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Abstract: With the application of physiological and multi-omics
technologies, they will be able to accurately analyse the
mechanisms of salt tolerance and fermentation promotion of
fermentation microorganisms under salt stress, which will lay the
foundation for the effective regulation of salt brine fermentation
and enhancement of the flavour of traditional fermented foods.
The article reviews the common salt-tolerant microorganisms in
fermented foods, the main salt-tolerant mechanisms, the
fermentation-promoting properties in high-salt environments,

and the methods to study the salt-tolerant and fermentation-

promoting mechanisms, as well as the future direction of their
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JEORE AR R A3 14 B A R T A A W 1 A A R O T o AR 4R
L =Y o, . il B E 09K i & (Aspergillus oryzae) |
21 i B (Monascus pur pureus) , B J& 19 K B & (Mucor
racemosus) 7 KB B (Mucor mucedo) » Ml 5 (F B JE K
i wg ) Bl H] T 86 Tl kA R v JSORE Y K i L 2L G Bk
MTaEmER, EEFMH TEA LB " kL E
mh PR T LA AR BESSRN R ) BT R L () I L g £
PERE W 55 4 M KUK W TR 5 AR B B TG S T B
(Zygosaccharomyces rouxii) .\ % Y] 1R 22 B #F (Candida
etchellsii) MBI BERE (Pichia pastoris) %5, Hirh X T8 K
BRI IE B Ry T2 T ¥l W R T Al
JERAER R WSS FE R S P BTz N FE A
15 FLIR VA 2F BT TR L 2 BT LT R A AR 5 H
rh 7L R T S B Y RN T 2 1 A 2 22— L . g R D
KB ( Tetragenococcus halophilusi) BT K B (Weissella
spp.) A BR 1 (Pediococcus spp.) 55, 18 L Bt #2 v, FLR
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Table 1 Main microorganisms in the fermentation process of spices
Iy FERBEEEE FEAL R NG R il SCik
di O W B RBEILFFE (Laciobacillus fermentum) oyl TR HILER K i R [21—22]
(Lactobacillus) Bi-+FUFF I (Lactobacillus helveticus)
W& Eh PUIBEBR 14 ( Terragenococcus halophilusi) ¥ G%
BT [C T (Weissella spp.)
FBRE (Pediococcus spp.)
BE MR A W R RIRZEESRHT (Acetobacter orleanense) ey PEAHLR T T il R 45 XU
(Acetobacter) O RS FT 18 (Acetobacter pasteurianus) L)
HOA K W B RERIRE (Staphylococcus carnosus) - 3INcA FRER R L R AR BT
(Staphylococcus) 4 J% W 4 % BK W Staphylococcus
M A W piscifermentans)
(Bacillus) DUSEER 28 BIAT 18] (Bacillus velezensis) B JEEL U EOEE, BE by A Kl X Bk
MR ZERIFF B (Bacillus subtilis) i
HE T J& LB (Monascus purpureus) B P R A B 2 M R TR £ (16— 17
(Aspergillus) KM 2F (Aspergillus oryzae) i & i
BRI (Mucor)  BRTEFE (Mucor racemosus) JEFL I WA R KA SR
JEFLETE (Mucor sufi)
8 (Rhizopus)  KHARE (Rhizopus oryzae) JEF 8™ A N 07 it A G L oy Tl 45
[aS37 i J& B EERE (Saccharomyces cerevisiae) S RS & [18—20]
(Saccharomyce) T B B SR B BE (Pichia pastoris)
& R ATERE (Zygosaccharomyces rouxii) MR T A R RS S KU A IR
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it B T RE TR T IR R
PR AT IR R WEE ) 3 A T 0 4
H 8 (Penicillium nalgiovense) Fl 7= ¥ 5 % (Penicillium
chrysogenum ), B B} B oan M b 8 EOF] B RO
(Debaryomyceshansenii ) Fl K2 75 [ £: (Pichia pastoris) ,
T o 2 T [ T 9] P T 8 R R 2L TR TR An A O R 4
BRE (Staphylococcus xylosus) R %5 2 BR B (Sta phylococcus
succinus) AEYIFLFF B (Lacti plantibacillus plantarum) FlAK

BERE BMETREVELBRARPHBRRERBNARFRHR

MESEBR T (Streptococcus xylosus) . B B ) 1E & B A # &
TG W — J2 R AP IR, WD oK 43 T 2R L BT L S AR TS gt
T REHE IR I AR ST R B DT 43 i S R S R TR R B T
- s TR B R R F B K AL & 9 7= A B 28 ) O 5 LR
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ok e A T 0 S5 LR VT B B T o) R T A R R o BB TR
PR3 B o 5 00 U TR 6k B 2R W e S5 0 L B T Y
B AT AR g T DA R i 3 R Y R Tl g W
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Table 2 Main microorganisms and functions in traditional fermented meat products
3K FEMRB KRR FEACKE N TG R i SCHik
M F M W8 ABEEEERTE (Streptococcus xylosus) 7] fRE A L G 7 4y g A [23,26—27]
(Lactobacillus) Y FUITE (Lacti plantibacillus plantarum) FRIS (EZS T o BE S
DU I ER B ( Terragenococcus ssp) % A A
R WEFLNT B (Lactobacillus fermentum) 7N
#WOE B W JE WEIRERE (Staphylococeus carnosus) B PR B, SRR LIA G D5 R B AR
(Staphylococcus) — AWEM % ERTE (Staphylococcus xylosus) KR HERFRE J5 T B TE I
Ji HE AT ER T (Staphylococcus saprophyticus)
) 2 5K B (Staphylococeus equorum)
IR R A 45 BR T8 (Sta phoylococcus warneri)
(A I [ J& N5 B (Penicillium nalgiovense) i S I 7/ = S | B e S N e [24]
(Penicillium) FEH T B (Penicillium chrysogenum) KB KRBT B A AL
FERET B B J&  DUGEME R EERE T (Debaryomyces hansenii) it i 5T 4 A AR 3 i 26 [25]
(Saccharomyce) TEWAR 22 BE BT (Candida utilis) PR

2 R R R Bt i £ AL
2.1 Na' /K'#35

TE e (R P DL YRR A0 0 8 0B T A (A B Na®
23 T B AR A i R T R A B P Na
FOMHER G ¥ 40 M P9 £ 45 B9 Na™ HE 2 i oh, A B 5 A
K 2 15 200 B P9 A1 1995 385 P A0 0L S . A 4 2 DDl 4 -
ATP fiff (Na' /K" -ATPase) J&: — Fl {37 F 41l ffd & I 49 435 5
B, LA A Y FE ATP, 386 ik B 86 5 532 Na© 31 41 fg
Ah KT B0 PN 4 R A0 A0 0095 A, H
i EL AN I R ATPL AT LK 3 4> Na ™ 22 H 48, [ A
B2 A KT RAAIM, B JE —Rh el B 02 Y U 4 HE
S B ARATE SR A7 AE U 22 oA Y - U 4 HE 4l 7 =X DL 2k
Y A 95 3 TR R E 7 A (D DPS e Na ™ /H T ¥ i)
s E A X Na' /HY H L, fE4ERr 4 i 9 pH 2w M
Na' hds V5 55 | kK R AEMN, B, & A 24

Na' /H" 3 [ 5% 38 2 (U8R, AL Cpa KR MIs 5
NhaA FE %P7,
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TrKA.KtrA Kup fl Kdp &4, H ' Kdp &%) iz 401
FRAME T, BME P BEE W K His RgH,
WE 1 PR Kdp &% i KdpD/KdpE A1 KdpFABC & &
WA ML, KdpD 420 2 MR 6 . 24 2 %) Na©™ \NH, &5 5
H Wt KdpD 88 R L . 4 B 18 56 11 16 38 45 KdpE, 4
KdpFABC IR E & W55 K. KdpA FE 3T K' 1Y
#532 ; KdpB $#24t K™ #5328 B ifi f8 1 s KdpC 3 i & 5 3 1Y
5 5% M TE A s E IR b, 35 M KdpB X ATP By 38 #1755
KdpF 1 3% 445 KdpFABC (4 P2,
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Schematic diagram of Na® /K™ transport mechanism
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Figure 2 Compatibilizers synthesis pathways (alginate and proline)
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FR , Pro) JE AR W vh B A i DL I 2 B R S M 248 P Jot
HRAK AR S — A R AR BB BE R RITY A ik
MR & R FEA WA . O LA &/ Rk,
@ LA SR g i A, o il G S T 4 NI 0 50K R
J{ B ( pyrroline-5-carboxylate synthase., P5CS) |\ & % g &
AR %% % fiff (ornithine aminotransferase, OTA) . ik Mg M-
5-#R 2 16 5L il ( pyrroline-5-carboxylate reductase, P5SCR)
1 BH 4 B2 B &l B (proline dehydrogenase, ProDH )
(& 2). 1955 4F, M K B W % F 75 40 W Salmonella
oranienburg & AR TR B 5 HB & W10 il 57 M %5 )
FOEH 52011 4, Faiza 551U BFSE T 40 B A 3656 05 10 FLIR
B AE M7 35 57 5 rboxd #1030 ) 52 0 4 A Tk Y 2 R
— A RS B R

2.2.3  FESEWR RSO — b 2 B K AN B RE A U
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BT oY B A T A T A R SR O B A W R N LR
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Tie 0, 4% FIEL B P o 486 T 0 S0 N I S e
SR B0 A S0 Gu ST A — Mk v B g B 2F AT T
D-8 H g B 2331 R 3 T R IR I S5 1 I S Al A IE
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BORAT (2 K% e D AE 09 T R 3 A ) S 26y Do AR ik A2 3
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L6 T R R I B A R 2 B BURK S8R T AR A

BERE BMETREVELBRARPHBRRERBNARFRHR

Wk A A O R R Ml AR L A A K &2
— 2 W 5 A ) B A A AL A 23 R A A AR AR T B
B AR Y A B AR Y Y R i 0R0 55 , DAT S R R TR 1
st AU (39 2 )37 ) BH AT R A 1R B S K T AR
0075 (7] A 3 00 Tk B AR ARG T S [R) 6k e 2 i TR
P PRk BLZETRAT B 0 SRR S, R =AW
Pt IE O B S5 KUK ) B AT i #h 0k 38 8 77 2E L BRI 43
T T A5 AN B A G 1, BRL O 3 T AT B R v R T ol
THARCEN M RSB, SORMG TG Y% 2
o LSS SR P 0 2 A fl A B A ok TUAL B R
WURE b, 45 & AR G35 — BTk B A, 2 i TR R AIE
e Tl HR AR L AT B E T B4 B0 1026, 20 Y0k Wit B
R M Ay R ARl R0 A R RS L 4 kW B
26 RR R B BT G, A B T Eh I AR R ) B B
B, Seesuriyachan %0 3@ o L FF B [ 4 & B AR AL AF 5%
R B e A 30 AT LA 4R v [ A e O AR Hh M A1 £ 8 (EPS)
Frit, SRARAEDY N i Eh A A T b O e A5 B 3 Bk A 4 Bk
T L 3 R AT R B AT AU TR B LR A HE AR D R 2R
JBT A L g
3.2 EHBpEMNABAEARPHMEYEBELEHNZN

B kB ES TR MAeEYN A KMERSWAEE
K . D id & 1Y R F) T i AR W R A (H B 0 #R
SRBUKEERIK, B EER N, A FHREEM N
45 B 26 W, 30 i) 3R T 6 B8 2l 4% 1A ) A KL B K
=0, @ Rt & B R P A 25 R G A B L T A L
e, 4n. fE 98 W 32 269 b vk B0 WE Fh U HE Bk A
(Tetragenococcus halophilus) VL J 43 5 68 9% i %2 18 % 1
25 Y0 £h Wk B B G 3 & B8 B (Zygosaccharomyces rouxii)
K 78 BR P B (Torulo psisversatilis) %5 A4 %5 Mt 38 534 4=
YA TR AR S A L AR 0 R T A KUK A T 0, i
A, ER U I AR A 4 T BUK BB T A TR R A
RO | B B rh o BE A B AR S T s R
B P A ) R BE 45 M . Seng 2550 3 1o B 5T K IR 3R
e BT % e By BEY 35 I 1 AR ) &5 F L O B B 2 3 e R A R
i, 7 4 Bk ® J8 ( Staphylococcus ). 3L Bk W )@
(Lactococcus) . FL#F B J& (Lactobacillus) | & 22 W £ &
(Candida) Fk ) [ BB (Millerozyma) (AR ) 5 b
PSR ) R N A R T B U =B 1 B A s N
SRR W (9% ,12%,15%.18%.,21%) F ¥ B H Y
WEY Z R W £ 00 T LA I8 (Lactobacillus ) F Fr
BR B (Pediococcus) 2y T2 (1 I W A= 90+ T =15 04 19 36
Vi R T 0 3 T RS IR g AR K. Chun BT RFSY
T 9%,12%,15% , 186 Eh e & T, v [H 4% & k i KL ¥
PITICE D A BE 25 40, 45 R . 1596, 18 %6 #h 43 1 T2 ¥
MAEDEEHRKTINMIZUESN L. KR
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Table 3 Metabolic characteristics of common food fermentation flavor bacteria
A% FERB LR FEH EERB EEIRE Stk
e I M W B MWILFE Lactiplantibacillus plantarum) — GHLER FERR T [22—23,
(Lactobacillus) — AHEREERTE (Streptococcus xylosus) 26—27]
W& £h DU BK T4 ( Terragenococcus halophilusi)
BT [C B (Weissella spp.)
FBRE# (Pediococcus spp.)
WOk OB W R ARRBRE (Staphylococcus carnosus) AR EIERR g PO RR A BT R A
(Staphylococcus) — ANEH A ERE (Staphylococcus xylosus) 7NN
Ji5 A A A ER T (Sta phylococeus saprophyticus)
o E A B R B (Staphylococcus equorum)
TR [C A 4 3K (Staphoylococeus warneri)
B W A BB IR ZESERHT (Acetobacter orleanense) LR FER I
(Acetobacter) I S FT 18 (Acetobacter pasteurianus)
FOM K B DU ZEMUFT I (Bacillus velezensis) G MR K TR I TE R A
(Bacillus) B ZEHAT B (Bacillus subtilis) TR T
&Hu G JB KN (Aspergillus oryzae) FALTR RS T E R AR R R A [14,16—17]
(Aspergillus) o
TEE Mucor)  SIRTBE (Mucor racemosus) IR RN R AR K i R
JEFL BB (Mucor sufu)
BT 7 B & REATEF (Zygosaccharomyces rouxii) [N sLY) WA P R M R B B [18—20,25]
(Saccharomyce) b I F| W% B 1 ( Debaryomyceshansenii ) BN B )
PRI RS (Saccharomyces cerevisiae) K &
i 7 B R B BE (Pichia Pastoris)
£ [ A B R (Zygosaccharomyces rouxii) 7 R RS A KR A T

i PR AR SN LA R B B v B Y AR A 1 2 B R BT

FERISEH .

3.3 EBMMBTXRERMPREYWEEI KRR XK
7
BRI - ZWA R B LR, B —NEFh &

T — M LAWK > 2 B £ O R R R AR 5 R A B

W A il i P e P P A A R 2 B R ORH LR L AR o Ok T

B RUR AT P DL R S R B R S )L e AR A

BB R —A 1 2 BRI AR AR H R I i — i 4% 8 9

A it s G P L R T f 5 W R DU B BR TR ( Tetragenococcus

halophilusi) BRI B (Weissella) . i BR1E (Pediococcus)

LR W R B IR A BB (Zygosaccharomyces

rourii) JRYMB 4Bt (Candida etchellsii) % . %5 A 4%

K th B (Aspergillus oryzae) %08 A2 % W & B 7,

oK it o A3 B 7 A B PG R T R I L K JORE R R R 43

T I35 itk S A M R TR 45 /N o T W 5T, R A R

M A KR AERE At . mE R UK BR G L BT IR T S AL R

T AR A LR L i 4 AL T 7R S R [ UK [

B8 T A T B 1 D) AR 22 o B 25 1 B 4, 3 0 R B AR

K O 85 0L B B 10 1D 55 5L R B R 3 72 2 1 A
BLR R I A FE 1357 A 26 KR 0 R W %
o i A e R e R ) K 0 0 0
5 T 0 AU 1 5 0 5 0 9 4 0 4 4 B
P LT A AR08 £ 42 W J2 B A 96 W 330 70 b 040 O ok AR 2 4
H BT 3 30 60 9 Tk L SR R LA AR R DL R
Ik .
4 RO A £t ks Wi R e e e i

GRS IS ETPIRES
11 BEFBAWRMENDERRGHE

S22 S I X ok 1 R ] 202 A DR
G125 IR 1122 FAR AL G S8 U AT A — b B b
BRSSO ) — LA o B B 55 BR L 30— 4L 5 A
P LR S VE B B 5 X 4 0 96 0 155 . A7 A — 2 R R
e, ALY A E ALK TR B O e L
B4R T 0 R DR VA 4 0 TR VR A
DAL 4 2 i o A IR 19 2 T LA i £
SR DNA D 5 A VR 0 A £ L S
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