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2 D454 BN Kluyveromyces marxianus X1 E £ & 4957
B M K B AT 4 B A0 28 B 2= T M A S2

BEE' BRERRT I4E® HiAEE'
(1. MR RS Skl NEGE IFRNERE  010018)
(2. WEHR RS BBEYBE N5 IERTERE  010018)

6 . [8 0] WKL WIRIID 57 -5 4 852 (Kluyveromyces marxianus) /Rt /= & 69 518 2
44 K. marxianus pH 2.0 #= K. marxianus pH 8.0 (8 #8 4 K2 #= K8)*f # J& 4 X 4T & Escherichia
coli Og W9 47 A B R A tm iR m4F e om . [ 5] TR LB EIEH| & K2 f= K8, FEARE N
EHAT E. coli Og 4947 H B, Z 20848 3550 2 LA LBR GG L A%, KA @M L EE & A RE,
R HFAE RN Z L3t E. coli Og #9337 B R E(MIC) Az s A B IR E(MBC), BaAR kb ik ik 2 2
st E. coli Og £ K wh K49 &em, KA A LN E H AT E coli Og taf & d Sk M6 &mh, ARAHIK
K B-D-F FLotrd¥E F(ONPG)iE M 2 23t E. coli Og tmfefiEAg ey #om, (4R L iR
EBRAFIE Aok, HF pH2.0 K485 pH 8.0 KARMMEH B & K, A FIF K24 K8, &4
S RBFHNEAZEEEE., K2 F2 K8 2 E. coli Og # MIC 4% 4 0.025 g/mL #= 0.100 g/mL,

MBC 4% % 0.100 g/mL #= 0.200 g/mL. K2 #= K8 4¢%4°h E. coli Os ¢4 £ Kk ¥4k, ¥&4n E. coli Og
B FK ARSI, B K2 BT K8, [4+#4] BB K. marxianus Kt 2464 K2 #=
K8 #4745 M E. coli Og £ K, #oh i itk & 4L,

E58T: BEY, B AW, KWHE, Fkk, SEk

Effects of antimicrobial compounds of Kluyveromyces marxianus
in Koumiss on pathogenic Escherichia coli and its cell surface
characteristics
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Abstract: [Objective] The aim of this study was to investigate the effects of antimicrobial compounds
of Kluyveromyces marxianus (K2 and K8) on wild pathogenic Escherichia coli and its cell surface
characteristics. [Methods] K2 and K8 were extracted by ethyl acetate, and the inhibition zones of K2
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and K8 against E. coli Og were determined by Oxford cup method. The organic acids were determined
by HPLC, and the concentrations of killer toxin were determined by enhanced BCA Protein Assay Kit.
The minimum inhibition concentration (MIC) and the minimum bactericidal concentration (MBC) were
determined by broth dilution method, the effects of K2 and K8 on the growth curve of E. coli Og were
determined by turbidimetry. Moreover, the effects of K2 and K8 on the hydrophobicity of the E. coli Og
cell surface was determined using the microbial adhesion to solvents method, and the permeation of E.
coli Og cell membrane were determined by measuring the release of B-galactosidase activity into the
culture medium using ONPG as a substrate. [Results] The aqueous phases of pH 2.0 and pH 8.0 had
higher inhibition zones, they were dried for 48 h by freeze-drying, then, K2 and K8 were obtained, the
main components were propanoic acid and some other organic acids, and killer toxins. The MICs of K2
and K8 were 0.025 g/mL and 0.100 g/mL, respectively. The MBCs of K2 and K8 were 0.100 g/mL and
0.200 g/mL, respectively. The growth curve of E. coli Og was S-shape. It changed obviously after
adding K2 and K8. E. coli Og was basic character, and had a hydrophilic surface. The hydrophobicity
increased after adding K2 and K8. In addition, the release of the P-galactosidase in permeation of E.
coli Og was promoted gradually by K2 and K8, and it also caused membrane lesions allowing ONPG
uptake into cells. These two factors resulted in the increasing permeation. K2 was better than K8.
[Conclusion] K2 and K8 could inhibit the growth of pathogenic E. coli Og and influence its cell surface
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characteristics.
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PR E T —Fh A R L PR A RORE, BRI SR
M. &G0 FEHFAL, RO MmE . i
ZRGE . WS ARG S pame 7, BT iR o
W) EERUEYRRE Y —, FEASE IR B
B AEFURE & BB LA & BERE L 3 ARl
v i v B 4k R Kluyveromyces marxianus b FL A
RERERETE , FERR S ) A e 72 vp i B PR A
., SERIUHE SR A BT Al h Ay e,
K. marxianus 2 N 52y A X R S 05k b i
IEABEREE D), Goerges Z41iE K. marxianus 7] 1
I8/ D B A G A= 4= i FE TR Listeria monocytogenes
ST BT DO LR A L AR A
ARMEERRPTEE S, dsEREN AR .
VUERN T LR ., e aSEmmE. Hil
A WLEN R AN B AR ALY B 4E -

ok Escherichia coli i A AEEA- I TE & 1-3
H - sty s 2 — 0 — ek bt
ARIGYT , (IR SAEGT A R I 2 80RTE E.
coli P*AEMIZGYE, Y& TIRTFwR A MIMERE, RAFT
KA @2 BRI K. marxianus 1%
B T 2 A K. marxianus pH 2.0 il K.
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marxianus pH 8.0 (faiFx & K2 F1 K8)A YA T %A
YT, ACHFFT T K2 Al K8 () EZ 4y, FeHx}
FHUwEtk E. coli O FNARCR . MIC, MBC X E.
coli OgA:Khenyszm, JFHBF9E T K2 Fl K8 Xf
E. coli Og iR 1H 5K AN IS B PE R
SRR R S B K. marxianus fCIHT & &
YIB 80w TE E. coli Og Frs| & M s i VS $R LA
FEMAR
1 #REFE
1.1 i Ek

f5/RH: E. coli Os, MWiZEEIAFEREH 4 B 5
FE A PR S s XA 38 L 3 2R AR B 7 E. coli

K. marxianus Btk : MR T Hh oy i S 0 1T
BEGR AR
1.2 R RS

| SRR IR (gL, FAFEIREW) 39, ERR
B3, MEFEAMKS, LB 10, pH 6.0)FIEFI
RERFRIL, T ARIMHVAEYHE ARG A ARRIEE
B-D-F:FLMLMgHE T (ONPG) . KNOs, % fj. n-17%
$% . LR MG . HNOs . KOH FIBERR £ 5% ik (PBS),
E¥EEZGRFIABRAF ; BRE BCA E AR,



W 45 R SR Kluyveromyces mar xianus {81t 8 42 A 0 % 20 K I T i S e . 685

M, VLA REYH ARG

Multifuge X1R Z.0:#8L, 3&[E Thermo Scientific
Heraeus /A7 ; ModulyoD % T#L, 3€E Thermo
Electron 2 F]; BEAR{Y, 32 BioTek A,
1.3 FHiE
1.3.1 K2 #1 K8 #9#&: K K. marxianus #2713
1 Bk g3k 25 °C £32 72 h, 10 000 r/min %
L 15 min, BUEIERGE 0.22 pm LB, BHER
Ay, —13uE pH #F] 2.0, B—14 pH JH3
8.0 TEPRIA 43 BIINA 2 FHARUN 2R L RS
¥ 4 h, PATEEEG B A NUAHRKA, A HUHE
A 50 mL KUK Tz, BrAhCm s, ¥
T4 ; ¥47KAH 6 000 r/min 250> 15 min, B FiF
oo A AR R 2 A& AH W X E. coli Og
(10° CFU/mL)f i el B2, 45 pH 2.0 K HI AN
pH 8.0 AN ERCR AT, B HET, g TRk
W RD R K2 Fi1 K8,
1.3.2 K2 F1 K8 FELHMRINE : R SR
1%75(GB/T5009.157-2003)l%E K2 A1 K8 A3 HLERAY
LAY RIS BCA 2 PRI £ K2 Al
K8 BRI .
1.3.3 K2 #1 K8 % E. coli Og B9 MIC 1 MBC B
E: KRR R E", 56 fUik, HE 1-6
FLIA A7 2 A5 FE R B 1% K2 F K8, 41 100 pL,
o6 MR, 43512 0.200, 0.100, 0.050. 0.025.
0.013. 0.006 g/mL. 7& 1-6 LA 100 pL E. coli
Og FEK(10° CFU/ML). 45 7 fL}728 (X PR (2l B

). PRGIRAT, 37 °C ¥igt 24 h, WL, U=
P56 BE R A T AR SRR O TR, AL Y
RGN, AFLPTRM, BIRAEAER; AfLNE
HH, UERHJCANE A K JOAN A K K2 K8 A
A EE, 735 K2 1 K8 X E. coli Og i MIC, M
TCAME A KB 4FLHREL 100 uL A T8 I35 5057
M b, 37°C #53% 24 h, AERKMEEHMET 5-10 4
(1) K2 1 K8 sk B2 392 K2 F1 K8 % E. coli O
) MBC, SEIHEAE 3 K.

1.3.4 K2 F1 K8 %t E. coli Og £z :
L 5 mL K2 Fl K8 (MIC ¥eJF), filA 200 pL
E. coli Og BHAK (2 1.0x10°-1.0x10” CFU/mL), 1%
EZS X MEEEE), 37 °C. 110 r/min HLLHE TR,
AR 2 h BURE—IR, ARG %2 ODg3o1E , £ E. coli
Og Wi 2R E ME 45 il e, 4 3 Ik, BOFME
2l K

1.3.5 K2 F1K8 %t E. coli Os AR E 4 RIS :
(1) K2 F1 K8 X E. coli Og 4 i R s AK 1 52«
Bk K FREON Y E. coli Og B 5 000 r/min 5.0
10 min, FRYUUHE, FJ 0.1 mol/L K PBS (pH 7.2)%k
2K, BRI EET 0.1 mol/L KNOs (pH 6.2)H, %
E. coli Os 4 il ¥ J¥ (A)) N ODup=04 (4
1.0x10°-1.0x10" CFU/mL). 3 1 AW, %
BT E 10 min, JRHE 2 min, FE 15 min J5HH#E
I, ISE ODago (Ar), LA 0.1 mol/L KNOs
Jin E. coli O 4 il A 25 FIXFRE E. coli Og X 45
IR AR R . (1-A/A)x1001%),

=1 K2 F K8 Xt E. coli Og AR EER /K A SELE /5 2

Table 1 The testing program of the effect of K2 and K8 on the hydrophobicity of E. coli Og

pici| PR S
Groups Testing program
23 X BEZH The control group 1.2 mL E. coli Og ZiiJifi & #+0.2 mL 0.1 mol/L KNO5

734t Hexadecane
SAi2H Chloroform

IR TR Ethyl acetate
K2 2 K2 group

1.2 mL E. coli Og ZiiJifl & #+0.2 mL Hexadecane

1.2 mL E. coli Og Zififl & +0.2 mL Chloroform

1.2 mL E. coli Os 4tififl;&#%+0.2 mL Ethyl acetate
1.2 mL E. coli Os #tiifl&#%+0.2 mL K2 (MIC %)

K8 41 K8 group 1.2 mL E. coli Og I +0.2 mL K8 (MIC #kJ¥)
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(2) K2 FI K8 X E. coli Og i A 55 1B : A2 I «
W BEFR D B-F UM 5 ONPG S i A= il i £,
o-fili 2L (ONP)I1) OD {8 , 1 7E K2 F1 K8 X} E. coli Og
APEEEER T, K E. coli Os 7E & 2%FLIE
) LB 3GFRAE iR BI 80N, 5 000 r/min 2.0
10 min, FAYUHE, 0.1 mol/L K PBS ¥4 2 Ik,
JFEET 0.01 mol/L pH 7.5 PBS 1, % E. coli Og
Wk 10° CFU/mL, 7E 96 LA =S Fxf BREL i A
200 pL E. coli Og AL A1 10 uL 0.03 mol/L ONPG,
SEISFLF A E. coli Og #1 ONPG, FAILA 10 uL K2
FTK8 (MIC ), 37 °C FH:FE, Ml 0. 10, 30,
60, 90. 120 min Bf & fLIEW AT ODyjso

B K2, K8 (MIC ¥ )73 331 Hl E. coli Og —ite 15
7% 60 min, 5000 r/min &5.L> 10 min FEEANMITIE,
TR E AN WA ODyise BHreh 2T HE N
f) ONP [T N+ (Agsx1 000/FF S AT (LL))/
S ] (min)>4.86, Aqs i TGN ML 35 AW
B, 4.86 4 ONP {HYEHRHL/(mmol-cm)]. FME
A E A 3 IR
1.3.6 BUBRDHr: R Excel FEK, ¥ x+s %
N, RH SAS JrEdit, P<0.05 NESAL

2 ZR545H
2.1 K2 F K8 Bol&

2 Al%0, K. marxianus fCistHis & ol
FR S HITERNT E. coli Og M8 EARM I 2 18]
P22 7(P<0.05), H pH 2.0 /KAHY pH 8.0
KA, #RT/A1 K2 Fl K8, pH 2.0 X
R KK pH A 2.0 IUAS AT RE, AT LK pH
{EAE X} E. coli Os AIEIEN, {55 pH 2.0 /KAH
R AT RELAH L 22 AR, 2 B = R M i 4 FH A 475
HIHEE G
2.2 K2 A K8 EEHY

H19¢ 3 Al1, K2 f1 K8 &4 ZR AR, Hh
W%, HEATREN. BRamit, HAAHL
MRAMEREANTR K2 LK £,
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=2 HHEAERY E. coli O IEEIERZ

Table 2 The inhibition zones of each phase solutions
against E. coli Og

W IR R
Solution Inhibition zone (mm)

pH 2.0 /KAH pH 2.0 aqueous phase 24.31+0.81°
pH 2.0 A HLA pH 2.0 organic phase 15.22+0.80°
pH 2.0 {RA 41 Mixture of pH 2.0 20.76+0.46°
pH 2.0 X #8 pH 2.0 control 13.74+0.47°
pH 8.0 /KA pH 8.0 aqueous phase 22.67+0.38°
pH 8.0 A HLH pH 8.0 organic phase 8.17+0.088
pH 8.0 IR& 4 Mixture of pH 8.0 16.8620.34¢

pH 8.0 X{ & pH 8.0 control =
s [FHE AR R IR 25 53 8% (P<0.05), Bl R) & B)
REFEE IR 2258 B4 (P>0.05).
Note: In the same column, values with different small letter
superscripts mean significant difference (P<0.05), while with the

same or no letter superscripts mean no significant difference
(P>0.05).

£3 K2HMKS TEHY
Table 3 Main components of K2 and K8

THE Y K2 K8

Antimicrobial compounds (mg/100 g)  (mg/100 g)
EfR Oxalic acid 83.43 50.63
A2 Tartaric acid 259.80 212.00
HR Formic acid 484.80 248.10
PUIRIMER Ascorbic acid 743.90 405.30
LR Acetic acid 49.67 62.96
#LBZ Lactic acid 680.80 672.00
N Propionic acid 2 711.30 1 874.70
FPEEBR Citric acid 281.10 190.00
LR Malic acid 673.10 13.15
FE Y E Protein concentrations 74.99 74.13

2.3 K2 #1 K8 3t E. coli Og B9 MIC 1 MBC

% 4 a1, K2 il K8 X} E. coli Ogff) MIC
4351k 0.025 g/mL F1 0.100 g/mL; MBC 435K
0.100 g/mL #1 0.200 g/mL. K2 # MIC il MBC i
F K8,
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£ 4 K2 #1 K8 g MIC 1 MBC
Table 4 MIC and MBC of K2 and K8

ﬁiﬁfﬁl T/ MR BRI
FOp o HAIE (i) MBC (g/mL)
= 0.025 0.100
= 0.100 0.200

2.4 K2 F1 K8 ¥t E. coli O F KB A9520
FE 1 AT, 25 I BREH E. coli Og 1EH AR Kl
LRI ST, Bl 557 AT ] (4 S0E A B AV i 2 T 1
i, 0-6 h 4 E. coli Og A=K 4L 1, 8—12 h E. coli Og
HEAXTEAN, 12 h JF#E AL KA EW], SERdsin
K2 F1 K8 A LA Hu A il E. coli Os AT .
2.5 K2 1 K8 Xt E. coli Os AR E 4 AIS 0
2.5.1 K2 F K8 %} E. coli Og ZRAERmEm BT IR
M : 3R 5 AT, LR R4 E. coli Og Bi/KTERAIR,
TANBEA 5 LR L BR A wi oK PR TG W R 2E
(P>0.05), == FIXT B g K PE B & FxX mdl
(P<0.05); HAhALZ [a] (K P 25 57 i 2(P<0.05)
E. coli Og XFEUTRGHERS R, X IR L ek B
I, XFHoNBeRi B TEES , HEWT E. coli Og Ryomigss
FRRFPE AR 6K R . 0 K2 F1 K8 J, H#hn T
E. coli OgHi/K 4, H K2 H K8 Xt E. coli Og ik
ST R

1.000

0.800 : Ege control group
20.600r —+ K8
g 0.400

0.200
0.000

0 2 4 6 8 1012 14 16 18 20 22
t(h)

1 K2 71 K8 3t E. coli Oy £ KEHZAIF T
Figure 1 Effect of K2 and K8 on the growth curve of
E. coli Og

=5 K2 # K8 %t E. coli Og 4R B /K 2200

Table 5 Effect of K2 and K8 on the hydrophobicity of
E. coli Og

Bl B /K
Groups Hydrophobicity (%)
25 [ %} BEZH The control group 50.37+2.28¢
+75%E24H Hexadecane 42.96+1.39°
Z{)54H Chloroform 68.89+0.91°
ZFERZTERY Ethyl acetate 42.22+40.91°
K2 2 K2 group 89.63+4.09"
K8 %1 K8 group 81.85+3.63"

T RS JE RN R 3R 22 5 .25 (P<0.05), Rl R 5L
RIREE FRZEF AL E(P>0.05).

Note: In the same column, values with different small letter
superscripts mean significant difference (P<0.05), while with the

same or no letter superscripts mean no significant difference
(P>0.05).

2,52 K2 F1K8 %t E. coli Og 4HRERE;SIE M AR :
HE 2A WA, AEHHZE OD HEREE
(P<0.05), AS[EEHEIFHEE, 0 min OD {H#AK; 30 min
BFEET 0 min OD {EH(P<0.05); 60 min B&&T
10 min P OD fE(P<0.05); 60—120 min 3 /i) &
[ OD B 2% 5 i 35 (P<0.05)., Fifi 5/ FH A Ia] f 2EE K-
K2 H1 K8 Hhn 7R Rl b iy B-F LB, K2 18
T K8 . HIEFRUGD -2 U T 4 o e B2
0—-30 min /T 30 min /5 -

& 2B A1, K2 Fil K8 WiZH Z H] B-2FFLblT
iRt R 22 5 .35 (P>0.05); (HPZHE B-2FHL
W IR S (1 I 3 5 T8 X A (P<0.05) . 4
A 2A AL, £E 60 min PN, K2 1 K8 4 £y p-
L ZUBE R R JC A A 3 5 ONPG S .
{HZ, 4B ONP /NT&] 2A rh [R5 [H) 4G 4t AL
R AR K2 F1 K8 4 B-F AL W B
435114 0.666 pmol/L ONP/(min'mL)]#10.475 pmol/L
ONP/(min'mL)], B K2 1 K8 /1T E. coli Og
B BN, AR E. coli Og ZH BRI 1555 | 2 41 i 5
B-PFLBH T B A B S AL ONPG AR R A3 [R] 1
FH s
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0.40
0.35}
0.30}
0.25}
0.20}
0.15}
0.10}
0.05}
0.00
—-0.05¢

—— The control group
—+— K2
—4&— K8

OD,;

60 90

30
¢ (min)

0 10 120

B

0.250
a
23 T a
2 L
é 2 0.200 T =
L.g
gE 0150 p
A~
iz I
g o 0.100 - l
)
@)
& § 0050
0.000
The control group K2 K8

2 K2 #1 K8 % E. coli Oy iZiE M HIFT
Figure 2 Permeation of E. coli Og by K2 and K8
TE: A: ARFEETRE B-LZUB ARG B: E. coli Os 41EA K2 I K8 fFH 60 min J5, JCANML F3§B B-2FFURE R 76 1.
Note: A: Activity of B-galactosidase at different time; B: Bacteria (after 60 min incubation) were removed after treated with K2 and K8, and
the activity of B-galactosidase release was assayed in the cell-free supernatant.

3 i

AR ST E A VLR A R R A
MR, FeAAa LR 2 8 AR R 2/ D E
PR RE T R IR R FPAFAE . K. marxianus X
AR BT 2 AW K2 T KS Fh & A V2 A HLER Al
HEEM, HK2ZTKS,

K2 H1 K8 XUtk E. coli Og i MIC 4351 K
0.025 g/mL F1 0.100 g/mL, 4544} E. coli Og 4K
MRS, B K2 F1 K8 Af LIAG R E. coli Og
Ak, SRUARRUREAZM. b2y, G
FLOKH, WEEAY), HAAs LR A SR
E. coli /) MIC 7£ 0.004—0.375 g/mL Z [, K2 1
K8 11 MIC {8 5% FHh B2 MIC {EHEAHIT, W
iR L B K. marxianus U724 BT E G
K2 Fl K8 54 FH R 25%] E. coli BT R AR

PRIV OD EL AT A & R P AN B 5 H
It, OD {HMAfLAT LB K2 F1 K8 X E. coli Oy
PIEAEF RN 28 AT BEZH E. coli Og TE 3 A Kl
L5 ST, Whn K2 F1 K8 Jg HA: K ph<k e K F
B, AR DRI K. marxianus 842 1
PUAEE G K2 A K8 1l T E. coli Og X154 KM
HO]ESY 2N
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E. coli ZHfIRIHZE IR A, [FIAHA SRR PERIE
IKHENT S AT SR 1 2, WK AR
AR T 220 . BEARER AN A 4 L REY i 2
Uy € g =T VA 9 | B 25 I < = X4
PERRME R, LR B2 B PRV R . 4
R B3 7S o 110 5 555 T 2 R4 1 R T S 6 /K 1 B
KM o A Wk B 3 S 05 A 2R SR R BUE ) 5
AR AT LS W H AR (Rl ) RS2 AR (R 1)
PENSIN gk BB OR . E. coli Og RARXT K 3),
H.E. coli Og J&5# LTRSS T2 14, SiRmsssme
FHIE. K2 ShmRtE, SRUPEREEL, N7 E. coli
Og MK . T K8 Mt , 5 LR Bt BiAR L,
NEZFEAR E. coli Os Mg e, (HIZBRES A —2L,
HHE K8 272 1 E. coli Og T AR IR AR 5%
FERFX A3 A, R K — R R AR R, X
AT — RS

A Z BN A SR A B LR
ONPG &3, B-FIUMT i Al ONPG
K FUBE A B (6 ONP. R, RT3 3 0 5 15
TR ONP [WER AR bIE B-1 FUAHHF T 1 1
KN B-FAUNETFEEOL T AMAEAE Y, Mo —eieA
FRUA, IEH LT MG A 2 S . 254 s
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AIZSF BN RIA

AU ARB EVENCE, B FLBE

A RS ONPG #EAFIE R, ISR

Wiy OD fH 4P THR 2",

MIE 2 7] F, K2 il

K8 EFT E. coli Og 30 min Ji7, ¥ B-2FFLbHT
fitf 5% ONPG 7= ONP T4 Busssm, H K2
. K8 X} E. coli Og BB M ik, hah 5K
PESERA—3L

4

45k
iz Sh R I K. marxianus A5 A= BT 2 A

Y K2 1 K8 M EZH S WAV REN, H
K2 f&5EET K8,

E. coli Og I AEK L E STE, #vhn K2 #1 K8

RER I E. coli Og A1 .
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