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Isolation, screening and identification of an ethanol-producing bacterium
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HTiA %] 10.67% ., @itadl ARk dbE FARE T ALK
B EEEEXEFSTEARANBERTHAAL. AR
A 16S rDNA A 71 % 2 R B ACH o A7 23 3% 20 B #4752,
2R &% 9., MUY3 5 Enterobacter xiangfangensis strain 10-
17 A3, A8 B X 100% , B ¥4 3% B #F A Enterobacter
xiangfangensis strain 10-17,
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Abstract: From four kinds of Vitis davidii » widely planted in Hunan
Province, an ethanol-producing bacterium named MUY3 was
obtained from the surface of the rice grape by separation screening
and identification. Its physiological and biochemical characteristics
were investigated, including the cultivation of growth curve, assimi-
lation test, methyl red test and high osmotic pressure test.
Moreover, its 16S rDNA sequence was analyzed, and the
phylogenetic tree analysis were used to identify this bacterium. The
results showed that MUY3 was close to Enterobacter xiangfangensis
and the similarity was 100%. Therefore, the strain was identified as
Enterobacter xiangfangensis 10-17,

Keywords: Vitis davidii; ethanol; 16S rDNA; Enterobacter xiang-

fangensis strain 10-17; Physiological and biochemical characteristics
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S 8 A5 A T T KU S A K A R R R, SR
PR RIS FEE B R T R A A
V8 D0 B Rk o P S A A TR o 194 4 4 G R TR L T L O ELX
Mt SRR AR . B R R A AR P Z R E A S T
PERED AT Al Fh K W L FROAR PR TR O R R R] S
PEOT B e R . AR S DL B R 9 SR R A
AT AEE R AR KRR A PO el g L gt A
AF DG B 55 v 77 308 3 5 AR 8 4 TR 32 ) T 4 G TR R A
AR S O A . HATE A 2 E TN R R B
43 B A B TR EE O I 100 P AR 4 TG 0 R 3 b, AR T DA A SR R
e LA A R A TR R IV 40 B A U BT R R

AT ST N 8 R PR A A 2 0 R T AT B AR B — Mk 2
T B ) ik ) 2 A, G ek X 9% 4 A BE AT D R S K Bk U )
b IR AL i T 9 0B R B T A A B A TR B 5T LUK
Ho3B P 25 T R s 4
L MRSk
1.1 #MRE5XEE
111 AR5

A 4 < A SR 2 A 0 A PR

AL TE K & B 4 B gl 1 25 4R Ak 2R ) A R

a

N
1.1.2 Bt

(1) TTC(2,3,5-50 4k =R 5 pU e | )23 b5 3% 2 . i 2R
FIM 17.0 g K5 3.0 g, Fj % B 6.0 g, AL 2.5 g, i Am
B2 4 0.5 ¢ Bifig 15 g, L-3h M ME AR 0.25 g 4 /E R K 1 g, T
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W Ah 0.1 g, TTC 0.5 g, z£18/K 1 000 mL,

(2) TTC JEJZRE I3 (B) PDA B 9736 « 4% % 5 th
300 g, H 4 BE 20 g, B 15 g, M E K 0.1 g H IR K
1 000 mL, 5% pH }(6.0+0.2),

(3) RWEHE IR BB 10 ¢, B A 20 g, #4545 20 g,
ZEMWEK 1000 mL,

(4) 12.5% G2 5L AR 125 @ B A 1 LK
H, ik 0.5 h 5 At g, AN FE IR B 1 LRI 12.5 % H 2
TR 3R 7E 121 “C KB 20 min,

(5) TRKEFH A M 10 g B — 48 0.2 g, LKA
TAREE 0.2 g, /KA MIRES 0.2 g, BifIF 20 g, BRAR %S 0.2 g,
ZEMIK 1000 mL,

(6) Zuh T WA K MR R4 5 g 2 7 g, W4
W5 g, 28K 1000 mL.BFIE pH N 7.0,

1.1.3 FEEAUMBAE

Oy I6IGE T 722N R, g AR AU A PR F

LT K TP-620 A TR A R V- (L 38 B 4 A B i 5

BRE A LR FRAE  LRH-250 20, b3 OB Sz g6 A0 28 45 R

NGIE
VR 5 3 B9 0 ML : Centrifuge 5424R AU, i & Eppendorf
T

B = AR R KA - HH-420 B, B Wl AR 0 386 2% AX
w0

PCR ¥ :T100 4, & BIO-RAD 2+
1.2 BMOBERIE
1.2.1 sy e iide WU 25 g 7 & B 09 K O 4 7 R S5 A
225 mL M C K4 B K . 78 24 °C 40 KHz (1988 755 Bk
A 2 min H AR MR . S0t B B RS RS L EEBGE 2
T REAR A 100 pL ¥y 5) U A 7€ PDA Br 3R 3t . F (28 &
D CEIEREF 2~3 d, PRICEA M RURRAE 0 18 35 #1746
BEAE, I HEAT MR B2 R R A b R B B R R 5 S
T4 CHGH A
1.2.2 TTC FEHR¥F  TTC(2,3,5-5 4k = A5 py k) B
— R 2 TTC $E 32 40 B b6 & 1 T R i Ui s &
R R A G Al R AR G B < R
L AR, R A ekt

PR B IR ORI P T kB A TTC R 2 B 75k 1,
1E 28 CHEE &M T B B 55 48 h fF & R KG - BA
— 2R TTC EREREHIREEFEE 2SR E
FE281) CA4MF T B3R 24 h, PRHOHT A8 TR 1Y T/ 9% 4% 4R
i o5
1.2.3 A ¥ TTC AR 1 15 5 09 0 bk 23 0 He A%
A 100 mL RRERE SR M =M E28E D) CHEMETER
W 48 h 5 U E R P R A S A MOR B L
B L Bkt 2T i R ARG — P . IR
& 3AFAT,
1.3 EKHEHNEH

T 50 0 T Y T B A 100 mL Ay K BERG SR AL
(28£1) CHEERTFR 24 h A0k, SR )5 HE IR 5 0 4 Fp it
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AL 300 mL REEE R EM = MMT, F@28E1) C
Bigt B 2 h BU— ke F R OG0 BE I OD oo {H 4R 48
05 75 3 1 6 5 B4 HZ Ay A Rl 210
1.4 BWHHEE

i F§ TIANGEN 41 i 3% (5 41 DNA $2 Ui 7 6 42 B fF
DB R DNAL X2 B0y DNA #E47 PCR §73 16S rDNA,
BB R (27-F: AGAGTTTGATCMTGGCTCAG; 1492-
R: TACGGYTACCTTGTTACGACTT), PCR Jz itk % K
50 uL(DNA itk 2 pL. BRI R 1 pL G2 0hi 5 pL.
dNTPs 4 pL. Tap B 0.25 pL. MgCl, 4 pL.dd H.O
32.75 ul). PCR J R 45 4:95 CTHAS ¥ 5 min, 95 °C 45 1
30 5,58 CiR Kk 30 5,72 CHEAM 30 s, 30 . dxJ5 72 C
FEAH 10 min, ¥ PCR 434 7" ¥y 3% 2= 0 7 24 ®] #4700 )% %
715 20 1 3 K ¥ 90 7E NCBI _F k47 BLAST Fb4f . M A sk
BRI 9 o 1 T R T T MEGA 7.0 B, NT J5 vk . 1
R AR .
1.5 £B4dERE
151 BRIEF AR TS R IR Bk U5 A 0 45 0 L B L 22 3
W FLBE LA R 205 DKM D-B R A0 0 A B R L AT
TEPETERY CH R A 4 R I AL KR TR . K 12.5%0 1
TRV R IR AT A 2 A R 3 A 10 mL BE R AL, OF
F 121 CK P 20 min, fFEEFRILBHE 40~50 CHF,ImA
10 %6 1) JG B BRI 625 L. SR JEHE 15 03 B b b 47 16 1k )
TR SR EMEIEA R ORI R, (282D C
Wi g% 3~5 d SIS A5 0 BV i, R 5% % R o B vk ) Ry
R R 2Z 000 R B M o DAAS & i i a8 A Bk R A 4
eI g i 3 P17
1.5.2 AIEFEMEIRE  RAMEEA -8R R T
THER BN IR S R T4 K, TERAIEFRE B slmALL B
FURAE Sy B 75 2 0 M — AR A= 0.078%4,3FF 115 °C
KA 20 min, % 5% (4 Fh a1 O T Ak 09 7 BB A 45 4T
Mg A, T (2841 1) CHiFE 48 h, IR E 3 P FAT. LA
AN G B TC R K 3% B AR S B e X IR AR TR b A R TR R
TR HE 5 5k b A R B, 40 W R0 IR 2 75 BB 68 Ak 1A Ak R AL
1.5.3  WUEEZDiREe Pk 00 6 i 1 U B SR M 3 b T
G A E A KT, F 2811 CHEIRKESFF 3~5d.48 h
JE B 24 h USRI A W AN 1~2 0% ST R R B 4 .
HERBMAMESS 5 RN A @85 8. HAER
T o G S 21 €0 B 2168 0y BH M 5 A B 60 s B 8 B
1.5.4 THZEERE M A A R/NE LB KENR RS
NN 2T i e RS 7R Ik P R R Ay Bk B 1026 ,15 0%,
20%,25%,30%,35% ,40% , IR 51 J5 45 A B 16 A0 G 1 B R
(28£1) CHEFF 2~3 d, WAL IR AE K AE LA ™= KB 0L . @
T B 2 R A /DN 2 BR[O PR AT I
1.5.5 M@mBBEERIE 40 b b i R R Rl 2 B
TR 25%,30%,35% ,40% ,45 % ) PDA 532 5
b RET28ED CHEIEE R PSR 4 A A, )|
3ok i HP T SR I 4G 5t 11 45 E T B 5 2 TR
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RS IR 55 - — MRk 7™ 2 B 20 T 179 43 88 T E 15 2 5

2 R0
2.1 BEHIEIE

DA K ) 7 7 2% T 7 0 £ — R 7 L T R D A 1 4 T
5 MUY, 1E(28+ 1) “CHER &M T # & LB 48 h 5,
HORBEW I VR BETT 3K B 10.67 %,
2.2 MUY3 BT AS4$H1E

MUY3 7E PDA #5375 E 35 3 d 5, B % 2 80000 iy (&
., Rmot Bk, BR8 1.5~2.0 mm, WE 1, &
b 2 QA S R B T LR, 4 MO B AT IR L G 2E A Y A
ZICHIPEHTE I 2. & 3 5 MUY3 78 TTC ¥ EAK
48 h B T FRE .

Bl ®BEHE

Figure 1 Colony morphology

B2 FLZRFEELEA000X)

Figure 2 Gram stain results (1 000X)

B3 TTC-FmzuR
Figure 3 TTC flat results

2.3 MUY3H%E

K PR 40 B A B o MUY'S i 5 B A 7 7 31 X 3 4T
PCR 434, 455 T K2y 1 500 bp W4 45 H BL, -y 84 7 W %
4, WL 4, #E NCBI b % b 5 35 95 18] U5 2 55 i 19 18 ik OF 44

BRSO, W 5. kR d MUY3 5
Enterobacter xiangfangensis strain 10-17 ) 3 % 5% & & T »
[ Y5 7T 45 5 o6 100% . PRk, MUY 0T LA ) 25 52 N En-

terobacter xiangfangensis strain 10-17,

1503

B 4 MUY3 16S rDNA PCR ¥ ¥4 2 £
Figure 4 MUY3 16S rDNA PCR amplification results

48 Citrobacter murliniae strain CDC 2970-59 (NR 028688.1)
Citrobacter werkmanii strain CDC 0876-58 (NR 024862.1)
Citrobacter braakii strain 167 (NR 028687.1)

Yokenella regensburgei strain CIP 105435 (NR 104934.1)
Enterobacter aerogenes strain KCTC 2190 (NR 102493.1)

Cedecea lapagei strain DSM 4587 (NR 126318.1)
Enterobacter cancerogenus strain LMG 2693 (NR 044977.1)

MUY3

100 “Enterobacter xiangfangensis strain 10-17 (NR 126208.1)
Leclercia adecarboxylata strain CIP 82.92 (NR 104933.1)
Salmonella Typhimurium strain LT2 (NR 074910.1)

0.%0
A5 @ik MUY3 4 % % fo it
Figure 5 Systemic phylogenetic tree of strain MUY3

2.4 BEHREKME

H & 6 AT, 24 AR R AR N B 3R L 8 b E A S
18 hjg i ARsE 3. a0 SR A0 3 30 5 A 7™ o O 4R A5 AE B R R
R AR RE T 1 40T 0 0l 75 4k 10~18 h,

0D 600 1A

0D, value
=)
o0

00048 12 16 20 24 28 32 36 40 44 48
FFE]
Time/h

A6 MUY3#A Kb

Figure 6 MUY3 growth curve

2.5 £B4E4RE
2.5.1 [T MUYS3 /] LLA T i 6k U5 L 2008 30 AL
I L2 DA R0 ) P 40 255 5 AR IR VR A i UL ke, L R TR VA v V4 ik
BN A B R T A AR R LRI A R Ik 1.2,
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®1 HBERMALRRE

£3 MUYSEARRGRABZIEHIHNF=SER

Table 1 Carbon source assimilation test Table 3 MUYS3 in different volume fraction of ethanol with
R g T g 2E gas production situation
A b + IO TETX(EE: 3 - 10% 15% 20% 25%  30%  35%  40%
JREH + Fr R - +++++ ++++ +++ + + - -
e T | TS - PO RIRA TR P U R TN I 1/55 7
FLE + HEm + FR TR RN 1 2/55 % 4+ 7 ROR PR A R RN
EFLbE - 24k - B 3/5:" +++FTRRTREAR/NEN 4/5;%+++
sy + 115 A4 + + 7 FRIR AR AL RN
DA B + T + S
A fi T8 F4 MUY3MIZEEMERE

TS FROR B IR I L B s T FROR B SR T

®2 KBEERMALRE

Table 2 Nitrogen source assimilation test

Bl 5 - - - - -
LR mIRA R R RITAR
MUY3 + - - + +

P ROR B R LA TR S G — ORI L R
K.
2.5.2 WIEZLKE  HiJR 48 h a5 24 h IR A D
AT L B SR B i AL fh . 2R R, B TR 48,
72,96 h IFIE IR IR BE L 1R 120 hf (RIS 5 KD B FR
AS R AL I0 R MR I R — 7. KB MUY3 ™ R g ) &
55, W 7.

48 h 72 h 96 h 120 h
B7 WEALRXE
Figure 7 Methyl red test

2.5.3 W T — MR A Y 2 W R R R A B
10%~15%210 ) 32 3 oA, MUY3 X 2, B A 4 & 1 i %
P YR B 10% ~ 15 Yo I, 4 3% B Fl 19 % 8% 6 B 8 5%
M) o 3 L HE 5 K 32 B 2SS 1B S 30 %6 ~35% . IRl it . 1 % I
W 2 AR S Bk B 3004, 31%. 3206, 33%, 34 %,
35% , LURE A 07 i TR 7000 A B 45 R L3R 4. FrhA3
WA MUY3 5t 2 B2 0 35 K i 32 BRE Ry 30 26 (R B 50
2.5.4 Tl EBE R AU R A A AT s R A
Bl BE I R Y, L3R 5, I8 B R M A IR 40 %6, HLE %
W HE T MUY3 715 AR 1K
3 H5B

AT 5 I8 P A K o A 4 2 T O % — R e L T
HIAN . B S MUY 3, 8 91 25 % % N Enterobacter xiang-
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Table 4 Ethanol Tolerance of MUY3
30% 31% 32% 33% 34% 35%
+ J— J— J— J— J—

PR R R BRI 15,

®5 BEEERRE'

Table 5 High osmotic pressure test

RIHS  25% 30% 35% 40% 45%

1 + + + + -
2 + + + + -
3 + + + - -

T FRIR RN RN R R

fangensis strain 10-17, 3 X H A8 73 & BEAFEHEAT 7RSS . 18
Pk MUYS3 RGBT w8 3 H  FLA 3R I &K BEPEAE . 12 28 “ClE
TRER IR AT R e 48 h ) LR B = LB 10,67 04
M i 52 0 WA BUor BAT 35 31 30 26, I HLi% B R 6 71 2 Fh ok
U5 CRET G A RN 2 200 U L B L DR H BB 1
BB AR D AR IR (LR R B VR TTA R

H 1 & Fh Enterobacter xiangfangensis strain 10-17 (1 4
KA FEH D 8 I T 1 A B8 ) T 7 7 2 115 TR 6 b 1 iz
F2 SR Jit B S TG R W A R A R P A R S 7 Y 7 A )
I, TG ¥ A I 7 ) KT R I R S A R, N R TR B
WAL, X Enterobacter xiangfangensis strain 10-17 347 &
Tl e B B J T 1) 7 ) B0 0T S 0 B 4 JE REBIE AR 5 B BF 5
J7 18]

S % ik
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