By ERIC-PCR technique method, using NTSYS-pc2.1 software, we investigated the biodiversity of the
strains. [ Results] The amplified bands of ERIC-PCR were clear and stable with high repetition and high polymorphisms. The
cluster analysis showed that at level 0.73; 77 tested strains were clustered into 4 groups: Al: strains of Lactobacillus casei
(35.06% of the strains), A2: strains of Lactobacillus fermentum (61.04% of the strains)» A3: strains of Lactobacillus
helveticus and A4: strains of Lactobacillus plantarum . The biodiversity of the isolates from Aland A2 groups was further
investigated. Al could be divided into 5 genotypes at the similarity of 80.0% . A2 could be divided into 6 genotypes at the
similarity of 84.0% . [ Conclusion] Using ERIC-PCR technique, Lactobacilli from Northern Tibet could be distinguished at
species level.

Keywords: Northern Tibet; traditional fermented milk; Lactobacillus; biodiversity; ERIC-PCR
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