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Screening of streptococcus used for the fermented walnut mink drink
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Abstract: In this study. 14 Streptococcus strains were isolated from
sourdough bread, white silk mustard, pickles and cucumber sauce.
Among those strains, four strains marked as HsS5, HsS6, HsS8,
HsS9 could be used for the fermentation of the walnut milk after acid
feature test, and they were identified as Streptococcus thermophilus
through their morphologic, physiological biochemical characteristics
and 16S rRNA gene sequence. The scores of sensory evaluation of
these fermented walnut milks produced by HsS5, HsS6, HsSS8,
HsS9 with Lactobacillus acidophilus LA were 96, 91, 93, 86, re-
spectively. Moreover, the contents of nine kinds of amino acid were
found increased at different degrees in these four kinds fermented
walnut milk, especially in HsS5, increased most significantly from
0.67% to 1.75%. According to the above results, strain HsS5 was
more valuable for fermented walnut milk production than other
strains.
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P FLAF BRI B B R A TR B i B Y E RN (E L e R
TR B B A ORECME RS M, RS R B EL
S B A K SRR L 0 BT B G M AR R SR BT T
TR OR R AR RUBR, JF R T R R
HaEs I,

H AT OC T R BERYRZARFL ™ W, R LU FLEUCHAL Y &
BEJRURL RN — 5E LU BB LK B R SR e BEBR W .
IE Sk FL A B AR A AR RAE RS 7 [ BB o 46
BRI R T2 F RN T oL T R a3
V14 & R TR

AW FE AL [ oA YA A4k vb o3 1 5 BT L O i i JE 2
FRAE Az BLAE A FD 16S rDNA JF 5 43 47, 5 H 43 et o, H
S SE ST IR TR BR AT 7 R e P A AR L R T R AT A S 3
BRI BEBR B R B A R AL PR R O R
P RIS AR 5 R BOR S HE
1 MRS Jiik
L1 fRRE

REEHAL ST 22 38 N
1.2 EHFE

MC ¥ 77 46 B BE#Y 3.0 g/L, 2 A M 3.0 g/L, 4 % #E
20.0 /L. K 8 H K 5.0 g/L, FLAE 20.0 g/L. B BR 55
10.0 g/L. 1% LV 5.0 g/L A 1 000 mL Z€4% K H
IR P pH F 6.0, M AP PELLIR . %05 121 C
FIHE K B 15~ 20 min, [ {485 35 33 0 A BAR 1.3% ~
1.5%;

PY #5384k 8 F R 5.0 o/L, B K s &£ 1 5.0 g/L,
fEREE 10.0 g/L, #h ¥ W 40.0 g/L, JtJK CaCl, 0.2 g/L,
MgSO, » 7TH,0 0.48 g/L., K, HPO, 1. 0 g/L. NaHCO;,
10.0 g/L,NaCl 2.0 g/L, 4r¥j5 121 CEJEKE 20 min;

WK AL & W K BBy 9 kA R 10,0 g/L, kR 80
0.1 g/L, R 2.5 g/L. 1.6 % (Y95 F B 53 1.0 g/L, & 7
e 1A B IR . 8 pH=6.8, 43 234 J5 4% H A1 R 1Y
PR 7E 114 C g IR 28 UKTH
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Table 1 Carbohydrate fermentation medium
o wm i/ KI5 K wfa]/

(1072 g+ mL™ 1) pH & min

[OEVR(EE 0.5 6.9 12
LR 1.0 6.9 15
7L b 1.0 6.9 15
T 2 1.0 6.9 15
LM 1.0 6.9 15
B R 1.0 6.9 15
HEEm 1.0 6.9 15
s = 0.5 6.9 15
LR 1.0 6.9 15
b 0.5 6.9 15
R4 1.0 6.9 15
% 0.5 6.7 12
1 A s 1.0 6.9 15
A 1.0 6.9 15
R B 0.5 6.9 15
A M 1.0 6.7 12
LR 0.5 6.9 15
H#E b 1.0 6.9 15

1.3 UE5&E

PCR 434 {¥ : Takara Thermal Cycler Dice TP600 %!, H
A TaKaRa 23 A ;

F, Pk AX : Mupid B, 25 [ Major Science 2\ 7 ;

LUK %1% %5 B . ImageMaster VDS B, %7 % ¥, 75 . 4 4
HARAT

DNA U 7 1% : ABI PRISM3730XL. DNA Sequencer %,
KN HAY RGN

pH 11 : MP-6100 Y, b ik 30 5% {0245 il 15 A R A )
1.4 RIEAHE
141 BEBREROY4rBS 2lifb b3 R M U5 7 it i OB S I R
I mL(fENR 1 @, AHLHE AR K 10 FHEE 1077,
107,10 7, B O.1 mL i B U A 72 MC B 37 4k 1,37 “C Rl
IR 48 h WL B s KR W bR @R A R Y G
e TE A b — 85 FH AR — T4 7E 4 C kA

AT

142 WRMEGAESWE KBEMERMT MC 3
B BRI B A . TT T R BRI — BRI e 65 Tl B
HEAT LS LR T BR TE 25

143 BERREE QR

(D) AL AR5 /E MC By 3R SE M V& L 3%
9 H, O, S A Ok

(2) WEABKARIRE A 1~2 d MC MR - Yy 70 T
W R K i i 3 75 5 T T ) A S 4 ik 8 L B 37 °C
TR R T2 hJE MG ER,

(3) LM KRS . PY BEFR B P ALK EE 5 /L 1Y
LME L CKE. S R R R T IR, 37 TR R
24~72 hJ5 ., BUDELHE SRR T AR A, LUK HERh B
i FEAE Ay X0 BRI o 2D A A TR Bk VAU R PR B R
DL 5 AN S0 0] Sy B S

(D BRAKAE Y R BERE 4% 100 Rl & W 78 b 4 (0 1%
I WHRN T A 7] Bk 7K AL & W ) $% J% k b, 37 T SR 24 ~
72 h, BEFRRAE WM B B L R 2 R B R
L4.4  HEERTENY 16S rRNA JEH 351 7

(1) 7k AIE TR B IR & T 50 plL TaKaRa Lysis
Buffer for Microorganism to Direct PCR(Code No.9164) /175
RIS B DB VSRR . RN F S 80 °C L 15 min,

(2) PCR §"34 . ffi i} TaKaRa 16S rDNA Bacterial Iden-
tification PCR Kit(Code No.RR176) , 147 PCR #" ,

(3) I % . f# J§ Takara MiniBEST Agarose Gel DNA
Extraction Kit Ver.3.0(Code No.9762) ] i [l 4§ b Bt it 47
W

CTG497-S5 Pk SEQ Forward., SEQ Internal 1 16S
SEQF1 iy 5| ¥ # 47 DNA ] J¥; H 4 & & ¥ LI SEQ
Forward., SEQ Internal f1 SEQ Reverse & 5| # #t 17 DNA
W
145 BB R & i 0 e 0 e 0P 8

(1) BREME  BCFLAE 10 mLLJLA 20 mL ZE4KFl 2~
3 M Bk AR . AR & 14 89 0.100 4 mol/L NaOH ¥ i #E 17
W TR IE DL RV R (T £

(2) BYE I DO SR DA ROE SR pk 3L
B TR R bR, O 10 ABEAT IR . PR A S5 R IRHOT
WA, BT E 4000 L3R 2,

x2 ORMRIESMIRE

Table 2 Taste and appearance of the scoring criteria

5 {47 (20 43) FR(20 49 WM (30 49 245 (30 43 43100 4
HEfMEKe BAESEER REHED, FLRwk 5] —3
—% 90 43 LA I
(18~20 41 (18~204y) JBHZEH(27~304y) (27~3041)
. SRR Bk &R RRENS 0 LRk A5 5089 45
- (15~17 4% (15~17 43 YR (24~26 43 (24~26 4% 7
B Kt Bk & IR PR S 11 FLR W A7 53 )2
= 60~79 43
(10~14 4% (10~14 43 ik (20~23 43) (20~23 %)
TH KA 2SN & FR A AW, X &2
Py 2% <60 4%
(<1049 (<10 4P IR -3k (<20 43 (<220 49
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IR IR S R BT B 7 R TS BRI ik &

(3) FILMMITE R A0 B R R BRI 5 L 0 =
TE’JD%M%LﬁwIA AT AR FL R B A X R IS S R
HEAT O 2, O 5 R R TR A B 2L Y B SR R & HE AT X
iﬂémg
2 RS0
2.1 SHHEHNSE
MR 3 AL LA B B LB 14 bk, bk A TTE R
B4 B o S BIREAR Y 29 % ok BT B R IE ALY 3 MR,
BB 21000k B T B R BRI 2 MR A BB 14 %050k B
T EIT 2210 5 bR o BB 3620, BERRIETEZS . 32 LoD
[T 5 20 HE 1)k ) 52 R 0 B L v A5 R L R BE A5 OR A 1 HE
55
2.2 HKERNL L
5 E Hk y HsS1~ HsS14 43 51| 5 9256 % R AF 1Y) 18 TR L AT
LA AT AL R B, R R R A LK 4.
B35 4 AT, 25 itk HsS5 . HsS6. HsS8, HsS9 43 71| il
ﬂ%ﬁéfféLﬁﬁ” LA St [a] & B 5 . 7= o B8 BE 43 0 Oy 42, 41,43,
45 °T, % B N BREEFE 40~45 °T [FE 5 BRI AT
4 ,/\W‘iﬁﬂﬁﬁzﬂfﬁﬁﬂiﬁﬁﬁfﬂ[ﬂﬁ%

x3 BHRERSHIE

Table 3 Morphological characteristics Streptococcus
KW B TR AL
. YL OP EITE L 2 ~4 241 T AR A B 0 .
- AR
REEEAL  4UARONEE 2 xR 3
. A 50 B I, e 6 ~ 8 A 4l i IE A b 4
HEHR 2
K4
AR N R T, 8 A DL b K B HLHE S 2 & B
EP122 . 5

R4 EMIAERBRENEER

Table 4 Walnut milk acidity results

FE HsS1 HsS2 HsS3 HsS4 HsS5 HsS6 HsS7

R /°T 30 26 35 39 42 41 46

RSy HsS8 HsS9 HsS10 HsS11 HsS12 HsS13 HsS14
iR & /°T 43 45 32 36 37 48 50

2.3 HHREMLE

2.3.1 HERREMIESFEME mE 1~4 " N R RO . A

IV ek LS Fe B NS 43 B 05 B0 1 B BR A b L 48 ik BRE 801

BTE, BAZR 0.7~0.9 pm, 78 5 300 B8 40 M 04 HE 51 2 XK

FEE P ERKE KSR HE . B W, R

o, R W N LBEST . AR 1 mm, 22 R,

2.3.2 ACBIRR MR 25 R B IR HsS5, HsS6, HsS8,

HsS9 $% BRSCHRLO ™ 7 AT AU R P A I 2 L 25 R I 5
3R 5 AT 4 BRI o AL S I RS =R AL

KA R 56 B L A A 5 B 5 Bl K AR B W R T R A
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B 1 HsSS A hFdEYNS
Colony morphology and cell morphology
of strain HsS5

Figure 1

B2 HsS6 itk feidl %85
Colony morphology and cell morphology
of strain HsS6

HsSS 69 ko B %W &
Figure 3 (,olony morphology and cell morphology
of strain HsS8

B 4 HsS9 89 8 1tk Fo 1 3%
Figure 4 Colony morphology and cell morphology

of strain HsS9

Figure 2

e FLBE AR AR L BE IR A . DA b i AR R S Sk
L9 Jr i 7 14 g A% Bk T R A1 — 350, IR Db ) A5 S5 5 4 Rk
BRIy o R BRI
2.3.3 16S rRNA EFNERHEY MR ¥ 4 NE KK
16S rDNA #3423 | GenBank ¥4 )& (https://www.ncbi.
nlm.nih.gov/) , %5 % WL & 5

FE DX 41 B X A3 A 4 %%7 TRk HsS5 5 i $5E BR
(FR875178.1) ) F B #H Bl 4 i 21 100 %6, Bk HsS6 15 1 #4
fiE R (HMO059005. 1) (9 1 B U1 3% 51 99540, W bk HsS8
5 rg i ER 1 (HMO058273.1) iy Jr BE I UL 18 3 100 %, 1 Bk
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Metabolic characteristics of streptococcus

Table 5

FRAE HsS5 HsS6 HsS8 HsS9
i S W K it - - - -
i b AUl - - - -
LI K i - - - -
TE ) K it + + + +
ERATEL - - - -
LT Y M - - - -
Sk - - - -
2
T
Ea R - - - -
HogRmr - - - -
B = 4% — - - -
iR — - - -
N - - - -

= — - — -
KA - - - -

g - - - -

HEH + + + +
i - - - -
A - - - -
Lt - - - -
i - - - -
4 - - - ~
t ORI R

M 1 2 3 4 +

M. DNA Marker DL2 000 1. HsS5 9 16S rRNA %[ 2. HsS6
) 16S rRNA 3 3. HsS8 ) 16S rRNA 3 4. HsS9 1y
16S rRNA &R 4. XTI —. BIMEX R

B 5 42349 16S rRNA X H

Figure 5 16S rRNA of streptococcus

HsS9 5 Mg $u4 BR 3 (CP002340.1) 7 66 845~ 68 289 bp f
F B AP IR B 1002, 45 & BIARTE 25 AR B TR 45 R
i aE HsS5.HsS6 ., HsS8 . HsS9 ¥y g PuaE BR 14 .

2.4 HEREMAERIZERR

241 REEMAILIR T PEE S K Tk HsS5. HsS6,
HsS8 il HsS9 5 5250 % - 47 I WG MR FLAT I LA 47 k3L
KW, K B S5 Ak ZLAE 5 20 AR IE R 5.6.8.9 I
PEM A R WK 6,

A1 6 1] . B bk HsS5 55 52 45 2 4R 77 19 W TR 7L AT

*6 BETFSER

Table 6 Sensory evaluation results

FE il 0% 'R AN B By
a5 19 19 29 29 96
FEih 6 19 19 27 26 91
il 8 21 19 26 27 93
9 17 18 25 26 86

LA LR BERRE & 5 BA B <, MR IR AN 1 2L IR
PRV H 2 F0, 30 K &, TR MM TE 8 185 — B
PERELE IR 96 43 A0 HL B BRI B A S5 R R .
2.4.2  KREEBEMI LRI E SR W K HsS5,
HsS6.HsS8 il HsS9 15 5210 % R A7 1 W8 FR 7L FF B LA 34T
WML e T i, AN [ Ak i T 4 A2 B LA o 18 20 0 AR AT
FEfL 5.6.8.9, A AR ELIRILEK 7,

a1
7
|

®7 AEBUEER

Table 7 Amino acid content results %
AAER MRS FER6 RSS9 X R
R 0.35 0.32 0.36 0.26 0.05
0,5 % 0.06 0.03 0.04 0.05 0.01
RHNER  0.13 0.18 0.17 0.15 0.12
HAER 0.10 0.06 0.08 0.09 0.04
TNER 0.16 0.18 0.20 0.15 0.07
SEEM 0.15 0.21 0.16 0.13 0.07
SERMR 0.52 0.45 0.39 0.40 0.17
SR 0.18 0.16 0.20 0.23 0.09
HAER 0.10 0.06 0.09 0.08 0.05

P 175 165 169 154 0.67
R 7 AH.ETREBEENEEILE 9 FaEREEY
754<ﬁ]$5‘r.**5’~]$%m H 2 Wbk HsSo #5118 B2 2. ﬁL LA

KGR TR S s 0.35% . B R K BRI AR S
(0.05%) W 7 % BRI & b, i ok 0.17 %0 #2 & 3 T
0.52% A& L BB 3 £F; H G, B Pk HsS5 538 B
LR B . R R Ak 5 — BRI R
G B IR o R R T X R S5 A R TR A 5L
T HsS5,

3 &k

A5 TF 5 DR S AR A0 R I AL e L R P R B 4 B B R

L AR T HsS5.HsS6 ., HsS8 HsS9 4 44 55 1K 14 1 bk . i

A B A AL R R 16S rRNA JEFH 31401, 1 3R B ok 38 o g

PEERREN . 64T JE I MR AT R BE R R L B SRR LR A

W R HsS5 5 5200 2 (R A7 1 WS TR FLFF 1 LA & A5 3 19 2 %

MeRBERL BEE I e, BRARSWESRNMME. FEH

— 2B G T AR K B LB B R A A A AR X bR
W)z WA .

(F#% 74 70D
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S B B ) TVB-N & 4 T 7 12

FRIEFE . FE2AIEN. 458 B/RE T Dasarathy’s
Gy FAEIA FH PCA X R AE L AT 40 4T, i & — 0 2
U5 % X AE BEAT HE AL B AR A TVB-N & 19T 00 A 0 A
RETE IR S 80 APA 54 — e BRI IR T AR O 48 — Jir
SE SVR HE R A APA X — 8 Bk BB 45 b5 b, JE M
82.24 Y KN F 85.13% s 7 % BT 37 i) SVR #E BRI 7 APA
X — AT PEREHE AR b, BN 82.24 %44 AN F) 83.77% . R
FUG B AR E AR B P B EAT B 5 i ok B
23 . Huang %550 FI) FH S0 BURRAF X5 PR 14 7 6% 3 3647 B0
TP A U AH OC R A B 83.25 % . T A X I o AL T 0 A
HE RS SVR TR 10 ¢ BE 55 LA B, 70000 45 080 4 BE R AR . I
JE DR AT RE 23K 56 B 7T T 26 P A4 B R AL L R BB A VTR,
5 e ae A L s B A A AN AR B S T A PR R e R
W P TS BE A S AR (b O SR
S

A6 Fe W LGl i S HSI RS RO R Bk
A TVB-N & £ B U 8% 8 72 APA X — P fE i bs F M
82.35 %0 K %] 85.28 %0 , 7] i b, G 45 H £ 4 & AR A2 T
R o AR R B A . PR EE T PCA Wl & 7 5 b s - X
B —FRAELE 4 B E AT PCA 2 BT PR EAT Rl & bb X AR AR il 6 )5
TEiEAT PCA 4y #7 Fr g AR R vk B W 4 . & HSI R 401 & 3%
R EIREE G5 B Al G R RE 45 ilF — A5 48 T1 i 22 4 A 19 3 1
Mo 7E4JE M5 TAE X Dasarathy”s 43 2388 84 (1% v 1] 43
M5 BR AT HA R 56 3BT » S5 28 0 5 S 1 A 0 I 20 A7 2
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