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B O RO RL MRS B 75 DA IR B M R U8 P A3 i 5 5 — bk BT 7 R B ) 19 2E RFT I A5 44 8 DN-5.3 i
WA LA AT bR I , A R B R . 16S rDNA [R1E T 51 L X T gyrB 56K K R 58 % B W40 BT » B 28 2% 78 ik
B A EF FAT A (Bacillus paralichiformis) 1% 8 Mk & W i ACH ™ B0 #6475 SR -BT 3 3 A, & 3 DN-5 Al 7= A
TR TR R FIN & 12 25 2 4 s O R . A= W0 2 e 1 F 9% 2 W, DN-5 %6 8 /K PR B (Aeromonas hydrophila) KB ¥F
(Escherichia coli) F4: 8 10,45 2§ 3R B (Sta phylococcus aureus) YA B4 00 40 78 L 410 1 P8l B A2 43 93K 17.40 mm.,
9.77 mml 21.03 mm. [&] B, X Bk DN-5 347 i 34 | it % 0t 0 6 A0 38, & 30 DN-5 B A 05 A i B 1 e 0 R 47 1Y it
MM HE R ) KRR ER HEER AN TEREYER YR N HUR(S) . DN-5 BEH A FLRR W ™ B2 0 R 1, R
AP TRAT A UL 3, BB A AR A9 22 A e K ™ SR LA )T R A I I

SRR - = W s I A 2 SRR B 5 TR RR O 0 5 B

HESDES 596 MR ERG A

Hh A DA SR L e 32 A K SR A E A — o AR BRI Y SR B U5 5 A 2 AR A L ) S 0K ™ )
W) 2 BN 4 B 52 o 25 K 77 IR SR Al R ™ T A 2R PR AR P O A R — TR, AT AR R L Al )
S5 B0 A 2R T B0 ST A T 25 1 T PR T e R A S T T A8 A R P A R AR
sty B R 8 22 by 107 ] T K 7 R B R 4 i K 5 Sl 5 R B K 5 R B AR AR K P AR AR R R T 65 A
AT ZF AT T LI AT L Ol 20 R R R B RS L v 2R AT R EAT PR DU R A R A RE T L L5 . BT IR B
GFPEDY AN 7 R 2 ST B A AR SR A 7 SRR T A T e TR IR E O B AR R IR B LR VN TR LT R
S5 JEL R 0 I TR ) i A R VO 2R 2 FRAT TR R A AR G TR Y p L (L I i 3 P AT T A A S R
TR SR LA B 5 5 50 0 05 IS U8 A B AR B 1 MR R AR B X L HEAT TS T A W 2 R M
I+ N HRLJE 78 7K 7 37 58 R A 07 A B B o Bl

1 #H5FE

1.1 # M
1.1.1 FEFRE

3 B TR R )RR R A T R BT S T e U R A ) 5 B Tt I DG Ve
1.1.2 Bk

PR MRS 8537 500 B E I 1.00 g, F 4588 2.00 g, 4 AT 1.00 g, BEREFF 0.50 g,0.10 mL i 80,
K, HPO, 0.20 g, ZB24H 0.50 g, ¥rBEm2 — 4% 0.20 g,MgSO, » 7H,0 0.058 g, MnSO, + 4H,0 0.025 g.aF 3t
A BEAT 1.00 g, ILAYTREF 0.10g, W &K 0.01 g, RITAZE M 0.01 g, Z&1#H7K 100 mL,# pH {8 6.2~6.6,
115°C K 20 min. YPD #5573 . AR 1 1.00 g, BERES 0.50 g, #iAGHE 1.00 g, 7% 7K 100 mL,pH 7.2~7.4.
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1.2 {EEFni

DK-8D H, #E I K A 7T 9045 S2 R A BR A 51D L ZDP-2270 K B 4 C 1 i 8 iy I A g A BR A &), M-
160 fH i B 7240 L IR 2= A A BRA RD L B8 MR (b st SR A B R A BR ST AE 28wl L 7 4 % (b
M AL A BRZ WD T B A R T 7 R 27 3R A R 2 DA 6835 5 Bk 3R JH AL (GC-MS) 2 HER L
FA T S 6890-5973N, it 4 DB-FFAP B 4045 (415 4E (10122-3232]W).

1.3 /%
1.3.1 WA

FRIBUR Y FE 5 1.00 g, BBV A BEESER 1Y 250 mL HETE R, A 99 mL JCREK , B 11, 0B 48 K 55 7 4
R 9% 20~30 min, #E K LSRR E 37 CHHERT SR R 3R 5~7 L WIASWT B2 5 B4 mL 1Y
FESD TR 1,80 C /KA 20 min, §#E 2~3 min, #E4T 10,100, 1 000 £5 He B B6 B 56 B . 85 2 501 W B
0.2 mL V5 WIS UR AT 43 B3 AT, 37 “C 537 24 h, B A6 BEAR BE AN 3 AN FE &2 BRHREA A TR % L iR A7 45 22
I Y (0, 76 0 BB T L4 TR 5 19 T2 25 0 o 2% TCBH M R HR A% 187 A 077 328 1R O 78 YPD [ AR 355 35 3 - alifb
3 RHE PR A
1.3.2 WEH%EE

(1) A 3 A Ak % 7 - F B 26 75 380 1) TR AR 2E 47 A BB AR 25, 2 IR DL A0 1 2 49 5 T ) R 785 4 o
Y T8 T A A 22 [T Y (0 3 I e 8 3 vl L PR R 2T 3 A A R R A 5 L UE B K A i
E

(2)16S rDNA %5 . %F DN-5 H#k 47 16S rDNA §7 84, fr H 51 %~ 16S rDNA # 51 ¥) 27F (5'-
AGAGTTTGATCCTGGCTCAG-3")H1 1492R (5'-GGTTACCTTGTTACGACTT-3"). iR 7 & #2 B 40 B
& DNALPCR WK FR (25 p1) :12.5 pL. Premix Taq. 880 1 pL, FFHFS14 27F 1 1492R 45 1 p L. &5
ddH, O #M 2 & 25 pL.PCR ¥ W AR F Ny 94 °C, HUZZYE 10 min; (94 “CZE 1 1 min, 55 ‘CiB K 1 min,72 ‘CHE
i 1 min, JF3 33 K, 72 CHEM 10 min, 12 ‘CLRAE PG 1 PCR 7= 4, £ 35 B8 Bl 5 s LUK 5 5 8 B 1) 2%
1% I 4 a8 w0 L TN AS () 81 & S GenBank #£47 16S rDNA Blast 581 Fb 5.

(3) gyrB U E . 51k it 2% k11 0F 5 % iH R 519 F1(5'-TGGAGATACGGAAGT-
GACGGGA-3) Il R1(5'-AGAGCCACCTCGACTGTAATGC-3"), Bl ¥ 4 1K FE Jy 303 bp, i1 R 5% 4 307
B A7 BRA A7 A AR YE & S 519 % B PCR VAR & (50 pl) ;25 pl. Premix Taq. 84 1 pL, EFHE514)
F1 fl R1 %1 pL. &5l ddH, O #h 2 2 50 pL W 5594 CHZE M 4 min, 94 CZEPE 1 min, 60 CiR X
1 min,72 ‘CHEA 2 min,30 NMEFFIG .72 CHEAf 10 min.

1.3.3 PRRAE 1% E

PR R & 7 0 CHR B N I 1) 43 AT - 1 Sl A A3 75 1 TR R U A T IR P I 8 5 95 3L, IRV T AR 98 90 28
U AR P IR LUK 7 R TR R AR RS 3R 55,37 CH5 R 24 h8 000 r « min 'L 10 min, &R LR
FAE BRSO JE 0 EIE W, PR AT 284, 0.22 pom WYL IR S L F A 035 5 BT B (GC-MS) il 7E 7 4

GC-MS 2800 Ay b AE 43 F bl 50 = 1 JEFE IR BE 250 °Cs AR RA FHR BT - W IR EE N 60 °C, LA
5°C « min "AYEE TR 2 220 C, R H 2 min. B &4l He; W fH i, 1 mL » min "5 P00 B .
150 °Cs B TR ELIE 3 TR 230 C 33 MR JE 280 °C s MS it & H i Fl (m/2) : 30~550.

1.3.4  WEHIAE

BCE 200 mL (% YPD BERKE 5225 R 20 2 45 “CHf . #e AR 4340 106 1 #2 R 8 43 il A 3 782 15 57 1 3
o TR K TR 4 ) 2 K R RN B K AR M TR L TR A BB TE R B AR L B P ARE] 15~ 20 mL. A B e
B G AE AR A 10 pL @A ZEF0FF 1R, 4 )i 8 3 ANE A 37 “CHEFR 24 h, Do 410 147 el A%

1.3.5 Mz HEhfE S

TE YPD AR R F2 5 Ao A0 808 0.03%0,0.05%,0.1%,0.2 % ,0.3 %6 A AR ER . LUAS I JIE £6 /6 15 9% 3%

VE R Xof HR, 42 BRAA B 43 450 10 96 1) B2 a4 A R b A 2F A FF R B, 37 "CHRIRKE 9% 24 h 1158 BT .
1.3.6 #EEHF5R
TEC K 6 SR 2 A 5 mL 3% 4k 09 B B4 23 il & T 37 °C .50 °C .60 “C .70 °C .80 CH
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90 °C iy E IR /K T B KT 2 ha R 37 C A L2 b S BCH B SR FPAROR B s 3 8 I3 s .
1.3.7 TRl

Wit B YPD R 55 36 5, 42 59198 pH H 4 3.0.4.0.5.0.6.0.7.0 4 18 BB 3 O TN A B AR ] pH {19
PREE SR AR, 37 °CL170 1o min ', 24 b SR OVAR B ORI IR BRI 3

T DA = 1 35 A 08 B0OX T B A 4 < 10,

1.3.8 B Z WUk

B AN TG AL IS FH 2 B Y AR B ER KR B TR R BE 1.0 X 10° CFU/mL B B2 SR 5 W B 100 pL %45 T
YPD “Fif b FERTEM T /5 AP R . B4 ZARTH i 3 A~E R 37 CHEFE 24 h, ME 3 4~
lREREY RSN

2 H#RE54HMHh

21 HEEKHEE
2.1.1 JEA¥EE

Bk DN-5 76 YPD 3552 5 L 1A #% B A2 3~4 mm
CEEON: P RASUE 35 St o WL Ll 151 -3 & B N 7
W, 2 THI TR .
2.1.2 BRI A (LSS

Wbk DN-5 B EZ R (LR D 5UARME % E
F WD FCHE WA T & 48 % % F W) 6 IR, & B DN-5 1
PR R HE 22 FCPHPE T L 7E 37 “C I 50 °C AR K B, bk R T =
A TEHLEE TR AR CAnEL 2) 0028 1 s o 2 A 1 DN-BEE A

;FF%E Fig.1 Colony morphology of DN-5

R 1 HEHk DN-5 BB EL ST

Tab. 1 The physiological and biochemical characteristics of the strain DN-5

A 453 i H 4523 i A 450 it H 453
EE i ) + FrgE R A + 15 C — 10% NaCl +
REAK + 1B 5 A + 37 C + R +
LB 21 + ik fe= + 50 C + i +
g e + IK A < TE B + pH {H 5.7 4K + ] A +
V-P il & + Y F + pH i 6.8 1K + [ ERR(SE +
2 fih it - L= + 7% NaCl +

T 7 FRR B — R oR Bk,

¢ |

‘ e
P

>,—-\c /
e Y’é
1 s
\ A .
(a) BEPRDN-5 8 22 R YL 4 (100 X)) (b) BEIAKRDN-B T4 HBAE (10 000X)

K2 BEBRDN-5HLE RARBE A S AL 5%

Fig.2 Obsecrvation of strain DN-5 under microscope and scanning clectron microscope
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213 rT¥EE
2.1.3.1 16S rDNA %5 4%

DA B DN-5 (1) DNA 802, 47
PCR 4" 14, ¥ H J5 ) PCR /¥, & B
BEBEIR VK, R 2178 1 500 bp 7247 )
BSe iy 26t S B4 R — B A B
Z 1K 25 Tt 4 M B 2 W)U R X T B
DN-5 #4T 16S rDNA JF 51 43 M7 Lo &, I
F Mega 6.0 FfF#0 H 5 48 & B (8] 3).
W ¥k DN-5 5 B. paralichiformis G-1
M B. sonorensis KCTC 13918 R —%,
)AL 5 1% T bR R A 2 L (B
paralichi formis), GenBank & 3] 5 N
MW819909.
2.1.3.2 gyrB BKELER

LA Bk DN-5 (9 DNA Sy 4. {3 H
RS Yk iT PCR ¥ 3. ¥ 3 5 1Y
PCR 7 ¥y 28 BNG M 558 10 WL 9K, K 2 78
300 bp Ze A7 BB SE I 25 (A&l 4) . 5
T A48 R — B0 8 H A0 R i 4
Wi 2~ W R X B Ak DN-5 #EAT 16S
rDNA J¥ 5 43 #1 L XF . U GenBank 1 £k
TE5 B bR DN-5 AR BLRE & i JL Ak 2F AT
T [ B R T MEGA 6.1 3, # 2
BRI R G B CAnE 4) , 73 85 1Y T8 Bk
DN-5 5 &l o A 2F {6 4T & (B. parali-
cheni formis FA) BTE — i . GenBank J¥
%5l MW857083. 45 & B 25 FR 1k, Ak 21
A AL IS AT 16S rDNA 2387 . 8 58 B bk A
B A ZF AT B (B, paralichenifor-
mis).

2.2 Bk DN-5 B o 4T

XF B bR DN-5 (87 BRAEAT 7387 o PR oA 1L R I3 55 3 R 728 o,
VA B 1V A 9 09 J 1B A T W A9 o (0 2 B (J&T 5) L IR ]

B PR B —E 1 IR E

XF B R DN-5 1 % 8 7 9 F) ] R -
0 AR AR U 18 51 J U RO B 8] T LLH e B ) &R L
B2 VNTR TR MR I O 1R S5 JL R R I 1R Herp SR VN TR AN T 1R

TraEE (A 6).
2.3 HEKE

IR AL — K

Bacillus licheniformis A1S64 (GU967449. 1)
Bacillus paralicheniformis (D2-10-1-3)
| Bacillus paralicheniformis R7 (MH828362. 1)
_| Bacillus licheniformis 10-1 (AJLV01000007. 1)
Bacillus paralicheniformis KJ-16 (NR137421. 1)
¢4l Bacillus licheniformis ATCC 14580 (3NR)

10(7)0 Bacillus licheniformis WX-02 (EU564336. 1)
100 —'Bavillus licheniformis 5NAP23 (KJ722443. 1)
Bacillus velezensis strain KACC 13105 (M628438. 1)
— Micrococcus luteus DSM 20030 (AJ536198. 1)

Bacillus licheniformis GB2 (JYGX01000005. 1)
Bacillus licheniformis 5-2-D(NZ AJLW01000027. 1)

Bacillus siamensis KCTC 13613 (NZ AJVF01000048. 1)

100 DN-5
100 Bacillus paralicheniformis G-1(NZ AZSK01000009. 1)
0.05

A Bacillus sonorensis KCTC 13918 (NZAYTNO1000016. 1)

K3 R B EERDN-5 165 rDNAFFIMIEE RS K & BEAL A
Fig.3 The developmental gene phylogenetic tree of DN-5 based on 16S rDNA

Bacillus paralicheniformis MDJK30 (CP020352. 1)
Bacillus paralicheniformis CBMAT 1303 (CP033389. 1)
Bacillus paralicheniformis BL-09(CP010524. 1)
Bacillus paralicheniformis A (CP033198. 1)

DN-5

Bacillus licheniformis UTM115 (KF952582. 1)

99 | Bacillus sonorensis BCRC 17416 (DQ309300. 1)
Bacillus sonorensis BCRC 17532 (DQ309304. 1)

100 Bacillus invictae Bi9 (JX183195. 1)

0,050 Bacillus pumilus BKS2-67 (HM585084. 1)
. 05
_ Bacillus pumilus KYC24 (HM585080. 1)
99
681 Bacillus pumilus KYC18 (HM585081. 1)

K1 FET gyrBHIE R MRON-510 R G0 A B (LA

Iig.4 The developmental gene phylogenetic tree of DN-5 based on gyrB

&5  ERRDN-57 B4R

Fig.5 Acid production plate of strain DN-5

I Hln A 2 A0 AT TR AT LA A ) s L TR g K SR I T (AL hy-
drophila) . KIGFFE (E. coli) M4 AR HEREH (S. aurews) WA, AR 5 100 5 B8 A /0N 40 Wr 190 o 4 P ) 52
55, A0 BRI 25 R Mg KRB IR TR L R M T R R 4 60 28 K A R B AR 4 a2 (17.4 £ 1.44) mm,
(9.774:0.49) mm, (21.0320.95) mm. &l #1425 AT B 0T 46 B (5 78] 4 R TR 1% 410 10 4 ] di e o %) O 1 A o 1 410
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i /PR 852535
2.4 THREHIXEER
3 ¥ 1 i iE

CIRY ST N i ‘ P
K > 0 1 900 000 | 12 N 12,03
éﬁl :fg 0. 03 /6 ~ 7.l
0.3% Wy fH #h 2% 1 700 000 | .18
B0 Rk 1 500 000 F
XF A £ v FE B L300 000 ¢
7 & e L
TR HE -/ 21100 000

AN 48 f E 900 000 F
TR I 38 AR, LA = R k. CUES
A AE 6y 1R 700000 1 14. 09
o 5 B 46 v i 00 000 |
XF i B 16 17 1 % MWJ J
W (L% 2). % 100 000 | " L —
= A = 5 10 15 20 95
WAk TE & A & N

f/min
SR 0.1% By R
Vi Sr S RRDN-5 A B (1

ER NS A 6 BEBRON-5 R BE= 4 1 b

Fig.6 Mass spectrum of fermentation product of strain DN-H

B3R 24 h, 705 R
H79.4% s BREL FRE IR 0.3 %0 IE FEAUR AR IL B 10° CFU/mL E RN 52.4 % U A H R B A B0
it JE R PR BE L vT LASE 1 3 9 i 3 D9 9 A AR IR B

# 2 Bk DN-5 ZEREREER R BE 7R TE 1B R

Tab. 2 Survival of strain DN-5 in different bile salt concentrations

JIH £ 5 T AL JIEL A I T A JIE £ I TS
o wER/ | HEE/ G| TR/ Y%
W/ % (108 CFU/mL) W/ % (10 CFU/mL) W/ % (108 CFU/mL)
0 7.4040.752 100 0.05 4.96+0.14" 67.0 0.20 4.11+0.37< 55.6
0.03 5.8840.58" 79.4 0.10 4.8440.12b 65.4 0.30 3.8840.27¢ 52.4

T A R AR W 25 L R IR Y 78 R 25 5 1 35 (P <00.05).
2.5 ML ER

TRk o A SR &3 EH DN-5 iR
90 CHIEHET, Tab. 3 Heat resistance test of strain DN-5
I, BA BE BB 92 7 = R AR 1R f 43R ] 20 min AR R[] 30 min
TNAEIE N T BR AT AR TEER/%  WEER0S CFU/mL)  fFE%/% i E(10° CFU/mL)
PR G AE TG R (LR 3), 37 C 100 6.9640.15* 100 6.4840.46°
ZHMRIET0 CIISMUT 70 C 85.48 5.9540.17" 75.15 4.8740.33
JKE 20 min A1 30 min, H 80 °C 68.24 4.7540.21¢ 68.67 4.4540.21%
715 53 ) 8 3] 85.48 % 90 C 63.51 4.4240.36¢ 60.49 3.9240.32°
M 75.15%; 80 °C 4b B VE M B R A 35 2 5 R R 19 S 3R 22 5 B3 (P <20.05).

Z 5 TR BRI BT R A
68% LA 1590 C iR AL B 2 J5 , T MR LS 40 91 63.51 % F 60.49 %0 1. R % B AR TE IR IR EE T L B A
AR G iRt A S AT LR A A T
2.6 THERIXIGER

Bl b A ZF FRAT T T BRI 06 5 SR WL 4 X MR pH 6.0 4bFH 24 h 5 A7 RN 97.67% , 4 pH 5.0 kb B
24 hJG AETE RN 83.72%: 4 pH 4.0 A3 24 h J5 . FAATE %K 50.78%: 4 pH 3.0 Ab 3 24 h 5. fEIGHEN
39.92% ; LIS B AR 10° CFU/mL 2%, 2 pH 6.0 AbBE 24 h J5 G A TR T — 50 .
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27 MERHFRAKRER
ARBIEFERRKER HHER AR FHRE TSR PG R oG R TSPk, mR R 2w
HHER 10 MPER DU AW BB IR 25 R WoR (A1 5) L BRXT R4 7 208 R T & R R A UK
(R) IR RER BERER RIPER O ER RV OH R AR FERYRANEIR S A E
it 245 14, TN R A PR TR R
x4 HHDNSHEBRELER

Tab. 4 Acid resistance test results of strain DN-5

pH HHEH (108 CFU/mL) fFil%/% || pH H@EE (108 CFU/mL) %/ % || pH WHEE (108 CFU/mL) %/ %

7.0 5.16+0.16" 100 3.0 2.06+£0.43¢ 39.92 5.0 4.324£0.41¢ 83.72

2.0 0.57+£0.35% 11.05 4.0 2.62+0.24¢ 50.78 6.0 5.04+0.10° 97.67

AR F ARG A BERR AR M FEFRIR 2R 8% (P<0.05).

£S5 HEHDN-S HAESEHEMN
Tab. 5 Antibiotic sensitivity of strain DN-5

PERAK  MEBEES/ mm BURE | FUEEAK WMEBEES/mm BUEE | HAEEAK WEE AR/ mm HURE
PN 30.8+1.3 S FAREE 32.4+1.2 S Tl 25 2% 1.340.2 R
38 S 18.941.2 S BiT 5 15 Ak 25.2+0.8 S VEMRER 20.0+0.8 S
F 4 2.640.8 R (IEAN 26.5+0.4 S
AR 10.241.4 R HARNHHER 25.1+1.0 S

S MR R N2y,
3 i i

ZEFRFF AR 5 UL 0% 25 A4 TR 732 4 A5 6 Sh A B T8 L R0 VAT 06 AR B 5 b I U b oy B A4
B 1R IR AT 45 G WAE R A WL AR A AR AR AR I E | L BE L€ 16S rDNA [A] I8 FF 1 LA A
gyrB P K R G K E R U E 008 % 5 A O B AR CE AT R (B paralichi formis).

W DN-5 2808 2 2 WL B F 43 % 0 45 L bR < AR 33 AR AR REME 3B, DN-5 2 o 22 TG BH P e e IR ST L 7
37 CH 50 CHK R8T 2 A H 8 IR, 16S rDNA FEHI M K R G E B W%, 2T DN-5 5
B. paralichi formis G-1 Fl B. sonorensis KCTC 13918 1352k & 5 fiwilt » 9120 1 5 hy Rl A 2F FFF B . 36T
WAL gyrB N M8 M R GE K E WA AT s 1 — A0 Ry ) A AT B X I A2 LA T A AR
AT S-S 50 A AR R IO IF 9% 7 B paralichi formis DN-5 Bl AQH P2 A T 82 L TR B2 N £ R 45 48 4%
HE W7 R 5 X g /K S Al B8 (Aeromonas hydrophila) . KIHFFH (E. coli) F1 4 36 04 % BR 1 (Staphylococcus
aureus) 55 A BEOR A HVE L X 5 I L B MR R IE R R B A — 2 M9 A2 Mk, Ak DNS5 FE 70 °C .80 C Al
90 “CKHZAF T 43 BIAL HE 20 min F1 30 min, 70 °C @& A 1F T A7 243l ik 85.48 %6 Al 75.15%6 ;80 “C Fl
90 CAK ZJGAETAE TG FAMARILF] 60260 L) E s BRI Bk DN-5 73518 T pH 6.0.5.0,4.0.,3.0 BYRRME S5 F 4b
W24 hJF AR RN 97,6700 83.72. %\ 50.78 V0 F 39.92 %6 5 LLASUR A AH 5 49 1F A %) B, 208 bR 18 5 A
0.1 0 1 MHER W AR B FR PG 3R 24 b 7736 RO 79.4 04 s IER R D 0.3 4 N 1 R R AR 38 51 10° CFU/mL.
PRI RA 52.4 % 3F HIEBR DN-S MR KR ER HHER . FIFER UG R R URR AN HFER
BRI R HUR(S)  HIAR 2 LR T 25 1 L AT A A o 42 A M Rk

Bl M A ZF UM I (B paralichi formis) e 25 ST B Jm A9 AR B0 VE A0 55 2= I0BH PR B | 4000 i B A 5
SEACE B A AL IR A R R LA AR Z R A e AT LA A 2 R A ) TR B AR D R K
LU ZE AT T A 7™ R I T R , T e A< 28 557 DS iy 38 28 v 43 B AR B — Bk e ™ L-FLIR W 2E 460 18 BCo7, %
U TE RS PR IFT TR (B coagulans) 1% W BR A BEE 1 T R o ALk RV w2 0 B8 5 ok g Al 550 4R b 3
BRI P RRAE S R Mk GF 1. %8 58 I BE ZEJAT 18 (B. cereus) AR ™= 40 A AL R . £ TR R TR TR 45 S 4 i Uiy
T2 X AR AR AR O R 1 RR AR BN LR ZEARAT B -1, R B AR R R W AT R A o L -1
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SRR R AR B bk DN-5 1= % AR . T R R . O R 55 J5 55 6 0 1%, 5 A 1 sh 9 i 3 x5 37 9 it
14T b W WA 412 E Sl i A K

ARG 0] BT Ak 114 TR A e i o S Ak ) T 2 A TR AR A ARk A o ) e v T A L A R R B S B AR
FEr L BT AR AR R DUJE R BT DL A AR A TR AR L L 3 W /N s R IE R VR R 0,03 % %
0.3 %1%, It LA, Tirf A it 1 R TS E 2 O B R 5 2 M ) TR LS b A AR A L A2 M E AT AR I L 2 B A
ZE IR B 2 5 HORAG BT A2 M L A7 BRI TE 60 %0 LA b AHE T X 55 AR 0 5 B P L T AR TE 80 °C T 4b
H 10 min, 6 Bk B BRAEIE AE 60 % LUF L AR 4 DT TE R 7E 60 %0 DL L A PREE R AP 09T # P g s 78 pH
H 4.0 AbBE 24 h S AFIEHRA 50.78% .5 T 3 FHAEY R CENCI 4™ j i g 45 R — 8 mtk R B 5 i
i PR BE 7 5 ISR B M B g 0.3 %, 1 AR AR 15 3 10° CFU/mL fETG K 52.4 % ; M Ah B bk DN-5 X 41 4=
FRRHR HHER FIPER OARER PREEAR UFR AN THERYRANEERS , B 2%
SV AT AR SR GRS N AR e L S S AR O T E P 6 b bR SE RFT B AR RES AR AT L3R, DNSS R
I 2 R ELAT 00 Y i A2 77, DN-5 LA B0 9 7™ R g 1 A EL 8 oMb b A 28 64T B8 B AT — i i R 3

ARG 50 B A B A ZEARE B L B — R PR AR L T DA A R L TR RN £ TR A5 2 B e B B T IR L 1
RLRR T LAY B8 2 0 % w3 Tk T 1 R A s A T 32 L O L X 2 P A 3 R I BURR, kL T LAAE SR
e Rk R 3R 1 R #) AR 7

2 % x M
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Screening and biological characteristics of an Acid Producing Bacillus strain

Zhang Jianxin, Li Meng, Guo Xiangrui, Huang Mengyuan, Chen Yongyan, Feng Junchang, Chang Xulu

(College of Fisheries, Henan Normal University, Xinxiang 453007, China)

Abstract: A strain of bacillus capable of acid-producing, named DN-5, was isolated from the pond sediment using MRS
medium. Combining microscopic morphology observation, physiological and biochemical index determination, scanning electron
microscopic observation, homologous sequence comparison of 16S rDNA gene, gyrB gene and phylogenetic tree analysis, the
strain was identified Bacillus paralichiformis. The metabolites of the strain of DN-5 were analyzed by the GC-MS and the as-
say showed that the strain can produce short chain fatty acids such as butyric acid, propionic acid and acetic acid. The study of
biological characteristics showed that DN-5 was resistant to Aeromonas hydrophila s Escherichia coli and Staphylococcus au-
reus have inhibitory effects, and its inhibition zone diameters are 17.4 mm, 9.77 mm and 21.03 mm, respectively. At the same
time, the strain DN-5 was treated with heat, acid and bile salt resistance and showed well performance; Moreover, it was sen-
sitive to gentamicin, streptavidin and ampicillin and other antibiotics, so it has good safety and can be used as probiotics. DN-
5 not only has the characteristics of lactic acid bacteria producing acid, but also has the advantage of Bacillus sp., and has broad
application prospects in aquaculture.

Keywords: acid-producing; Bacillus paralichiformis; bacteria screening; stress resistance
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