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1 MREFE
1.1 R

YEPD W85 575 . K98 F R 20 g/mL,
BEFEEURY 10 g/ml, 7 %5 % 20 g/mL,pH 6.0,115
C 20 min K ; YEPD [E {455 57 5 . /8 YEPD A
KR 5L L ah LS IMBEAR Ky 15 o/mL; /K iR 15 5%
BB 15 g/mlL, 121 °C 20 min K H

FUAT R ALAC-4 73 B8 H NS AL 5 K B 5
1R 24 8% £ (Candida albicans ,C1CC32819) | # i
% (Aspergillus flavus) .7 5 (Penicillium) 2% Wb 75
% (Penicillium roqueforti) . i 2% (Aspergillus
niger) . B8 (Mucor) . 25 "= M 5 (Aspergillus para-
siticus ) . L5 (Geotrichum) K& & % (Penicillium
citrinum) AK L BE (Rhodotorula glutinis ) |, 58 F AR
22181} (Candida krusei) BRI B BE (Saccharomyces
cerevisiae) . 1L b 5 B K B £f (Debaryomyces
hansenii) . & [ W% £ (Zygosaccharomyces rouxii) |
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MR B8 IR [QE B (Pichia farinosa) Wi R VP T) B
(Salmonella enteritidis) ., . 7 %€ W 17 K W
(Salmonella typhimurium) . 4 B 0 ) % R &
(Staphylococcus aureus) . K W ¥F & (Escherichia
coli) 9 ICAB A fE 1 ( Pseudomonas fluorescens ) 3%
SR 5 B (Pseudomonas putida) 354 2F AT 2
(Bacillus cereus) . FAAZ M3 A 221 FR 8 (Liste-
ria monocytogenes ) ¥ R T it [ Tl i A= P & A
PR FL O,

FLVE By (I AR K Bl R S IR R 4R
HOWr AR IR NaCl, ) RA M AR A
FRAT

ELx808 A tRAX, 3¢ FE A5 A7 FR 2 7] ; LDZX -
T5KBS BUS7 R S 78K B e, LI B BT A%
i) SW-CJ-2FD U3 B b TAE &, SN 13k
IR B A A BR A ] s DHP-9162B 74 At $A44 I 1%
FRA HWS012 A4 et P i K i, b1l —fa Rl
AR F  FA2104N R L 7K, 1 ¥ 35 1 A0 AT
PR\ 7] ;BCD-249CF U2 Z kA, A NESEZE R0y
A RAFE ;PB-10 AL pH 11, F& 2 AR AU (b
)4 BRZ ) s KDC—-140HR 7 18 38 4 VR B DAL,
BOP R P AR AR AT FRZA B IKA®RVIO digital
RUTE e 2 KA, T IMAX B S g E AR A IR A W 5 &
ZEVRURTIRAL R L A FRA ]

Sy Eh Yy BRI AM N RL(3~8 Ji,22 ) ik
il B ek B R IV Rk 147 el b e 30 DL A S 6 3 ) AR
YNEIE 735108
1.2 FHik
12,1 FLFFW IR SR O Byl 2 FLAT TR A
Z 3, &M, BELE R 100 g % T 1 L 90 CH
A AT pH 4.5,90 °C/K 30 min, 28 I B A Al
YA L UE I, PR pH 6.5, E Uk S5 I g, B S5
ZEMRK VL R I £ UK AR T 5 o/L, % 1 /L, %
BERY 2 o/1L,121 °C 20 min KB, 54 H R I
FETE A T P TRV B0 O VR 4 O s Vo VR T I
Je WP K, %5
1.2.2 WEIEAIE SR bR I B0
08 VL T AR g 8 s BT 00 JEC AT BT T, DTG A
IS,

1.2.3  AHXH0 GG PR A 2 48 s TR A
O TR o g A TR FH IC T 4 o P B 1 BF i 22 1

BER 420 2 YEPD Wk EE 3256, 164k 1 18(30
°C,36 h), R 3] YEPD W 85 5 56 1% 2 AL 8%
F£(30°C,36 h), % 9,

XL JZ S A 3 0 AR X 410 B 9 P K Bt B 7
BB, R AEE S 8 R T R B K T R AR
ME T KB b JOR AR B ER KOs 5 7% T B
Bt & 10° CFU/mL;1 mL 8 /% B A £ 25 mL
YEPD g 35 72 5 2 5) JR B ALY | R 18 f5
B A= HEpR ;. FALA A 200 wL HLER %, 30
CHE SR 36 h i,k O A Bl LA o AR X 000 2R 336 1 4%
AR (D)IHE .

R B T P (%) = 56 41 7 Y40 o P B A
(mm /%) BB 21 S 30 B JE B AE (mm ) x 100 (1)
1.24  SARMEEENE S5 55 SO0
DIEREAEAE D, W0 AR Y 1 /DN A1 R O A
(Minimum inhibitory concentration, MIC), HUXf %k
W Fe n R B AR, I JC TR Az BRER K PR IR R 3 1k
Jei il 15 DA BV (R ROV B Ol 10° CFU/mL) , fin A
96 fLAR N, AGH R K R AR R 70 RS S in AT
R T S A AR T R KA R T B, S
LM BB X R L A R B AR R
KR 96 FLAR B T 30 CHHIER: A 5 36
b, 0 3 56 21 5 28 FV AL ODegonn 2518, UKL #
Jo b R B R AR AR, OD o 2 1B 0 20 A A 223 11 1
2k, P Bl MIC,

1.2.5 B I B rpOAS () B 280t v RO 410 R
T P 1) 5% i
1.2.5.0 TP 3 55 5 psf [) XoF 400 9% P %) 5 i)
PR A 20 I HE-80,-20,4 C&F R, AbFE 1
JL5d, 1A H &3 ADA RE =R (25 C), 1
2 5 R B S MLC ) REL R 00 VS L, DA AR Ak B Y
B AR SR BE GRG0 B 05 4 1009% ) , 88 I XL
J2 BRI 000 R X B B O M, WIS R IR
G B [ X AE A 400 B PR s e, AR b 3
3,
1.2.5.2  RE G TE TGS R R AR A
A2l (=20 CHRES WM R O TR 5 IR,
PRI 2 i T R T VR B R MIC A R 0 7
W, LA A B )R iV Skt B R 0 B 0 1
100% ) , 58 J&i FH A2 SF- A vk 0 s A X 00 081 3% 4 |
FE I R B BSOS A S M G PR R e, A
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AbEE 3 UK,
1.2.6 B SO T B rpoA [] B 28 %t 17 O 41 147
T PE 145 T
1.2.6.1 e if Ach 3HOGE 400 R0 Pk A S ) % T o
WS MIC FHLER 83 5, 43 Wl 7E 40,60,80, 100
CF /K% 30 min, 121 CE i AL #E 20 min, K54
H A A, LA b AR AR Ry 6T BE R T
PER 1009% ) , SR FHOBLJZ - B 7 D AF X400 0 3 2
TF A [] o s X REL A8 A 400 RS PR s, B R A
3K,
1.2.6.2  pH &b BRXE 4 B 5 PR 9 R e B i
Wy MIC ML Ry W, 43 %I H] HCL A1 NaOH
P8 W pH {2 2.0,4.0,6.0,8.0,10.0,12.0, %
H b 4 b, W pH {H 2 T (6.5~7.5), LLA b
B AE S AE R X B CRE G 30 B 5 P 100%) , SR 5
JFH RS- B 3 I 5 4 G 0 BR3P, A58 R [R) pH
BT R B B 0 BT MR s, EE AR 3K
1.2.6.3 0 11 JoT 52 v J3 0 400 B 06 Mk s e L o
Jo v BE 43 i A 0.2,0.4,0.6,0.8,1.0 mg/mL fY
NaCl %, in AL A, 1 26 5 0 Wk 32 o MIC, =
TEALTE 4 h J5 , LA 2 NaCl AbBEAYAE & VR 0 6 1R
(FHXTHM B G MR 100%) , 48 Ja FHAUZ P A i il e
AR BRI P, R 5 AN () 2k 114 ok e B X R 422 3
MEEEPER S, FAE AR 3K,
1.2.7 BN RARERFT MRS
185 M 0 . o B 22 1 falt e B8 BH R /N 1 B O
20 (MEE R sg Bl R IR ), BEHL PR 2
(T ME 1 ) S o BE A T 4 (20+2) g ([ 4
AR BT AN R 3 P R B A Y 20% ) , TR 3
d JE#ATIER LS, BRI 4 h R I TR
WS N IxMIC, HE B ARFUN 20 ml/kg R &
WRISASE 2 h, A HITROK B K E I I % 2 4
7 d IFiE /N — e L . B EAT S ABE TR
Bl o S 2 S ) A AN BRI R
il B, 28 A% 22 B 2 S, FEIBOK IR B AR
oY) R i HE B 78 W0 T WS 40 B 45 ik
a BV BRAR AL I 0 R Y
WEZRTEEL . JE AR5 B0 e i A = (2) 15
WEERHEE (%) = WERS T i ()R T i (2)x100 (2)
1.2.8 s H ab B 0 25 SR DL B (A b o
i 25 (x5 ,n=3)" %7~ , | Origin 2019 %2l 521t

, K SPSS 25.0 B[N ZE ANOVA A 56 U817 41 6]
VAR ZE R, I Ry 22 55 MR i
AN M2 L AR SRR IS R e T2 J5
7, BEMEAKF a=0.05,

2 HR5SM
21 MEE

FUAT A VR PTR IR B I RS 4 3% 1 B, al A
K BLE AN R | v SR R 22 R R W RE I
A 8 B R I R AR AR B S B 5 PR TR A R
xR MR B OKZLEERE B 22 AR 8 Bk R
HH R R A SR BRI, G RO B2 IR £ 4

F1 IAMEFERERKIEE
Table 1 Antimicrobial spectrum of Lactobacillus—derived

antimicrobial peptide

EaES TR U gl
FH o F (Aspergillus flavus) ++
& % (Penicillium) +
# 3 F & (Penicillium roqueforti) +
2w F (Aspergillus niger) +++
2% (Mucor) +++
F 4w F (Aspergillus parasiticus ) +
& 3 & (Geotrichum) -
# F & (Penicillium citrinum) +
B A2 B 5 (Rhodotorula glutinis ) +++
b R £ 8 4 (Candida albicans) ++++
S F AR 2 8+ (Candida kruset) -
B B 8% 4 (Saccharomyces cerevisiae ) -
Rk & @A) 8 B (Debaryomyces hansenii) -
£ KB FF (Zygosaccharomyces rouxi) +
Bk B K B #F (Pichia farinosa) -
M £ KA (Sadmonella enteritidis ) +++
R E Y TKA  (Salmonella typhimuri-
) FH+

43 & H) # 3R (Staphylococcus aureus) +++

K W #F # (Escherichia coli) +++
5 KA R (Pseudomonas fluorescens) +++
2 AR JOHA (Pseudomonas putida) +++
3 3 B AT B (Bacillus cereus) +++
A% n NG A B AT 45 (Listeria monocy-  +++
togenes )

7 . 8~10 mm 55 7 B 4 (+) 5 10~15 mm %8 58 90 & M (++) ;15~20 mm
SR TE (+44) 3> 20 mm BRI TR Pk (444 ) ; T E (<)
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YERITE g o A 55 28 JROFT &1 DU 7 Bt 1T Ik
TN 4 o (0 B A BR A B IR e 4 TSI A D
HFER, BRSO AR R U)W FLAT BRI
BRI 15 | 6 6 IO 40 o R B . B R AR
B AN EBOR , B )R M B T JCEX R
22 PR TN A I PR ROR
22 BREWNERERE

W1 Fros , 2SAE 4 A BT 2k vk B 1 ik, % iz
ODgoon 2 B R S8 10 RE 4500 07 o vk B 16 o 59) 1
g/mL B, 0D JLT-TCAEAL , B 22 2B B R TE VA
T AR PR IHORE 4 405 X 1 B 22 B TR 1 MG Dy
1 g/mL,
2.3 RAUETREFEEENNEEERN 20
231 DEr I E AR A [T 4 B P £ 5
T S BEALLTT 37 v ) DR B R, RV ER B (4
C) & VRIFEE (=20 C) B HA A 58 (=80 °C) , BF 5%
AN [ O 0 ek 0 D S i [0 % KL 482 3 00 A1 R e 1 5
Mel, AR L2 AT PRI AT R I ROk 42
Hoy FE T 0 A T M 28 T B 3 AR Ak (P>0.05) , 24 I g
i a3k 21 90 d,4,-20, —80 °C A4 A1 X 11 18 3% 4k
(93.27+2.66)% , (94.45+0.53)% , (90.18+5.30)% ,
F WIFLAT R UR 0 T IO B 0y B A R A A I R
P, BEUS LE A i (IR T 2 T, R 300 o o s o o B
TR Y A A 3 — 45 AL AT RE BT e R R4S ) 7 B
FEVR JHL V2 U B IR DA R S BEAS 5 T, X4 1R 2%
PRI G BUR IR A B KA Yi S5
R IFLAT R 40 1 £ BMA 76 4 C R 3 M H
FLAW TR TG PEAR SR RAF, [F]  ZLAT RSB R, 2 AT
2% IR RS A IR X Sk LT B VR 1A K
FELARE A0 7 £ 5 B 4 ek P B T A B SR
232 REGRSMEEMNEm K 30
AL R 28 5 WS R Rl A RS A 00 B
55X R ¥ T B 3 25 7 (P>0.05) , 7E 575 5 IR Pk il
Je , FEAR X 30 B TS MBS AT B 2 (94.87£7.23)%,
FWIFLAT TR U5 0 T OB B 0y B A R A 9 S5 2 R il
e M o AR TR PR B mT L 45 45 2 £ B S T T
T 52 Sk VR B BRI B 3 1 SRR % [R] A B ER
JUK % 400 T T R AR T RE 23 52 B R Rl AL 3 5
M 131, PR T Y 3 W R B R BT TR IR -20 C
S22, H A RS PR TG A B | S8 ARSI
RN F e L

035r
0.30%
0251,

= 020} n_

Wt
OD(»(X)

0.15+

0.10+

eosp , , , ¥, . %
0.00 0.25 050 0.75 1.00 125 1.50 1.75 2.00
LA A itk e S
Mass concentration of crude powder/g-mL™”
E1 HARMRENERE
Fig.1 MIC of crude lift powder
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Fig.2 The effect of storage temperature and storage
time on antimicrobial activity
120

a I a a

100 / % /‘? %T

80H

60H

40

20H

IEROE 7R
Relative bacteriostatic activity/%

0 1 2 3 4 5
Repeated freezing and thawing times
T A /NG 5 BE R 7R T8 35 1 2% 5 (P>0.05)
B3 RERITHIEF NN
Fig.3 The effect of freeze—thaw cycle

on antimicrobial activity
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AF 0 B8 15 P 7E 40~60 °CH [l 4 AL 2E 30 min TG i
FPEZ R (P>0.05),80 CALHE 30 min JGHEA T R,
£ 100 °CALFE 30 min, 121 ‘CALFE 20 min 5, XFH
1 2 e B AT 170 R 6T 00 R 05 M AT R RE i R 7E 80% 72
A, B FLFF R IR T B OB B By HL A% A i R
ML XS5 R AR T PR K A /N T
500 u, 2R T AL iR i LA A R ) | il A
Wiy R BE I R IS, PR IR S AR KR B bk &= LR
AR IF R AR, X 518 2 058 45 AR,
BB P K& 25~100 C I 121 Cr iR ab F 5
FLBR B IE PR AR BE LR RF 90% LA 17 A F1 K 25 4
FETR S62-9 & e T 7= Bt T JIk B o ik BB 1 s,
B PEZE A R B SR AE 100 CARFR S | 3% 1 [k
RN 80% I A7, 121 °C A H 5 3% o[BIk R N 70%
Ay, TRV ELAT R G f 41 T AR e MY A B
FEMIBESE ) SDLH 411 18 25 F AR 50~80 “CH 1Y 1 141
T PR 5 R P R L S PR R AR, P AT R X
TR Ao T, o IR A R IR H 4 R 454
AT X 4000 R 37 7 A S R

242 pH AFEXTIPEE TGRS 245 pH AbHE
S R B AR T 0 P 0 1 A I R MR AR, A5 AR L
K5, 4 pH<8.0 B FH Fa A3 Fr) AR G410 B 0 P G
FA AL (P>0.05), 24 pH 8.0 B, ML Ky 59 A1 T 40
RS M LU X IR B AR T 16.53%, 4 pH=8.0 i,
FEL 2 53 AF T 410 B 35 P B 3 R AR (P<0.05) , JL-F- 3
JAMGIEYE, FRWIZLFT IR G BORL 3 R TS
TMBRPER BT, SR 1 0] (82 Bt i Ak e iR b 1
Jo B Sy v A s TR P 2 AT RE R T B K 28 R Ak B S
il BRAS AR L, F— 20 52 M S 5 B 22 T
B TR 20 1 R B IO, 2 aR e it v O i
T8 7 1 4003 1 L R e BR B 2 21K pH AL RS
ot Rar, PRI AL, JE7E pH 8.0
KU b b 3 AR 52 4 R TR 3k 5 A RIS I FLFE
AL URE A PO 4 43 EL o AR, HC D P el R 7
T o 8 DR LR TR, X A Re 1 2 R A v
PEFNBEAE S5 T AR

2.4.3 RIS PE RS2 R [ R
o e B X REL B 3 R G B S P e, W 6
Jian . G5, R R < 0.6 mg/mLL B H
P 04 A X B0 B 3 M G 3 AR Ak (P>0.05) , 2 Ek
o VA Ao v R S X TR T A R T R

AF X410 T 7
Relative bacteriostatic activity/%

120
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Fig4 The effect of high temperature

on antimicrobial activity
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Fig.5 The effect of pH value on antimicrobial activity
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Fig.6 The effect of salinity on antimicrobial activity
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AR Z (74.74£6.50) % , 2 W FLAT T U8 40 T AR 4
X R PR PR 2E . H R RK SR A 5 Y
4 B PUE K SIF4 76 50~200 mmol/L #h i & P, H:
AF G40 B 3% PR 18 0 0 2 22 S X ] S A5 T B
7% FRUEE T T 41 7 2 BBO4, 78 10~200 mmol/L K
VBN, MEACR 2 R B RS TRk
IR o AT AN TR E TR R e ek PR 5305 7 M A7

EESR,

25 ZEMIFM

2.5.1  IEARHEAR X HEZH RS 56 41 /N B — B
BLATENAEAT R IS IE S R B (3% 2) , B 000
H0 [i) X JE 2 R S 50 2 /N B R B ROKCR L AR
IR EETT S I B 2w, R EMAHES
FLR YR /N U PR B A R &

®2 MREKEERFR
Table 2 Growth signs of mice

21 31 MR Elg B RBRElg i HE  kE HAKRS W"_ &ﬂ
BElg  AMg hiERE RHAE
YRR 2026 £0.10 3256 £330 1230 5.68:1 EF E A £
F¥4 2014059 3226+ 3.39 12.12 5.98:1 E A o £

252 CPEEOEE RNEERIEECE N R 3 L
Filh, SRR b ot HE ZH RS 00 41N B R B
FETE O . WA AR A X 2l i i 28 11 ik 2
it 52 5 K T 20 g/kg, H LDs,>20 g/kg, MR 45 & i
IR S B oy AR e, 2L IR T S PR T

B, L oM B0 N T & S R 2 e ]
0, 20 BRI IR S /N B JFF B i
B B A A48 B S 6 B A Y 2 R OR B (P>
0.05), R WIFE—UCPERE B w0 B A B2 K, B 20 of
kg X 45 IE 2% A0 2 25 LA B i TG R 3 R,

®3 MREBBRRBERER

Table 3 Mice survival and organ indicators

Wl BB R TR/ ‘ ‘ ‘ ‘ ‘

28 5\ ke o - . S JIE 35 B i ikl it M 45 $% B E 35 4L
g N N (4

18 2 0 20 0 0 0.64+0.15 673123 036006 076+023 1.84=0.44

Fmm 20 20 0 0 071009 585+098 030008 085+0.12 1.57+0.18

253 A MAHLUR B g B SR 2
B JUE A5 B 2R, A TR S o 2 0 % 1R 24 1] 225 LAtk
AP LS B A KA 25 5, T W] W
SIRAE Xk B/ B4 e 2 23R 58 B, T IT A9 45
1y SYURIRHE B 5, /N B BEAS P AR R S D
DL, 555k R AR HE DG W S B AL TR, —
UHENR 20 g/kg AR 3R B A 23 1 BUE 4% 712 2L
FEN X TBLIETE N

3 Hit

DU IR BRI 1) R 1 2 ) 240 LA 2 o B
JE AT P T I R R T, R R T IR
AT I B0 b I T D 5 A i 19 2 A A0 R AR
FEME, O6E AR B AN T R N BT R
SCo AW S Tk AR 38 B m R A

] pH | i 2k PR X EL A 3 100 B 1) e v AR 2
K RZ R e B0 AT R ) IR E M 7R SR L
B BT, HOAH G IR IR M S AR (P<
0.05) , F B HE F FIm R itk DL R AR ER 3758  #F
1 it T I T W 4 TR AR Ak K R A DA R
AR REBL T, RLEL R 55 X BERE EE A X P
M3 2 AR 4k (P>0.05) , 78 K 01 i 3k 21 3
A3 Ff ARG R O T B T A AR R A X 0 R
TPESREIAAT 90% L) I, Wiz HLIR ¥ RE 96 35 1
KRR BT B R Z Rml i ie 1. /NR 2
Z NN RN Z XY AR Bon g, R E
TN HZ At R B, /N BUAE#E 1 o 20 o/ke SR
FWIEH , KRB PEEIHNL L RICT RO, B
(B 22 4 T b e 2 22 10 SRR IR 06 ) 400 4 2
1% FL R B BU RO 2 ) 1) 2 4 G i T S B G
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(b) 8t
7 NRERALFED A

Fig.7 Histopathological sections of the mouse organs
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Effect of Food Processing and Preservation on Antimicrobial Activity of Lactobacillus—Derived
Antimicrobial Peptide and Its Safety Evaluation

Du Xuting, Yue Ziyao, Dong Jing, Li Lian, Mandlaa, Sun Ziyu, Chen Zhongjun”
(College of Food Science and Engineering, Inner Mongolia Agricultural University, Hohhot 010018)

Abstract In order to clarify the application potential and application scope of crude powder in food processing and stor-
age, the antibacterial spectrum was first determined. Using Candida albicans as the indicator bacteria, the relative an-
tibacterial activity of crude powder was evaluated from the minimum inhibitory concentration, temperature, pH, salt con-
centration, repeated freezing and storage time, and finally the safety evaluation was conducted. The results showed that,
crude powder of Lactobacillus —derived antimicrobial peptide has broad —spectrum antibacterial properties; With its good
thermal stability, 121 °C still maintain 79.68% relative antibacterial activity for 20 min; pH 2-6 treatment maintained
over 90% of the relative antibacterial activity after 4 h, almost complete inactivation after 4 h of pH 10-12 treatment;
When the salt mass concentration reaches 0.8 mg/mL, the relative antibacterial activity was significantly reduced (P<0.05);
The relative antibacterial activity had no significant change after storage at different low temperatures for different time (P
> 0.05); The relative antibacterial activity after repeated freezing and thawing 5 times at —20 °C was also not different
(P>0.05); The safety evaluation confirmed that crude powder belongs to the actual non—toxic safety level. In conclusion,
it can be seen that the crude powder of Lactobacillus—derived antimicrobial peptide has good stability and a wide range
of applications, and has broad application prospects as a biological preservative in the food field.

Keywords Bacillus lactis; antimicrobial peptide powder; bacteriostatic activity; safety evaluation



