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Abstract This study aims to investigate the effect ofdominant lactic acid bacteria( LAB) on the quality of silage feed
and its genomic characteristics related to lignocellulose degradation and lactic acid metabolism. Four dominant strains
of Lacticaseibacillus paracasei, Lactiplantibacillus plantarum, Weissella cibaria, Pediococcus acidilacticiwere isolated
from silage feed and then used as microbial additives for a 50-day silage fermentation. The results showed that Lacti-
plantibacillus plantarum ZR exhibited superior performance compared to other lactic acid bacteria, with better retention
of dry matter content and higher cellulase activity. Additionally, harmful substances such as ADF, NDF, and ammo-
nia nitrogen were significantly reduced compared to other treatment groups. The genomic analysis revealed that Lacti-

plantibacillus plantarum ZR is 3 398 411 bp in length, consisting of 1 chromosome and 6 plasmids, with a GC content
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of 44.38% . CAZyme analysis indicated that the genome of Lactiplantibacillus plantarum ZR contains 534 CAZyme

genes, and 30 genes related to lactic acid synthesis. Comparative genomic analysis revealed the presence of inser-

tions, deletions, and inversions in the genome of Lactiplantibacillus plantarum ZR, involving genes such as scrR,

bglA, mall, galE, agrA, oppA, opuA and others. In conclusion, this study elucidates that Lactiplaniibacillus planta-

rum ZR exhibiting robust silage fermentation capabilities. Additionally, it reveals the genomic characteristics of the

strain Lactiplantibacillus plantarum ZR. These findings provide a theoretical basis for the application of this strain at

an industrial level.

Keywords lactic acid bacteria; genome-wide sequencing; Broussonetia papyrifera silage; lactic acid biosynthesis

pathway ; comparative genomics

UEAER S 2010 F ol 76 6 B s R e, &
PNWNEE 2 W aE s Y S E I A SR E NS & i/
R b AR L) G A N B PR ), £
B AT R R SR BB MR ( Brous-
sonetia papyrfera L. ) HA A BEP 3 N M58 |
FEIRM A = AR R A T RO TR 2 50
X AR AR BRI v FERE 27 B 55 8 STl ol G
A A RS B PR SRR R 2 AR X LA
PR 1 B BT A e, T AR e R R A
B BRI AR S K R KRR LA
(WSC) F AR B Bl 5 28 5 5 BUR IR
AT JE ( Clostridium ) K Z5E | ME VL3R 1S &
i 77 I ARRL B R A ] SO AR R (A
S A ) BRI SY A B, TR R TN S 0 22 K
A5 E A T S5 R TR IR] 56 R FRAIROKR
JRET U R S T AR AR R
HE IR pH EALT 4. 2, LR 7E A HLIR
o PGB TR U S A S R
/N DR BB R PG B AR L 48158 TR 10%
PAITF o LR T 7 75 I 4mD Rk A il ok 7 ool 25 G
SR T, JCRE PR ™ A LR 410 1] MR B ik
AP S A B, B R AR R R T
B BRI, T AR A SR A A
FLWE AT B )8 ( Lacticaseibacillus )\ B8 17 [ )@
( Weisseria ) F1 Jy BR i J& ( Pediococcus ) ', K HiLA
K, N AN ST I Al et L IR & T 8 IF 5 3 2
LEE IR ARG T RS R O & LA B
T ek S T i SO R 2 R P VAN A T Y AR
I, T LR T 1 2 v WF 9000 B 5 I e T 7
PR BE R 2H R AT | LR A A A 0 A I ) g ik A
KA HEE S, BRI B, Gyt 5 2
ERIRA KB LB 65:35 B, & BERUR B4,
FET M, A 58 U P A AR 5 2 ERTR A L]

BP100% (#41 100% %%k 0% ) Fll BP65% (41}
65% # %k 35% ) ( BP s ib M 5 22 2k TR A T
FLARER) | I 43 B i 26 21 19 2L B 21T o 1
50 d WY IV A I S g, 4 At HXE BP100% A
BP65% 75 W AaVEL 4 e I i J5T | & I T 7 DL S 3L
PR AR B A AR R s, [RIE, X— R B A 88
ST VTR TR T B 1) DR AR AT 4 SR DKL ZH D ) 43
LY AT 122 T A 10 5 DR 2 A0 v A (R LR A Qi
FIA LT 2 28 W il 4%, 38 98 HAE A 75 0 i e 25
3R RS 7, Ry itE— 25 st 5 ARl i T, 4
R BERCR R AR

1A

1.1 ##l

11,1 =3 RAt HEE MR ARG i e
PR [ L ARAE 282 T SR A AR Sk b (35. 82°N
116.85°E ) , Jir & #4) I 1 5k 11 A% A% /55 B2 80 ~ 120
em PYZSHRS, K 78% ~82% ME A&
1 25% ~32% HHAGEE i 8% ~12% . ZEKN
Mg, K5 K G E R 10% ~15% , 8 H
it 14% ~18% . P M . ASHIF 5 T FH B Rk Hh
ARS8 % Il R I I AR

1.1.2 344 MRS ¥iFE(EHEADHE RS
FRAHED

1.1.3 ZZXAEMNERE WhHEE M
MR (USSR A IRA R s K1 .3,5-
THSEOK IR AR R T LA 4 R AR
S PR BT AR, KR e B AL ( Velocity
18R Pro, Dynamica ) ; =R R K ( LDZM-
40KCY , AR B AAUAR A R A | 5 M
JENCEE T (UV-5100, b 52 8L B AL 57 & A BR2A
H)) s THIEYE T 2% (TS-200B, K HAL g8 A BE
A]) 5 BLIGE AL (K9860, i e A ) 5 5 4k Z il
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1.2.1 Freasa & OfeIl ik EHE
DA 1)+ 48 SR A 114 T S A Ty R i A T S
9% A4S 30 g s T HA 48 37 CHEIR K
FAPIRAKEE 30 d, H Tk R E, QAR
TC LU I ek 8 1 5« 44 0 22 28] 1 2L R T 2 P 0
B EHARHE R 10° CFU/mL B, DL 1021 (B
TR0 g B 1 mL) A9 HE GBS O 5 BRI 5 4, 7
FH 1 mL JC B /K A AR D0 TE, 4 0 iR I &
BP100% (141t 100% # %k 0% , it & 53 %%, T [))
1 BP65% (#4IM 65% , %%k 35% ) BTk, Xt BE
L (CK 4 ) M Fi HE 1 o491 % o 25 2 B9 TG R K
WA EZS 37 CHEIRIRAKRESO d,

1.2.2 HERAHILBRHAHG Y S Hik ST REH
MAkeg kB B 2. 1O REES 5 K 5
15 KA 30 RS HFF I RRHE & 1 g, A
EEHA 9 mL LRE/KE.OEH 35 °C 150 r/min
Kig% 15 min, #E 5 B IEWAE R 107 76 B,
FEEERR RS, 43 1077 10 ~° F1 10 7 7 BE VR 45
200 WL WG T & 0.2 o/L T HEZMO0. 1
o/L HUY A R A MRS ARG FE 3L 37 °C 81 5
F% 24 ~48 h WAL KAIF O, BRBUE &R R
HEVEIEAT Z W B alifh, 2 B — T,
TR B Al s R R SRV E YR A IR A
Al (508 7)) 9547 16S rRNA {7,

1.2.3 HFEfmB R shakbn ksl
MR T 43 91 s in 2 BP100% F1 BP65% 1,28 C IR
AR, TE R TR 30 KEURE, 20 75 I % T8 1]
R 25 B0 e A TR T 4 25 I fie it 0% e, 43 i) 7
RIS 5 15,30 .50 K HURE, K I 7L R v 40 i B
A, QKBS B B LRG0 E 1 g
FICAREE S, DA S A 9 mL KR KB L4
H1,37 °C 140 v/min fHIEIR 40 min, FE T 16
EY A i uE W . SR A pH 1IN E pH A,
SMRBERK AR AL ELR S ®E ", A5 R
(NH,;-N) & &t ok 2R M-k &0 R B Le 8 3% T
2 DNS L L 58 B- 0 B G )
R EEE G AN D) RS L BN, T
Ji S Bk A 105 CHETi e ML A 1 2
K9860 4= [ #l L [C & A % , rf M Pk & 4F 4
( Neutral Detergent Fiber, NDF ) FIFR I 1 1% £F 4

(‘Acid Detergent Fiber, ADF) Al F800 4 4k
RIEA 2, QF Wik 7 v ZLIR W Ek gh A48
o3 BT FIRTR R S5 IR S 4 R BAT B
HI LB S ZLBR B Lacticaseibacillus paracasei
R8 . Lactiplantibacillus
cibaria RW . Pediococcus acidilactici RP , %} HAEH
Wi A b B R S AR AR EAT I SE L SR
YIFF 5 sk 1 B, PCR BB R J3 3 2
7~,PCR WK & ;2 x Tagqmix 15. 0 pL, Forward
Primer 1.0 wL, Reverse Primer 1.0 pL,DNA tem-
plate 1.0 pL,ddH,0 12.0 wL. PCR 4% J1]
TR T W o e I s 3R & A ImT i, R
PMD18-T Vector Cloning Kit F1 5k /)Nt i1 32 12 5
AT EREN Y | 5 EAT R i PCR,
x1 DOMIBENFRESIMFET

plantarum  ZR . Weissella

Table 1 ~ Specific primer sequences of four lactic acid bacteria
FLRE 59 FIYFHI(5'3") JPAHK B/ bp
R8 R8-F GGAGAAGAATGGTCGGCAG 212
R8-R AAGTTTCCCAGTTTCCGATG 212
RP RP-F CTAATCTCTTAGGTTGGCAG 204
RP-R GATTACTAAGTGTTGGAGGG 204
ZR ZR-F TTTGAGTGAGTGGCGAACTG 179
ZR-R CCACCATCTAGCTAATACGC 179
RW RW-F ATCCGAACTGAGACGTACT 193
RW-R ATTACTAGTTGCCAGCATTC 193
*®2 PCRRREF
Table 2 PCR reaction program

M/ C I} ] TEAE A

95 30 s -

95 10 s 40

55 ~65 308" 40

72 30 s 40

95 5 min -

16 1 min -

TE: = FoRBE LY 1Y, 85 ELIR JOE BN 52.55.60 Fl 65 C;
- FRML AT TR A
1.2.4 2% Rasy OeHENHNF LA
4% . Lactiplantibacillus plantarum ZR 1 113575 4=
PR AT BR 23w B2 AL I 4 I 7 IR 55, 3 A 6
DNA FF2 S I P B o5 5 PR g, DL
38 13 Mumina XF 202 4 R AEAT L AL S A0, @)%
PR IERE - 751 (CDS) BAE ) Glimmer' ™ |
GenMarkS!®’ \Prodiga[ 7L g A 8 o He X & [RR
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KR 2 ( Clusters of Orthologous Groups of pro-
teins,, COG, https ://www. ncbi. nlm. nih. gov/COG/) |
LA G 2 ( Gene Ontology, GO ) | HUAR %
5P 2H B R4 58I (Kyoto Encyclopedia of
Genes and Genomes , KEGG) X #iill| 2| %) CDS #£47
BRI RE T . @A R S8 B A ] Diamond
B X B K AR & W 0 1 B £CHE % ( Carbohy-
drate-Active enZYmes Database, CAZy) , X} 3 [F
FIHAT IR @BUR £ 553 T BUR R G850 &
B A7 ) B DR TR0 5 i 24 5 PR O, B O BRI
o 3= 228 o HoxF 5 7 P B0 E ( Viralence
Factor Database, VFDB) , k15 3 J7 PRl -3 PR 32 ¢
REOCIEHEAT ST o Tk 24 5 PR FoT 0 3 5230 5 b o 25
EhiAd R PP % ( Comprehensive Antibiotic
Resistance Database, CARD) 1E B¢, 3815 45 4~ 5t
AP S T2 RS B . @FLRRACBIAH L
3BT A AR SCHR P FL R AR AR G L AR B Or-
thoMCL JT JF [a] 2 22 (X3R5 55 73 A, WD fy 22k TR ¢
G &, ISR IR A o 25 E O AL Y
BB AR B . 458 KEGG Wk, X H iR
A0 % T B 2% > T RE T A R AT Ak R B e i
IR, @WEHER A 5317 il GenBank i
PE T #AH K Lactiplantibacillus T B B 4 35 PR 20 5
5., KA Lactiplantibacillus plantarum ZR 525
P AR A B MR A TP A% 1 R — Bk (average
nucleotide identity, ANI) 434, 15040 th L7 2EY)
TELL =F 5 L™ T TBiools (v 2. 136) %X
PE T HEAT 5T SR TR DR AT R DA Y R R PR 4347
1.2.5  ##E%A 9 (A Office 2016 Excel
Xof i B B R AT ) A0 R B AR PR BE S R
SPSS 25. 0 #E47 BUA 2 J7 22 43 1 ( Two-way ANO-
VA) , P LR T LSD #6:6 & S-N-K K5, P <
0.05 UiWIAA WEMEZESR . [ Origin 64 22
Pk,

2 HERGpH

2.1 BFFIABENEERAKBEREKRIEE

W PR BRI e 225 SR A NCBT 508l 122 it 47 e 471
[R] L LT e B R 45 3 1Y FLIR 1 8 T LR A
ERT ( Pediococcus acidilactici) FHH)FLAT H ( Lacti-
plantibacillus plantarum ) Fl -5 BT FC T ( Weissella
cibaria) , BEAb, A< 520 %= Fi A BF 9% 2R BH , ZE A AR

ER R )k v s i & B FLAT B ( Lactobacillus
paracasei ) P A3 350EE R FLIR & 1, 2 o E R R
JEET PR, g 0 S AR FLAF A L T R LT
PR R B DG LR B TR D A o Ak A7
JREEWFSY , I B21E SO 7R N Lacticaseibacillus pa-
racasei R8  Lactiplantibacillus plantarum ZR | Weissel-

la cibaria RW Pediococcus acidilactici RP

1 M#HILEAE 16S rRNA RS L #

Fig. 1  Phylogenetic tree of four lactic acid bacteria 16S rRNA

2.2 EMIBMENEZEINESHT

2.2.1 SUBRTA e s 3 e 43k P AL 32 8 2 89 %
e W AR S U B R
YIR R REL, FiER 3 AT, BP65 % Ak 2 19
S B EE T BP100% 4H (P <0.05), HAE
BP65% £51F T, ZR Ab B 4H i T ) Ji /K F S 3 AR
FHADAN B A S R VAN T DR S
R o — SR, ZR AL BRAL ML E A A R
F T CKORB LR ) (P <0.05) , RZ
b 3R A S AR B i, IR R AR LR
AT T & T i o, X — B4 A] BB A P A AIK
B pH IR5E K LR T 0 3= B 3, 4 i) T = At i
AR A K DT I D T R ARG A AR
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ADF F1l NDF % ft 2 i 15t 75 4D} it T 1) 7 22 4
P, HAK O 3 v 2 B A 2 3 1 A R R
BP100% Ab #4145 2 7R, ZR A PR A9 ADF Al
NDF % f2 i F L FHABA P4 (P <0.05) , &
HCELA T 5 1 % i 45 48 1R Bk K AR S Y e

AR FTRIE TR SFA FREY X & AR
BRI, B, 5 I R B Rk 2 45 A H
HMAS AT ®RY B EIT CK 41 (P<0.05),
Hih ZR F1 RS AL F LB, BASRK T W
& FHAALFELH (P <0.05)

3 ABMEMELERRLER SR

Table 3 Effect of lactic acid bacteria on nutritional components of silage

k7S A5/ % TR/ %

MM/ (g-100 g71)

ADF/% NDF/% NH;-N/(g - L7")

CK BP65 38.91 £0.35cA 13.67 £0.76¢B
BP100 14.19 £0.22¢B 17.28 £0.21cA
R8 BP65 41.83 +0.88bA 15.78 +0.64bB
BP100 19.96 +1.33aB 19.09 £0. 12bA
ZR BP65 43.29 £0.47aA 15.62 +0.26bB
BP100 20.14 +0.63aB 18.63 £0.23bA
RW BP65 39.64 +£1.13bcA 19.21 £0.11aB
BP100 16.81 +0.50bB 19.72 £0.41aA
RP BP65 38.85 +£1.25bcA 19.10 £0.77aA
BP100 16.35 +0.52bB 20.13 +0.48aA

0.85 +0.03abA
0.80 +0.02aB
0.76 £0.02cA
0.69 +0.05bcB
0.78 £0.01cA
0.60 +0.03dB
0.89 +0.01abA
0.71 £0.01bcB
0.80 +£0.02bA

0.65 +0.02¢cB

37.21 £0.74aA
37.85 +£0.52aA
25.93 +0.50dA
26.74 +0.55cdA
27.35 +0.63dA
23.94 +0.12dB
33.89 +0.48abA
32.81 +0.53abA
30.59 +0.52bcA

29.26 £0.97cA

38.02 £0.69aA
34.96 +0.82aB
31.79 £1.56¢A
31.27 £0.69cA
31.20 £0.52cA
31.91 £1.27c¢A
34.42 +1.65bA
33.43 £0.82aA
37.76 £0.41aA

32.19 =£0.59bB

NG FHIORF — PR R R G222 5 RS FHRORF —HM AR G242 57, K4 K5

2.2.2  ZLBRE Bt A AL 7 BR AR A 00 %R
TER I R TR UG B B, & 0 P sk K 4L
B LR B S L A AR A e R IR, (R
HRE A A HLIR, dE R R pH B T B,
Bt & B A 0EAT , W R RO R A R A
FHXTRRE W], pH (8 T4, R4 AL HI
TR pH B 4.1 ~4. 3 4b T35 40k} B4R
pH JEREIN ", Hih BP65% AL 4H H Y pH {H
FAET BP100% AL FRZH (P <0.05) , IHAb, FLER
FIFR RAE T & B A vl 4 OGS Y, 30 DR
JERYFLRRAA B T FAR pH., 18 BE A R 5 K
AR, R R ER RN R TS, R4
H1, BP65% Ab FEL (1) FLIR 7 it B 3 = T BP100%
AbERZH | Hod ZR A B FLIR K SE B i T CK
ZH(P<0.05) ,FRHSMETSIN ZR RIS 98 A 25 /11
RIS AR I & e I JUI 08 7 1% 5 W AR
T AU
2.2.3 LB A B AR P AT B RS E
BaB & A% m TR Wil i oy W AT 4k R K
SNYIXELIIE A 7 4l 3R | 2 245 4 R OFOR i &R B
il SR Ny T KA A, 8T R Sh AL B2
TRIERG &Y gk s BRI R

T | A7) A 5RO T R B - 2 B I 0 B TS
14152 A TR B B 04 S N B9 5% 1, BP65 % Ak 3 2 (1)
FRE A IS AT 2 2R R AR DG Tl TR 0 1 i
F= T BP100% AL FR4H , LA, 7E BP65% Ab BE
ST ZR AL B N R E | SO0 R
it K B~ 44 W T G 16 0 24 R 1 LAt B AR Ak 3
H. VLB bR ZR &b BR 4 B 5 5m 1 £ 4k K %
ik G
F4 ABEHARE LR BB AL MR
Table 4  Effect of lactic acid bacteria on acid

production activity in silage

LS L i/ % pH MR/ (ng - mL™")
CK BP65 4.25+0.04aB  20.02 +0.68cA
BP100 5.24£0.08bA  0.37 £0.04aB
R8 BP65 4.13£0.05aB  27.53 £3.02aA
BP100 5.13£0.10bA  0.51 +0.04aB
ZR BP65 4.22+£0.04aB  24.42 +1.38bA
BP100 5.23£0.06bA  0.43 +0.02aB
RW BP65 4.09£0.03aB  18.46 £4.93cA
BP100 5.15+0.12bA  0.46 +0.06aB
RP BP65 4.10 £0.02aB  24.55 £0.42bA
BP100 5.17 £0.09bA  2.69 +0.62aB
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Table 5  Effect of lactic acid bacteria on CAZyme enzyme activity in silage

LS il % AN R BERE/ (U - pg™h) PYIE R AR/ (U - pg™') B-HE A/ (U - pg™")

CK BP65 73.77 £1.40bcA 208.38 2. 90bcA 282.86 +30.06bA
BP100 33.92 +1.70cB 53.01 +1.36dB 56.56 +0.77aB

R8 BP65 79.84 £5.40bA 222.99 = 14.20bA 280.30 +30. 41bA
BP100 35.42 +2.77hcB 56.76 +0.75¢B 60.74 +0.72abB

7R BP65 88.10 £6.91aA 268.49 = 15.80aA 355.28 £37.82aA
BP100 42.79 +4.26aB 56.25 +1.79cdB 58.81 +0.35bB

RW BP65 62.72 +1.96¢A 152.33 £18.53dA 192.44 £21.20cA
BP100 36.23 +£4.34bcB 61.13 £2.29bB 61.48 +1.88aB

RP BP65 79.45 +9.50bA 188.51 £6.02cdA 245.58 +16.48bcA
BP100 34.58 +0.90bcB 60.42 +2.22bB 61.05 +2.15abB

2.2.4 FedEF4RILIRARETHSEMNS T, ZR T RS AL 7R E 5 M IR B WA E

#r i RT-PCR FARXH IS #i b 4 ARFLER
H S A AR AT RN, 5 SRR 2 froR, FLER A
B AR S M () e TR B S ANTR AL B4
T,BP65% A MMM E R E® T
BP100% 4 (P <0.05) , HEINEE RW B FH I
R, FLAR AR 3 5 FHO A PR R AS [F], BP100% Ak 21
ZHrp RW AYBCR & BP65% 01 5.8 7%, S B
R 25 5, ZE B RTIR, 7R W RDRE ] A% o A

WA B R BR AR 1 LA SR AT 4k 2R R AR e 4
Jr ¥ R LT CKLRW Al RP 4b B4, 7
BP65% AbFRZ H ZR Al R8 MFLAR S th 2 T
CK .RW F1 RP, H4h,ZR 4146 T W) FAf45 21 4
RIEfR T LT RS, HEREEALT RS, UL
Bk ZR FERAR R B B0 AT AR A 44 Ao 1 5 I
877, L 22 3 00 o TR Bk ZR R AT 4 3k DR
JF 51T 6

B2 FrEEdilBREHshsE
Fig.2 Dynamic change of Lactobacillus number during silage
A:BP65% ;B:BP100% ; AN [Fl/NG “F R38R R — R 3L R i 7R AN [ s 1] 22 57 1 25 (P < 0. 05)

A .BP65% ;B.BP100% ;Different lowercase letters indicate significant differences for the same Lactobacillus strain across different

time( P <0.05)

2.3 £ERAHH

2.3.1 X RAMAZE  HEE Lactiplantibacillus
plantarum ZR 8455 R 20 — A 2 5 o 4 2%
R Z R EA B B 2 A G R D 1
AP, H ARSI B BB TS 3, B Ry
Kol e KA, @ ad CGView SRRl 1# Bk ZR
FENAEE, R mE 3 Fros, SRR B KN

3398 411 bp, H 1 ZLIRGL AR 6 A FRAR FAE
R, Hr Qe R R 3 198 4>, F 3
KBk 893,73 bp, GC F &N 44. 38% ; Plasmi-
dA . PlasmidB . PlasmidC ., PlasmidD . PlasmidE . Plas-
midF 43 FE R 66 .55 46 28 17 21 PHEEA

2.3.2 ABEMES 1ECOG IRt 4th 2 523
AN R T R, T B o e 3 23 SSRGS D e Al
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(E4A) , Hohaok ik & W AR e 5t DL K s 4k
Mt R e 2, 70 0l i ST RE Y 12, 64% |
11.06% H18.84% ., M3 6 i, S5k R K+
A COG & DNA S5 56 SR 3 [K 1 FIH s )
K, 2 5ok b & Wiz 5 0 R & 2
PLAMESMIRS & B B IR e B R 52, 2 S
PREE A FNAE W) A e 2 o YRS IR S I T, ot
b 1E PlasmidA HIETERER] 12 4> 5Ok LS Y
Seis MACIEAHOC Y R Y 24045 ABC BBz H
ARG5S MFS R, 4 BT ik ZR JEP 2
5K AL G BN i A DG B BE A R
1], F W H HL A R 2 MR A0 1. GO AR
B 5 E AT A By Ve RO O oy =26 AR A
57 ( Cellular component ) | 73 F 5 BE ( Molecular
function) . 4= ) i #2 ( Biological process) ., ¥l 4B
HBR ZR 1) GO TIRETE R 2 LR T 2 327
ANEER L H 5> T IIRERY GO term AL K £Y 8 4
Z (1905 ), HUCRAEY S (1 198 4>) A4 i
B (1 161 4) o X} Lactiplantibacillus plantarum
ZR ¥ CDSs #E4T KEGG #4843 #r LAl s HAR Y
e, K 4C PR, 7E 6 Fl KEGG #5325,

AR ST % T 0 B 3 R B i 22, 3T 2 296
A HRK R B (5 A B DG I, 6055 204 N3
PR, 3k B 5 it 35 PR ) B R R B TR K AL B 1R
RN 2 LR A, 20 0 A 229 A 138 SR
PRI, S SRR A B K AL & AR o 2%
PRI B ELTIRE 5 20K UE1T 5 oK1k & P AR g
AHCHER 38T . PlasmidA TERFI R IEH 55
WK AL A W s 3z FNAC T DL K 3% 80 0 K 4 40 #
X ;PlasmidB FERBE R LR 32 5 DNA KB il &
HAMEE A A 1 AN FEH 5 oKk & Wik iz il
’ﬁ]lgﬂﬂéé, PlasmidF {\UEBF] 2 N5k ib&Y
iz ARIHAE 5& (0 3 R, LY 5 K SR b/ A SR b/
JUT a2 S AR A 2

*6 ERELE COGHIEXFR
Table 6 The correspondence of gene-COG

COG K/ COG Tifk SR E A
WKL A Y2 510 BRI RS 66
BT A AR SN HEE 75 il Ara) 35
LTS BRI A 27
DNA Z5 G RIS 135
MBS S kA BORHARE A 53

3  HE ¥k Lactiplantibacillus plantarum ZR W% [E 2B E

Fig.3 Circular map of Lactiplantibacillus plantarum ZR genome
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B4 COG EF(A).GO EfE(B) & KEGG T8 (C) &R
Fig.4 The results of COG annotation (A) , CO annotation (B) and KEGG annotation ( C)
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2.3.3 ERKRALESH) EWEEIER  Lactiplantibacil-
lus plantarum ZR & F 2 A 109 4> 2 [H 4 b
WAL B PTG YRR, & 5 IR, b fuE iR 21
FEMHTT 7K f#% B ( Glycoside Hydrolases, GH ) F£ Al 50
A, HR B EL#4 FL [ ( Glycosyl Transferases , GT)
5tk /KAL & P E EE ( Carbohydrate Esterases, CE) |
SRR 32 AFN19 A, CAZyme TEREHIRM %
FEDZE h g s 41 4 R i 5L R EEEk  GHL A
GH4 ZZ6 , 7 ALEE 10 A1 2 DNIER XA K
JEAHL 43 7 55 6-phospho-b-F= ZL 4 11 it Al 6-phos-
pho-b- T & WE T BEAH ELAE T, G521 47 4E R Y
BN FER B CE4 KK, CE1 Z % & T 1% g
Mt , BRI S0 T P 1 25 B R SR v 1 PR A Tk T
TG | 3 46 R B 0 T3l BB 2 21 4 R MR B R
DL R 2 Y RN 4E 2R Z [ R R -k KAL)
SEEHHE, SARBUR R OCH B £ 2 PR
TR (AA) T, GT NEES S 4R Bk 4T
YR IR B EATEAR SR R & e i
R SCHEPE I, W GT4  GT2 AT S s AR
WS H5RIRNAEYE N, BUE LR ME2F
HEZR AR ELAE T, 25705 0 K J57 2T 24 3R 235 44 R [
FRAR DRI AS ARG 0 380 11 TR AR ot 2 B
1R 2% TG 3 S AF 5 PN 45 1 % D3 )4 P A

HA LA Lactiplantibacillus plantarum ZR 57 #k ¢ M
W TR I RO R 28 K R AL B R AR
RPAUAFTE A TR ZR , 06 7 HoA 7 A B Ak
PRI I TR it iy R 3L ) & BT T 2 AV N T
AwRAYILFE TTRK, 5258 A B BP65 % Ab L4 i)
R ZR AL PR () £ 2k 3 i ( 990 SR B G
SN SMEBE RN B- A4 W T ) B 148 T HoA

5 Bk EWEUEERSIT

Fig.5 Results of CAZymes annotation

REBREH | 7853 3B Lactiplantibacillus plantarum ZR
TELT Y R M b BA AR, CAZyme TERE T
Mrah 87K | Lactiplantibacillus plantarum ZR &
ALY E 1 109 4> CAZyme FIGEHED, Horh b
LT AER B % DA OC Y GH I B IR 28 50
A BANEAT T DS ARFURFE MR (£ 7). X
SEBL DN UG AN SRR T A B it v i 2K - il
%0 EERIR T Lactiplantibacillus plantarum ZR
AIZ5IE , WAB R 1 I B R AE A B 2T 4 R A Th Y
EPN: I
x7 KARALEZRBEXEEKEBESLFIT

Table 7 The number of lignocellulose degradation related gene families

p Ry HHF % BB A

YR GHI1 10
GH4 2

GH32 1

GHI3 11

YRR CE4 1
NI AA4 1
AA10 1

AA6 2

AA3 3

2.3.4 HRALAHM i VFDB IERIIHTER
HH , Lactiplantibacillus plantarum ZR HA 289 T8
JIHEDR | SR 1) 7 ) 32 5 G g A Y RN SR ) I
IR L (F 6) . 2 CARD 437 7R, Lactipla-
ntibacillus plantarum ZR &4 207 2536, £
ARSI R KRIRNEE ( macrolide antibiotic ) | PU
W E A4 & (tetracycline antibiotic ) %5 (K 7)
Y T X Sedi A RT3 07 T e 4 4k DNA 1
FokL EAFEEBT RS R RS ) 2 A 200 T v [
AR RPUIE R R

2.3.5 ABMRMEEAAXERIN  FRE
TEPRESEIIEE T, 1 2/ 1 i B T Ak 1 AR IS W e Ak
VIR R , B 5 7E 3L 2 B S B ( Lactate dehydro-
genase , LDH) IMEALAE T NI R %52 i NADH
AR EE T R A WFLER . Lactiplantiba-
cillus plantarum ZR 2 5 WE W fff 1k 72 DA B2 AH OG 2
PR NP 8A MR 8 B, 2k 31 AR & A
PR ik JIT 06 200 BT A ik, 1T LA 58 23 Rk P TR R 70
%4, 1 D-3L R & Wik & W, Lactiplantibacillus
plantarum ZR 7 A3 AT 4 A6 T B 2 1 422 34 )i A B
D-FLRR A LR Bt R ) 1dhA . 1E L-FLIR 5 K
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| Lactiplantibacillus plantarum ZR 365 9
ek g P e X PR T PR 1 S P B R 1 R P i
BELA pyk , A KORE N R PR 3E — 20 e A Ry L-3LIR 1Y)
L-FLIR I S ) Idh, BEAT  IZBIRRIE 5547 S
N PR SE A B RE ) pox , 2 I W] 764 A B ot

NERRR SE ALK CO, , A B T 3 2 b P B he
IRAAFREE i WA A itk 2L & e
BemJnsh, K 8B fZ 9 /R T Lactiplantibacillus
plantarum ZR TE N B R A 36 38 2% v #b K i) 5&
Bt

6 FHERBNS LSt

Fig.6  Classification statistic chart of virulence gene prediction

7 WHEEBRNS LS5

Fig.7 Classification statistic chart of drug resistance gene prediction

8 Lactiplantibacillus plantarum ZR 25 EBFIRE (A) . REERREEEZE(B)
Fig. 8  Lactiplantibacillus plantarum ZR participated in TCA pathways (A) and pyruvate metabolic pathways (B)
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% 8 Lactiplantibacillus plantarum ZR £ S5 BB EHNER
Table 8  Lactiplantibacillus plantarum ZR participated in TCA pathways genes

A P T fiE BE R A /A
pem AR 2 22 o2 Tl 1
pei %0 -6 - B R e A 1
glk RITRE 1
bglA 6- TR -B - ] 4 Wl 7 i 10
galM FEEHE -1 - 22 [n] S ALy Tl 3
SbaA 1 28 5% — Wl 1 4 ity 1
1pid PR 14 1R S A 1
gapA 3R H Yl 1 O 1
pak WRER H M AR Al 1
gpmA BRI A AL 37 2
eno BN 2
pyk TR R T4 i 1
err PRI T M R SR e A 2 2y 3
A G- SR A 1 !
pekd B PR  ATP) I
ppsA PRI R - 7K 33 i 1
&9 Lactiplantibacillus plantarum ZR 5 AMBRFEEHER
Table 9  Lactiplantibacillus plantarum ZR participated in pyruvate metabolic pathways genes
P SENTRE B A/ A
pyk T T 2 U 1
IdhA D-FLERM S 2
poxL PRI P 4R A 5
pla WRIR LR RS Tl 1
ackA LR 3
Idh L-FLIR I A 6
mLeA RERE 1
acyp Tk SE s 12 1
adhE L/ LB A 2
pyc [SLEIE e 1
sfed SR U (P LRI R Y ) 1
pekA BRI B BRI (ATP) !
pdhA PIRFR I SR E1 215 o T3 1
pdhB PIARR I SR E1 2457 B Ak 1
dnaA HR C-Z Bt R4 1
pdhD AR WA I A 1
2.3.6 wEARASH P ITR—EE ntibacillus plantarum ZR [5) P51 5 = 09 AL ) 7L AT

( Average Nucleotide Identity, ANI) &= % ] F 423
LA b e] 1 B 2556 22120 | W AR A Y R
43R 0 FfIa] AH L (90% ~ 96% ) . il [] A1 L)
(70% ~90% ) FJE AR (50% ~70% ), [Fl—¥
Ffia]) ) ANI {EH — 7€ 95% L B2 ARBF5E N
NCBI £icdla 22 v i eI 2% 12 #R O e i 2 4
W HICTE B LA, o 7 %8 5 Lactipla-

B LS MR HAMZLAT R . 6 B3b 12 #RFLAT B AN B
Pk ZR #6407 ANI 38, 45 R B 7 BRAE ) FLAT A
FIERBR ZR B ANT{ERIE T 99% (19) , iX—45
WL, Lactiplantibacillus plantarum ZR 5 H A E
Py UAT R B ) TR AU A g, ik — 2D e 1 gy
KL TR I A, I M AR AN [H
Py e (5 R v i 6 XA R PR RS D | B AT
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B, EEREOUT Wy a] 0 A e
A, UL R A g L2 PR B AR, DRk, R 1
Fr gl THEM YRR R RS LE KR, Mo,
LI RE 8% 485 78 16 E Ak o e v B DR A0 5 44 e
KA R EHE R B R AR RGO Lactipla-
ntibacillus plantarum WCSF1 75 F 2001 4F A
MBI P B AAS T T AR SE R T IR A
MM T, 5T 2012 4 AT 1 5 R AL 0 3108 U 7
56 i B A B 5E 1k B Lactiplantibacillus
plantarum WCSF1 1) 4= 3 R 41 77 3 VE S 2 %
M2, M TBtools #K 4%} Lactiplantibacillus planta-
rum ZR (RSP 2H AT L2 Fe 803 B (81 10)

2E B R |, Lactiplantibacillus plantarum ZR 5878 T
4 & B Y, 5 Lactiplantibacillus - plantarum
WCSF1 28 M KOAH DL RE AR =7, (ELA A R v o
RAAER N R FE A R, KR saR,
bglA™)  gal BV 55 B P 43 5 W B T 8 BE AR
B- I A HH T Mg it RNE/ T 8 WA 2 FL b
TR B K AL A AR, agrA L oppA”") | opud 4§
TR S5 S el as A oG . X 0 J Bk IR 1 4
ANSEMER LY ZRE R P 2 T 3 A
HAMMVBEIG, ZHLE TGS Lactiplantibacil-
lus plantarum ZR BA B8 7 FLIR MUK it 2F 48 R
REfRE 1A K,

B9 HEHREREZE ANI #E

Fig.9 Heatmap of strains genome ANI

B 10 Lactiplantibacillus plantarum ZR £ 215 #7
Fig. 10  Synteny analysis of Lactiplantibacillus plantarum ZR

309 #

T FURT B35 I GRDe i Ao e rh e o TG
VAN T IR R ] e AR v A FL A T A
g GH L R AR IR 0 0, I AE 48 h Y
I PRAEEBE AR 12 (EMP 3R 42 ) P 7= A4 7L
TR, X — PRI A M il 1 )68 W el A= 4 14
R R IR AR A, N R R

T ARDRL RG] AR 2 SCBEAE . AT ST i — Ak
BABSEEI K BEIGER) Lactiplantibacillus plan-
tarum ZR FEAT 4 FE R A0 I | I % )k 2L R
i R BETAE R 5 MUK o 21 4k 2% 5 At B ) it
A 00 FIRE PR 20 VR A 2R 2 00 BT DA B L Bk
PR3, B BA HC B AT i 10 7 I I ) RE 1 ik
PR 2 HFAIE

AW 5T K PR, Lactiplantibacillus plantarum ZR
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A 31 DEENS SRR IR AL, X SEIE P 4 b 1
B R b T A A R R . A, 72 D-3
TRE g 42, Lactiplantibacillus plantarum ZR %
A1 Gy D-FLIR G S BE LN (1dhA) | RERE BN
NEARR & )5 D-FLIR, 1E L-3LIR & g te
Lactiplantibacillus plantarum ZR WAL 5 221> K
B 5L TN, G5 2 5 Wi A 1 X T PR B 16 A
RS T ) PP D P A P 5 FR) (ke ) R A TR R TR A=
i L-FLIRAY LR i U B 5 X (1dh) | LA K P
i B AL AR FE A (poxL) . FEYFLAT B FLER ™
Az IR RLE B e 2 SRR FIE S 3 R e, AN
Bl JE T 5 W5 R A FLAT P agr XU
SVERGES S T FLIR ™ R RN R B 9 44 5 X1
BB L plantarum DY6 43 R 410 5743 B
KIIFEN fruK ., ackl | 1dhi2 | sacK . galM . argH F
argF AR5 | LA MRAE A A0 R FIE FLRAC
PR AR TR PR IR RE AU B B 2
(P<0.05), XERIGARMIELE LS N
WMELRNHY galE" F agrA FeDH & B BN A 5 7e
FLIR AE 15 58 1 45 SARAE

ENDIRARAE N R ENER S A Gy SR ST
MG R IAINIRES N Lactiplantibacillus plantarum
ZR W] B A ADF #I NDF S8 (P<0.05) . &
TR A TR A A 2R 98 03 A 32 BT, 2 T bk A U R 3
109 4~ CAZyme FE[H , Hd GH #:[H 50 4~,GT .CE
FUAA BEH 43502 3219 16 A, 7EIZ A bR 11 5
PRI, GH 3 A A0 Ay b dRe i, A
10 3 L A DR 2 2 ) DU ZRAS R YR AR LA e
HEAT AL, KB CAZyme JE PRI FEAE W) FLAT B h A7
TESEAE: A CAZyme N RO MW FLAT R 2E A
AN GH HEPI B Atk S ARIEFE S5 R —
B, ARFTTRR, AR BT 4 2R R A TR B AN T 27
Y R 22T 2 2R il LA SO o 2R Ak I 1) B [ £
o EZMIDFED N PR SE h ik A4 3 MkFL
FFH#, CAZyme 7F BRI 3 MRILFFR A S 17 1
CAZyme HATILIN ELFREFAEZ O 274 2 Ve A Al
FEIA SRR B N 55 . ATFE R Lacti-
plantibacillus plantarum ZR W EAG F 5 09 K 1 £F
YRGS, AFE 25 DEFAER V27 4k K A il
BELRIFN 7 A5 2R [ e Bl 1A 58 A2 T R AE AR
JRET AE 2R [ 7 T HA BRI Ty, BRILZ AN, A
I L3 3 R A1 53 AT 3 e 1L, Lactiplantibacillus

plantarum 7ZR H1 serR bglA [29] . malL., galE (301 .
agrA oppA”" opuAd FEFEPAETE JR R A B A A Lk
AL AF IS, X L PR K H: G % 1) il 7 7 5,
FRAC IR AR B 2T 4 R figp i A v p Iy (i T 2
e, 25 TR LR R e 5 i s o
fite ARG, HIR W RESE R T Lactiplanti-
bacillus plantarum ZR TEF R #E AL 72 rh 5 A,
0 R A 7 DR A Al [ O A R TR SR Y 2
X — 578 A] E -5 I bR B A B Y 7 FLIR SR B
YR IERRE A K

AT A5 IR P i 215 5 4 BRI
DEHAFLBR R, I8 F 23 A D 3 b T 57 2647y 30
50 d T IR IR . 3l A X T I ARDRL 8 78 TR
Gy e PRRRRE ) R AT Y R RS ) LA KL
PR T At 3N A A8 A6 A I % BIL, Lactiplantibacillus
plantarum ZR 5735 3 #RFLIR AR Il FE b
RARE M AR AL TR B AR BT e 2R HAT S FE A ™
FLRRRE S iR SO0 AR, HE & 2R B2 4E R %
R ANFLIR A T REHE I DL S — s B 10 B ) R
FmT 25304, 78 LRI T 4l o0 A v & 3, Lactipla-
ntibacillus plantarum ZR 52 % Wtk Lactiplantiba-
cillus plantarum WCFS1 [ 3 PR 2 HL 2 4 R U1
Weres A RS e s iz MK AL & WA A
RHHEDA BB AR HEI X — AL AT BB 1L
R ER SR MR BT 4E R B RE A 0, A
WA R RN R SGE M REIL LIRS %
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