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ELARFIRFE, DT 70 B 3844 4 1 A0 36 i 2 7Y
AR

T F 53 3 B Bl 4 UG AT T 2L AR (Bifi-
dobacterium  animalis  subsp. lactis, B.animalis
subsp. lactis )VO XJ 15 1 (T8 AL RAT R4 R T 52
PE RSN 2B % bk 22 18 il T AR5 A7
h92.44% , T it 37 () I 55K A 0.3 ¢/100
mL!, I 38 BOw R A RSP H], AT R
N5 e 52 3 5 e A 45 R AR, AR ST U
VEAN S W) SUECAF T FL A VO % 2 AL AU H: 77 i 72
o g A B E M AR 542 4k KAk & # F1
RN R BFEE T WA T, JFEa EEN
5 B AR A HE AR LA | D s AL AR e 1
R Bl W) BT B FL Il VO 1y 38— 20 I & Kl
RS %

1 #REFE
1.1 R R
111 KRR 50 3 ST R L I b
VO(V9), H NSt ol R FLah AE M HR 5 T
U R A S g EE AR

TPY W A3 37 & (BCJ7 < #5434 5.00 g/L, 7K fit
fi% 4 11 10.00 g/L, K & i 5.00 /L, BE1E ¥ 2.00 o/
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L,K,HPO, 2.00 g/L, &AL EE 0.50 o/L, fi W2 ¥ 0.25
o/L, FALEG 0.15 g/L, A4k 2k 0.002x107 g/L,
Twain-80 1.00 g/L,MgSO, 7H,0 0.10 g/L,L->}
e 2R 0.50 g/L) , K& EWRHECA R A 5 3
W AZIR YR 2 000 DNA Marker %5, K% 5B Y)
FARAGRAF,

1.1.2 W&AS5ME Bodl, VS FEIRE R
(P ) A7 BR 2 F 5 e 5 A TR R AR e A
BRAWE pH I, Mge i (L) 22 W] 5400060
B 11, NanoDrop 22 F] ; BX50 Jt2% W il 55, OLYM-
PUS A (HZ);Applied biosystems PCR 1%, 1[1
SROHENAE,

1.2 KEH*

1.2.1 V9 i fb B AL AR 85 37

12,11 ARKMEHNE  $-80 C¥ U I1#L 1)
BT AR IE T T TPY (R 1) WA RS F5 v | 42 Fh
0 1% (TR 80,37 CI R PR 57 (24+0.5)

JE 1400 8 35 T B, CFU/mL N—F 52 13 B 8,
CFU/mL,

1.2.2 VO &AL ARIE 5 1 72 rp e ARG

1.22.1 WIS WE L3 100 105
T XA VO SEAT 824 [ (0 BRAT WS
BRARTE RS, IR0 28 BN B R 4l

1222 fKMEWRERET)  # I8 API 50CHL
WA S UL 4% % A0 A25 AS0 . A75 il A100
HE W 2 API S0CHL ik K Ak & 4 % 2 ik ) &%
W G A S T, 37 SCT™ A% IR A 8 7% (48+0.5)
h, &6 B OER, RigRil b i & IR b S48 m 7
ARy (25 5 AR g BB S B BN, 3% %
BRI AR 1T R X L (4 ik K Ab A B =2 S B R
FE LB RN O] R R R B K AL . 49 FRiloK
LI 2,

Fz1 TPY BikEFE
Table 1 TPY liquid medium

h, BB 2 h BORE (N=3), T £ 600 nm 4b 1 & H: 2 FRE R gL
WA pH (H , 2 A Kl 28 GEE 5.00
1.2.1.2  ELARAREFE F-80 T R VO KRB E G 10.00
JEUAR T FR G AL 2 10)5 RIZR T [k TPY £ 9% 3 1 X 2 M 5.00
37 CHRARE % (72+0.5) h, PR BCA T %, B0 T8 B A A 2.00
GE AR IR B AkSREE SR 24 h, B RUMARTU 5 KHPO, 2.00
1% 1R 1 R it 32 397 6 90 1k B 39 e o 38 S 1R ek 030
Hig H 0,25,50,75,100 1843 HI47iE 9 A0, A25, AE G 025
A50,A75 Fl A100, e o
12,13 BEERACEATSE  mat 1210 R Tiiio O'O?ZOXOIO
%%m%‘?ﬁjlﬁﬂf’ﬁf%ﬁiﬁj%ﬂa‘lﬁﬂ RN M0, THO 0.10
FCE=log, " (N/No) ™ L w2 8 3 0.50
A No——LL 1942 B it 42 AT e Wi 44 35 5%
%2 API 50 CHLAHHLERESHBALEYN—%
Table 2 APl 50 CHL Lactobacillus identification system list of various carbohydrates
%% K, B %% ) KA
0 - B bk 3 98 25 ESC Kot R A R4
1 GLY % = 26 SAL KA
2 ERY A 48 BE 27 CEL D—tF Y = 48
3 DARA D-FT 348 48 28 MAL D—% % ¥
4 LARA L-FT 54 48 29 LAC D-5L4
5 RIB D—#i 30 MEL D-% =4
6 DXYL D-A 4k 31 SAC D- 48
7 LXYL LAk 48 32 TRE D 5 4
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%5 a2 BIRAL S %5 AW BIRAL S

8 ADO D—#% 5 B3 33 INU e

9 MDX WK —B-D vt K HE 34 MLZ D—#> = ¥

10 GAL D—¥3L#E 35 RAF DA% T 4

11 GLU D-#% &% 36 AMD W

12 FRU D-R ¥ 37 GLYG R

13 MNE D—H & ¥ 38 XLT K e B

14 SBE L— 3L 45 39 GEN D-%.he — %

15 RHA L-R &4 40 TUR D- 4645

16 DUL T B} 41 LYX Dk 7 ¥

17 INO AL B% 42 TAG D35 #s 4k

18 MAN H % B 43 DFUC D-% 34

19 SOB NEEY 44 LFUC L-2& %4

20 MDM Wk —q—D—vib v B b 45 DARL D-T 35.4h B

21 MDG WK —a—D—vikvh ) F 4B 46 LARL L—1+T 348 B%

22 NAG N-T B3 ) 48 47 GNT W B AR AT

23 AMY EHA-H 48 2KG 2B 3K H) £ 4 Bk 4T
24 ARB AE R 49 5KG 5—EA FL H) B b BR 4T

1.2.3 VO JER 53 Hr 1235 RS EKBEMMEE K 1.224 5 3H

1.2.3.1  FEN4] DNA 2B AE AT X VO 1Y
A0 A25 A50 ,A75 #1 A100 $2HL DNA, K 2 B
DNA i i Nanodrop #F 17 21 B Il %2 (A s60m/A 2500
Asgonnd A o) 5 5E P BN 6 J0C HL Uk XoF 2% 7 58 % BE
KAl FEHEATRIN il ) STE 4% 58 J7 12 %) 1 i 4 Ik
PR 2 A7 PR B, A ] b, e R R T fefE
Qubit, 1 /& 223K J5 i i Nanopore V- 5 #4742 3 A
HMF

1.232 @ KA i i NextDenovo 4 41
2 SR A Circlator 348 — AC B s 2 47 31
AU, SE 3 Pilon B AKX = AR
T Polish!"™ f5 ZEARAG AN [ ACI 9 VO 42 5 K 41
75,

1233 “FEEHR—-ZMEITE 2% Goris F)
(7% 0 VO AN [R) AR BT A B PR 20 5 JFE D de i TR
HIFAT I E TR — M5, M A Perl A
P A TR AR 8] 9 S A% 1 R — PR,

1234 SNPfLmiZr#r  Lh V9 JBUIRIFIIE R 2
FZIRN A, il Mummer 2045 B8 AR A 8 4% B
SNP {7 st #4750 53 M, K Soapsnp A4 i 17
SNP 37 s A6 I 33

SNP 37 5 B L 91, F R AF TTOL A8 1 &R 48
AR, AT AT
1.2.3.6  BoKAEYITEERG 0T B VO A RAR
1N 7 Qi o SR RS I S S 7/ IR T G
(CAZymes ) B8 e 047 D 68 T8 R, AR 48 1 B 4
GE it AR TR AE ) CAZymes ZX %, i 1 TBtools
A AT AT AL
1.3 HiEAIE

G UUSE bR EZE (v £ 5) FoR, Geit A il
HI SPSS22.0 #icft , . E M A BEE H 0.05,

2 HR55H
21 V9 £z

THAE D AN ) A SR, AR A AR SEUIR S AT
JIT 22 S22 TRl A A2 A 3R R ) A R TR
sl AR IR R E L W A Y (O Do) 23 P51 241 L
1) B A FH T S22 30 7 1 AR AR 34, MR E N
600 nm I}, 7 —E R L nl DU MRE SR Vo
A K AR T I 1 s

VO 7E 37 C, IREH:FF 24 h b B pH fH |
ODegoonn HIZE L34 .0~8 h VO Ak T ZEH ], OD g
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TS 8 h Jm A E A KT, OD g L 3H

Bl I Tt pH A K B T 4,20 h B 0Dy, i 145 K

505N S i, 25T 2 i ARAE

sl J i, 22 VO MURMITHER

= sof |, 5 HRAE LR VO ALk, XA K
il VI UE BRI AT I T B, I bR 1 1R
sl ' ARG 3, VO BT BN (2.70£0.52) x
—— . . D 10° CFU/mL, X BOA I 3% 11 20 (2.79+0.24) x10°
Tﬂjnﬂ/h CFU/mL, ZM8 1.2.1.3 Tk A KA 5T 1

FIR R E A VO A K ACELZ N 6.69 1R, H7E 20
h #EAFREW B L 24 h AR AR S A K%
1K, %) 6.69 X, %2245 100 18,25 15 d 52 AL,

B shin AR ZL LR VO JR A E 4k 4 < ih 2%
Fig.1 The growth curve of the original
B. animalis subsp. lactis V9

R3 FYWNEHEIATH VI FRBRERKBLER(n=3, x=5)

Table 3 Algebraic results of the starting strain of B. animalis subsp. lactis V9 (n=3, x *s)

bk 4 7% B /x10° CFU - mlL"! .7 41 30 7% B /x10° CFU - mL™! N/N, K3
Vo 270 +0.52 2.79 + 0.24 103.33 6.69
23 VO EHZEREFTEFRIEFAR R BAUEE LS AR TR S, 6] b 45 S O

23.1 WESERESEPREEBESIE X 2, VO #E%E 100 [CHE KL S8 T sh ¥ U AT
V9 7E A0 .A25 .A50 A75 F1 A100 B & Wk 3 47 4 L AE S | B AAR B A8 B (A 25 0B i 25 5%

Vaey . I - I CVOFERITT T VAT, T 0t NoTALg0-l |
R } AL e LN > o =y - . y Lo, - ¢
37 -\‘A‘Q N = "i | o ~/ . | (EROE e g ,»'5,',})
- - LA T - \ o § < v
\’, . .;-: ¥ Shan, ' 1 S S e : - A%y‘ Wl OJ:\,‘ \:",
PR 0 | EAMG
o, e - Ik b it oansal s &Y PR L LY
S L - T e = B Loy \-SJL 2 oo ’,”. ) Bt e »
e vdkion TYE T, - r *STO-AS(- VEY . YRR B P ST
€7 AQY § } T AT Voajod . ETN ) dpusin e L § 02 20 g
""‘“ AR L Y y . Aol B, . RIE il
R  F S e
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Fig.2 Morphology of the bacteria of B. animalis subsp. lactis V9 in different generations (x100)

232 @okfesCEEE S MERRBOKEY B D-HEERE A L REREE D-%
Y78 (APT S0CHL) 25 & AT Xk AS [\ e ok Ak 5 4 1 20 D-FLWE D-% W D- M DA 1 BE
fRBHRE Tt AT b, JEH TERE M, VO D-JfH 8 H V9 7E A0 A25 A50 A75 & A100
AR 12 PRk A6 A9 48 L-FIRiA s D-% WKL A s BE ) 0 B3 25 5 (P>0.05) .
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T4 ARAKRHYNEFEALF VI #rokKE Y (APl 50CHL)FI AE R (n=3, x£5)
Table 4 Utilization of carbohydrates(API SOCHL) of B. animalis subsp. lactis V9 in different generations (n=3, x xs)

%5 KA B IKAL B4 A0 A25 A50 A75 A100
0 _ _ _ _ _ _ _
1 SLY & = 8 _ _ _ _ _
2 ERY IR S5 HE BE - - - - -
3 DARA D—TT 3548 45 - - - - -
4 LARA L—T 3548 45 + + + + +
5 RIB D-4 4 + + + + +
6 DXYL D-R 4 - - - _ _
7 LXYL L-ARH - - - - -
8 ADO D4 B - - _ _ _
9 MDX ¥ & —B-D vk vh A HE 3 - - - - -
10 GAL R _ _ _ _ _
11 GLU D-# & 4 + + + + +
12 FRU D-R ¥E - - - _ _
13 MNE D—H #E 4 - - - - -
14 SBE L— AL 45 - - - — -
15 RHA [R5 - _ _ _ _
16 DUL T BE - - - — _
17 INO LB - - - _ _
18 MAN H & B - - - _ _
19 SOB WLy AL AR - - - - -

20 MDM WK —a—D—vk v H 3 - - - — _
21 MDG Wk —a-D—vwkvh H F ¥ - - _ _ _
22 NAG N-T B3 & 4 e - - _ _ _
23 AMY FEAH + + + + +
24 ARB AR - - - _ _
25 ESC Lot R AT AR 4% + + + + +
26 SAL KA 3 - - — — _
27 CEL D—4F 4 =4 - _ _ _ _
28 MAL D% 3 ¥ + + + + +
29 LAC D-3L#% + + + + +
30 MEL D-% =¥ + + + + +
31 SAC D-F ¥ + + + + +
32 TRE D—if 345 - - - — _
33 INU TN _ _ _ _ _
34 MLZ D—H> = HE - - - — _
35 RAF DA% F #& + + + + +
36 AMD TE Ay - - - - _
37 GLYG ¥ R _ _ _ _ _
38 XLT AN B - - - _ _
39 GEN D-R. e = + + + + +
40 TUR D- X A48 - - - - -
41 LYX D—k % 4% - _ _ _ _
42 TAG D344 - - - - -
43 DFUC D-28 4 - - - - -
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(&% 4)
%5 ] B KA A A0 A25  A50  A75  A100
44 LFUC L% ¥ - - - - -
45 DARL D—F $5. 40 8% - - - - -
46 LARL L—T 354h 8% - - - - -
47 GNT W ) M AR AT - - - - -
48 2KG 2-BR A& W) E ¥ B AT - - - - -
49 5KG 5B K A B 48 % 49 - - - - -

TE 47BN TR L <= R AT R

24 VO ESEERFERAMRER

24.1 GTDB FEPR A8 e Xt FlH NextDen-
ovo BAEXT 3 AR 45 2] Y J5L iR Reads YEAT4H %6 |
22 58 WA K 5 MR ) VO(N=3) 4351 5 GTDB

B e LR S5 R0 5. GTDB HU XS 45 2R Won i
W bR B T sh W W FF B (Bifidobacterium  ani-
malis ) .

*5 GTDBLEITER
Table 5 GTDB comparison results

Strain piS 1 N B # J b
V9 mH HEH AEHE HEH A I H AT B A AT 24y S AT
242 FHEAGE  FIA Circlator #4542 5 K/NHK 1.96 Mb, F- GC & H 60.48% , H IG5

(i = AQ K 2E A7 2R AL, JF 6 Pilon K XS
Nanopore Ml 5 £ 48 #E4T B 3E" d5e 2445 B A [R) AR
i VO BYZE AP, b HAEE N 15 B, 45 2R W
7~ A0 A25 A50 ,A75 F1 A100 9 V9 ~F- 34 5L ] 21

B, EE R IR 6, S FL N K/NA 1.94 Mb,GC
e 60.50%, LA R TR FARES VO 5 R
UH 52 R L RS B0 8.3 2 57 (P>0.05),

R6 HYWNEFEIALHH VIEEARFER

Table 6 B.animalis subsp. lactis V9 genome information

Eazl 33 X /Mb GC 4 E/% il 53 X /Mb GC 4 %/%

Vo9 1 1.94 60.50 A50-2 1 1.99 60.49
AO0-1 1 1.96 60.49 A50-3 1 1.96 60.48
A0-2 1 1.96 60.49 A75-1 1 1.96 60.47
A0-3 1 1.96 60.43 A75-2 1 1.96 60.48
A25-1 1 1.96 60.49 A75-3 1 1.95 60.48
A25-2 1 1.99 60.50 A100-1 1 1.96 60.48
A25-3 1 1.96 60.45 A100-2 1 1.95 60.49
A50-1 1 1.97 60.49 A100-3 1 1.96 60.49

243 ANILIFE SFIEAT — B0 (AND) &2 [ Bt Py AUBAT B FL AP,

T 5% TR R (1] T 287 Bl 56 A 0L 32 o B 2 A 48 A, LG,
24 ANLH KR T 95%} Hy [a] —Fh SO AN, S 178
FE K L VFAS VO i 22 A% AR i B b B R T 1
WAL R, A VI 5 AT ANT fH, JfH
TBtools 34Xt ANI {ER] M AL, Wi 3 fFros , AN
B VO ] 2 B v B AR AR ANT E 3K F
99.99% , £ WAL AR 3k 7 i TR R 2 W] — A, B 5l

244 SNP - HT  FREATIR 2851 (SNP) 218 7E
LR A E b, PR A T R 1 AR R T R B
DNA JF9 1) Z 5P A 5T LL VO TG e 51
SN, WARFEACH AR TE SNP A7 5 7R
BT, A5 R BRAEAS [ B R TR v 2 4 3142
A~ SNP 7 o5, , Hoip A 8 4 AR X278 ,9 TR X
A% HiAy 29 AN FREH E] X, ¥ SNPs v i 455
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= | -D- a7s2 10000
= oo
HE . 1 -- A100 3 100.00
m . I B 02 100.00
EEEE - W s %999
|| Il axse 00.00
[ [ | BN aso-2 99
HT'EEE = B a2s1
| A100-2
| || A753
. | || || B [ at001
[ | ] A253
|| A50-3
-- -- - - - B.animalis subsp.lactis V9
L] -D--! B A0
g i e e e 471
EOE ST ES IS TEF ¢
.o‘w
&
o
B3 AR NIEFEFLILH VO B EIH AN &
Fig.3 ANI value between strains of B. animalis subsp. lactis V9 in different generations
off FEATTNREVERE, 1355 SNPs LM SCHRE R 0 UM RS 25 AU RRAH LL , B Fa e it A%

KR, g 7 PR, AEF LR AE 5 A T 1SL3
FEIE &K 1S2001 K WG §5 2 W ABC ¥5i2 & 11 ATP
G E BB CO9 Rk AR . BEF - -
i BH 5 R 1) s A JE 19 L, [ Ik 2B 8 A5 3
KA AR WK AL G B D RE Y L

) SNP v 5, A25-3 5 A50-3 B BR7E 7] — 3 K 7
FALUE B —A SNP; 2 50 185 75 FOR A7 A TR
V7 25, SNP; A75-1 5 A100-1 B Wk 7 ] — J PRV
UK —A> SNP, I I AT E sl . BREZPILLZh Y
XUE AT B L F A ADO11 43 R 4 ¥ 9IE NS %

TE 3% 2 A AR Y 3 v e 0 28 78 B i 4 D ﬁ Wt 5% & B 3h W) A AT B L Rl V9 Bi04 il
WE] 5 A4~ SNP KATE4 0 RN A 5 =% A DSM10140 777 276 4~ SNP 7 45, Hb 445 38
HZ 8], — BN AR AETE , AR 28 22 %)H" AN CRAR 178 A B LR AR 60 4 T A
W BN 21, S N A — Wbk, 8 RIX P Bk A 92 4> SNP, Hl o A B

®7 SNPREMARIRER

Table 7 SNP mutation sites and annotation information

%:Z‘:jﬂ SIAN; EE EEAR T Ty
1304 297~1 305 592 2 BALV_RS05595 Syn ISL3-like element 1S2001 family transposase
79 093~80 388 1 BALV_RS00355 Syn ISL3-like element IS2001 family transposase
996 941~997 867 1 BALV_RS04290 Syn 5 —methyltetrahydropteroyliriglutamate ——homocysteine S -
methyltransferase
1304 297~1 305 592 2 BALV_RS05595 Nonsyn  ISL3-like element IS2001 family transposase
79 093~80 388 1 BALV_RS00355  Nonsyn  ISL3-like element IS2001 family transposase
1309 744~1 311 039 2 BALV_RS05610  Nonsyn  ISL3-like element [S2001 family transposase
1 820 681~1 822 477 1 BALV_RS07610  Nonsyn  ABC transporter ATP-binding protein/permease
269 382~271 007 1 BALV_RS01125 Nonsyn €69 family dipeptidase
281 393~282 688 1 BALV_RS01170 ~ Nonsyn  ISL3-like element 1S2001 family transposase
565 135~566 652 1 BALV_RS02370  Nonsyn  glycoside—pentoside—hexuronide (GPH) :cation symporter

1 :syn Fow [a] L5

snonsyn i 4 /] L5
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FLEAY VO i 4 R4 F AL IR 19

A5 MR VO ARNFEACET Y SNP Z 8 /b | it s
SRR, L, VO 7E i S0 B A
14 358 4% R 1

245 RGEREW  REGEKRE MW —
TR DA AS T3] A ] 0 358 % 1 B, 3 o JFL 1 T 1 e
e S5 3R i R R R, RAEAE T — 4 3L,

Tree scale: 0.01F——

& W TR PR 22 TB) (4 Z2 R PRI a4 B B it i —
BT VO ANRRET 15 BR s, LA V9 i
WIRHNAFI NS Z WA, LT 15HER
SNPs J741] Wit RS8R B, WK 4 Jrs . ARAR
B VO 5 H WA RER —0 %, FEHER
T, HLA e AR AL A a8 A R

B4 SNPHmHMEMARSZKEH
Fig.4 Phylogenetic tree based on SNP sites

24.6 BOKALEYIEERER oK E YR A
W) 2 45 A4 A 0% 3N T BB R R R R kK Ak
B W T T T BCHE PR (CAZy ) 2 5 % Bk K AL & 4
B HAT A= ) 00 1 % G i 1) T 2 00 T 0 K
B KA A 0 P Tl A3 R R 7S KRR R, A
T 7K fif B (GHs) ZK W Wi I % 3% 6 K % (GTs) K
| 2 HE L i (PLs) (B KAk &5 W TR i (CEs) il
B E AL B R (AAs) FBR K AL & B B 4 45 B
(CBMs), Hor GH s 2015 2 2 /E H 2 A AT EE

KA AT HE , GTs FM 35 ZEAE FH W 11 58 4 i
PLs 15 2 B FH R AT B0 AR K i 24 CEs &
W 2 BEAE FH R K R oK AL B W TR 25 AAs K%
FEAEH RS CAZymes PrF] 1 F 6 481k 8 B
CBMs Z % EEAEH 2 Sk W& s
FEF A K LT % VO A [R5 B T K Ak &
PRI RE 91, I K Ak A 4 T O I A
DBCAN2 W3k %5 VO ik 7K Ak & 4 10 4 il o) B
FEREAT BT 25 RN 5 IR
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Fig.5 Carbohydrate active enzyme annotation heatmap
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Evaluation of Genetic Stability during Continuous Passage of

the Bifidobacterium animals subsp. lactis V9
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Ministry of Agriculture and Rural Affairs, Inner Mongolia Agricultural University, Key Laboratory of Dairy Biotechnology

and Engineering of Inner Mongolia Autonomous Region, Huhhot 010018)

Abstract Objective: In this study, the genetic stability of Bifidobacterium animalis subsp. lactis VO with excellent pre-

biotic properties was used as the study object to study its genetic stability in continuous passage. Methods: When the
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Bifidobacterium animalis subsp. lactis V9 was continuously transmitted in TPY medium for 100 generations, the colony
morphology, carbohydrate utilization and combined comparative genomics of 0, 25, 50, 75 and 100 generations were
comprehensively analyzed. Results: There were no significant differences in phenotypic characteristics such as bacterial
morphology and carbohydrate utilization of Bifidobacterium animalis subsp. lactis V9 during the continuous passage process
(P>0.05), And with the original genome of the Bifidobacterium animalis subsp. lactis V9 as a reference sequence, The
study found that the genome size and GC content of the Bifidobacterium animalis subsp. lactis V9 at different generations
were not significantly different from the original genome (P>0.05), and the phylogenetic tree results showed that the Bi-
fidobacterium animalis subsp. lactis V9 at different generations was closely related to the original genome, and by identi-
fying the SNP mutation site, it was found that the genome of the Bifidobacterium animalis subsp. lactis V9 at different
generalions was conservative, and no stable genetic mutation sites were found, and further carbohydrate metabolism active
enzyme annotation was carried out, and it was found that the strains at different generations had similar carbohydrate
metabolism-related genes, and the genetic characteristics were highly similar. Conclusion: The Bifidobacterium animalis
subsp. lactis V9 has excellent genetic stability during continuous passage, which provides a theoretical basis for the fur-
ther development and industrialization of probiotics.

Keywords Bifidobacterium animalis subsp. lactis V9; continuous passage; genetic stability



