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Research Progress on Relationship between Microbial
and Flavor Development in Coffee Fermentation
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(1.College of Food Science and Technology, Yunnan Agricultural University, Kunming 650201, China;
2.College of Chemistry and Life Health Science, Guilin Normal University, Guilin 541199, China)

Abstract: Fermentation serves as a critical process in coffee fruit processing for flavor development. Microbial metabolites
produced during this biochemical transformation substantially contribute to the aromatic profile and flavor characteristics of
roasted coffee beans. Microorganisms degrade coffee fruit mucilage and produce metabolites such as esters, ketones,
alcohols, acids, and aldehydes. The interactions between these compounds contribute to the complexity of the final flavor
profile of coffee. This review systematically summarizes the predominant microbial community structures and succession
of coffee fermentation processes (wet, dry, and semi-dry methods), elucidates the impacts of lactic acid bacteria, yeasts,
other bacterial, and filamentous fungi on flavor development, and the underlying metabolic pathways involved in these
biochemical interactions. This review aims to establish a theoretical framework for targeted flavor modulation in coffee and
to advance the sustainable efficiency of coffee industry practices.
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i G, 45 oER RS AR AR E Y S RURTE O R T e S 13-

IR R 2T 24~96 h DLEBRRIR)Z, FTE R 7K
IKF] 10%~12%2 TR T2 s rymmER & T
EE RN G b, [RIEHHAT R BN TR AR, PRkesbhse
BrAgEImnME SR 2Tk A T T FR vk 22 (6]
FA—F 5355, FRILART B RIS s i | AN A T
VR BRI T, A TR AR b A7 R . wn
TR b, A4 S mmm SR SE i N TR ST [RIAE H AR
JHP= Az Z2 AP R XU 5, IX B 5T AR e ML
JE AR BE e e =, T T R AR g IXUBR BT
P RE B | A0 AN 22 R L S5 2 A AR M A [RIVE T, K
i T WME SRR, SIS RAAEIAE R, R
FRAEERZS . ERZS | EEE . BRISFNIES SR Y, X
LUk G 4 2Z 0] AR EAE FIXT e kb ain M a8 UK
TR, SECT MMECRHSRE MR E 2k, B
BAHSCHAST 2242 Hh T MERN T T 25X RUATE sl 5%
i, XF IR A B R v b R R -5 XTI i e &R
FAHACEHH LRI Z REE L. TR, AR
MEIN T B R TR AR, SR 1 iR . AT
VE AR T AR T i R TR, AR T LR RN | TRk
AT« JEAth 290 BT AR 22 bR T X i A XU T ol P4 55 1 B
WP 2 P A WA PR T e L) o
1 WnrdE% Bd 32 HR RO $2E K

mEEIN At AR v, BEAET . ZLAR A . HAth 4l A A0
ZLMR B AL, AR T 7 2= A B2 A
PIETANE, N 1 FBios o R BEIT 45 BT, 40 b 4K
BRI RE B O, R UL 4 e R A FLAT e R
(Lactobacillus) . W FRERTAJE (Leuconostoc) . ZH{FT
W& (Bacillus) . A8 R (Acinetobacter) FERIT
QP @ (Weissella)®' . W& RIFEAIEAT, pH FFE, BF
B R AL 1fi 7R B D 5 T p R R B W EE, B LY
M5k B JE A BRI B BE R (Saccharomyces) . Y6 75 %
;)& (Pichia) . 2215 £ )& ( Candida) . 21 W )&
(Rhodotorula) FIV M EERE & (Hanseniaspora)'” s &
PR R P A 2R PR AR L, TR R
(Aspergillus ) M 5)E (Penicillium)™"

FERRELIN T, minME S ARG )2 S8 R Y 3=

FLRLJT, K UANFE R S i A R AR T R R
AREEUSRA, (T AR PR R R B s Sk L SR 22 R, 22
R ECTE I SZ #HNHI02 . Elhalis 2503 WFSE T MM wmHE
RN T AR b it As ik, S5 SRR H LR TR LA
R BRER B (Leuconostoc mesenteroides ) FIFLERFLER
Wi (Lactococcus lactis) N, 53 BIAE L BERT 24 h 9K
F| 5.5 Fi1 5.0 log CFU/g J& FF&; BEEEpRIER 2 I
B, KWL IR (36 h) ik K{H 5.5 log CFU/g, &
LR DGR A e IR RSB 2H i . Haile S804 R
JHREE & e ERE S (96 h), WUEEE RO A E A 15
48 h iR B KAE, Ho A ERIE R0 (8.23 log CFU/
S TER T 48 h I 35 & THAWEELE . da Silva 2501
TS T B a1 A e A v R A PR RS AR
1k, K& BT LA BH SR ER PR S (52.47%) M 3=, HAR A4
BFT &R (Gluconobacter) (27.20%); 12 h Ji, FibHEFT
BB SN, 53 57.40%; A LS R (24 h), BHE
BRE B IS IME] 69.92%, TR A ELE 20.16%:
Shen 25U ST T = B BT 47 bR ImMETR 1 A& it 72
R A IR, SR B R I AR B P G O R
J& (Achromobacter) W)= (12.95%), 1F 24 h ik
F| 24.69% Jim 52 T R T IG A 8 A BH A Bk
PR R 533 AN 0.15% B4 151 33.74% F1 0.00% H4 ]
6.39%(24 h) . FMERINF, M&EJB7E 12 hik 5|
10.76% JEaH 4RI/, 36 h A A ARIE.(0.90% ) ; BEEE
PR AV P BT 1 35 BE B =i, FH 3.45%(0 h) 3 &
26.80%(24 h) ., %5 L, FEMR R, LIZLIR TR
SRR A PR B AR R I R, T B DR DRI i P A
KPR e A P 3 Sy, I PR R A A
AECAS ] b, DXAS ) s AP i A A= 42 2 R AR R 22
5, R AR ORGP A A AR
TN Tl T Lsad 10~25 d /9 H iR, T
FI AR BTG, 5 M T B o L 2R AR
M. de Brnyn U7V BFSY T RN T NME S A4
HEEARA, 25 S W e SR A HERR R et A, 41
PRREYS T BH SR BRPR . BSTRAT B I =F B iy, b R
ERPETE R BEMIES 10 d 3585 RAE (2 62%) )5 T[4

F 1 AR A EEREY
Table 1 Main microbial community in different processing methods
FE R AN Tk EER7S SCHK

HH ER 2K 1 )& ( Leuconostoc) , FLFF 1 &
(Lactobacillus), LR & (Lactococcus)

RIS LE I (Saccharomyces ) , DT
J& (Hanseniaspora) , {8 221803 J&
(Candida), "W EE)E (Pichia) , £ BE
J& (Rhodotorula)

PERE T

AT EEE (Acinetobacter) , TE RN H &
(Klebsiella) , [7 T V)& (Enterobacter),,
TS (Bacillus ), FHEF S

(Gluconobacter)

HAbanw

5% )E (4spergillus), H T H)E
(Penicillium)

FURIFT )& (Lactiplantibacillus ) , FUATF

W)@ (Lactobacillus), FLER# &

(Lactococcus) , Bl [ICH & (Weissella)

H R BR & & (Pediococcus )

BT 7 LR (Saccharomyces ) , F5 R FI

)@ (Debaryomyces ), Yo 7R BT &

(Pichia), A B ( Torulaspora)

FBRIEEEE I8 ( Cryptococcus)

[T AR (Enterobacter) , NS &
(Acinetobacter). WK JE (8 (Hafnia)
7 H A E (Klebsiella) , M &

(Pseudomonas ) , “EIEAT R & (Proteus),

ZEFFT TR & (Bacillus)

T8 18 & (Penicillium) , % ) )&
(Fusarium), ¥ 1)@ (Cladosporium)
h & & (Aspergillus)

FNEAT R (Lactiplantibacillus ) , 7T
® & (Lactobacillus ), W HERH & [4,9]
(Leuconostoc), FLER# & (Lactococcus)

BB FRIEREE (Pichia), TR B2 LR
(Saccharomyces) , 5 A H &
(Torulaspora) , TELFI|FEEE &
(Debaryomyces)

T8 (Enterobacter) , SFAATHE
(Bacillus), SETAARIE (Kiebsiella) , N
ST @ (Acinetobacter) , 2T &
(Bacillus)

[8,10]

[8-9]

M58 (Aspergillus) , Bif)g 1
(Cladosporium) , T 74 J& ( Penicillium ) (1]
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FLRHEE I L RE SRR | (RZZIPERETR 5 3%, BERIE
B JE A BEAE K WS 20 d ik B KAE (24 94%) .
Silva 25U fiff 57 4 B BT B = minMEZE 725 A o) 3
(0 d) 4N 32 5:(96.3%), KTHE 8 d AN E =/
 50%, FHILLRETE . 55 14 d IR FREE<
OS] A Tl e B ST OE 52 N5 A =il vat U ARES)
A 75 PR 18 B ( Debaryomyces) (27%) . B R BB
(18.9%) A 221H:11(8.0%) » FE T &I, Mk
Sy AT L IANE A 2, WIHA LA 2% G 5 32 S
A7, BEAE SR PR R R A3 RO RIS, R A 24is
L, TR B AN 22K LB 1) = WA D T o

2Ty A T E T AV i T — e ]
T2 Vilela 558 P A lEmnmE o7 rp 453 29
728 BRI, BERFEE 5 52.47%, 401 5 39.28%, R E
Hih 8.24%. TEAMEMIAT 24 h 4HE R 22 (7.0 log
CFU/g), BB Yk 22 (3.7 log CFU/g), 2R E
/0 %0(2.0 log CFU/g) 5 A& 18 fe SR BE el /5 32 S il
137, 120 h J5 53] 6.9 log CFU/g, 4l # % 2= 2.0 log
CFU/g. Ribeiro 25" H & Wil T BB B R R 2+
V& R AR T AR AL, 45 53 I i SR ST A AR R
£ 5} (3.8 log CFU/g), KW 24 h J5H R REE SIS K
24 33%, £ 36 h J5 & FIEass, X P Wit
TEIE R, 5 R WA pH . IR Z A SE,
ELBERZ I A A R 2R I R Al
2 REEMIMER BG4 S HE S KUK B

TR A4 1 SR A TR LA 3 SR e R SRy 322 H
B, MRLFFST S0, e S0 B dRe e S A e R
H A Bk A ) B HEE AR ) XU 4 S5 2 DO AH 2GE00 i
) R TR — 02 2% iR, S e el i oA R
YAE e | AR PR S A A S AR, DR T
MERERZR Y kAR e A — R
B, ax el PR e S R ICE R, AR R
BEEAS (2,3-T 2l IE T A, 5 T, 2-F E-1- Tl
T-TASE . 2-28 BN S 3G st ) | BRI2IE (2,31 ) ) |
(LR 2-F - THmE) | RIS (CR LR . LR 5
JXHig . ZBRIETHR. ZIRNHEFI LR TR | 52 (a-
T, SR A, B-E )P 52U
FAPE Al A B = R LR PR RN, S50 BRFLIER Bl
&I 1) H At 24 B RN 22 R LB U 23 X AU = A —
AN
2.1 FHRRE

LR PR W 2 Ak A b ) SRR B R, B A
Ty A2 1 A U AR 2 35 1R AT 4 A SR e A A Ak S
P2 IR AT, FLBR R A A AR FH PR
BRI A MDA G W), N R TR . 5 T BR LBk
WSS, A B TAER . A ot il & O ™.
Zhao 515 A % [ min Mk &5 r 43 235 45 2 52 G s BR B
(Enterococcus mundtii) , id 1 T2z fh & 208, &3
AU (LR AR . SERE . FLIR MZE T 1%) | B
e | BRI 0T 2 AR AR (P<0.05), A B FHi e

WME & F BRI . Wang P9 SR RZSFE LIS
& (Lacticaseibacillus rhamnosus ) VE R & 255 3%
T 1% (w/w) F 2 AT ME &2 19, BT As- 28] Bk o
LR FIOHR IS & 5 5, AEPHREE B . de Jesus
SR A0 iz W5k BH BR R PR % P i E e A 2] -\
el R LFR . PR IR  2-¥2IE £ lg, ks B
FEpl . KRN REERER R, T R SR 22 57
A BCE AR o R4 SR, M W) FLAE AT TR (Lactiplanti-
bacillus plantarum ) FZ=WIHER BT 2 P uFss 2 0=
FHFLLE . de Melo 55 & YO AR W ZUABEHFT BRIVE R
KB FH AT T, G d T Wi A P Y,
=T AR . S TR RS R PR T
T, ORI AR A T RIS RFIE XK . de Carvalho
5PV SR R A A= ) I N s R T, JE I e A FL
ABAT PR B o= 1 LS oM E R4 R Dy AL B3
&=, MR Tl LBRAAR. 1-FEE. LRIUAE. 2
iR TR . BRFAMR CWEFI=ETR L TR; 5 HAR R BEAH I,
FAEA R TR | AR TAT AR EE  . HETE
WRDO e 2 M E AR A A A FURUR (A AE S P
FET R I, A ZUAEAT R S T AR D A 2 R
SR o, B 2 N K SR AN A AR
BH ERBR AR IE T FR2S | BE2S | RS FInkng 24y i ™
Az, A G S BRI g R s - SRR B R L R
o HTELERTA AT AR N AR, 7P AE A PR
R R T, mME R SR BRI B B R IE AR
UK. [E, FEMMERT DN T A e A LAR BA 2 R i
M XU T 14 Sl T AR E a3 75 <
FHIE S
22 EBE

P B PR R N ME B B S S R E M 2 —, TE
K P AR P T N4 B RN R PR AR A B 35 N BE
JIBY BRSO k) Ak TR RE 2 O E
AL BESTARAE, I RER AR A O BEZIS A TG &
B, 7o AE Sl . AR AR A R S IR G 2
W A ik A v i L A e 150 B R LR AIE S 75 4 Jot
TR IR ANR 2 PR, 2K OBER B2 S R A )
PRI R T = AR AL S, T T EAE S
RAERHE; SEAE NI RACUR S BEny P Taly™ 4, BE N
WME SR AT A . SR FIEI W vm S (i 2-28
UM S S RIDRRE T ) D) i e e M AR B A B
FZURIEREA

2 1A HL DR ( Hanseniaspora uvarum)
ELBA &7 SRR CGR) iR ), H9 FIVE R BERI LA
FEFHMMEDCRHAECE SR BEPY, Elhalis 8509 AF5TIESL
TR 2 VA TRV P FEE I R Al B BR] 2% )k BE IR i R
(Pichia kudriavzevii) 25 ZBEA R T =4 .k g
PR NCHE, T IMEFT 22 . BUANSP S A 75 XUk
ST BEAR, BRI R Rt AT N AR
PR, TEIR AR MRS T R EE A OB, (B IR
SEFNUFAESAETR, BERS T A BRIANR . FLER . #25i pHIR
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Table 2 Main volatile compounds in fermented coffee inoculated with different yeast strains

- B R MEY) 5T FIEE IR ik

PRI T B (L, CE) | LBRIRIAMR —Clg; LRROTR) | B (1, 2-HUHE- 1T ARG B, & A, R 41.43

Saccharomyces cerevisiae ) 5 B (2-CLf; 3,4 - R 3- 2 - ; b (2 -3 - 1,3 - T ) ZIH . SRR [41.43]

7 ER B T (2- 232 T I 2 -H - 2 IO ) | I ( s Bi) | TR CRBRTR) | i
Torulaspora delbrueckii I T (3,4-F -2 T i 1-#@%-2-%&%%) ' ' RRES G L [44]
R B AR (L O | B (RO B SRR T TR RS IHR) | @ R E (2- -1-T o
Pichiajl"ermentans Jist; 3-FH - 1- ?A@%; 1-&@;; 2-CU % 1-1'%@%'?; 1-%@5’4)? :Eﬁ]@ﬁ- T ) RFF B T AL [43]
SRR A T (TR WS s 28TE) . PRI IR | e (2- U RE T s 1- )N 2- s s SRRl FPEIR R 46
Candida parapsilosis 2ORZEE) | W G R 2P W) PR 75 R [46]
e WECERE) | iR (2-HIE TR CUR) « Mk RE ( 2-H S Enne ) | s (1- £ Bhdk-2-H 3 ) N
i RIS G B e e B T =y . e MR AREEL EIER L SRR
Yarma/ia lipolytica FISRs WL S2-1,3,5- 1 5’?&4%%“:’%?;_}%%)%%””%) 6,10 - R B R [47]
M T A DG RERE B (2B%) | B CRFR T e LR CBR; 4B R R TR . Bi(2, 3-—4(- HE B 43
Hanseniaspora uvarum 3, SR SE-6-H Fk-4 (H)-MR-4-Hd ) : (48]
JEAE L BT 2l EE AR I B 2 (7 W) A e [ i > > B .
T B A ECZIBE)  BCSEIAEIR)  HETRS  PIRRE Wk ESRURAE [3649]
= WS B e o e () T (S N R N o

Ppichia zi[lliermondii T (LT RIS SRS ) . (R R CRIEIEE ) | i M (O A e ) Eﬁﬂﬂi\wﬁ?‘ﬁ‘ 1‘?% [50]

oo L2-0 TEE . TR 2,3-7 iR, w g AL
BIFFE ], SZ PRI P B 2 P i LA M S e 3-20
He-2,5- T H LR | 2,6- W RN R | 2- 2 Pk Ltk
L 2,5~ FF RN R A I B (B e e, X AR
FAITTHAE R, HAS R BRI i A e o ks o
ZEFEEEY A AEZESR . Vaz S50 sl P R
PR A e v 1 BT LY A= i ¥ ERA AR P IR
SO, R B AR S L R . AR S s, &
2 . IR . BEFARRAIFLIR A HLIR . %721k Martins
S50 it gy R W R IR 1) | FE IR AT A 18R W B (Toru-
laspora delbrueckii) 158 IR R BRI & A A AT
PR . LR SINME . LEERN S AR AR
BRA BT, B T WmEE AR IAS S . Rocha Z814Y G0
PR P B A T ME F 55 R IR AR 9 (SIAF), $2H T
BEHR —LWR. ZIRAER . 1-F s 2- I k- 1- T s
R RN R 5T, M E B fbs . IR SRR XU,
FEARI 524N 2] 84.50, XS FAGFEN ) T RIPY Mg
BEFEARIR IR A SRAE T A T E G 2R, R | st | 2K
YRR HETEE 60% LA L, T = mg NHEAY £E AR
BRI, 25 b, R BB BC AR e I B A IR
e I T BA —E RIS g, AT LA R
PRSI B, B v i RS P, 38 T FRAS B s A 4
BSCRIEE W Sk 1) RUBRASRAIE
23 Hitt#HiE

BRFLIR BT, A [F] A 19 7 Ak B g i v 43
B HH R S EC A A B X XU 72 A EE B, 33X
AN A AE R TR AR, P AR KR E A PLIR GE
SRR . FTIETR . FLIR . TR BRFARR RS ), M
BEAI% pHP', G HLER A Bl TTE e ME i iR ok J8 5 455
A, (B 3o B R R WU 2= s nm i Ok BT, 0 HUR:
B T ER AT IR R 19AS R XURP ey WY 2%
AT B2 B IR BT 107 iR A I, 3 i Tk A e
BROINME 55 R ) R A Y, (HE S i s AN IR
FEEEISE A LRI BEAR, W PT RLSCERO A RUSR AR PR R

MR E B i H Y. Janne 250 HRIE, BRI GE
3 ZEFAT B (Bacillus amyloliquefaciens) /& FEEWINHERY
FLR . 4R . CEEE R, P B WA I A RN
SLATATRUBR . R AR R AR T AP R G AT
(Enterobacter mori) XTWNMEFE & 431020, 45
FBH R mEmME T Y IR R O ESEE SN SR T, B
SRR 3-F AL TR . 2-FHAL TR oRFI I, 22
517 PP EAE R ST, [RIB R CE B A AN R i 25 | 2R
KR T ERS S B I, Martinez 250 i A Ak
T ZEFT I (Bacillus subtilis ) F1453 1032 W (Pantoea
dispersa) BEATIRIR K BE, (R 0E T 3R R . ZLAR . 3531
RN L ERSEE PRI . BT R, EBIA A B
3R A ZEIEAT IR (Bacillus licheniformis ) X 3=y
W S BT e, WA 5 R | 24 LR
TR 1-HREIENENE AN SRR SR LAY, ok
AT FEBERNTYG v 7 AU, I3 s AR I D537
(Bl b, 38 Ao 2 1) R D BR 4 B BRIRR, A Rk L
iR 5 ¥ & Ak &9 0 20 6k, MO H2 T e 04 BRE
YD
24 ZREE

H 81T, X220k BB 0I5 3 2242 vh e Xk s
SEHEA I AR, USRS | 7 R ) B
AT AE MR S RIRPY . RN, 22 R
HA - Z PP S Mg . XK EERAREE I AL, REAR0%
A S AT BT, 0 e R S i s 3] 00
¥ . Lee Z5P Wit 5% 2% B /L F AR 55 (Rhizopus oligos-
porus) ] LAPRARIMEA: & B B R O 2E K, 15
NI 2R AN A MR U FEXS I 1.5 4%, Bl 2R A
TR 1) 85 Ft A A5 2 R P IR ATT AR 0 08 B B2 G 2 3%,
TEREAS L AR v ™ Az MR A4 A e JoT (Mg 2s |
RAEAS . DRI ERZE A GRS ) o Tang S50 4225}
HH 258 F1 B 558 (Mucor) XTWMME G4 T 3 & A& T
e T URESHE . U A SRR N 2SI S i EpE
TR E .
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Z7 B JUrIR, Bl Wy e BB v win el AU T T HLAT 28
H PR3, SR ) 2 i v T AR T S AS R  JXG
WRAFAE o XM ETR S 2 ) A, B B 22 ST EAN ] B
Fh 55 XU BT T G 2R, R 2 RIRFME G R R T~
W B A5 . ek 1R, AR B ok A i
FRAE XU .
3 A Bk G A AT KUK A2 B I 220

TEMNME & B L A b, S A AT AR ek
T RRAL G ZZRE P BERETE . 40T . 220K
LR A FH R SR 2 D BRI AR R AR (EMP) | — ¥R
PRGN (TCA) S5 r= A0S « H 5 . H AN i it
TR . SRR A ms . 2. Sriifk
G1; BB TR ARG Y i, E— BT R A
AR =4, anile . B EER . BEAT YRS, X e A
TR IO B e S i, S22 XUBR PndiiE,
FEMNMMEAR: TP eI F] 170 2R3 R HEIbEY, =
AL 26% HUEEE, 23% MIBEZE, 14% HIBEL, 7%
PTG Ha /G IS, 7% 1A IR/ R IR, 3k B4 - A5 1
A 70% JEAER BRI AR R IR AT T
MEZCREE B I ECE R g CRIPRR ) | it (B
R L EESSOKSRBR) | HRZS (ARSI | B2 OK
SR ) | EEE (A A A AT R ) |« ke (35 v )
RS, R, AR A RN B T M. R
R 07 55 R 43-F 0 BT K it ™ A FH B ) 3 2 1 XUk 4
JoT . A LR LA K 2 FER A5 — ZR 9 R 52 i ik J3, el
WINME AR e S bR R P B 22 S B B R
BRI, FEMIMER Rl R P, S 2 5 KUY
JEIE B AR A S AR AR S . R A S (3
A i X N A Gt o
3.1 R

WS A R BB R AL S, LS DO O
o AZFEFIBTRAANE) . CFECRIATNE . SRbE. 23LbE
FHZEHE) FIZhE R 28, 2 0B YA i) =28k
PEB FEWmME & L R R, 24 60% AL 4N TR AN
BEFIH, P-4 KRR LB . LR FAFLRRSY . ik
VPKERES ) ST A S AU B A IS s A AN 1R] 1 T
o HHUFFRE . BeaRIEEREE . LA RUE SR =4
AR 7K e i, AN SR FR B T . SRS Sl AN 22 3
FLAHE IR, -5 mmedE N PR S R4 FH R 52 2=tk 16
B 5, BB (R A28 . SR . RSk, L-
BaJ AR AV Ayt —2 DA I AN SO i 4 Mk
P67 de Jesus 2568 YEFT SIAF K 245 9L 3 W 43
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