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KBLE., (Z) -3-CH-1-BE, 2-CEEMACBRSBHEEELARRY>SERE, KT HREZHRAOLE. 2F
BEKRA. AN, QT038. LJ065 4= LI036 £ & & 4509 K B B = & 451k /ﬁfﬂhﬁ%&ﬂ’ﬁiﬁ#wﬁmﬁai%

R R, LR, A%, BT, AR

hE4#EE:TS255.54 CERARIRAD: A XEHS:1002-0306(2026)05—0186—12
DOI: 10.13386/j.issn11002-0306.2025020126

Screening, Identification, and Characterization of Aroma-producing
Lactic Acid Bacteria in Mustard Fermentation

LAI Huiting', LIU Wei'>", LUO Yixuan', WANG Xinyu', LIN Shuhua’, ZHANG Juhua'**

(1.Longping Branch, College of Biology, Hunan University, Changsha 410125, China;
2.Hunan Institute of Agricultural Product Processing and Quality Safety, Changsha 410125, China)

Abstract: To obtain lactic acid bacteria (LAB) with aroma-producing capabilities for application in mustard fermentation,
traditional isolation and culturing methods were employed to screen presumptive LAB strains from fermented vegetables.
Aroma-producing LAB were selected using sniffing test and diacetyl content analysis. Growth and fermentation
characteristics of the strains were studied, and they were inoculated into mustard juice to analyze volatile aroma
components. The results showed that: A total of 67 LAB strains were isolated, from which 5 aroma-producing strains were
screened. Based on morphological, physiological, biochemical, and 16S rDNA molecular identification, strains LJ036,
LJ065, QT038, and JCO091 were identified as Lactiplantibacillus plantarum, while JC045 was identified as Weissella
hellenica. 1LJ065 and QTO038 exhibited stronger acid-producing capabilities. QT038 grew well at pH3.5, showed slightly
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higher salt tolerance, and demonstrated good temperature tolerance. LJ036 exhibited the strongest antibacterial effect

against Staphylococcus aureus. LI065 possessed the highest nitrite degradation ability, with a degradation rate of 94.45%.

HS-SPME-GC-MS (headspace solid-phase microextraction gas chromatography-mass spectrometry) identified 52 volatile

compounds. The fermented groups contained higher levels of alcohols, aldehydes, and ketones. Among them, the QT038,

LJ065, and LJ036 fermentation groups showed higher acetoin contents of 4.27, 3.11, and 3.80 pg/mL, respectively. Cluster

heatmap analysis revealed higher levels of volatile components such as (Z)-2-hexen-1-ol, damascenone, (Z)-3-hexen-1-ol,

2-ethylphenol, and linalyl acetate in QT038, LJ065, and LJ036 fermented mustard juice, imparting more intense floral,

fruity, and herbaceous notes to the mustard greens. Comprehensive evaluation indicated that QT038, LJ065, and LJ036

possessed favorable fermentation and aroma-producing characteristics and showed promise as potential starter cultures for

inoculated fermentation of mustard.
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Fv3(Brassica juncea) J& T FAERHEY), J&—
SPAERAAEYN . IPREFREE, A RKENGEEL
i MERE . pEHE MR DURINER . 9 BTN R
PERL SR, R E S A iE R A3, A e 2e b
T R R f =y A 2 iy GBI FIAE T ) o KIFEIT
S BRI 1 SR Rk e 52, HAT Z At e s ab Fngpe
ST E Y, 32 2IH 2= 2%

R BRI XUV T3 R A Q& 2 L 1A
FEZ MDA S SAEA M ER (JEUkE . 3h 1R iAH 5 AE
FH, AR YA B S A S . B S A
HAEFRFZMIRUARI T [ SR A bR i R AT It
e B UZLELZ B (Lactic acid bacteria) JE4 7 4 1%, 4N
17 N8 BB ER B (Leuconostoc mesenteroides) . 287K
B ( Enterococcus faecalis) . LR FLER T (Lactococ-
cus lactis) LA X AH ¥) ZLAE AT & ( Lactiplantibacillus
plantarum) 5™, BRI FTIEAEAR I ERAE R A&
P, JH: =2 2 00 4 R P 2 G4 ZLAT B8 (Lacrobaci-
lus) . 7 EREH J& (Pediococcus ) FEE IR FT 5 J& ( Cor-
ynebacterium) S, NN E (Acinetobacter) . 3
2= AW L ( Guehomyces) . R 5005 )& ( Pseu-
domonas) FIERIT FC B &8 (Weissella) W21 8 22 L 1
TR USRI B S A2 E T 0 . H B TR SE 2%
KEERZRA SR T2, BBEXRA R, [FEFH
TEAS, U S BT ANER S , 45FE IAE A ZLABAT B X
TSI BT AT )7 A 2 DO LN, TS T
BERR AT — 25w TSR i KU AR

RIS Zh 2 RR BB RIS | 1S IR
J& RIS WML R E AN & A ik A&, b 2
fi . ZABIA B AL L Pk 55 2 FLIR A R IR T i) 5 ) FE 22
PP, CEETE R W AR rh AR Sy it — AR
WA TR, W20 AL B A s AR e A 2
HAFEREOL R I fess A BRI, X R BfE
Sy U 38 R B ERAS 5 BLAR T Z B 4 ( Acetoin, 3-
hydroxy-2-butanone ) HAG 4 A iy 4= 50k . 457H
MR ETAIRUY, BT AL A 2,3- T R LG
A% TR K A R A A, W AT A A e AR
(14N, A& FVE RS & Bt Rt rh LR v L 19 B AC
A CABER ) U1, A S B AR B R AR
FIRR Bk, 25 R AR s, BRI E i e 7~ & 2L

PHFEPR S Brid . AW N EHRE DI = TR, %
BERE K B e CARIA & W IR T 714.6 mg/kg!' ™
Z A R e SR A 1 1) A B, B S, PR,
R IA DIV 2 T2 8 5 A 0 R XU 14 & R P
R, AN43-BS = 7 Z AR LR B PR ARt A5 D0 R R T+
FERE T B SR A& TR, TR T & TS 1 il o AUk

A GE N K e e 5 v 43 B FLIR B, SR R IR
(A= ABUARE F1 (WUER L) 255 % &2, A9
DL R PYERR, FREIEASS . A3 A LT 16S rDNA 47
TR, IR ST LR B A R th 2 itk
PR . T VAR . TR . AR IV A R Eh R M B S A R
PE, ST LR ST ST 0 B e, AR A
REPEE R AOFLAR A -
1 #R55E%
1.1 MRS5S

BRI ITEE ARG I P ER AL A RS F B
s BRESSE HL T WEE T MAE AR T
H | o BAE 78 0 NG H . & O siAERe 9
FEE AT SN T 5 B B 2e 9T T S 6 25 A T2
HE(D(+)-FH2Z0E, —K) . SEALEN . X FETREIR | 2K
AR . ZBREE . WIRR (—7K) | IWRHBREN . B E

AP e 2GR A G A R W] N-(1-55838)
L REERIREE R ARG T A R w5 19

BERNY )T ARME Y RAU ST = P
Befb TR A BRA F s FRCER . Il ksl 725
Merck 23 Al 1-Z81 AL R0REUVAE R A R A
LR " A v MR EEGRIA RS 5 0.1 mol/L #h
PRERETR M RV T MROA RIS A BR A 75 ZAH A
FRufEdh, BIERTRL T AR AR A BR A F 5 22
kR & . VP RG] 30% i fb sl AL
WA Rl EUFSE B DPPH 32557 & . ABTS i)
& FRAP G & TN B A2 ARG BR 2 W]
Ezup H:UAN R IE N DNA fhiilknl & T4
TARCLE) RO A IR R MRS Pz EEFREE . LB 31
BIEFREE AR R AT T R
MRS Biflg B FRAt  JTINAETE BB BRA R MRS-
NaNO, FiFedk: 45 1 L KA 54 g i) MRS N7,
Jin AR P e, pH V8 2 6.8, FEIIA 5 mg NaNO,,
5 NaNO, #JEEl 200 mg/L.
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PHS-3C # pH i} IR AR R
PR Fl; WP-UP-WF-20 BUIFBA7K &L PR
SRR AL B8 25 A BRSNS H 5 SW-CI-1B B TAE S

TR A A BR S A LX-B100 L A7 A% )

ZERKEH A ILEREA R F; SPX-150 B4 1k
¥igedE PAEE(HE ) B A RS F 5 Synergy
H1 BIFFFRMY  2EE Bio-Tek 2\ l; Avanti J-26XP ¥
HE.OHL  ZEE Beckman 2\ ;5 50/30 um [FAHZEH
X fEE CNW 23 7890A-5975C U FH (0 3% - 5t
1% (Gas chromatography-mass spectrometry, GC-MS)
B 3&E Agilent 23]
1.2 LWHE
1.2.1 FLMRBEE AT . gtk Koozt
SUHL 1 g(mL) T 10 mL MRS PZEFR3E, 37 °C 1%
FE 1 d, EBRRALBERBEE, A 107, 107, 107,
10°¢ B BERR L 43 S B 0.1 mL IR AT 7E MRS [# {4
Widedk I, 37 °C 1597 2~3 do JHIERP IR R B B 74
AT AR S 535, alifk 2~3 K.
1.2.2 FLREPEWI  PERRNEAL)S, 2T 2 FRYL e
AL A, PEHCEERIFLAR B . JC2FEHL . 241G
FPE ARk AU S i ST A 1) BRI AR AT o
1.2.3 P EFLIREE ik
1.2.3.1 JFEHHIE L 2R S EE TS E &
BEST T HRIE T MBE 1 s, S5k
SED R PERE AR UE, 1 6 44 Zaad i) B B TS
TG, PERE TR UNR s DARIZEFP IS R x B
(CK), R IEXT ARG 0 R T 220415y o VS
FrifE: 0~3 43 JoH B R A A 5uk; 4~7 5 15
TEH BB 8~10 41 17 AR & B S (B 5
P 3 YO . [HEFH pH I pH.
1.2.3.2 EBEIFET D ARANE SR HNR H
1ROV R R BEST SR T I AR . HERRFREL 2.5 g
ARG, FEARZE 50 mL A, P R o e R
> 50 mg/mL B4 CABMWABRHETRS W, FEHE B = AN RS
B DA AR T B e (X SR AL BR, 530 nm &b
SR Y ) PN FRZ il vl i 28, FRAShRuE 2k a0 )3
JiFE Y=0.0186X—0.0052, R>=0.9990 .,

B 5 mL AR HZEME/KESZE 50 mL, IRER
B 30 min, B 7§ ¥ T 8000 r/min &[> 10 min,
B0 50 E3EWE 3 mL, IIA 1 mL /9 5% 1-Z50;,

1 mL A9 0.5% HLEZ, P£7% 2 min, 37 °C F ¥ 60 min,
LT R B SN, ARSI A B SN - AASEE R
VE RS XTI, D SN AE 530 nm ARISGE (A,
v 2 1] U5 R A 2 A R 5

1.2.4 PoHFFLREE S

1.2.4.1 JERYEE  HPA0E SR URARE R IR
B LR A TP L TR R B2 T MRS [ A RE 57 5k
1,37 C THFE 48 h Jo W EI AR O SR AR IE A4
AIE, 28 2% G )5 B T WAseih B F g Hic st
1.2.4.2 AFAEMYKE  BlE A HBE TR E A
H 320w API 50 CHL {48451 AP 50 CH X} iiisk
Iy CAB WA TR IEA T U8 , K B AR YT 49 FPAS W] Ak
PR RIERE ST . I8 APL 4% &M T WREHE AL s
M B AR EEFD B A, ISR A A i B 1, o s By
% 24 h 1 48 h 9455, B API LAB Plus H 3h#
1.2.43 45y FHAW2EYEE R CTAB 42 B
% DNA. 16S rDNA P 3R HEHSI . W)F 5]
Y)4: 27F: AGAGTTTGATCMTGGCTCAG; 1492R:
GGTTACCTTGTTACGACTT, PCR JZ W 4 Z& (3
25 pL): 10xPCR Buffer, dNTP( each 10 mmol/L),
Taq Plus DNA Polymerase( 5 U/uL) #1 50 mmol/L
MgSO, & 12.5 uL; 3[% F(10 pmol/L) 1 pL; 5[4
R(10 pmol/L) 1 pL; Template( DNA) 1 pL; ddH,O
9.5 uL, PCR JZWARZEH: 95 °C WiAEHE: 5 min; 94 °C
ARPE 30 5357 °C 3B 2k 30 s; 72 °C ZEA 90 s, HAFER
30 YK BxJa 72 °C FEAH 10 min. 5070k H AU BRIk &
2~3 WRalifb HH BA R PR 5 A T AR TR (i) BE )y
A B BT, K07 25 5 5 NCBI ' GenBank %%
P PE#EAT BLAST XTLb, SR MEGA 7.0 M R4tk
B

1.2.5 P EFZLR R AR SE

1.2.5.1 ARANLR“RRAEIIMNE  Fisib)a v ed
BRLA 2% 2P EAER T MRS Pz FR3EH 37 °C 1%
F% 24 h, L MRS §53723 055 H, & 2 h B0
FE 600 nm AESEE(A) LLZINRE pH, BR4H 3 SFAT.
1.2.5.2 MfERAE e FEIEARAF B RR L 2% 2
FhEAIEEE S 60, 80, 100, 120, 140 g/L NaCl [
MRS BAREFERE A, 37 °C 1555E 24 h, & 600 nm
AR SAE(A), FF2H 3 AT

0.2% A iR 2 — B

IINA% A . 3%MEERRE |

e

e
TR

J
(i T ik | s | e

i | st | 737 cmer o s e |

| 121 C 15 min| | PR RBUM YR ) |

K1 RESTRITETE

Fig.1 Process of preparing fermented mustard juice
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1.2.5.3 THERAEIIE FFimIbar stk L 2% $2
&4y B4 2= pH2.0. 2.5, 3.0, 3.5, 4.0 i) MRS %
WIEFRIL T, 37 °C K597 24 h, PAE 600 nm AW SGAE
(A), B4 3 P47,
1.2.5.4 JRETHSZIEHT  BHmfbar iy misR L 2% 42
FhiE 434 22 MRS AR FREEH, T 4.37.45 C
5% 24 h, 5 600 nm ZESEIE(A), 7340 3 P17,
1.2.5.5 $RBESME  BEHORMATE (Escherichia
coil) . T OB ZIERE (Staphylococcus aureus )VEN
PN . SRR S kP A 2L AR T A 410 A i
J1, DA R AR I R A =3 S i e e
(Antimicrobial Unit, AU) .

AU = n(d;—-d})/4V

Kb AU: M BE I, mm?/mL; d: $ B Pl B A2,
mm; d,: THAEFLAE, 7.5 mm; V: FPEEHAEAF, 0.2 mL.
1.2.5.6 FEMVAEIRELEE I E SIS &EpEER
FYTT R, LIANEERE ISR ER Y MRS B3R 25
XFRE, FI 5 )2 W 538 nm AERSGIE(A) o $HAF
THEAPRIRR ) SV A PR o A i 22

TR B (%) = " x 100

o Cy B C, 3 HEFRIE TR NaNO, Y ik
TR R R RS NaNO, (17 .
1.2.6 HUEALTHPEMIAE R I0RE S B 4% BE MR A

MRS Rz FE R, 37 C 32 24 h J5, T 4 C.

5000 r/min 50> 10 min, B EIFWAARN

1.2.6.1 DPPH H HIEIEFMRFRME RALSPUA L
W (DPPH) 5 8 (FORE ) U Tl 2 o 45 12 3551
Frh U 20 pL 5 380 uL DPPH IS WIR & .
e B W 20 uL 5 380 uL DPPH % WK 7647 1R
5] ZEURBESCSZ Y 20 min, B 200 pL ME 515 nm
AR EAE (A) o #2533 155 DPPH H Hi A7 BR %

DPPHE B (%) = 22225 100

FH
1.2.6.2 ABTS H HAIERRNME RALPUAE ‘L
W PE(ABTS) )i & () U il a2 o 25 (- 3571
SR BGK 10 pL 5 190 uL ABTS IR A - I
A B BV 10 uL 5 190 uL ABTS % #7547 1R
5], 7% 10 min NIZE 734 nm AW SGIE (A) o F240Y
I ABTS' F AR
ABTS® F B3 (o) = 220208

EH

100

1.2.6.3 FRAP iRJEEETTME IE-A W2 (R ECER
FH): H1 0.3 mol/L B4R %% vhEk . 10 mmol/L 2,4,6-—
(2-MHE g 3L ) -1,3,5- =& Fil 20 mmol/L FeCl, ¥ 4%
10:1:1 Wy LLBNRA, EFHAT 37 °C Tk

SR BB AEARTEE (FRAP) 157 & (B ) 1
ATME o 25 M BGRE P HREGE 10 pL AT 190 pL 1B

BWIRS) . WRE: BUEIEW 10 L 5 190 pL IRG5W
FEATIR AT o M 20 min, M5 593 nm Ak W OGAE
(A) . IBJFEITLL Trolox A, LA mmol Trolox/L &
7N, FEOAN AR S RS T AR R BE 7

FRAPIZ il 77(mmol Trolox/L) = (Ag: — Aspy —0.0134) X 0.8054

1.2.7 $EERMEFRSHSTIE  RAH SPME-GC-MSP
X RS RASGT M T E ENE . B S mL IF
Fert & 20 mL T2 B0 A, BEfS A 0.85 g NaCl
110 pL NARY (A CERHRBESA 18.94 pg/mL), T
40 °C.. 500 r/min EfF 30 min, ZEHGLT 250 °C &1k
1 h, ZEHGELTE 40 °C FAEHL 1 h, B B0 IFHH A GC
SCGHRETT, 250 °C AT 5 min J54 . SR AT DB-5MS
FBUEFE (30 mx0.25 mm, 0.25 pm) 53 E3E R HALE
s 2 HNE (1.2 mL/min) , B2)F FHg: 40 C L)
3 °C/min BJET}Z 100 °C, FFLL 5 °C/min J1Z 200 °C,
S5 LA 10 °C/min F+ZE 260 °C; BTk 70 eV HF
FEES, B IR AL IR 43510 230 °C #1280 °C;
K % A3 T =0, AR =S 4 50~550 m/z. A
GC-MS 53Hr 4R A4 43T, it EbX) NIST 2011 iRk )E
VERCEE | CAS 5. &I AR BE B () X488 & PR fk
EWEATETE, SR AN IE &, TR R IR
S AR W) %2 M == o

AR

TR E E(ug/mL) =
1.3 IR

A SEs T 3 IREE R, 45 R LB hntE
XN, SR IBM SPSS 25.0 Fll Origin Pro 2024 %%
AT I 25T AEE] . P<0.05 F#on N2ZES A ST
2 RS9
2.1 FABREAITE

RBEITHE . PSS R b SR e M i s, T
MRS [EARE IR 5%, ILiH1S BEUFLER T 88 Ak XT
AR 88 AR BEALLFLAR A PRI AR A T 45 =2 [Q YL (4 Fl itk
ARG S0, ARAG I 2 QYL 2 FHE H B2l
BAMERY 67 BRE .

FRYETH 2 BB A P FE B, A SCURAR . HiLagy
FLIR & P R R I TE MR AR s AR AR
B WA A BER SRR 25 Bk, A 1IEW XA ERR
34 £k, o] I RS alE SRR 8 BR; 7T IR RE
58 (pH=<3.50)f 5 &, 43-5lJ2& LJ036. LJ065. LIO71.
DJ0O01 F1 LJ033; pH3.50~3.60 194 15 ¥k ; pH3.60~
3.70 W2, A3 23 BR. S5RASFIIL R BERE 40 £k, £
HAAAR R R EH KA, HRESTSRIT
J& pH /T 3.70,

22 EFEZEBEERYIGS EF

SRR L a3k, TERrESRAE T, R 5 LR
TR A MR 2R BT 40 00 2% BH i pA AR BT 7 ARG i fig
F38, R AA TV EE SR LIE 2(A), FE 40 BRFLER E
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Fig.2 Acetoin color reaction (A) and measured value (B)
of 15 strains

H: ARVNG FHRERR A BE 2R, P<0.05,

B 15 BRI (A IR (4,

F LI b 0845 3 b 60 DR ) B AR 1T 2 4R
FEME. B 2(B)IiaRh 15 BRI 28I
B, Horp AR AH & SE 3= A QT038. LJ036,
LJ065. JC045 Fl1 JC091, & #4352 57.50. 43.29,
36.03, 17.68 Fil 11.42 mg/L, ¥ TF 10 mg/L, 55
5 PR R A AT pH R RA B i S AR N B A B
R, PE£E LI036. LI065. QT038., JC091 Fll JCO45 ixX
5 BREMGHA T/ 2SR 0T o
23 FERIBELEE
23.1 &SR B LJ036. LI065. QT038,
JC091 1 JC045 BIFRTEIEAS DA MO % s N iR
E 3 PR, B AR RN, BRI R RDE | R
W HEFEST, B 0, B2 QYA B S BHPE, B
T BRI ARIE S B 2 AT e AR, HHEI X
5 MRS TR RS S

LJ036 LJ065

K35 BRI SRR 2[R (451
Fig.3 Colony morphology and Gram staining result of 5 strains

2.3.2 AHAE{fk¥E A API 50 CH UEw A4k
S TE R G0N R R AR XS 49 R YR A BE 1, KX
FEAE S PR, e T LR Y sz o 45 SR A Sy R,
B ZE R L3R 1, Tk EAg IR A R E K FH API
LABPlus A 3 H| 3 RE X H TR E, 155w
LJ036. LI065. QT038., JC091 F1 JC045 ¥ MEHHL
AEATBRT, AEASGE o A= B A AL AN GRS A T, BRI i
T BT FEYS A

R AR
Table 1 Physiological and biochemical results
K5 TiH LJ036 LJ065 QT038 JC091 JCO45 || J¥%5 TiH LJ036 LJ065 QTO038 JC091 JC045

1 B - - - - - 26 LR + + + + +
2 W= - - - - - 27 Vi 7a ¢ + + + + +
3 FREEEE - - - - - 28 D-£F 4 ¥k + + + + +
4 D-F AR - - - - - 29 D-Z2fHE + + + + +
5 L-FT i {F + 30 D-FLik + + + + +
6 D-1%H% + 31 D-% + + + + -
7 D- Atk - - - - + 32 D-jEHE + + + + +
8 L-ACH - - - - - 33 D-Iig el + + + +

9 D-H2H - - - - - 34 P _ _ _ _ _
10 F - - DL e ACHE - - - - - 35 D-FA = H + + + + -
11 D-2FZUpE + + + + + 36 D-fi5HE - - - - -
12 D-Hi% + + + + + 37 ek - - - - -
13 D-AfuHk + + + + + 38 i - - - - -
14 D-H & hl + + + + + 39 AR - - - - -
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k1
=8 HiH LJ036 LI065 QT038 JC091 JC045 || & e LJ036 LJ065 QT038 JCO091 JC045
15 L- LAk - - - - - 40 D-JefIn =¥k + +
16 L- 2= + + + + - 41 D-1-f&hk + + + + -
17 NER - - - - - 42 D-3f35bk - - - - -
18 JuLpE - - - - - 43 D-3EA& b - - - - -
19 HiEn: + 44 D- b - - - - -
20 IS - 45 Ll - - - - -
21 FH 3 a-D-NIE IR H A - 46 D-Pi i {f e - - - - -
22 FR 3= D- N MR 28 A - - - - - 47 LB f e - - - - -
23 N-Z B b i + + + + 48 A IR + + + + -
24 A 49 2-FSLHATRERRE - - - - -
25 RERTT + + + + 50  S-ERSLAEAAERRER - - - - -

T Frp+AR T, -RBIE.

2.33

o T Y e

LJ036. LJ065. QTO038.

JC091 F1 JCO045 B £k Y 16S rDNA X: X PCR 1%

R ANE 4 Pras, S SR B W, R A Be R/ R
1500 bp 2245, I ¢ 45 A5 2] /- Be K 43 51 oA 1503,
1530,

Ik,
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plantarum) , JCO045 B ¥R % & b k12 20 Wt [C
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AR T Z AN IR AE 7 E
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47
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e NR 179288.1 Lactiplantibacilius nangangensis
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Fig.5 Phylogenetic tree of strains

—: NR 136786.1 Lactiplantibacillus modestisalitolerans

56
NR 125561.1 Lactiplantibacillus mudanjiangensis
92
. NR 179287.1 Lactiplantibacillus dongliensis
NR 179291.1 Lactiplantibacillus songbeiensis
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Fig.6 Growth curve and pH of 5 strains
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TE 2 h JE#E AT BRI, R & iR, Redla &
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2.42 TifEEME  FLERTAR BT A —E L A
B S R | 6 R e, BRI P R
A Tt 32 PR 2 PP PR RR 1 — B AR AR, AN
NaCl ¥ & N &5 R A IE AN R 2 Fias, 5 BRI R
A B NaCl ¥ B T i G {E 22 T BEta s, 60 g/L
NaCl ¥ A= K I L-FASZZ 5200, 600 nm A SEAE K
T 1.7; 80 g/L NaCl ¥ FHOGIE Sy 1.100~1.381, FH
Hh LJ036 Wi Eh GE S AH XTI 555 #id 100 g/L NaCl #&
BEXTBAMRFZ MR, 5 BRI A= < B 52 24m i, A Lk
Z T, QT038 FEREh &M FfaZ JIm&an . 5 BRI AT
LU TR0 ER (<80 g/L NaCl)45Rh &%, Ui
FHEAAR A RN 221, ST E R R B P iz 2B Yk .
2.43 TR TRERIR AR SRR, AR E i
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Fig.7 Growth of the strains at different pH
& [ pH, AR/NE FhER RN BEEER, P<0.05.
2.4.4 TERPE KA TRAMREEFD T MRS B RS,
EARNIRE R 1595 2 B 24 h e, A4 K BERLE
600 nm T FYMOGIE, R 3 Al A H, 5 BRZLER RIS
7 37 C I NAERER, EBRRCEEIE 2.2 42
A7, H 5 BREAERRITC 255 76 4 °C R
AR KA, QT038 A1 JC091 FEFAR X B 4714 it
VR4 PE; 45 °C F LI065 F1 QTO038 1 v L i 52 14
LE8 SN AR O = B UK (SO i e I H B W s i S P
K, AT RERZ M A IR AT B, DA 5 i) LI 2 TRt

SR AT

F 2 FBREAEAR NaCl e R A KAEN
Table 2 Growth of lactic acid bacteria strains in different concentrations of NaCl
; R R
MR EE (g/L)
LJ036 LJ065 QTO038 JC091 JC045
60 1.988+0.029* 1.850+0.076" 1.987+0.011° 1.780+0.021°¢ 1.721+£0.019°
80 1.100+0.058¢ 1.381£0.017° 1.370£0.080" 1.251£0.013% 1.245+0.029¢
100 0.193+0.016° 0.256+0.017° 0.235+0.007* 0.227+0.008* 0.22420.017*
120 0.169+0.016" 0.182+0.008* 0.183+0.007° 0.182+0.006" 0.179+0.013*
140 0.152+0.004° 0.168+0.008* 0.175+0.009° 0.171+£0.007* 0.165+0.004
1 [ —1 TR NG R 25 5 5.3 (P<0.05), #3~34[A,
3 ORFEREE T & wkr A K
Table 3  Growth of the strains at different temperatures
. R
TR (C)
LJ036 LJ065 QTO038 JC091 JC045
4 0.245+0.001°¢ 0.262+0.001°¢ 0.351£0% 0.368+0.003* 0.315+0.001°
37 2.218+0.020* 2.189+0.075° 2.205+0.018" 2.251+0.072° 2.188+0.052°

45 1.821+0.087* 1.888+0.060"

1.880+0.053* 1.760+0.022° 1.839+0.006*
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2.4.5 MG FLIRHEAE KBRS T REIE b2
FRANEEY T, WA VLR . AR R A SR AR S, Xk
YA RS A AN I A A K, I G I E K
ma PR BT . A b, BRI EA SR A LR TR
VE R ZE AR A, I T e i O T AR g £
i, T AT RS A B A0

BEEL T AR H DL A% iz T8 B0 A - 4 B (o R A BR
AR GFF R, 555 4 BRI ZUEFF R AT 1 BRI
N R E DO N IR L IS e TSYz SR AE o Tl b o4 NN E R K (EYRE
) 5 HAM B B AR R/ NN B B8 F1 . ARl 8 AT
LI H, LI036 X 4w (2 BR s AR K B T3
LR HRIVE A, FEE B EAS A 23.12+41.75 mm; JC091
X IIGFF R A A R I T B rdmEIAE A, IR
HAZA 19.20+0.53 mm, XLE25EBI DA FEIR S 4
B 14 BRZLBERTA, 8 MRXT I TR A1 4 B €08 45 BR B
FMREVER, Hor S1-4 F AR o, 0 pa Bl AR 45
52 19.69+£0.71 mm F1 20.59+0.26 mm. &l 9 AI 4l
AR AR WA R 2= TR A SO A e 22 7, 5 PR 3L
12 P AT BRI P AP S 2 TR, o LJ036 X 4 B 4 7
2R B T B R B 4T, JCO91 Xt R AT B i3 i g
WAL S

T JC045

P8 ANIFIFE 733 T 2% TR BR A R 1
Fig.8 Inhibition zones of the strains in different
indicator bacteria
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£ 600 7“1\‘
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AR KIGHT B

K9 5 BREHIRAE
Fig.9 Antibacterial activity of 5 strains
T R, ARVNG TR A B2 S, P<0.05.

2.5 PEEEIRHERERRED

M AR ER B SR BB etk —B2, 2L
TS BT 2 YA 50 HH B3R A7 Vi TR R S SR s B AR i A A=
FLERAT B R = BR BE F7 90 2T LU ZLERER B 51 G A B fi
WAHERERRE T, WAEYZUAEAT B . e A FLAFE . &
PR VR LA R 4, L v AR 4 LARLAT BT 1A 9 i 8 SR e
GB35 RRZLES B 100 IV AF R R ) 6 4 SR N S SR A

El 10, 3% 4 PN, BESRIILE 85% L, Hord 1LJ065
P4 SIV A 12 5 55 i R i 18 R 94.45%, LR J2: 1LJ036,
AT M AER SR A FURAT R &% I e R SE I SE I
AHPRFER o BT FHAR R IR, SRR AR L & i
120 17.58 mg/kg, 3P0 A& T2 U AE IR £h 5 = e i R
9.78 mg/kg, HMAHH S ; 4750 i e i) 3 BRAES)
FLAAAT BB FRER (A B AR 5155 80% LA o

LJ036 § LJ065 .‘QTO,?R: JC091 | 1C045 K

g H e Jf'*fl_l

K10 BERRIGERIRZE 2 — e o SRR E
Fig.10 Color reaction results of strains with hydrochloric
acid 1-naphthylamine

F 4 KRR ERER R
Table 4 NaNO, reduction rate of different strains

BIRZFR  LI036 LI065 QT038 JC091 JC045
FEA# R (%) 93.11+0.17° 94.45+0.13* 91.58+0.40° 91.51£0.13¢ 85.09+0.55¢

2.6 IMEMNHFHE

LR B EL A BRI P AR, 8 i AR A R 1
JHPC, BB A P £ 5 10 RUSR 2 48 K 2 R . 32/ )N
PP ES LA AT M R IR LAT B R A R U R,
465 T 2 d ZEA YRR ks T XUk

HE 11 vTAE W, 5 SR &R A —a
PP AT, (RAS IR] BRI AR 22 18] i B AL BE 1 A7 AE
#2255 (P<0.05) . Hdh 5 R DPPH | A&
3T 50%, JUIE LI065 TRk I B uR iy HT
EALWETE, HOOE R R E L 57.16%, B35 = T
S8 AL G5 0 2 R T S PR AR 1Y 50.62% . AR E

70| 72 DPPH 7 ABTS' X\ FRAP 3
S a a . -60§-1_25%
Z60F b 2 a ] = =
R L IN a 3 s 103 100 3
?@%50— \*/ 7 2 Jbe 1.8 g
"N e ¢ J 40 & g
%40_'{% z§m%—msg
530 %% N\ N\ = s B

N \{20 @ 100 &
T 0l N N2 |
&10_ N Z§_105—0.25§
Q0§0<_0&@
LJ036 LJ065 QT038 JC091 JCO45 ®

K11 FLRRE AR RE I RO DI E Y
Fig.11 Antioxidant capacity determination results of lactic acid
bacteria strains

E: FHEAR, AFRVNG PR A B2, P<0.05.
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HEikE, LJ065. JC091 F1 LJ036 Y ABTS'H i ELi5 kR
I, SN 53.72%. 49.52% Fll 47.57%. FRAP
i )5 FITE 0.6880~1.0054 mmol Trolox/L 2 [d], His
LJ036 ifs J5 JJ 5% 5 4 1.0054 mmol Trolox/L, H:¥k
J& JC045 11 JC091, 43514 0.8292 mmol Trolox/L 1
0.8086 mmol Trolox/L, 5 P55 Pk BERRSE i
A BIFLEREPTAALRE TG AR Y . 25 LTk, H
FLARFT PR AN SR BRIT [C B B A — 2 P E kTS Tk,
HAEYIZUEFTE LJ036 5 LJ065 M APt bintem
FIHAb AR

2.7 FLEAE A BT SO TIE A M XURAR 5 A

2.7.1 ¥ERMERSGTHSTIHT  FLERTR R B R AR
WPBE . B B R e SR T, AR B R XU BT
R A2 R 0T, DA I 8 K 19 5 2 1 R AIE XL
RO, XU 2 & P i S i) i 25 N 109 de BLWERAZ, IF
SRJFEAT 1Y) AR N R S A AR AR R TR A RA R
AU E 12(A) R, RESTIIT R E W 52 Fhg
KRS, AP EESE 13 Fh, BESS 4 B BRI 4 b WR
25 3 Fh L WS 6 B, Beds 3 Fh TS 3 B BRSE 7 Fh.
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P R 5 Y50 Sl 2RI T ¥R AL AR IS, ok
PIZUABEAT IR LI06S Fief 2, ik 42 FF. MIE 12(B)
AT LA, FURR RN R TS TSt 45 S Rk
KRG & B A PEm, BRI R BRI RS
WA ZES . BB BEISFERZS & R, 1
(Z)-4-CM-1-B . ZEOWE, 2,4- W ILIE S | 3-5%
FL2-TER (2 AR SR T RWY T . B AyFps
RAAXT 5t o LU e, e — e A A7y . JF B fl

KA, AT LA A LRI iR IS W I, A K ek 38 A&
P J 7 i ) RUBR I 042 A I 2l I 2 fb & &
¥ygizl, 1L.I036. QT038 MRS B ARXT & i, vl
HE S D R P A8 ) 0 LS R 3 S D e e 25 31 it
B DI O Ee) IBuR | (R I EVAZO | FE L7/ N ey | T
SR A AR K SRR (14 B ) T K A RIS B i
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SRR S T I R MRS

A 50
42 m EE
41
40 40 A
— [izES
% 30 L B HE

~ Mﬂ?@
U mpx
. :l%ﬂ‘;’s

FFrZA

80 | [N |

60 7 L ““‘

HIX Bk (%)
7
&
%

40 S
20 S B
77/ SIS

N By

CK LJ036 LJ065 QT038 JC091 JC045
12 R[RVR BEH ISR A (A) Fi & 2 (B)
Fig.12 Types (A) and relative content (B) in volatile
components in different fermented mustard
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Fig.13 Cluster heat map analysis of volatile aroma compounds in mustard juice fermented by lactic acid bacteria
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2.7.2 AREURBRH I A R SR BRI IAE
SR OB Y 52 R 2t XUk 4 R 22 1)
AEIRZEINE (F 13), Btk i R~ FE & s & &
iR, B ERLT RN YE KR PR A S AL, AT
W, CK ZHAN 5 PRtk A& BEdl 0035 A 35 2=
S, NGk 2 BB 1-7 -3 - 2 B R W)
TE CK 21 v i & S AH X 58 555 JC091 i T 1% . 3-8%
S 1- -3 -5 2= T BESE IR 4- PR BRI A5 i
FAXF 87, JC045 H 2, 3- A 3- T RIS SE
T EAHXT R LI036 H 4-BE R, | -2 T L 3,4-
ZHREEHEE | DB . (Z)-2-CUE-1-EE . 2-T
iR (Z)-2-73¢0a-1-05 . SR A ar G A 251 & B AH
X LI065 HRoEliR | 3-F LT EmE . 2-T [, 1-B8 =
P R TR 2-TER . AR Es R IR S5 B i A
X QT038 W (Z)-3- V- 1-l . LR TSR . 2-
CEETEY L 3-¥2FE2- T HRAN 2,4- KU T FEM 4 1 &
AR . R 1-300-3-I . 3-T 1liE M (2)-
3- U~ 1P A2 R TS0 . SR FIE S5 Hh 2229
R MRS, B BN . RS R 2-T 15 55
FEEESEIR T RO SAE R . A0, AR Ak i
7R ER ST MBSO, F e HXRZ IR . IR
A LLE H JC091 T JC045 By XU R4 g AR AL, EL
TR 3-EA O RS L 3-HI RIS S E L DAY
T SR LJ036. LJ065 Fll QT038 i XUMRAFNE 4R
SHARMRL, HIFZRI K (Z2)-2-C 5-1-FE & = 5800, -3
ks SR, 1803 -l S I

25 R R, AR ZLIR TR & 2 e 1 v et #E 2 e
YA 2R, IR TR R ] LIS A HES
YR AIFPIE M S, LJ036. LJ065. QT038, JCO91 .,
JCO045 T KR Hr E A8 ) 3358 3L -2-T Wil ( LA ER) 75
B, T R BRI ENE L O A . o QT038.,
LJ065 1 LI036 K B#/GIT ST i S ABIA S B4, 47
Wk 4.27. 3.11 F1 3.80 pg/mL, H HABAREE &AL
SR, I(Z)-2-CVd-1-I% . KRS E . (Z2)-3-
OV - 1-1E | 2- LR AN 28 S5 i 2%, i L) i &
SHFERIET . BHF LA, o2 X 3 MR EA
s R XU TE B HE 77 o
3 4Hig

ASHIFFE PN A i i S8 BV S Th i e A5 2 7 iR . 7
T P LABIAE B Y S MRFLER B, Ak A
HAE LN FAEY) S22, LI036., LI065. QT038 il
JCO091 MM ZAEFT T, JC045 NAMEEIR R . H
FrEE R LJ065 F1 QT038 H A & 5m Ay rF= MR AE J1; 5 £k
KT 80 g/L NaCl A=K R 4f, QTO038 i =5 Eh5E 7 ms
s QT038 FEHN H By I T IX pH AR AR R 5 LI065
1 QTO038 I H By 1) ves i it 32 445 LI036 Xof 4 7
€075 25 BR A A BRSO B g5 LI065 PRIBRIY AN R ER
Rfre e ) Fenm, SRy 94.45%, K2 LJ036., #F
SELERFEH, LI036. LI065 Fll QT038 H.4% R4k
K BRI

B Ph R BRI R R e 52 PR R M LA,
LJ065 45 R oy Fh e e i ik 42 Pl 25 2H i st

s | FEISFNIRIE B e iy, b I AP 2 SR XS 5
b R, A EE CK 4H, RT3 &
Byyali /b, (HER 2S5 B B30, H LJ036 F11 QT038 11

RSAHXT B B . IRASHRIE ST R W], 5 PRFLIR TR
F AN [F] 0 77 A AR, JB IR QT038. LI065 Fi
LJ036 & W#fa Moy it i, (Z2)-2-CU - 1-BE . K51
filil . (Z)-3-CH-1-lE | 2- ZIEZR WA 2 5 R le S5 1%
KA RG0S AR AR, I B T B S AE
. REF LA ARTE, BT IT 50 R W AR 1 XUk
QTO038. LI065 Fl LI036 A& IH2H 1% Z AR & = 8=,
439k 4.27. 3.11, 3.80 pg/mL, 2& i HiiX 3 #RE H.
BRI RIRTE G BE 71 o ASWFFETRBESRAS MO R P
MRAT B SR T S R I A S i B AR S o
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