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ABSTRACT: Objective To isolate and purify the spoilage bacteria from natural spoilage Solanum tuberdsm, then
determine its spoilage by anti-inoculation, and then identify the genus. Methods The morphology of single colony was
observed by multiple dilution coating plate method. Then the strains were inoculated on fresh Solanum tuberdsm, and
the spoilage bacteria were screened out. The phylogenetic tree was constructed with fungal sequence and bacterial 16S
rDNA sequence, and the genus was identified. The identification results were compared with the morphological
identification results of isolated strains to verify the identification results. Results ~ Six kinds of typical spoilage bacteria
were isolated from the samples, including 4 kinds of genera: Cladosporium, Penicillium, Aspergillus and Bacillus.
Conclusion Cladosporium gossypiicola, Penicillium christensenae, Penicillium tropicum, Aspergillus flavus, Bacillus
velezensis and Bacillus aryabhattai are identified as the spoilage bacteria of Solanum tuberdsm.
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LB (Solanum tuberdsm), M FREOHE | BE 4 20
o H AR SR B A AL, R T H R —Fh, IR A
A R R EH AR SR E! )
RO S R R O R TENY  RE AL IR
WHER. GAERT%E A& REMK. HhiEEER
M ERE, BERAORNWEERE, HE &M, A
R TORPI G

AR, )i, ER. =/ . St EE TR KR
SE, REEKERMMERCE 277.5 T, BRI
455.1 J7 t 224U (RS ESOK R R, R I AR, I
WIS RAERKER . NI S IS, AECIRET,
Gy MBS, 6B R R 21 T 5 5 BB WO AR G,
A B TR 22 KB A ERIR Y B0E SR T 22 21,
WG T 2 e A S B2, R RIE 5%~10%, HEEH
R RGBT A,
WA T ERETFHUR, BRE TR R, Eitl, R Ak
SRS DA T RS

EEIPORSE-$ 10l PE st A5 LRS- SN I 3
BREEN . AT RBM . RN EEERS
53 S5 BT T A D7 TG, T G T 5% S VISR ) AT 5 i DL
B X FEMAE Y A ST, o R D0 I B ) 2
S, NN A5 MFRES (H e Ay B R, AR RROE
DL . MR WIE R FAW STk, BER R
SR K ML 5T (Rhizopus oryzae); Bl 203 g 4 H 2k
MR B3 4 BRZRITH 7254 5 9 SP-1, SP-2, SP-3
M SP-4, LA EME 4> FAEW =Tk, SEEAH
SP-1 WPk #IA: B (Rhizopus stolonifer) SP-1. SP-2 J&ZR
it # (Fusarium oxysporum) SP-2 . SP-3 &K 7% A JA& B
(Hypocreakoningii) SP-3. SP-4 A MEH & (Hypocrea), fiv
%9 Hypocrea sp. SP-4; 5 &% I 2R VBT R4 1 H 8,
LN IR B R T O3 1, R R L I IRl S i, AR
SR TE SRR A 3 FLE 2R 0Tk, ek o R
MR E O, M RN AT A Rl (Lasiodiplodia
theobromae), AHIFFT X 48 LI WO AT 40 g5 alifk, @t 3R
A Tt 2 )2 W (polymerase chain reaction, PCR)Y 1, k|
FGRRMIEM R, SEE, BAETE5EEHFE
S W DL AT T, A i 8 SR SR ST £ T ke
PR o 5 S0 ] 5 S5 W S B 4R I BB AR A, oo 58
HOREER AR ISR S

1 MR5ERZE

1.1 #RI5EF
Bt T 168 4N, BUA MW)I&A Al Bl B

AR ARG B Rl 14 B e i) . Hop 42
ARG, BRGSO (i AR . A SR EE L il
%, HHHBIG ), FHRARKEEE) T 1 AR
ks, TR T BUSMCE ST 5 126 HrEEfRRER
SRLE AT B VPR U P IS5

ToK WG HTal, AR AL R BRA H); HERR
BRZE R R IR (AT Al iR A A B HD);
A, RGPl EAERLARRERAR); &
BB EIBEDUIR R #7 2 (potato dextrose agar, PDA)(_L 11
AR PR R, A R AR RS 77 R (A oty 1 5 T
FHEATBRA w]); Sangon FLIAILNA] DNA Mgl &
(R TAY TR RS A RAF); 1xTSEL01 4%
mix ., HAIEARE BTN . DNA SR P & . Tsingke
4B DNA BG5S (Gl FHAY) . DL5000 Marker(3R} 44
AR D)

FURHE B9 ITS1, ITS4, @519 27F . 1492R
(6 B AT Y 7= v I R SR 0 AR A3 2 W 5
1.2 NE5EE

3730XL JJF{L . 2720 thermal cycler PCR {¥ (3
Applied Biosystems /A 7]); Legend Microl7 B.0HL(3EE
Thermo Fisher Scientific /A #]); JY300C HL iKY .JYDF(:E fil)
HLUKAE . TY04S-3C BEBURAL AL BT AR T Bk i A
BN +]); DGL-35B 373 H 1 28 7K B fi (R R R P 4X
#BHCA BR/AF]); Excella E24R IRJ#7 R (7% Eppendorf
3 rl); HH-1S L #GE IR K VA8 (0 B B AR B4 A ),
VD-650 % TAE & (M % MG ES A R/ H); LRH-70 H
PP IRREFRFA (L R EA B A FR A ), SC-196 7 H
I17 2V PR (AT T A VA HE4E B 1 BR /A F]); EKUP i
LKL B RHDK B A BRA FD); ZGIZQ-10 Ay
e (R REREACER A PR RD); 301M BURT S e (R 11
HEGa i PR A BRA |D); HC2004 T-43 2 —HL FRP-(F
T AE S A BR A D
13 ZWIE
131 HSuw

WS T U IEMESE 50 g, BIEEHMAER
200 mL JCRA A BRER K A JC TR B B As b, A X A
947 3 min, IR 1:5 (@mL)EIRE S SN,
132 IRHE. 4y d

HATRFE S min)5, B mL bW, FAJGHEAR
KT 10 AR R RS . JLP R BB R 107, 107,
107, 43 BV T4 R E R AR SR E M PDA B R3E,
ABREEVRPRAEAR, T — A28 FFRPEX B, s F e
ARG IR, WA 37°C, 24 h; HEHFR
4440y 28°C, 48 h,

DA 3 R 35 3 04 - A P PR ERUE Fh LA R R 25 G B
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W, SertERi Rt DR AR, MR PRRZL s, &
3 WKL B G, BB, WIRWEZES5]
AT, TNEERE BN 0.5~5 pm, FHHHAE—
MR 2~10 pm, B, —AS AN EIE BN RS £,
TAATANNER AR AT I8 RITE A, PR 4l Ik A AT V5 T bRk 2
PR RHE SRR, RAET 4CUKA RS . #15
FIRAPEIR R T B, HAREIETE S RE A —3, W
I FERE FRIF ] 1~2 d, SR TS M A — B bk o

133 12$EE%

e ali AR PR TR V5 B R8s 3%, IR R — 8 W (10°~
10° CFU/ML) BB, SR A Ui Rl ikl A T (R Y 50 50
ARG R YL 8, VIR B 2ds XL U1, Wl
B S mL), B4 5 AEE, I RIS G
DAR(Z S mL), DAATERNE S DE 14 48 M50, 25 AR B K
EXTHR, 3 WEE, HEREROIGHEFLHAE, MW FiE
& 37°C. FLIE TR B 28°C, FHXHREE R 90%I 5K, KW
SRR E MG B0, B UE 53 B 0 B MR A SO 1, EOULER
Wik 8 d.

134 HEA%EE

(DBEks:

BIMBEWEE S (AR T VIR % e T )
T R UL P LT ) 1S o B WA A A 5400 B TR TR R 45
WS, WIREHENI/N . LG . ERIEEE ., BHE .
BERAS . RSP, B, BHEE N MERFEEES
I, B, HESISE .

Q) FHEYF ST

15 B 4liAL P R 730 (4 Sangon ELF LRI 241 DNA
P 3R & Tsingke 1T DNA $#2 BT £ G AL
AT B DNA $2HL.

LA 1938 514 27F (5-AGTTTGATCMTGGCTG-3")
Ml 1492R (5'-GGTTACCTTGTTACGAC-3") % 40 B F M T
16S rDNA §"1#

DIE R A5 ITS1 (5-TCCGTAGGTGAACC
TGCGG-3")Fl ITS4 (5'-TCCTCCGCTTATTGATATGC-3")%}
HFERERIEAT ITS 3% .

PCR ¥ 4K Z: BAFL 50 L, G4 EIES I 2 ul, T
W51 2 uL. 1xTSE101 43 mix 45 pL. DNA 4% 1 uL.
PCR J W A& J¥: 98°C/2 min FAE T, 98°C/10 s ZE 14, 56°C/10 s
Bk, 72°C/10 s FEfH1, 35 AFEER, 72°C/5 min LIEAH  f 38
104 PCR Py TER I REE IS HLTK, 300 V HUFE T 12 min, 3R
TRBEHL LUK B, Rk A AR 432 R PR A T e, 3K
158951 ContigExpress PHEM P45, FBRPISAERH
oy, FEPFHETAIFE NCBI £ ik T Blast [FIUEME LU, T
RIS 5E5F5, LI MEGA 11.0 ST ke
FIFIF #5238 F IR AI LIRS, 45 HHEEFI 455, K H A
N-T M RGE R ER, SR WL, 15335 ENK.

2 EREHR

2.1 EREBMARENG

RE G ATV R RS 8 (5 min), % FIEWNA PDA ¥
FREET 28°CHi 57 48 h R R TR HE, & B Esalifh,
193] 6 LSRR ERE, %454 A, B, C. D, E. F,

E 5 AT B % B (5 min), ¥ FIFRMAERE
T IR 3R T 37°CHE 35 24 h AR BN AT B, St 2k
syEdife, MEIFMIEREARRENAE, %5k G, He
2.2 REMRBEMIE

KA R )RT, K Etk AL B. C.D.E,
F Sy BIHERD T oo dr i i S8 e, E4NAbs, BN
28°C, AXHBEE N 90%, HFHEREFEFA T, KMk G, H
Oy MNE RN F SR A R B, BASAL R, RERE N
37°C, MXHEEE R 90%, B FHES AP, IR hE
YN TINT Az BRER K e 58 R R, 43 W S L B0
PEo SEHES A 1 R, Fd AL C. E. F. G. HR#k
RYLH S BAT RPN MRk, R AER, I
HH B . RN, B, D BRI 285 Kk
WM G, Mk R4 E G0, SRIEE, A RER
AT A& HILEIEH A, C. E. F. G, H#Ek
B by 5 S A T LA

Xof B

P15 o o TR 5 0 L
Fig.1 Comparison of anti-inoculation spolied Solanum tuberdsm
and control group
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Table1 Morphological characteristics of dominant spoilage bacteria
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Fig.2 Single colony diagrams of dominant spoilage bacteria

2.4 PCRIEHER

Wit Sangon EHIL[NH DNA Hraidh#i57 & A
Tsingke 2 & DNA $2 B0 7 & Gl F 29 # H 8 A4l 7 DNA
PREGH R, FEEL—E AR, 1Eh PCR ¥ B, IR}
IxTSE101 4:/8 mix #4741, K4 #4709 PCR = HyifT
BN BE C LYK, 300 V HLE T 12 min, ZREE 3 BERCHL VK
K, 40 RE G, H7E 1500 bp [T 4 BUASR 4 2515, Ui
2 BRAMBAAY 16S tDNA Y8k i34, HIEREHK F. E. C.
A £ 750 bp BT H IR A4, UABH 4 BRECEAY ITS
FE 5N B R 3

BHG ERH  mur mue mdc mHa
bl I R R —

B3 EHJEmME PCR % Uk EE SR

Fig.3 PCR identification and electrophoresis of dominant spoilage bacteria

2.5 Blast FF5tLxt

FHERVEYIHR > A FIAREEE T, A ContigExpress
PHEI P 25 8, I BB uR ANHER TR 3, K BHE T ST
NCBI ¥4 2 H 14T Blast R LT, 15 518k A 751
ARRLE fie s I TR R B A IR, STk C 7 S AR A
R E A EEE, SN E TSR fom TR bR
Jhd)E, SRk F P LUE RS MRS F SR,
SR G PR B e A R R B SEEAT R E, S Ak
H 9 RHARLRE fic e O BT AR W A 2R AP R, ELARMBLEE ' ik
99%LA F

2.6 RELEREME

I MEGA 11.0 B REEL TR, KA ILE
4~5. M 4 R BRPATE AR A PSRRI
85 (Cladosporium gossypiicola); TEHIE C BT S HE K=
B H 5 (Penicillium christenseniae); WK E BT 2k F K
S B (Aspergillus flavus); WFE F B4 M E I
% (Penicillium tropicum), WK 5 1 EEW PRI E HEH G
YT 2% T AR S DL SEMT 2R 0 AT 58 (Bacillus velezensis); Ak H
FO T 2% T AR S BT B 2E J AT 58 (Bacillus  aryabhattai). 6 PRH
FL R ¥ 51 7E NCBI S 2 0 ) Blast [ U X Eb o 5 Hr 2%
PR MRARBLEE B 5 99%LA |, HRefmi Al ik 100%.

3 WHit5ER

31 i g

5 W85 (Aspergillus flavus) S5 38 17 7E 1 JE A= M EL R,
SRR 1/4 RS2 B ERER IS, A
REHEEATDRWA A MBI RIS X T
AL IE AR WA SCHRE, (BT A 5 i WF o8 2 B A 1l
W (Cladosporium link)/2) {Z AT AR AN —JE B, 7]
YA IR ZE, 3 ORGSR BT R, d2
SEIR SRRk | RS BRI T B o e
11 #4758 (Penicillium  tropicum) Fl1 5 & 5 %% (Penicillium
christenseniae)|& T H BB, HEBWR MK, £
RS, BN, W KR R W (Penicillium
italicumwehmer) MG 5 B BORR EA 021 XA 5 4
ERR P S, HA DR TS SRR
i . AR RIA 25T KT, R LI AR P S
T T WU T A A T X SR DG S0 485 5 A A 5 11 S50 S 30
FAPT 2500 4 MREC 2 S E . SAR S0
B2, RS9 2 BH DL SRS 28 A B R BT LG 2R A TR X P 26
AT B SRR ) HAT 0 3 AR 0 DL 2 f A A
Xof Eh % SR B R R A PO 1, BE IR BRI 2R T2
H Trichoderma aggressivum 5IRLIIERELN, B RIEHI/INE
Bt AEA: IR RO AR T AR . B A T
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Fig.4 Phylogenetic tree of eukaryotic spoilage bacteria of Solanum tuberdsm
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Fig.5 Phylogenetic tree of prokaryotic spoilage bacteria of Solanum tuberdsm
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FBUE LR PR .

ARG R 5 S 55 P S AR BB T SRR . OGRS
KM . FLERW . BEL N . B R — L
R, NP A R, WSS B
X WA VLRRZESE KRR ) AR YA o o i a5 AR K
B 7= S5 A7 W S VR RO, SRR L A R AR
55 20 T 0T A 0 TR A I S A BRSO, A e R i K
PP XA A RE R A AT T AR AR DY, FIH 0,/CO,
A & S H RE S 2 B A MR Bk 43 300 ) A A0 T T
NIMEAKERE S, R ELSoRRE N, R R Hik
T, BEA. BUR K EE SR X ARG S 2 E0R
B KM B8R F B (Penicillium  digitatum) 45 111
YER] o ASHIFFE BT {5 S Se i o8 iR, RIS Bii 2t 9
T WK T 55 R SR T IR SR AT LR G B ISR, iR B
SRR B, IEE— 25 % 3 L BT K ) BB AL AT
WFFT, DA AH A ™ 1y, ) B 30 T R 7 45 8 1 s
FEHMER . BAMBE MR R, o d e, B
T W A M R 2 BRI ROCT e A
A ARG E (R -t Y, X BIRIT . A
ARME RS SREAELEEN, ik nr A HA K
STE RN ER T K

32 & i

S b T 2 T BORE E A BR A JE IURR,
R A AR, JFE B BRI
AL dh 24, HRPI A B ARG . A OET i X
W EIBWOR AT 8, ARSI 6 BRIERR, X 6
AR TR AL T B 5 T S B N B R B R I I R,
SRR 55 ERAIE 6 FIEPRIVBURTE, JF MRS
ST AT B AT IR R T 20 1 TR BR R R S S DL AR — 2L
RZATHE bR A A IOBIREE, Btk C RIEEHE, Rtk
E B, Wbk F ORI R, Wtk G 2 U 2 AT
B, Bk H 2P AT
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