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(LABs) were
investigated on the fresh hot pepper used to fermentation. In current study, 218 isolates suggested that

Abstract. The antibiotic resistance and resistant genes of lactic acid bacteria

about 2.18x10* CFU/g LABs were on the fresh hot pepper used to fermentation. These isolates were
assigned to Weissella cibaria (61.93% ) ,Lactococcus lactis (16.06% ) ,Leuconostoc mesenteroides
(6.88%) , Enterococcus mundtii(5.5%) , Enterococcus faecalis (3.67%) , Enterococcus hirae (3.67%)
and Leuconostoc holzapfelii (2.29% ). Of the 218 isolates,no one displayed the resistance of
erythromycin (ERY ) ,but 30 isolates (13.76% ) were found to be against streptomycin (STR) and
tetracycline (TET) with one or two resistance,including 10 W. cibaria (4.59% ),2 Lac. lactis
(0.92%),1 E. mundtii(0.46%),2 Leu. mesenteroides (0.92% ) and 1 Leu. holzapfelii (0.46% ) with
resistance to STR,And 9 W. cibaria(4.12%),2 Lac. lactis (0.92%),1 E. faecalis (0.46% )and 2
E. hirae (0.92% ) with resistance of TET and STR. In the TET and STR resistant strain W. cibaria
CTO024 ,none of TET resistant genes was found. While, the other TET and STR resistant strains had
harbored one or more corresponding resistant genes. In 5 STR resistant genes had the highest
detection rate with 60.00% ,but aad6 with only 16.67%. Among 11 TET resistant genes,zetB and
tetC had the highest detection rate,85.71% ,and tetZ was found with 7.14% lowest detection rate. For
the current antibiotic resistant strains,the STR or TET resistant phenotype of different strains in the

same species was not directly related to the types or quantities of the corresponding antibiotic

resistant genes.

Keywords: fresh pepper, lactic acid bacteria,antibiotic resistance, antibiotic resistant genes

PUA Z T 285 PR AT Dy — T 5035 B ) T 2006 4F
1 3¢ E %2 Pruden 1 JoiR 11, i T3 54 it
(35 A B B DL R A AN (R A 2 1) 1) A% 43 18 A Fe A
A B 6 T DAL b H] 2 S BRI Rl 22 4 Al
SR P AT B O A o | R PR R S A
B A S QU BIE S R P R B SR — 2R U
T EE BTSN R e AT E Y R IR A A
g DA ) A R T R — b B i, I RIOR KRR
PR FLIR W HOA N R Z AR, BRIk, A
S WEEL i v LR B A PO AR R I 25 PR B R B,
NN BTN R MW T A R R T
ENTECRE MY oD aon o N U7 3

it R R A TS e il B — M AR
fiff A e 3 1 e R AR A W BOR ST i 5 A —
TTRR o O R I S BN T A — o o 055X AR
] B ) g SRR i D7 SR, SEBR LR
BRI A T I ) BORBUR i, AN R AT Ve B80S 7 i IO
TR AR 4l T A R 0 KU T L HG R e A L
PR TR E AT 77 (5 B0 o3 AIFL ] 52 470 A 98 LA R 3115 A A
AP AR BALRE 25 DR A 2, D I TR 32 1 2 4 5 =0,
SR, T AF- R 8 3 B 2R 2R i 24 35 e p R o [

WL A G R T S it R L R BT A L Y
DA R 25 TPk, S v 4 8 8 TR 53 19 1 o 24 4
HUR T Ak ik R AT A R R
JEORE R BT A R B9 R B e T B 7 O R R T 2 T
A RS, SR BT BF ST A5 SRR L BRI A o
H AR A 2R R B KPR TN TR 24 4 TR Y R £ LA AR
JUT-BAT BB REPE AR, PR 0, i BRI T34
B v T G 9 T 24 R R R 2R 7 e R P 0 A e
TRk 245 V1 1) K 1 1 7% O Bl A 0 o R P A T Y
MR 245 51 1) 2 22 A

R A THT 1) 7L IR TR BROARR 1 AR A T A 0 1Y
FEORME, R RZHE B FLIR T« — B
BN I 22 A i 71 BRI AR R LR TR R e R T 2
P B0 A B LR B RG22 A VR 1 b BB
LI R, PR v AR TR 24 A R S 2 B A O
R G WAL (02— BT LR RS, 8
AT RE 1) B A W A R P AR R 24 0k 3 R 24 T
RERY R, LT 0, 455 DL B 2 Aol 7 2%
T ) BT . ) 2% BROM % T RS 5 114 7L 1 T o F 58 0
%, VIBUBRR AL 7 b W A I DT AE R BE R R
PURF R ML R N T, o Hr iyt A R 25

JOURNAL OF FOOD SCIENCE AND BIOTECHNOLOGY Vol.35 No.9 2016



RO F AMASRMPABRERELT NSRS LAR

P RGN TR 25 56 D9, LI S A e RLE ) 42 42 1Y)
BAMUSCRHE IS5 00 R R BRI & fh 24

1 mRERE

ML
1.1 ##

FHRABL . DU 1] 5 5 Aol T & I 1 3 6 ) 2%
FRAR, 7= M o> A FE VS e PE AR AR Ay R aR Sk
MRS 5 J ok B /) MRS Bifg Hr #2 5k (& 0.75% 1
CaCOs) ™ 5% 75 & (STR) , WU 3£ K (TET) fl 41 % &
(ERY ) AR e i - ALt bR o oty
1.2 Ak
121 BE#o B85 A4t BEVLEER LR
7T B 1 ke, RS2 ABA 3 000 mL
Tow A B ER K Y e B B ds b A A B g
Bagmixer )5t 5 min, & & 00, 10 £ 5 56 B
JEAE TR MRS Bilg 35 55 5L |37 CHE 55 48 h,
TE IR 75 35 ‘B 04 7 AR GE 1T B VR B, PR EBCE B B R
5 B Y T 75 T MRS AR R 2R alifh gk R ik 4
i MRS MR R R s B TR S, HH 2 30%
BTG B H I R RS T, =20 CARmEAs FH o B ik 1) A B
A AR 4 CRLIBR A0 TR 53 28 0 Pl Jr vk ) HEA T,
1.2.2 RAPD RE 54T W4 DNA 14 H
I RAPD B3 412 WL Xiang™ 45 19 )5 %5 . PCR ¥
HWE¥ R G1:5-GAAGTCGTAACAAGG-3" Fll L1:
5’-CAAGGCATCCACCGT-3" ,PCR " # £1F .94 C
AP 1 min,55 Ci K 2 min,72 °C ZEf§ 3 min,25
PR, VY 4 PAGE WMk S, & H
Lablmage 2.7.1 iR 5l Jf- %% 1k i 0/1 % % ,NTSYS PC
2,11 MR I A4 SF ¥ (unweighted pair —group
method with arithmetic mean, UPGMA ) J 2843115161
1.2.3  16S rRNA A7) 547 16S rRNA 43 574
AT UL Xiang! "SE ) Tk . PCR 9738 51404 Eu27F .
5’ ~AGAGTTTGATCCTGGCTCAG-3" il 1490R .5’ -
GGTTACCTTGTTACGACTT-3", PCR 414 .95 C1ii
AEPE S min, ZRJE 95 CAZPE 1 min 50 CiE K 1 min,
72 CHEAf 2 min,30 MEH, &5 72 CLREF 10
min, PCR ;=¥ 3% 5] pGEM-T 2K )5 7 b A sz
& E. coli DH5« ", 42 HUEE 41 Jii ks, I 7 16S rRNA
J¥%1, i3 CLASSIFIER (RDPIL, http : /rdp.cme.msu.
edu./classifier/classifier.jsp) #fF, Joix &K 16S
rRNA J3 %5 RDP $4f 2 v i 85 =X o ik 1) 146 47 A
RLPE LUAE B A TR PR 1Y) 43 28 22 b AV

124 #A T et oAt R ROM BUE Y 259
UK ZE 5125 (http ://www.eucast.org ) I T A 9 % it
AR O ® X (http://www.eucast.org/
mic_distributions/) , 73 7 B A& BP0 A= R it 250, 2499
2B BRI SR /N B T S W ¥ (Minimal Inhibitory
Concentration, MIC) <X pg/mL B}, & BB K ; &
2, D) Sy i 245 TR AR

MIC I 5 SR FH s it R 0 A B k81, 3 3l e e
# (STR) WU F (TET) R4 % % (ERY) B i i
2 048 pe/mL I AE , MRS WA 35 3% 5 2 £ 0
s BE L AE WL . STR St & ¥k B 2~1 024 pug/mL,
TET Al ERY v B~ 1~512 pg/mL, [ 6B Y
96 fLAR T A 198 WL & A [A] BT vk BE B A R Y
MRS WA TG, #eRh 2 pL MR R R (4
1.0x107 CFU/mL) ,37 Cir 1k 3557 24 h J5 , it AR
BHRR) MIC, RRZH I 3 U, i i X IR
125 A Fabh kB o4 PCR Kl & % 19
STR Tiif 25 4 45 3£ M aph (37)~1lla strA strB .aadA Fl
aad6 " TET Tif 245 2 45 5 4 tetB tetC .tetD tetG |
tetH tetK .tetM .tetS .tetT tetX F tetZ* >, ERY it 24
5 ermA .ermB Fl mphA®2 | PCR ¥ .95 C
TiAEPE 4 min, 95 CAE M 30 s, Fpk LK 51 9 1T 3R 2k
WP UL 1, ik 30 5,72 CHEAH 1 min, 30 KAFFH
J& 72 CCHEAHR 5 min, 1.0 g/dL (9355 W g BRI 47
By, BRI b e 3 R /INA [R] EY R
Bt [k B iEH 3] pGEM-T 84K )5 , ve b A%
& E. coli DH5cc 1 %E 4738 i BeJy 51 ,NCBI 4l
JH BlastX F 17 O3 484 2 51, i — 20 ) W 70 25 B2
oA F IR 25 5L A

I

PR

2.1 RAPD BEEAEUHFMEST

FLR R 2 R & WE R e 6% 7 A LR 1 — K S A
WL ALEE 40 A& L3 300 ASF . MRS - 43 5 FLIR
GRS R FH L™ A (R FLIR VS i CaCOs TE J 7% 5 FEL 1
Rt B A] SEILFLRR R D20 4 B . AE SIS
10 g fF BRI 5T 70 7 B2 R 107, 281 200 pl
IF P b v A Rl v T 218 A R T
S T ) BE BB R b, B AE LR 0 R A
2.18x10* CFU/g, 3T RAPD ) UPGMA R0 #r 'k
218 BRFLER 1w 26430 7 ANBE, W 1, Horp wtk
CT002 1836 iy B e K (135 Bk ), 20 5 61.93% ; 1 bk

LHStHRASIL 2016 FE 3B EE W




CAl Ting,et al: Investigation of Antibiotic Resistance and
Resistant Genes of Lactic Acid Bacteria on

the Fresh Hot Pepper Used to Fermentation

RESEARCH ARTICLE

x1 WRREEZMAEERN PCR3IMFT GRBIMBEMYT G BEX/N

Table 1 PCR primer anneal temperature and amplified fragment length of antibiotic resistance genes

strA F:CTTGGTGATAACGGCAATTC R:CCAATCGCAGATAGAAGGC 548 [19]

- strB 55 F:ATCGTCAAGGGATTGAAACC R:GGATCGTAGAACATATTGGC 509

(STR) aadA 56 F:ATCCTTCGGCGCGATTTTG R:GCAGCGCAATGACATTCTTG 300
aad6 46 F:AGAAGATGTAATAATATAG R:CTGTAATCACTGTTCCCGCCT 978 [20]

aph(3')-1lla 50 F:GCCCGATGTGGATTGCGAAAA R:GCTTGATCCCCAGTAAGTCA 292
tetB 56 F:TTGGTTAGGGGCAAGTTTTG R:GTAATGGGCCAATAACACCG 659 [21]

tetC 55 F:CTTGAGAGCCTTCAACCCAG R:ATGGTCGTCATCTACCTGCC 418

tetD 56 F:AAACCATTACGGCATTCTGC R:GACCGGATACACCATCCATC 787
tetG 55 F:GCTCGGTGGTATCTCTGCTC R:AGCAACAGAATCGGGAACAC 468 [23]

tetH 61 F:CAGTGAAAATTCACTGGCAAC ~ R:ATCCAAATGTGGGTTGAGAAT 185

M tetK 55 F:TTAGGTGAAGGGTTAGGTCC R:GCAAACTCATTCCAGAAGCA 697
(D tetM 55 F:GTGGACAAAGGTACAACGAG R:CGGTAAAGTTCGTCACACAC 406 [22]
tetS 56 F:CATAGACAAGCCGTTGACC R:ATGTTTTTGGAACGCCAGAG 667 [23]

tetT 46 F:AAGGTTTATTATATAAAAGTG R:AGGTGTATCTATGATATTTAC 169

tetX 55 F:CAATAATTGGTGGTGGACCC R:TTCTTACCTTGGACATCCCG 468

tetZ 61 F:CCTTCTCGACCAGGTCGG R:ACCCACAGCGTGTCCGTC 204
p— ermA 57 F:AAGCGGTAAAACCCCTCTGAG  R:TCAAAGCCTGTCGGAATTGG 420 [24]
(ERY) ermB 56 F:CATTTAACGACGAAACTGGC R:GGAACATCTGTGGTATGGCG 546 [22]

mphA 50 F:AACTGTACGCACTTGC R:GGTACTTCGTTACC 837

CT081 .CT110 .CT142 .CT147 .CT217 1 CT218 1t 5%
B EEH 4394 12(5.50%) .8 (3.67%) .8 (3.67%) .
15(6.88%) .5(2.29% ) Fll 35(16.06% )tk FLER# . 218
PR L TR AT T AR R B 1) 1) R AR i — 2 UESE T RAPD
ST IERTE, WK 2,

S —
CT142 |
cTHO I

c1147
[ TSR
L cr28 @m

CT002

0.24 0.43 0.62 0.81 1.00
Coefficient

B1 ZERAMSEMPILEBREN RAPD BESH
Fig. 1 RAPD cluster analysis of LABs on the fresh hot

pepper used to fermentation
2.2 16S rRNA 5 5 #f
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T W B B S BOARUEURE L B AR FL R I N
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J& WL 3,

CT002 #f )& T Weissella J& , A B ¥R 16S
tRNA J¥ 51 5 W. cibaria LMG 17699" 1) 16S rRNA
BRI 1009 LI, TR, CTO02 F Hh AR T 1 X
WU 1 R AR S LMG 17699 R — %, Wi,
CTO02 HH I FLAR B # 2 E W W. cibarias,

CTO81.CT110 FI CT142 # ¥ J& T Enterococcus
J& o 3AEET, A E R 16S tRNA J¥ 41 43 51 5
E. mundtii ATCC 43186" E. faecalis JCM 5803" F
E. hirae DSM 20160" i 16S rRNA # L 99% , — >
A TP A BT R ol AR R ) R a3 ) 5 45 A RE Y A
WA bR BUARTF . KL, CTO81 CT110 #11 CT142 ¥
) LR TR 4 0 9 28 2 R E. mundtii E. faecalis
E.hirae ,

CT147 F1 CT217 B h B W % ¥ & F
Leuconostoc J& , WiHET A BRI BE Y 16S rRNA )7
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Table 2 Physiological and biochemical characteristics of LABs on the fresh hot pepper used to fermentation

HE AR AR CT002 CTO81 CT110 CT142 CT147 CT217 CT218
THE AR + + + + + + -

AL - + -
Rk - + +
S + + +
Faf iz A1 4 + + _
Ea i + ¥ ¥
E2 -y + + +
PN 4 + =
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D-A% 4 - + =
A = - +
FRZE A - + -
T A - + +
= Hi - - +
1124 - - -
R + - +
Bk (BF) 135 12
4 AERRI =" R AR

G185 LL 100% AL 5390 5 Leu. mesenteroide ATCC
8293" Hl Leu. holzapfelii LTMG 23990" 1) 16S rRNA
AEARL o P o A A X B R A R A g3
ATCC 8293" Fil LMG 23990" E#AH] , K1t ,CT147

OCT217 B b iy FL R B 40 0 B % 2 N Leuw
mesenteroide ¥ Leu. holzapfeluo
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EE

+ 4+ o+ o+ 4+
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I I I
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e
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Wi | ap [ ar | =22 | ar
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CT218 #EJ& T Lactococcus J& , TS B AR 10 16S
tRNA F£515 Lac. lactis NCDO 604" i) 16S rRNA J¥
GUFAE R 99% , X B A 0 A, CT218 FEHR (1)
WHkS NCDO 604" £ —F, K, CT218 HErh iy
(R FLIR T B % N Lac. lactis .

x3 REAMNSSRMPIEBREET 16S rRNA B L F M
Table 3 Microbial classification of LABs on the fresh hot pepper used to fermentation by 16S rRNA

Weissella CT002 W. cibaria LMG 17699T 100% KP662073
CTO81 12 E. mundtii ATCC 43186T 99% KP662074
Enterococcus CT110 8 E. faecalis JCM 5803T 99% KP662075
CT142 8 E. hirae DSM 20160T 99% KP662076
CT147 15 Leu. mesenteroide ATCC 8293T 100% KP662077

Leuconostoc
CT217 5 Leu. holzapfelii LMG 23990T 100% KP662078
Lactococcus CT218 35 Lac. lactis NCDO 604T 99% KP662079

23 MAEEWMHLSH

WA RO B A P 25 ) U s T iR FL
R g X STR.TET 1 ERY MBI X, L350 25 0k AH
N MIC, WL 4, & 218 #RFLER T A 30 Hk E
AR R T 250, i 25 B bk L 13.76% .
o STR B —Tif 25 B4 #k 16 ¥ (7.34% ), TET Fl

STR —FE it 245 IR bk 14 £ (6.42%) , TR ERY
it 251, #E 30 ¥k STR A1 TET #8.— 8%, — 5 i 25 7
PR, [F R A S W] 2L R B AR X TET 8 STR /) MIC
AR, I T 2ME25, W. cibaria CT032
CTO65 Xf STR 1t 2P fe ik , — & 19 MIC {H /&4 Kz
(BRI (B (64 wg/mL) Y 16 7%, 351 024 pg/mlL,
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24 MAEWMHEEREST
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Table 4 MICs and antibiotic resistance of the STR,TET and ERY resistant LABs on the fresh hot pepper used to

fermentation

_
e

B T—
e e i T

CT002 256-512
CTO003 512-1024
CT023 256-512
CT024 256-512
CTO030 512-1024
CT032 >1024
CT033 512-1024
CT037 256-512
CT040 256-512
W. cibaria CT057 64 256-512
CT067 >1024
CT090 512-1024
CT096 512-1024
CT097 256-512
CT104 >1024
CT109 256-512
CT136 256-512
CT201 512-1024
CT203 256-512
CTO005 >512
. CT047 >512
CT148 256-512
CT218 128-256
E. mundtii CTO81 128 >256
E. faecalis CT110 128 >512
E. hirae c1o44 128 >236
CT142 >256
Leu. mesenteroide CT137 >226
CT147 128-256
Leu. holzapfelit CT217 8 >64

TR AR 24, S7 U R gk

Sg{_

m " " =m® A ™I AIAIAARAARAIAA I AA R AN AANIAA

pg/mL
iiif 2

h:

R <0.5 S
>16 R <0.5 S
>16 R <0.5 S
>16 R <0.5 S
<4 S <0.5 S
<8 S 0.5-1.0 i
<4 S <0.5 S
<8 S <0.5 S
<8 S 0.5-1.0 S
8 <4 S 1.0 <0.5 S 19/218

>16 R <0.5 S
>16 R <0.5 S
<8 S 0.5-1.0 S
>16 R <0.5 B
>16 R <0.5 S
<8 S <0.5 S
<8 B <0.5 B
>16 R 0.5-1.0 S
<8 S 0.5-1.0 S
4-8 S <0.5 S

n >8 R 2 <0.5 S A
>8 R <0.5 B
<2 S <0.5 S

<1 5 <1 B 1/218

>8 R <0.5 S 1/218

2 -8 i 4 <! > 2/218
4-8 R <0.5 S

: <8 S ] <0.5 S .
<2 5 <0.5 S

2 1-2 S 1 <0.5 S 1/218
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Fig. 2 STR and TET resistance gene distribution of STR and TET resistant LABs on the fresh hot pepper used to
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fermentation
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