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Screening, identification and fermentation process optimization of
starch degrading bacteria in tobacco

NG T g M 5 B 1 AR
ZHANG Xiao-rui' LIU Xiao-hui® FU Bo' YANG Zong-can® SHI Xiang-dong'
(L. ] R ARl A R B2 B T g AR 4500005 2. TRIIE R Tl A BR3¢ 4F A #

J7 A WY 51800053, T A Ll AT BR 54T 2 Rl HOR Al TR EBME 450000)

(1. College of Tobacco Science, Henan Agricultural University, Zhengzhou, Henan 450000, China ;
2. Shenzhen Tobacco Industrial Co., Ltd., Shenzhen, Guangdong 518000, China ;

3. Technology Center China Tobacco Henan Industrial Co.. Ltd.. Zhengzhou. Henan 450000, China)

B A B — I R

The enzyme activity of HX-6 was increased by 71.51%. The opti-

B HX-6, 5 %3 1 4k~ 85 3% 7 Fo 0B oF A B T AT 4R
o ERAU R EME HX6 A A5 F AT (Ba-
cillus subtilis) , A %42 s A B v H . THEBEND S
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Abstract; A starch degrading bacterium HX-6 was isolated and
screened from the surface of Henan flue-cured tobacco leaves,
and the enzyme-producing medium and tobacco fermentation
process of the strain were optimized. The results showed that
starch degrading bacterium HX-6 was identified as Bacillus subti-

lis, and the optimum enzyme-producing medium formula was as

follows: 17. 0 g/L soluble starch and sweet potato starch
(M soluble starch * M sweet potato starch = 1 ¢ 1) s 21.89 g/L. peptone and
yeast powder (m peprone M yeast powder = 1 ¢ 1) 2.58 g/L KNOj3.
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mum tobacco fermentation process was found to be using 4%
crude enzyme solution of HX-6 strain and fermenting at 35 °C for
27 h. After fermentation, the starch degradation rate reached
31.75% , and the total sugar and reducing sugar content increased
by 18.8% and 20.2% respectively. The sensory quality was sig-
nificantly improved (P<C0.05), and the aroma quality became
better, with the increase of aroma volume.

Keywords: tobacco; starch degrading bacteria; screening and i-

dentification ; medium optimization; fermentation process
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1.1 ##

HER AR I 2019 4R 17 5 58 2L B2F 9145 4 0t

TEH SR A A R 10.0 g 4 W E 5.0 g, NaCl
5.0 g ATV TEVER 20.0 g BEIE# 15.0 g, 7K 1 000 mlL,
pH 7.0;

LB 2 2. B R0 5.0 ¢. B A JE 10.0 g, NaCl
10.0 g7k 1 000 mL,pH 7.0;

LB [ A B 3 2 | Bk 8y 5.0 ¢ 2B E Ik 10.0 g, NaCl
10.0 g 35 fE# 15 g.7K 1 000 mL,pH 7.0;

RERG SR B AR TE R 10.0 g AR 10.0 g NaCl
3.0 g7k 1 000 mL,pH 7.0,

1.2 RWHE
1.2.1 77 UE M I T AR 1 07 3k

(1) W - 2 WAL W 7 I B0 K 10 g I
& F 150 mL K 3 28 /K #1. 35 °C.160 r/min 1% 3¢
24 h,# 107°,10 ", 10 *AER BN A T LD & 455 77 5
35 CH53% 24 h, PRHCEATH VR BIE M 1 F 5L, 15 9% 24 ho i
T, UL % 37 B P 7 R R L U S AR B B
7%/ WEERD/d .

(2) G0N D/d {85 KN 8 bk H: Fh 2 LB W B
F£45,35 °C 160 r/min $5 5% 24 h, W A0 F iHe 100 0 &
M T R BRI EFE, 4 °CL4 000 r/min B L
20 min, FJ pH 7.0 i) KH, PO,—NaOH %8 w I Y& % 15
APLHE (1 000 mL & I W 4K H i A 100 mL 2% o)
AR P 40 min (20 W, [ g 4 s, B 2 $),4 C,
8 000 r/min £ 20 min, W 5E b 35 W CHLERFRO ™ 1 3 #
% 77

(3) JEM BTG J1 M AE « A4S C.pH 5 %44 F,1.0 mL
TR RROML G B 3 23 i 1 A 23 A T R 2 R 1 mg 22 20 P R
Bt 5w R 1 ASEEE 1A,

1.2.2 WHRIESMEE KRS T 5%

(D JEEWE K HX-6 Bk IEEF E LB ER K75,
35 CHi 3% 24 h, WLE B ¥& T8 25 9 A8 O 0 B Bk 3R AT 51 22 IR
Pt

(2) S FHEW ¥ 5 KM 40 5 56 B 41 DNA 50 &
FEHL HX-6 1 bk 3 K 41 DNA, LR Bk HX-6 ) 3% 8 41
DNA S #i#. Fl FH B ¥ gyrA-F(5'-CAGTGTTTGATC-
CTGGCT-3")#1 gyrA-R (5'-AGGAGCTGATCCAGCCG-

HEHRE AR RN ERANRE EERABTIZMRL

CA-3DY 8 gyrA JF A, 28 126 B5t I B 066 I vl ok A6 T o4
gyrA FIPESERE A5 19 PCR Wk BAE TAEY TR (R
T8 Ay A A R AT I . W 45 A BLAST Lt
G347 3F I MEGAG.0 B SRt 2 R B K B R, B
Bk HX-6 B 532 Hif .
1.2.3  HX-6 18 8™ B 35 5= S04

(1) Tl 5 T 24 R o 5 VA 35 o B o T 00 G 5 0 19 552 T
KRR SR 41 DL 10 g/ L By T3 P U R L S0 0E R L
TR VE R S E R IR AW naspen  mases
g1 DAVEARRUE , A 5% A A2 I 5 U B B 0 0 . B
oo ik PR . TR R R 3 e B & Wk BE Ch 5, 10, 15, 20,
25 g/ 7% 5 i IR doc & T A U RE X I AR OE B B R 0 Y
AR

(2) RN B Jo 1 e JBE Xof T Ak 6 o 68 945 1 19 52 10
LB O 10 g/L i B R W NHL NO, (BER# iR
JRSBEREMIR AW ngay  mpan A 12 DIERRRE . H
b 25 A RS 0 S TE A I D i i R . TR
RR ST W L 430 R 5.10,15,20,25 g/ L, 42 IR 15 AR
B YA€ E X T R T A I TR D Y R

(3) TCHLERFh 2 B o7 &5 ViR 2 XoF T e U2 o 8 375 ) 53 T«
Ay Es o R =k B o 3 g/L 1§ NaCl, CaCl, . KNO, .
MgSO, 1 g ToALER o H At 5% 10 AN A2 T 7 T 0 6 0 ) »
FE i JCALER . VR R AR IS O AL R Y BT & vk B 4l 1,3,
5.7,9 g/ L. % 5% dpcid To AL £ 1 ot v B ) TR Ak VE A T R
JIRI R

C4) g RoF TET A A < A9 90 o0 PR 2R i 4 2R DA o i
R TEHLER Hy B A2 4, R ] Design Expert 11 844 5
I3 B 43 #E 4T Box-Behnken mi 57 1 3 55 AL .
124 WMRETZMA SBREATT MR ESR,
FEnE 2l oY) 22 5w AR R I K ES S Ee.,
il 0 A 5 TR R HIX-6 8 R A 8 40 50 W88 it T 0 22 2 1h , DA
22 3% THI Wit [R) 55 L ) KH, PO, —NaOH 22 vl il g %)
TC K PR M K R 18 %, FE IR E IR AT T kT &
W, RBEEIH2T 80 CHLAE d T4 5 min, X T koML G
WHAT KA

(1) JR T F [ % 08 W 3 T3k 53 50 P 5 T < HEL TG ¥
00 22 A 306 10 Ll ) B 50 Mt it T R 22 3% 1k, 33 °C 43 Bl
KW 8,16,24,32,40,48 h J5 i M8 i b Ak 4B

(2 FELTo Y VAS T 45 % 08 - 30 A9 Ot 1 5 T < 4 KL
TR0 ) F IR 22 B 196,3 %0, 5%, 7 %6 B e 1] ¥ 457 W8 it
T 22 300133 °C R BE 24 h 50 A R BT AL 4 AR

(3) J T Ui JBE Xob M it 35 W JBT 5 65 %) 52 Wi < 40 ML I T
P00 22 5 3 06 1) Eb ] 35 50 W it 0 22 v L 4y B F 23,
28,33,38,43 C A 24 h J5 il 72 A0 38 B T & 43 4K

(4 TEac it e B R A0 S Al b DURE i 3 A
AR AR bR - 5 B8 K T T (] R I OB UAS 0 L R TR IR BE
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(1) KW M BB KO8 5 8. 3% YC/T 159—2002
AT .

(2) BAEYIIE :#% YC/T 160—2002 $h47 .

(3) BA & YC/T 161—2002 447,

(4) JEWY :# YC/T 216—2013 47,
1.2.6 REIHAN EREMZEHBEM. FQ2ED C.
HE X B (60 = 2) 06 N -4 /K 43 48 h. fly ) B A Tl
A BRFAT A A AR 0 4L LU & 5N i BE L R
TR (A SR (B) JRBE (O R (D) AR (E) A
(F) BB (GO T AT T AT o PP AR . R PR
MAy=(A+B)X23+CX1.5+D+E+F+G,
L2.7 sk HXmmEE 3 W, R A SPSS
17.0 BAF#ATGE 3t 434 Origin 2019 3445 .
2 RS
2.1 WM ERBEERNS B S FiE

G5 i e AR W B A e AR AL 53 Ak Hih D/d
fH>1.5 B 10 4R (LE D, dmE 1, # ik HX-6
B D/d (85K 004 2 W HX-6 T bk 3E b B 15 0 5

7

A1l FRHBHKGENEREREIL
Figure 1

Transparent circle and growth of amylase

producing strain

F1 I0KEMBFrEEAEMNERBERSREEER
Table 1

Transparent circle diameter and colony diameter

of 10 amylase-producing strains

Wtks ZEWABER D/mm HEHEKE Jd/mm  D/d i

HX-6 14.00£0.15 4.0040.04 3.5040.08
HX15 19.00+0.21 8.0040.09 2.3040.05
HX19 12.00+0.13 5.00+£0.05 2.40+0.05
HX37 10.00+0.11 5.00+0.05 2.00+£0.04
FN20 15.00+0.16 8.00£0.09 1.9040.04
FN29 12.00£0.13 6.00+£0.06 2.00£0.04
YC-3 14.00£0.15 8.00+0.09 1.8040.04
YC19 12.00+0.13 8.0040.09 1.5040.03
YC26 10.00+£0.11 6.0040.06 2.0040.04
YC31 12.00£0.13 6.0040.06 2.00£0.04
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o & 2 B0, T vk HX-6 /Y 3¢ A A A O B Ok Ok
38.96 U/mL, e HX-6 Jy 50 o bk . B U3 251
PN 5 VE B 1 b 8 b 0 I L W) bR S O 32,5 U/mL
TE o A TR PR 5 T A A DR I R IO ) — R AR
TE M I A% VE AR 2 FRAT A L BRSO 25.2 U/mL, KT 1A
Bk HX-6 K5 .

2.2 EHHX-6HMESSSFRERE

B &l 3 AT, HX-6 WyF 2 A A6, REH L &AM
M, BEZY 4 mm, 2R E RSN AREER
FEAR

GyrA JP 5 M 45 R R W, B bk HX-6 5 4 528 fa 4T
B TR K 99 %6 5 R P48 42 1 M 2 B Ak HX-6 J AR
LITE BRI R G KB WL 25 R R B HX-6 0 Bk 5 Hl 5 2 A
SRCM101393 34 K F Bl (B 4), 254 TE & FRAE A
gyrA JY B 43 B 45 R W AR HX6 S AN B ZE A RF
(Bacillus subtilis) ,

2.3 HX-6 Btk EiERERK

2.3.1 BA—RRIE EE COHLEE X RS AR A 5 ()
R B VR T 2 ] TR R ™ UE B B R ) S 35 (P<0.05) , AH
BEHR — Gk, TR ER SO EREN napwwen
Mmuwyen A1 DIREVE BRI, HX-6 5§ 8 € 8 1 05
S FTRE A B IR G B 90 55 b T B & BB . R R AR
) TR A9 Tl 445 U 93 K AR g T A W TR R BB R D T AR Y 2
WESEATHE G BB WE R S H 2y T R Mg AR,
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Figure 2 Amylase activity of 10 amylase-producing
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Figure 3 Characteristics of colony morphology
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99 Bacillus subtilis(DQO01131)
99 [ |Bacillus subtilis(A¥272024)

Bacillus subtilis(SRCM101393)

Bacillus subtilis(AY212982.1)

99 100 | Bacillus subtilis(CP0458251)

Bacillus amyloliquefaciens CAU B946(FN652789)
Bacillus amyloliquefaciens(EF176773)

100L-Bacillus amyloliquefaciens(AF272015)
|Bacillus licheniformis KCTC 2215(AF272018)
100 | Baciltus licheniformis R—13646(AJ586395)
Bacillu spumilus(EU138655)

B4 HX6 At ARAELFTH
Figure 4 Phylogenetic tree of strain HX-6
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HX-6 iff 36 P A1 5 1 A AL 008 4 O 28006 B Ay 7= g Ak 21 1
BT EIAR . X EE AN ARESA TS NEIER.
FERKERKETFEERY R KA ERTEES S
R PR N 0 e A BB Z AR L 4R R AT AR — SE Y
T2 5 M09 2 A T Bl B T AR T B ROR T . MR
TH—ANAE EOR SRR (ngeg o mpan N 1
DIREVEN AW, HX-6 B Bk B S ) fcim» X 2 i T B
BBy oy F L VR0 /0N o B 5 U A T A AR 8 T AR A
2 1R U0 ) T T AR R A 0 A K R o TR R A B
ity 8 [ ol FH I6F 86 08 1 T AR B 7 AR T

i 5Ce AT, L KNOy /E 2 ML R i HX-6 3 %
TE S ) & T A Ak HE, K & MgSO, |, CaCl, |
NaCl, & B] KNO; 8 1 % $& & Al 52 2F i 477 1 HX-6 1Y 1§
WLakJE KT RE R s A 45 AR E M B T
LG TRBESI MR — .
2.3.2 B UR AR JCHLER BT A v BE X BSOS B
6 Al BEE BRIR Onpgren © maman 4 1 ¢ D BTE K

BB & AT 8B 09 R

Effect of various factor on enzyme activity of strain

JE B SE, BE I S TR S R MR IR BT B Ry 15 /L
B S O B o S RIR Onogpng * mogny 912 1) BT i BE
R 20 g/ L W I d5c e 5 Bl R0 U5 O o U BB O 1 0 T O
BERM TR ZR A A VIR E S M E R LB E R
s A0 K BOPE T I TR R A . 2 KNO, B ik
FE 3 g/ L I I A
2.3.3 Box-Behnken il 5Z5 R  FER KRR AL L.
AR I8 Cmapgrens * mrgwn 1 1D B0 WR L ALK
(mygpy @ mpap N 1 DB KNO, TR E R A
AF & MR 4 Box-Behnken Hb 41 & JR B i 1 = K % =k
SF-m o T O Ak B IR . I FE KR IL% 2,
R Bt 55 R W% 3,

H R AT A5 2% B R N T R OE R B S (Y)Y £ 0T

I 5
Y=66.18+3.00A +4.83B — 0.4450C — 1.36AB +
1.8AC+1.53BC—9.34A%*—2.32B* —3.32C*, [@9)

o1 4 AT B E P=0.000 8<C0.01, 3 W] % 5027 1
RUFEBRE 24 5 R I P=0.056 8>0.05, 1 B & 3 TC 5 41
AR AR A i — L SRR G 2 RAF. e REL
R*=0.951 1. 3&BIA 95.117% A 56 HO 7T FH s 4508 k47
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Mass concentration of carbon source/(g + L) Mass concentration of nitrogen soure/(g * L) Mass concentiation of KNO Jg - L)
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H6 ZREREBEEMNAREBEENT 0
Figure 6 Effects of various factors on enzyme activity
% 2 Box-Behnken i 3&i& it B &=k F F4 EEAERFTESHF
Table 2 Level of Box-Behnken experimental design factors Table 4 Analysis of variance of regression model
oL kW FuA AmE B FE P fif
K A BB B AR C KNO; i L f 757.08 9 84.12  15.14  0.000 8* *
1 10 15 2.0 A 7212 1 7212 12,98 0.008 7°°
0 15 20 3.0 B 186.25 1 186.25  33.53  0.000 7" *
1 20 25 1.0
C 1.58 1 1.58 0.29  0.609 9
o AB 7.40 1 7.40 1.33  0.286 3
3 MWMEEREETEER
Table 3 Response surface test design and results AC 12.96 ! 12.96 2.33 017055
BC 9.42 1 9.42 170 0.2339
R = A B C WG /(U e« mL™1)
. . - o Y A? 367.47 1 367.47  66.15 <C0.000 1**
2 0 0 0 63.82 B? 22.60 1 22.60 4,07 0.083 5
3 0 1 1 64.16 c? 16.33 1 16.33 8.34  0.023 4"
4 1 1 0 63.21 TR 2% 38.88 7 5.55
5 1 0 1 57.97 LR 31.90 3 10.63 6.08  0.056 8
6 0 0 0 66.81 sz 6.99 4 1.75
! -1 ! 0 57.63 MARR 79596 16
3 -1 -1 0 43.12
tox x RARERWMEFE(P<0.0D), » RREFRHF (P
9 0 0 0 66.73
0.05),
10 1 0 —1 52.79
11 0 0 0 66.77 2.3.4  ma R iy v Ay BT Rl B 7 R B U ST R VR 5 A
12 0 -1 1 53.58 JoT i TR B R R BTk B S KINO, JiT 5 vk 3 =2 1] 19 38
13 0 —1 —1 60.01 LR A RTE N =R Y873 'ﬁKN()aﬁE{ZU“ZIEﬂ
14 0 1 -1 64.45 28 AR FH 2 a0 o TR s 52w il 3 fe SB35 TR R
15 0 0 0 66.79 ﬁﬁ)ﬁ%‘i’&fﬁvﬂéfmﬁﬁ"ﬁﬁiﬁé‘}ﬁfﬁ/}{t%k,/\{k%ﬁi)"z/)
16 —1 0 1 50.66 Jo U BE AN KINO, i B
17 —1 0 —1 52.68 2.3.5 KBRS IR I R IE A Design-Expert
BAFAS 2 77 B B IR 0 B AW A R IR Cmgen
i B FLSEAE 5 WUAE 2 (8] 2 A5 847 i 400 B A AT SR R Mygun M1 DIFRERE 17.0 g/L, B nguy * mpny
TR AT. B F E R W, 4 X 0E R B i S 1 DR 21.89 g/L,KNO, fifE ik EF 2.58 g/L,

J¥ 0 B>A>Cs AL B A” X T B B 5 52 i i 3 (P <<
0.01)  C* X B A% i 17 52w i 2 (P<C0.05) ,

T B G 4 66.23 U/mL, 2 3 RS2 56 3 3IE . 75 2] B 35
YI{H 4y (66.8240.65) U/mL, 5 HiE (8 54 vy 4 . 36 3%
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Figure 8 Effects of fermentation conditions on starch content of tobacco leaves

LS YR I ) (RO © 5 40 T 22 I 3 %8
o B 0B 437 5 0 A Y SR
5 BRIy 28 ~ 43 °C B L 0 W B Y R L A
{65 0 E Ay 33 °C I AR WY R B R A O
W 17,019 24 3 AR A 38 C I o T 4 W L B i
5 AR T P W A R SR 1

242 TEACIRK BN BY I 5 EOR 5 B 0
[ % B 2 R A B R B N K P e W 5, 46
B4 L 6.

x5 EXRBEZRAKFER
Table 5 Horizontal table of orthogonal experimental factors
KO A LEERFE /b BHIEERA N/ % C REERE/C
1 27 4 30
2 32 5 33
3 37 6 35

*6 EXRBERSHN
Table 6 Orthogonal test results and analysis
W5 A B C TE B IR A B/ Yo

1 1 1 1 3.74

2 1 2 2 3.66

3 1 3 3 3.71

4 2 1 2 3.87

5 2 2 3 4.03

6 2 3 1 4.27

7 3 1 3 3.65

8 3 2 1 4.10

9 3 3 2 3.90

T 370 375 403

ko 4.06 3.93 3.81
ks 3.88 3.96 3.80

R 0.36 0.21 0.23
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®7 BREABIZTEMERKLERS

Table 7 Conventional chemical constituents of tobacco leaves under optimum fermentation conditions

20 5 BB/ % i JERE/ % 8%/ 70 MAE/ % B0 L WAL b2
X B2 13.58+0.15 13.214+0.14 2.32+0.03 2.29+0.02 5.85+0.11 5.93+0.11 0.36+0.01
R 4L 16.134£0.17* 15.88+0.17~ 2.15+0.02" 2.10+0.02" 7.624+0.09 7.68+0.03 0.25+0.07
Tox RIRE S BFH(P<0.05),

%8 BREABIZTHEMHRAERE'
Table 8 Sensory quality of tobacco leaf under optimum fermentation process
2851 R HFAE W FHNEE ELS St R EIIDS By
X HE2H 5.50 6.00 6.00 6.00 6.00 5.50 6.00 i 58.95
i 6 2 5.80" 6.23" 6.20" 6.10 6.00 5.91* 5.90 H 60.88 "

T % FRER B E(P<0.05),

3 R

T 5 0 6 4 A 2 LA T X6 LA R AV A A
ENY ) Dy BE A+ 20 o 7 il % R S A0 A bR HX-6 3
B Bl 5 66.82 U/mL, BWI G 15 I7 40 F B9 BE 5 $2 75 1
TL5100 . MEM 2 bk FIX-6 HL B I A 95 - 8 B I il R
I5 317500 M I i S ANOE SRS S R, R BEAL
HRG 0 R A B E PR T A R A R R
PO/ '8 = P I A DS R ) I o R 1) T S =
T of 0t P 52 A A - 5z T 4 ) 5 R O Tl A 1z T 4R
PeH RS .
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