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Study on isolation and identification of reducing citric acid strains
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Abstract: In order to screen the strains which have the capability of
reducing the citric acid, 15 strains of yeasts were isolated from the
materials of waste water and waste residue. The waste water and res-
idue were collected in the citric acid factory. The yeasts were
screened based on the capability of fermenting the citric acid. Tt was
found that the 5 strains had good capability of reducing the citric acid.
They could reduce at least 70% citric acid of the culture medium
after 5 d fermentation. The 5 strains were tested the stress resistance

of ethanol. The strain NS2 and NL2 have strong stress resistance.
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The morphological and physiology characteristics of NS2 and NL2
were measured by microscopic observation, assimilation of carbon
and nitrogen. Then the two strains were identified by 18S rDNA se-
quencing and the phylogenetic analysis. In the end, NS2 was
identified as Pichia kudriavzevii, NL2 was identified as Candida
tropicalis. They can be used in the technology of acid reduction in the
hawthorn wine in the future.
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(7 sk AR A e 9 p L b 30410 ) % T 2R IO FE T . (B AL
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3 R B IR 5 s T A3 O W B TR VR N T A 4 B R TR
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Jer 32 R P AR B 5 S B ER S L N T 3k 1 B R
i % B B2 ) 4 Na, CO, (K, CO, \KHCO, %5, H [ iR
FORB DY, Bl FHATRFE I, &5 800 H
PR 7 A R IR AR A W B R 1 b s R L
B 3 SRR — FLIR K T, 3R ik 35 3l 7 T R 4 T Y ) T
B BT A AN S 2 AR B L 3 1T LA T AR XU L 2 T
TV A S R CT LA R R B T R A Ok
AT LA T 1 b 2 R R o B 9 A GE 3K 22 o R D AR 0 R TR 1
WAV 7 A R 2 i A9 O 9 41 3 AR X #5840, F 57 95 50T BF g gk
15— K i A= B B% 82 B (Isstchenkia terricola) s £ 3F 5 TR F1 k¢
R Ay P — B TR 9 BE 7% B ohoRc R AR 79,900 1Y R R A
7310 B R BRI o AH R 2K S 4R 5T T A A SR v 0 S B R IR A
Ho TR R T AN A 7E B R AR R
) T ESF 38 R L 4 il 2 RV O T A9 A T R R SR R AR
TR TG0 20 R AW IR 4058 o DA A R A ME — B IR
14 B 7 15 5% 0 2 1T R AR AT AR IR 04 B8 bk L B 7E A S AT LA
FREEEERFER T2,

1 #Me 55k

1.1 #Rt 5=

LT BB RH

Py AR I /K B FE i - LA VL IR A BT — AP iE R

ANTP I 5 4% 45 73 1 A Wi 5] 2 K BBI A ) 5

Ho At 370 Sy [ 7 43 07 45

YPD K55 45 :20 g B4, 20 g MRy & K. 20 g BE B
WY, A5 pHOET 1 L Z&BAKT;

WL B 5k B B3R W) 4 g AR R 5 g, AT AT B S0 g
BEFR S 87 0.55 g, AL HF 0.425 g, SALES 0.125 g, i MR B
0.125 g, & L%k 0.002 5 g, i MR 45 0.002 5 g, IR H B &%
0.022 g,pH 6.5,3& F 1 L 24K+

PR TR T s IR Ak BE B AR B 2.5 g, Mk B O IR
2.5 g IR — A B 0.55 g & AL4G 0.125 g B R EE 0.125 g, B
Wff 0.002 5 g A7 RS 12 g.pH 2.8, 3 T 1 L Z&{BAK P
PR BE 75 HE W FE R B 7 S Ak BmA 20 ¢/L M 3iE . 121 C &
JE K 20 min''®,

L1.2 FEMUSHRE

& W L HL:5810R B, 48 [F Eppendorf 23] ;

TR KB 3 : HH-S2 B VT3 & 35 i SRR AR T

pH 11 FE20k 2, #g 45 )46 A 2 AUE A BR A 7] 5

BT 46 : DGG-9240B A1, b 2 15 2 U 4 A IR

NGIE
HLF K F  EL3002 #Y, g 45 8 -30 A1 2 0 2% (L) 4 BR
NGIE

SR I ZE R K YXQ-LS-50SI1 %Y, | iff 1 7 52l
HRRAF

PCR {¥ : ProFlex %, 3£ [H Life 2\ #);

HLUK AL : DY Y-6C %, Jb 5t — A0 8% s

BEIBE A2 1YL : Gel Doc XR Y, 2 E 1A SR A 5

AN BE 3 UV-2100 B, Jt 8 B (i) 0 284 FR
VNI
1.2 FHi&

L.2.1 BABRMY 4 B 2lifk

(1) RAE R FR  IATERR ) A 7™ 1 A8 b R4 T R
A 43 e R S1.S2.S3.S4, B KRR 4 . 43 ek L1,
L2.L3.L4, W4 ka4 1 g, 4l 4 A 50 mL YPD
B s R UK K FE S 45 1 mL, 43 3 A 50 mL YPD 1%
SR HCE THE IR PR R B R 48 hL BE SR 4430 TCL IR IR
#3150 r/min,

(2) F7he R 85 37 JE 01 36 855 3% - 47 DA bk LA o A A A 12 1)
AE 7, FLAEFT IR R 357 3% 3 R b 8 T DA A R R L R B R TR
2 mL. A BRI F 50 mL AP IR RE 3R 4L L B E T4 IR 4% K 8
F& 48 h B 35 44 30 °C LR R #%3 150 r/min,

(3) WERRRY 4 B oAb B 35 0% 8 AN HE T8 i b % B 43 91
HEATHB B RR 5 R AT T WL A b 3% 5 1 b B A 1 L 491
A3 107,10 71,10 °,107°,10 7, BT E IR R FE AT b
F BE SR A 30 °C .48 ho PRIUKE 3% 5 b BE 0L B 1R 109 1R Bk
R 4P 1 A5 3 3 b Ak 2 Bk OB R R I AT BRI
Bigt.

1.2.2 BARRORIR 5 oM SF AR R 2R 2l A 1537 2 AR5 . PRI
WA 50 mL YPD W i85 57 Sk b fE IR 3R R B3 57 36 h, #
B 10 min, B RAR R 1 mL 3% 37 3 S 3 40 vk 18 T HLAS
2 mL fH AR I A S KA 30% H il 1 mL,jiE
BERIFIRGIRA W vE bR 4% FR AR H T AR
P, LR A Y TE R B TT T O B R T R DR B A
—80 °C G IR VKA TR

1.2.3  BEATHE R T Ik U i

(1) P bR B A A TR B T a6 < 998 T R 4 T A TR
REE SR IL B TR R RS R 40 s 57, B AR 4 30 °CL K g
(6] 5 d 5% 57 25 o0 J5 D00 e T e B L 0 e o A A7 A TR g
1o W8 T7 R W 58 5 AT R 1

(2) TAMRTIORE T 22 PR 06 - 5 08 AL A7 I Al IR DL 420 1
R R F 50 mL & 5 o/ LATEEER Y YPD R K5 57 2
AR I A TG K £ B TR ) bR T RS A B B 0% ~
10%46,30 CHr g% 5 . R LS4 06 BEIHAE 600 nm P < &b
I E WG A A 3 A TPATRE
L.2.4 BMRIERSFIEE  STEEE R AT 08T 35 A W
REMIE S 2L,

(1) B 9% 5 35 R AE < 5 DA bk 15 Ak J5 Bk T BR 4 9% Rl 28 2 b
T YPD VB B 57k, B T E R SR A bR SR B R A A
30 C. G FRET ] 2~3 d, WA AL 72 L REES.

(2) Y VB 35 KL BE SR RRAE < K 18 MR 05 A0 5 P I o v o 4
FF 50 mL YPD Wi 85 F= 5, 5 F 0 IR B8 R 55 9%, K 9 1L
30 C L, FEIRFEH 150 v/ min, JE SR E] 2~3 d, WL 1A B 5%
FEE R SRR,

(3) I 446 - 8 ) A8 R R R 2% 40 X 10 %5 F 4TI 45
1.2.5  PEMRA: A%

(1) WA Wi 58 - 58 58 T T 2 I 10 B VLA 48 20 W L 22 2F
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KBS R R IR PR A O I M

B FUBE R DR 3R . A0 DR R TR A B A R I K
PR TR LR BT R E R IR I 0.5 %6, 3 BB R B (0.20 pm)
AL BR NS2 S5 43 5l 2 AR 7] e i 15 9% &L v, g0 8 T 1 IR
FRMPER G RERE 25 C. 8 2 d WE K. EL UK
20, F AR RS, EEMWEHM KNG P RG = ESR
A AT ) 87 i 5 2R TR 2 R ik T S A AT TN D B L S
AN T A BA M A R R A 3 e A e

(2) BV R IR 06 - A 4 0 LB R D 3L 0 T A
PEGENS FZ 2R M H o P SO LR H R R AT R LB
MR 15 PR o 43 008 A R n A 20U S Atk 15 7% 56 R, VR
Tt 0.590 + I BU— R T I VR 1) 356 it B % B 4 O ot R 3L B BR
P (0.20 pm) . 7E YPD YA K5 37 vh i A6 P bk NS2., UK 1
B B SR O AR AR B TTE L B0 A5 10 000 X g,
5 min, ATCH/KVETTIE . HAT 2 W, A JC T K il 74 18 &
W KRR RIS IR D R R 500, B TR
FRAEh R 3 AL R IRIRE 25 °C, G M — R RS IR
Ui 1550 A 200 L5 VR R A 5 YR D o o D) Ay R O R
TSy B pEre et

(3) I [A] A A 30« % 5 O A IR BT L A TR L A TR B L IR
F R E S W ALK AE R B pH (/N T 6 BB
IR ST B R N W BE AE AE W MR, B W W 4 pH &2
6.5[157:19[20115*16 .

1.2.6 HHRD TEHEE

(1) Btk DNA $2 0. 20 1.5 mL ) T 2 mL EP &
F1,10 000X g B0y 10 min; Y UIIE . I 2 mL ddH, O 1R &
¥J57510 000X g B> 2 min, SR UL EAE 1 K. HANEME
PR B B 15 s J5 % EP & & T UKk iR 60 s, A
5¥%. fm1.5 mL ddH, O B &#9%47,10 000X g &0 10 min,
BIEULE ., EULET A 0.5 mL DNA i3 % (100 mmol/L
Tris-HCI pH 8.0,100 mmol/L EDTA,pH 8.0,100 mmol/L
Na; PO, 1.5 mol/L NaCD IR & .37 ‘C &M F## & 30 min; il
A 125 pL 10% SDS J5. ST BV A 5 pl B T KOk E N
20 mg/mL) IR )5 65 C/KW 1 h,&FE 15 min | FHiF1R
BIRE s A 700 pL CTAB 22 vl IR ¥ /5 65 ‘C/KIE 1 h,
B 15 min bR BUENR A5 .

FRASRE & R & — R EE (R TR L 24 @ DR
JaF 4 CE&MT .12 000X g B0 10 min, fli 42 2~3 ¥ ; L
0.6 f5EFHAY R EE T —20 CULRE 1 hs4 °CL,12 000X g B.0»
10 min, EFRUUIE:; A 1 mL 70% (4 Z B F 4 °C &4
.12 000X g B0 10 min, PEETTIE 2~ 3 1K 8 1 Bl 1
K43 TF 37 C T4 DNA £ 5 min; /il 50 pL ddH, O 3% f# it
UL IMAZLHEE N 0.5 pL/mL # RNA B, IR 1€ 37 CFKiE
Ak 30 ~ 60 min, DL 2 B RNA; 13 2| i) DNA £ i & T
—20 C UKFEDRAEE .

(2) PCR %W J7 ¥ : ¥ 15 3 9 1§ #& DNA # 47 Touch
down PCR 4" . %F B #k 19 18S rDNA X #£ 47 PCR §" 4% . &
TR SR ke 5 A5 T A A S BF 9 oP T 00 P A Sl R 51, U
¥k NSL.5’-GTAGTCATATGCTTGTCTC-3", F i3l ¥
3 NS8:5’-TCCGCAGGTTCACCTACGCGA-3’, ¥ # 1y

BER/NZH 1 700 bp, PCR #& & 2N (50 ul): Taq PCR
master mix 25 pL, E N5 0.5 pL B4R 2.5 uL, #h A
K2 50 pL. AR PCR KB 45K :95 C HlAEHE 5 min;
94 CAF P 30 5,60 ‘CIB Kk 30 5,72 C L& fff 2 min(Touch
down PCR,10 NMEF . B NIEHFEML 1 °C);594 CAEPE 30 s,
58 “CiB k 30 5,72 CHEAH 2 min(Fk 20 MEFR) ;72 °C LA fif
7 min'?*,

(3) HE KR T - 2 58 A PR A, B SE LI 45 mA, HLJE
80 V., M /R Y BT U i % BRI 2/3 Kb 45 1k WUk, B A
FL VK229 30 min, BB HIE

(4) PCR Wy # i ¥ PCR 7™ W% 2 5 5 4 0 Jiii A= 40
BT B F T o Ho %00 7 45 SR % A Wit A7 56 7€
2 BRSO
2.1 BT EBRESNTR
2,11 BRPRFEERE L 5 OO WA X AR TR KK
T PR AR I B AR B AR 4 B Al AL, LA B T A A R R B R
K BRI BE T 15 bR, % 1.2.2 H O 0 5 4 T Rk
TR .
2.1.2 FRPRTHMRTEAT R IR KRG 32 2 vh (W B 8 10 o A7 A5 1R W
TR BG SR LUAP AR R o ME — Bl IR % 5% T Ak L 07 0 B R
S R RE 7 1) TRk o 0 A5 A A TR 5 % B P AT B R D 0 5 i
11.3 g/Lo X 15 PR 50T R #2177 T AR A ) BT Ak 7 ol P
T PR T AE Ry X R BRECTAR B P A 50 mL YPD ik
Biap ks g ARG R TR IR AL R R R R A AR IR
Brgedt A E 4%, HIREKREESR 5 d R IR &4 30 C,
150 r/min, R EESSH G B3 SR AT IR & &L 1,

ESE7
Strain
=
W

Il Il Il I}
9 10 11 12
Frige i o

Citric acid content/(g * L)
A1 AR ATARBR % MR

Figure 1  The capability of reducing citric acid

AL AT A BRI B FT AR TR BE T IR AN — . BB
NS2 .NS7.NL2,NL3,CS8 H A i i 47 15 BR K& iR g 11, &
5 d Jo f BRI 3R 3 70040 DL A R AGE R L L A B AR 1
F7 A6 TR R 7 AF T 5 55 o T 7R b RS 9 B B RW R0 SY R % 4
PR A 32 S0 W A0 R DR A R AT R R . R R Ak
NS2 W REAT B R iR ) f i, TE R B 5 d G AP B R & = M
11.2 g/L FRE$] 1.76 g/ L, Bl 5 I 3 h 25 84 20 (AT R 1R
Sof WA A R i 7 9 Y T Bk NS2 . NS7 . NL2 NL3,CS8 #E47
HE— L5
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2.2 BEHRIERBHZERE

F T DA AR R P T LA T R e e R O R TR AR
b it 52 AT IR I8 B A TR PR 4V RS iR A7 B S R IR A R
SERCTTDRS T 52 P 100 TR A o o4 JE IO P LA R 3 ) S B B

Hy B 2 AT 5 Bk T R RS T A2 R I 2 . TE TR
A 0% vol Bt 5 Bk B 1 Az 15 B0 29 R4 {H B 5 RS B
T B RO B R B . RS BEAE 126 ~4 Y vol .5 BB
FIur LA o NS2 RS it 32 g ) fe, NL2 IR Z . X T
PR DA AE R B0 BT Fo Ay 3 AR 0 A 4 ) 32 B B S A . 2
TG RE B TE 3 5% vol B, 5 kT AY T 8 e BE 38 Ak 7 ARk
-, MRS EE IR E 6 Y0 vol I R ERE LA . FT DU H
B PR NS2 NL2 1) 105 4% it 32 8 7 A 45, AT LAt 32 096 ~
4% vol MIRE L . w020 HI X 5 MR 1 35 3 w1, 8 IO
K Tt 52 68 7 AH %A 1 NS2 NL2 #E47 1% 3 M2 % 5%

W5 HE fEL

Absorbance

R

Alcohol content/%vol
B2 AR AT K 2

Figure 2 The stress resistance of ethanol

2.3 BMESFERE

T B T 1140 T 9 5 IR AL A5 AT 35 R A & 2 T B 1 il 4
SE M E BRI -0,
2.3.1 B{ERFFRAFIE BB NS2 BB ORI R, R WAL
T HA A RO 0 TR VR L G R D AR O s TR LA 2 T
B IE ST B N AN — B0 B BT PR L B B i 4.
Bbk NL2 B B 188 . O HL v fa) i A o ke 7 7 10 4 2 40
WL BER ARG, Ty,
2.3.2 RAKEEFREEEFRARAE PO MR B A0 RO ) B L
BJE R —ZBOR B OB,
2.3.3 MMRFEEHEAL XF BBk AT 40 X 10 A B OB BE AR
BRI 3.

(a) NS2
B 3 WAk NS2.NL2 ¢ pe T &
Figure 3 The Cell morphology ( X 400) of the
strain NS2 and NL2

(b) NL2

R BR NS2 (1% 20 I8 25 S A TR L 40 M K/ (R X5 8y
A 3.0~4.5 ymX3.5~6.0 pm; Bk NL2 (1) 40 fl JE 35 A [/
JE AR /N (KX FE) 25K 4~5 pm X 4~5 pm,
2.4 BHREBRENIKRE
241 BREAREESR P BB R REASNT
Z/DTT LA W D-A %5 B A7 TR T LLR) A AL S . U AR
T A3 3 T S ML ) b 2 Ak S W AT 20 AR R A
T FHRMCERTE IR COL M RT L% TE TR X 12 % I M 1) )
FHAEF =22 Bikk NS2 UNL2 8 & BER I 45 S L3 1.

®1 BEABKRER

Table 1 The ability of the strains to ferment sugars
KB NS2 NL2
) 2 + +
Jigi + +
FLpE - -
% 2 - +
D-¢ 3L bk + +

PR — R B

2.4.2 fRIRFECISR R [ B AE X 2R R HLAL A B AE A
B — g YA M T RE D A7 TR 22 e G 0 I 4 22 S AT DATE — E R
JE LR BE R . XA AR 2 R A
BUBRSE o B R IR) A 156 B O S e 1 B o A i 2R B 58 °F 1)
LA AP RE S BT T bR NS2UNL2 RV [ 4k B 5 45
R 2.

2.4.3 HERMRE AT RAKRYH 1/4 18
BT RT LR b R A T A A AL 5 9 R TR TR e i R
X4 R B B M. Rk NS2UNL2 i R
[ 4k 1086 L 3% 3.

®2 BERMLRE

Table 2 Carbon Assimilation of the strains

T NS2 NL2 VR NS2 NL2
il 2 + + e - -
R - - L - +
T + + JiINC - —
D-2E 3L b + + JEpTe + +
] TE R - + Frig iR + +
EX S + + IR + —
o + —

TR R R B

®3 @ERMLRE

Table 3 Nitrogen Assimilation of the strains

E= R/ NS2 NL2
fiff BR - -
fil§ B2 A - -
i B2 - -
RE - -

bR R B




E33EESH

KBS R R IR PR A O I M

LR DL B ARG 55 R X R bR NS2 UNL2 (T8 25 2 4 AE K Ak
A ALIEAT 53 BT LEX 0 BRSCHER[230% vhow) T B 7 1
W PR NS2 A B o T BE T 1 AR B A Ak OB A 2E R AE, 1
Bk NL2 74 #0071 22 T 1 10 A8 B0 AR A OB 25 24 4% AE, W i
71 25 4 W 33 T ok 1 0 g B0 R T B R L BV IR 2 R
25 BHHSFEVELTE

$2 1.2.6 7 e R U MR 19 DNAL 347 18S rDNA PCR
PR Pk LR 4L BIRR B ) PCR P=# 35 48 1 700 bp 40 F
Bl al , FIB AR B0 = o B9 .

Maker NS2

1700 bp —=

B 4 HWH NS2 F=2 NL2 #5 18S rDNA PCR ¥ 3¢ &, 7k &
Figure 4 Result of 18S rDNA PCR amplify of NS2 and NL2

W b1 7= 3% & 4 0 g 2 | ) . NS2LUNL2 5 45
LK 1. B Mk NS2.NL2 4 PCR §" 1 3543 19 18S rDNA
A48 1 700 bp 247 - #E NCBI ot BLAST % k17 )%
5 [R5 53 BT B AR NS2 11 188 ¥ 51 5 Pichia sp.f¥ 188 J¥
) [ 5 e v s AR R PE I 9906, AR 4R 18S ¥4I il i MAGE
BAF Y Neighbor-Joining M R L E R, W 5. B 5
A, NS2 5 FE A BT 2% B e AR B B (Pichia kudriavzevii)
SRR R IR [FRYEAR & Rt T Bk NS2 %% Ol Pichia
kudriavzevii ,

91 Pichia kudriavzevii strain D1C
99 Issatchenkia orientalis strain CBS 573
100 NS2

Pichia kudriavzevii strain JJ2

Candida rugopelliculosa
Candida sp. BG02-7-20-001A-1-1

A5 X T4k NS249 18S rDNA 57| Bl Rt 4 &
0 ERRF M
Figure 5 Phylogenetic tree of NS2 based on
18S rDNA sequences

H AR NL2 1) 18S %1 5 Candida sp. 1y 18S J¥ 5 [7] Ji
PEf AR 992 . AR 18S J¥ 5 FH MAGE # 4 1)
Neighbor-Joining kB R G K T, WK 6. th & 6 A A,
NL2 587 B 22 W B (Candida tropicalis) 3 % = Z 5 T , [A)
PRI 5 B K TR NL2 %253 O Candida tropicalis.,

5 i

A 5E AT R 1% 7K 10 T TR o3 1 8 R AR AR A 15 Bk i

91 Candida sp. SA-2006a
99 Candida tropicalis strain VKSY2
4‘ E NL2
Candida tropicalis strain HK67-3
I: Candida parapsilosis strain NRRL Y-12969
99 Candida orthopsilosts strain JCABCO18
A6 & FHE# NL2# 18S rDNA 5 7 B R b 7 44

FARF M
Figure 6

Phylogenetic tree of NL2 based on
18S rDNA sequences

FrAE R T AR L W AT I R RE ) R B HE P 5 BR T MR HL A R
MIRERT IR BE 0, e 5 d JEAT R & 1k A 11.3 g/ L F R
1.8~2.8 /L. Fefif TR IR AL 7006 LA B AFF IR . I 3six
5 BRI IRE T 32 k. & LT R NS2 F NL2 A K T 2 fE
JI MR B0 L f i AT LATH A2 4 %6 vol FOTE RS B, T L% IR R
I FH T LA T R ) U B B . X X TP B AT R S 2 AR
A BRAE AL BT 03 A 85 5 0 T AR W o T Bl b M E TR R
NS2 5 Pichia kudriavzevii, e NL2 & Candida
tropicalis . 4 5 WF 5T A 1) R IR s A AT L A 5 b Ay A TR 42 fik
TS

2 2% 3Tk
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