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BN KM R, 2N REYBAL
g TR AN B AR NS M (O LA O B IR
T R AE RIS JRERE ) B9 KU | A K 42 TR E T 32 (A=
cause mortality)", B & AR SR T, 4
AR 7 i I B R MU SR R R Y
FEAE B4 22 7 i ot R DR | T AL AR B/ | T A )
R P2 I N, AT, AU D e R 0210 %o 4 A2
T, A5 42 22 7 il i o AR AR R B T S Y
ThA 227 il it o2 H AT AT 5T PR

AT LA A 2 T Ky S K WAL BT, e+ 3 Tk
P TS 7 RRFLIR A O Al T bR, DT AN 26
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1 #E#TE
1.1 #RFF

A A2 T P T A W 2K T ) 11 57 (Bob’s Red
Mill) ; LR P 249 20 5 T S 46 2 PR ek i A, 20 s T
3 BRI 1 & W25 7L, OHO 7Y . LR FLER 14 (Lacto-
coccus lactis) ,OHe B . %6 FL#F B (Lactobacillus
brevis) . KMFLFFE (Lactobacillus fermentum) ,
FHe % . T E& FL#T # (Lactobacillus casei) 25T g
AP (Lactobacillus paracasei) . #8 ¥) 3L ¥ #
(Lactobacillus plantarum) . )% 8% R # (Pediococ-
cus pentosaceus ),

MRS [ & 55 55 5 MRS Wip kR4, dbatil
TR A YRR R E  D-ARKE, PaA% 3 BLAE L
A (L) S5 A BR A F 5 W) =y AR AR
TR, b SOARAE AR A BRA w5 e il Rl 1y
V5T 254 Bk 2R PR A A
1.2 UFEMiE&E

SPAKK BbR{%, Hit: Tecan 22 W] ; fHIREEF*
i, BRSO A RA W BRSP4 T SHZ-B K
WEIRR G &, LR T A A Iy A PR
o] R PERE T IR 5 IR TE T AR L T HOR
FFRA RN A LGI-10C FL25 % VR T1HL, Jb 5 DY
IR AT A BRA A
1.3 A&

1.3.1 FLRRE K & &  FLIR @£ MRS R 7 5;

FRIEFIEAL 2 %, B0 I L VEAS B AR JC R A B
EHIAKEGEMIRIG , WAKEET 100 mg/mL it A 7l
¥R T WS R, O A MRS s 3 7R AR
B - Ao i 1 TR P L (CFU/g) o

132 2EZmREA S %S = BICEk22], il 442
A2 BRI AT 225, ELAR A8 5 i dn R R

Mﬁmnﬁéiﬁigﬁf%*nm<n

S L 4% R A 4 22 TRy FR K TR
BE 8 0 LR TR B R, LI 11 17 07] 46 700 et 45 i > 107
CFU/g, 7R A1)5 ,28 CIEE 16 h, B J5 H.25 1%
TP A 4 27 R T A R R A L I A LA N
FLIR TR 1 B 4R & e 1) 4 22 I8 T A1V b 5ot B
1.3.3 MR AAE M FLIR R T4 X 10.0 g R T
5 90 mlL JG p A B R KR A 34950 5 R A7 6 B
B BUWM BRI A T MRS [BRS-M -, 8 F A e
30 C8 B 55 5% 48 h J5 dh A7 i ¥ 140,

1.3.4  pH {EFLEH E R E N E 28 Cavallo
SR WA SO 2 R TR 1 AT pH (R
1% 7€ FR & (Total titratable acidity, TTA),

PRI 10.0 ¢ TR TR ZZ MR E A, inA 90 mL
IR TR G5, A pH I B pH
{8, FJE A 0.1 mol/L 1Y NaOH ¥4 W& i <& i BRI,
EIRAWIRK pH (K 8.5,1C K IHAE M) NaOH ¥
W SR (mL) , B 42 22 W T AT TTA {H,
1.3.5 MEELA4EEEMNE ESATEEE
L1 4 & B E 2 8 GB 5009.88-2014 (£ i 4 4
FE AR e £ 5 R 2 4 i I ) P B T
1.3.6 KEMRRAARRE S &N E S
Zhao 25475 ik I WA I, 48 BRORN 0 5 K 5 1
i AA K BB (Water —extractable arabinoxylans,
WEAX) & &, HE 5 R 25 88 17K 4% ] 1:20 19 Lo 4]
BA, WHE3~5s MRS, =R 30
min, A YATE 4 °C .5 000 v/min 55 1F F &0 10
min, B ETHFRAA T BV LtV smentV s n=
1:1:10 B L BHR A 350, 37K 25 min, Bl )5 K
K VPR S R I 0 S AR K 510 nm T 552
nm A BB A 510 FIA ssamo HTEE ST 1 2H 1K,
W .5 ml {28 = BB (0.2 g/ml) (110
mL 212 2 mL 52 |1 mL % 45 B8 (17.5 g/L)
FAMRAT R .
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D-ARBERFRE, L mg D-ARE/mL 750
MR, IR IEAE A s stomn F PR, il VAR 2
2k, o B AR R0(0.88) K DA B 4 O IR

B S BEAR A, T WEAX & i SRR A R
.
W(mg/gﬁ% (2)

A, W——WEAX Jii i b % i, mg/g;c

MR 2R A A5 0 D— AR Y R R (mg/
mL) ;0.88——H 4 Z Al ; m——FF Tt g0
FE i B BORAR B mL,
1.3.7 BB (TFC) & R R 1w F b S 1)
P& B B R RO ISR, 1 g AR S i
5 mL FHR Y 70% B WOR 5 1950, 70 CHE R 2
Y7k 10 min, ARG ¥ 2% ,5 000 r/min £
> 20 min, FIFHAA 10 mL AT EE L —
BEAE, GIFPIIR EIEWROFE AR E 10 mL, 4 Cikt
TR A

2 MRS MR- L €030, W A A el e s 1 ]
S E R, 1 mL USRI S mL AR AR
Wi, WTE 2~3 s FAMIRE), BEEINA 4 mL 1)
2095 TR BV WL, % Tk ke G RN 1 h, J 8 B0,
SE K 765 nm b IR A ROGE IR E TR N
bRt , LA 70% W BEE WO, Bl 20~120 pe/
ml AN R BE VB TR VA W, AR v i £k
1.4 HIEHH

K Excel 2016 1 SAS 9.2 XJ ¥ vt 1748 i1
G338 T 2253 M1 05 15 (ANOVA) #4718 3% 1 43
Br(P<0.05), FrfaidgmEE 3 ik, 5ds LR hF
BHE+bRAETT 22

2 HREHLH
21 £ZBREAIBREEZHTN

e G e e T T VAT v 1) L 4L R 1 2 A )
FURF TR R ZLAT B8 A I G 1l LA 7R 45020 i 1Y
KWEFTN FHe , Ja Wi 2 OHe , B T LSRR
T AT, BRARCRI 28 1 v AT v ) DI 3 7L I v A 2 TR
Fiie i JO ) AN [ A T AN )50 A R TR e e A A
B B R 2 A LR A A K SR R R TR
P R T AT )i e P B R B E, nT U D R T
VAT 11 4 12 R AR

WE 1 s, LIXT R 2L IR R 75 S BCh S ]
FLIR TR 7% S B = B . AR FLAT > R ST >
Xof > e e LT TR > FL R LK B > OB 3K 0 > T 1
FUFF BRI > 28 T B ZLAT 1A .

AR e B 25 F T A R] (R 42 b i 7 42 22 TR
] A % i A v, FHe 8 (% 4 9 LT 1 R OHe 7Y
(R 95 LA B ) A R B B e P, TR A B4 ) X
HRZH Ay 1.62 A5 F 1.54 £ AE Y FLAT T v B AU
FUAFB A 1.05 £, & A0 Wl W T H 4R
J W4 2 T 1 AT D 0 FLIRR AR 5 LB FLIRR A Y 1A
T BB TR BE A, BB R R T AR R IR
T A A FLIR B B s FHe LAY 55 40 3 Fh AL IR B Y
B R R 0, ST I LT DA R T LT R A
B FEAAR T WA g, OB R 3K R A9 TR
JOBCH A X FRALAY 20% ; OHo () 7L R FLER 3 1Y
W HE R RS N R BRI AR Y, TR R A X R
21 23.7% ; OHe # (1) A e L FT TR 9 A 7% 5 2501
A% BRZH 1Y 40.8% , 1458 3 B (S A AE W) AT TR A1
JEFLFFREAC, &AL R FHe (925 1% ZLAF B A
1 LT TR Y PR VR BB I T IR AL, UiB AR
422 PR T AT e T ot v, 3 S A 18, N BE
SIS B R X 4 2 1 T AT ) 5% 55/ 5 A
A5 FFLER R, & WEZE AN FHe B A9 49 LT A
F1 OHe 7 i) 0 FLAT 781 18 7 8 B2 A PR, 45 R 3R W —
AR R 4 27 T v A LA Y ) A B R
AT Ry 4 2 T 1T AT ) R B TR PR, G L2 Al P 2L AT
T o

AT K B S Bl FHe B Y AE W) FLAT
P A OHe 7Y 114 J FLAT 1R 2 & 1 4 22 1% 1 A1 /) £
PR R R Y LT
22 AREEBMEMR pH EM TTAEZRSH

TERR T A R Wt b, Rt E BRI & pH
{ELFITEG N TTA B 1) L B2 B4 Al 98 o435 1R 1 1A 19
Fﬁ[30—33jo

M 2 AU M R R R A Ry, KRS
(2 100 P A pH (B S R AR, FLIR LK vl R I 4
ZWREH A pH B0 & & TX A, TrILTE
HpHESX A ER AR E, HAARE 2%
2 T A1 1) pH (B34 S 3 0K T 0 REZH s Al 2L AT R
R WEFLAT DA AN 2E T W FLAT B 41 0] 9 pH (B G B 3
P2s S oA Y LA w4 pH (B A% S FLAT
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Fig.1 Total bacterial count of different lactic acid

bacteria in whole wheat sourdough

RS 7 BRI AL pH (E T B B2 5%

— M E, AZmmE pH {H 5 TTA {H 2 4H
B e B pH G ) 5% B R M R TTA B0
R EE K, f 3 AT AR T, 2% R
PR TTA B35 253400, &9 20 (8] TTA {25 57
8%, Hoh Al Bk @4l TTA {4 550K T % 1R
A, TR AL TTA E W & T AR LB
X B2 U HOR A LT AL

AN TR LR T i T 4 22 TR T WA 1Y pH (B AE 3.6~
4.2 Z [a] ) TTA {H7E 30.46~49.14 mL Z [d] ,pH {E
TTA ¥ SR, Xl A 5 ZLIR W A2 2L R A
B R BRI —E KR, FLRFLIR G AR
J&F OHo %4, B FIH C W5 (W D% % % D21
BE) AT B L R AR LR 1 AT EL
T2 L R PR TE 42 22 ¥y Ay K e ik Ik 1) % 1 D v ) 34
E N TR AR A i R A A e A e
MRREJIAN L, ROt 4 22 R 1D AT 19 pH (B 5 e LA B
TTA {H A%, AP FUAT I L B R S T FHe Y
BE R OO (U D-Ai A58 D—S288) R pE
(I D=AME L-BT AR ) 7 A= FLIRR , 4Tk b &
AR R D-AME L-BTHofrwsds; # 1A
U, FLRT RAE A 22 0 Sk R R O 1 TR 1vT AT v
(1) 34 B e PR, R R AR BB R 7 2 1 K R TR
PEW) 5, 7= TR B daci , DRI I HL 2 T 1) 4 22 1 1 1A
(1) pH {E IR AIK A S TTA {ff5e i o TEEFLAT I 25T
1% L AT B RSB B BR B L T FHe B, SR, =

B2 ARIBEEZREERN pHE
Fig.2 pH value of whole wheat sourdough

with different lactic acid bacteria

HTE 4 2 T 1P v 38 E R R ARG, BRREAC I
B AR R ERRYEY) BT, #4228 A pH
AR FUAF 40 TTA EB A Y FAT E 41
ik, J& T OHe ALY A e ZLAT PR 7E 42 22 IR 1T AT v iy
B G, AT X A AR L R R R ) A R
FE PRt Y 77 R R IR T A ) FLAT TR

pH {EF1 TTA {E 22 .78 , FHe #4 (AH P FLAT
TR T 4 22 TR T AT g % DI it I I 4 22 2 1 41 1Y
pH {E, H ™= BRRE 1 e o, A R T 49 29 A | 08 4
22 IR T AT 1) 385 3 0 I
23 AEABEE£ZHEBRKBIEMAEKRE
EEENERST

BT 37 A1 A SR 4 S 7K AT 8 BB K AN T 4
T X 1 PRI 7 AR A £ SR, R R A
Ry X} B A

IE 4 e DLE A FLAF T T I FLAT A
A LA AT 4 22 T 1 A v 0 K M ]z A1) A SR
2 T IR A Y LA IR A WEAX &
R R T IR 1.08 i, i HL 3 & 1 AL
DAURN T W LT AT 4, o LT o R T B AT T 4L ]
WEAX &L EMEER; HEARKEA WEAX
SRR EMTX B4, ZEIATEAN
WEAX & SRk, T EILAT A5 5O F ek
A WEAX S ENEES , AFFLRIAE L
iRE 4 247 TR T A A= i %) 7K I P BT R AP AR SR 1 2 1
1t 6.8~8.3 mg/g Z 18], M YIFLIFH 4H WEAX /Y&
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B WEAX B & AR T FLAT 2
FHe B A8 ¥ FLAT T T 42 22 IR ThD AT RE A A
R 42 22 53 5K B v 43 V8 by 22 W R TS0 Rt 7K s P BT
PLAAARSME  F T i = e mm s AR T
WA 42 22 0y R IR T ) iy, O 4 52 Tl 48 3k 2 1Y)
I BRI R
24 AEIBREEEZTHREARBRRITHEERIN
WEFE & IR, AN 0T 35 1 1 2F 4 (Insoluble—dietary

fiber, IDF) X I 0 B9 &% 8 23 7= A R R A 520
RN R R N R 8 WA N 0 | I A P i

B S5, X8 T P KU A 25 7 A — SR R B8 )
— 7, PR YE (Soluble-dietary fiber,
SDF) X T AT L K2 A % T ) it 640 B 6% AR P ) 522 Wi

1 FRIBESEZBREABRRAESE
Table 1 Dietary fiber content of whole wheat sourdough with different lactic acid bacteria

IDF/mg- ¢! SDF/mg- ¢ TDF/mg- ¢
bo ! 111.64 £0.81* 20.49 £ 1.38 132.14 £ 0.70
AIAT R 116.00 + 2.82¢ 20.42 +2.38* 136.43 + 1.00*
K TBESLATH 103.34 + 1.14¢ 18.70 + 1.29 122.04 + 1.427
TELATA 107.48 £ 1.27" 20.43 £ 1.69* 127.91 + 1.20¢
SRR SLER B 105.20 £ 0.86™ 20.33 £ 1.13* 125.54 £ 0.89*
AT E 101.68 + 1.74¢ 21.96 + 0.96 123.65 + 1.23*
R WIAE 100.75 + 1.82¢ 16.35 + 1.41¢ 117.11 + 0.86¢
BAER A 101.19 +2.05¢ 19.83 £ 1.56" 121.03 + 1.40'

T ARG g 08 25 2R i ] 22 57 i 3 (P<0.05) .
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U 5 IDF #H 52, SDF Rl % [ {1 1 A f) I 7K 2% B K
T AT 40 4 BsF ) 2 vy T AT ) e R Pk R AR Tr
A R M0 TR A AR AR

HH 2 1 AT, B L AT TR 4l A, 4 22 1 T A v
(AR TI G LT 4e XA P T B, FRilE R EFLAT
PR JSOHE 3R RRIRE ) LA TR 4 5 AR T R R
) FLAT TR 20 1Y T 5 PR R 1 AR 4 it e T R
M, HEHILRREAH TSR R4S 8 KT
XTHRZH R FLAT W A Ah , R e S A R 4 G &
2F 4k (Total dietary fiber, TDF) % & ¥ IK T X it
4, FRAE T REZH I FLRR R A LA B K A
#R Rz B SDF (FEAIK IDF & & (3R 2, T g S
HB B A KA ¢ A RR gt — D05 WY FLAT
TR AE % B 2 14 0 4= 27 2 1T AT b i SDF % i, W BB
JE W T HAE A 2 B A h R e PRGBS AR (18] 1),
H i THJE T FHe BUZLAR A , GE AR H 2k K iy
D—-ARWE LB R AR S5 SO0, e A= KI5 R vh
RE M5 7K fiff 2k B2 BT K SDF

FHe 7Y 1) 08 9 FLAT 8 AN X BE 8% 5 A1 42 22 2 T
Wi IDF 5 6, [ I AT LAY 24 n SDF #9 & 4
TE 4 1 4 22 TR T WAL ot B A W) B, A BT T
A 4 A2 THTA 1Y 5 o
25 AENBE£EZBREALSBMERSH

LR TR & I T 1T AT AT L foff o 4 0 i 25 5 TR 1)
EA N = N s S = Ny S R ol <)
PrAA AL, DA A T A 8 0 A T MY

WK 5 s, I AL E 2 R
TR AT Ty 5 et e T RR A, R A FAT A
O BRAH 55 20.7% 5 AH ) FLAT 18 20 5 % B L
FE TR 20 5 e L /T O 2 T R T 3 i 22 S R I
=2, R, MYFATEA S RS T T AL
W FLERFLBREA . SO BRI LR 2E T FLAT IR
20, H 22 5 W35 BRAR W) FUAT 8 G FLAT s 2 41
HEFL MR w2 O & AT B, Hrp 2T mg
FURT PR 20 1 3 i eI, W B IR T H TR R A 4
I3 JE T3 e e A ) LA D RN e AR Y 28
TEEFLFT R A A1, He LR B 2H FOGT BE 2 79 79 [
S EERARE,

H 2 1 AT, FHe AR ) ZLAT B AR AL T H B
LR T AN A RE 08 W I 4> 22 12 THD A1 /%) IDF &5 4 | [
B AT DA 808 0 SDF /9 % o, 156 B 0 A 4 1 R 1FT

ab ab

iz
e

7

[
Total phenol content/mg- g™
o

& ¥ < B«

AT E QT
Gl 415

Group
AN/ FBE R £ 4R B ) 22 57 .35 (P<0.05)
5 TEABREcEZEBREALHEE
Fig.5 TPC of whole wheat sour dough with different

lactic acid bacteria

1 4 T 1o 7 v RE 8 7™ Az B 22 1) 2T 24 2K T 25 7K A
BRI, RERS B 2 MK MR B 2 10 5 AT 4 R 4G
T Z B, BERE A RO N4 22 R T VAT B L A
T 72 e R AT AT ) 55 5% o D

3 it

AN TF) R T I 7 ) 2L I TR T 4 22 T 1 1A v g 34
(E R TR], K W20 FHe #Y R 9) FLAT B A
OHe 71 50 LT P BG H  BE Fe th, R AE RIS
2 R 1 P LA B ) A KOS AR A e AN TR & B2
U 17 LR A X 4 T T 1T A A B R R e AN TR
AT H e LR, FHe BB HL Y SLAT H fE 08 B
TR A A R A S, SRR LR L
ANJT AL 1) PR AR 4 22 1 1w AT pHL (B, 7= R fig
J1EC 52) RS A WU K il 4 22 Wy &k 2 b AR TE By
SRR B K IR PE BT R A SME XT3 8
ZEMRFER T A R T 808 4 2 0 & B ]
3) B AR 4 2 1% 1 [ 4 IDF & & A 2% in SDF 1y
B 4 ) KIS g R L A
R 4 22 R v A B i 48 L TIR  FHe B
FAAFL ) LT TR 2 I8 4 22 T 1o AT 1 e e A, A )
T A B A 2 T 25 R R A
27 R 11 AT LA B 4 22 M 7 it A 4 22 TG AL 1) 7 5
eI R LA A 27 by ol kW Rk o 1 4 THT IR T AT T
FHe R AAE Y 7LAF B 2 W1 8 A 38, wIPE N 4
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Effect of Different Types Lactic Acid Bacteria on the Fermentation Characteristics
of Whole Wheat Sourdough

Zhang Weiqing', Wang Bo?, Liu Yanxiang', Li Xiaoning', Tian Xiaohong', Wang Liping"”
(‘Academy of National Food and Strategic Reserves Administration, Beijing 100037
*Gansu Industry Polytechnic College, Tianshui 741025, Gansu)

Abstract In this study, 7 kinds of lactic acid bacteria were selected from 3 fermentation types to study the fermentation
characteristics on sourdough using whole wheat flour as fermentation substrate. The Lactobacillus plantarum and Lacto-
bacillus brevis, which fermentation types are facultatively heterofermentative (FHe) and obligately heterofermentative (O-
He), respectively, have the fastest proliferation rate in whole—wheat sourdough, and both have obvious growth and pro-
liferation advantages, especially Lactobacillus plantarum. Compared with other lactic acid bacteria, FHe—type Lactobacillus
plantarum had the strongest acid production ability, which could rapidly reduce the pH value and insoluble dietary fiber
content of whole wheat sourdough, and significantly improve the water—extractable arabinoxylans, water—soluble dietary
fiber and total phenol content of whole wheat sour dough. In the development of whole wheat sourdough with whole wheat
flour as fermentation substrate, FHe—-type Lactobacillus plantarum had obvious advantages, which was conducive to cost
saving and better improving the quality of whole wheat sourdough and whole wheat bakery bread.

Keywords fermentation type; lactic acid bacteria, whole wheat flour; sourdough; facultatively heterofermentative



