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Abstract: A Lactobacillus plantarum strain with a high yield of gamma-aminobutyric acid (GABA) was iso-
lated and screened from pickled Chinese cabbage and Korean kimchi and identified by 16S rDNA sequencing.
Furthermore, the probiotic properties of the strain were characterized. The results showed that the strain was
identified as L. plantarum and named as L. plantarum Lp3. The strain grew rapidly into the logarithmic phase
2-12 h after inoculation and rapidly produced acids during 0-6 h after inoculation, which indicated good
growth and acid-producing ability. Furthermore, L. plantarum Lp3 had strong inhibitory effects on Escherichia
coli, Salmonella , and Staphylococcus aureus, and the diameter of the inhibition zone against Salmonella reached
32.27 mm. The viable counts of L. plantarum Lp3 were 7.12 lg (CFU/mL) and 7.29 lg (CFU/mL) at the bile
salt concentration of 0.5% and pH2.0, respectively, indicating that the strain had strong bile salt and acid toler-
ance. Meanwhile, L. plantarum Lp3 showed high viability in the gastrointestinal tract and exhibited sensitivity

to antibiotics such as erythromycin, chloramphenicol , and tetracycline.
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AL 38 T R O S S BT A 27 BRRTRR ™ GABA, #£
37 “CHi3% 48 h Ji , Horf—#k GABA j= &1k %] 3.92 ¢/L.
FIHFLER B & BE 7= GABA 22 4 PBLbE H =& A X e
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GABA AR H ¥ pih . Uik th A 38 0 LR T B R A &
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H R R WAL IR il e i A T B I .
GABA FrifE i« b st B B A W B R A BR AN 7 5 VK
%« VLI AR A W RHBAT PR |) s DNA 48 B & 3R
P B BRSO 2 05 It 5 E A Y E R A B 52
{8 /NI BTSSR E W B S B TR
12 5%

PCR 1% (7500fast) : 3¢ [E Applied Biosystems 2\ ] ;
fiti #7 AX (TECAN - F50) : %ii - TECAN 728 &) 5 H Jk {Y
(DYY-6C) : db 578 — AR T 5 R v 7R B O L (JXN-
30/26) : I BBI 22 ) ;-80 “CyKA4f (MDF-U3386S) : H
A SANYO HL#R4EH .
1.3 Jrik
1.3.1 35 A e il

YRR« IE T B KEER K (AR )=2:111,
JA 0.8% (3R B =B . ZHrVEMEH - 75% W
0.1% B 12 8 (A FR b ) =38:2, B 12 % i i ik < R B
1.236 8 g W F&R A1 0.292 5 g NaCl, i fi#t /€ 25 2 100 mL
il A T, 1.907 0 ¢ BERENITE 2 2 100 mL il B
B H A VRS B IRIR A (RFRLE 1:9)ELHfil B pHO.0 1y
PR % M, 4 “CRECIRAT , BUH LI . 5 mg/mL GABA
P VR AR U < 5 1 25 B /K % 500 mg GABA #53
KIFERZE 100 mL, 4 CIETE

MRS 553535 . B I 10 g, 42N 10 g, BERERE
Y15 o, BETRE AP 2 o, FPIFEIR 84 2 g, LTREN S g,
%W 20 g, i 80 1 mL, fi B2 B (7TH,0)0.58 g, i R %
(4H,0) 0.25 g, Z£ 1% 7K 1 000 mL, pH6.2, 121 °C K
15 min, [EAEEFRIANABLIER 15 g

[ Eﬂiﬁ@%%%%i%?%%(tryptone yeast ex-
tract and glucose medium, TYG) : JETE (1)l 10 g, fERE$i



2024 4E£3 A
LasEE M

RattriSHR

EHIiE

— /92

B 5 o, 05 20 ¢, T %M 5 ¢, 1 000 mL ZE587K i

A L-AE 2 (1 mg/mL)20 mL,pH6.5,115 CKE 25 min,
% R 37 15 9% 3 (lysogeny broth medium, LB) : [

EE 10 g, BEBEKS 5 ¢, NaCl 10 g, BB 15 g, 2518

7K 1000 mL,pH6.5,121 “CKE 20 min.

1.3.2 7% GABA FLER A B Fk (1 i 1%

PRREATD 07 < B 4R I 1 7 I 1 58 ol vt
KA 10 £5 K 76 BEOR AR T R MRS 75k 1,
37 “CHEIERGFE 24 h, Ve BN AL 5 VE T [ PRS- A 1)
OB, R A HATAAR S F7 | B AR U 22 [ P Pk TR A
AT MRS WA IR I 53R 24 h(2% BB 50,
3 ARSI IR A B TR TR

PRIRR A2 07 F 00 045 B 0 TR AR B2 FP T TYG BEREES
Feerh (2% ARFRAEL) 37 CHEIRIEFE 24 h, G855
218, &

1.3.3 KW GABA BYE T

R GABA 15 PE A3 M1 5 JR AE 3 5 2508 )y vk
FEVER sl , B 1 WL Bl LW, 76 )2 E AT RE R AR
#B 1 em Zb[EIFE 0.7 em SHE, GABA A5 HEWRAE R XF HE .
JEMTEL A 0.8 em I, B RE AR R
B, HE R AR B R AR B 1 em kbR,
B I, i ABERS 85 °C IR 7 20 min, ¥ 0 P* GABA
PR TR AR
1.3.4 KRR GABA B E &0 Hr

4 GABA FrifE i £t W AR U RS BETC i1 L 0.25.0.50
0.75.1.00,1.25.1.50 mg/mL Y GABA brifEia i, H2E
A TP BN 0.2 mIL AN [7] ¥ FBE 6 A o T A Ak B
P T T W, IR 285 15 1.0 mL(60% ) F R £
22t 0.4 mL (pH9.0) , I A1 J& F A NaClO ¥
1.0 mL(10%) , 50 IR %5 . #E 5 min J5, WK T
JIF 10 min, PKIE 10 min, % WAL F #5200 )5, InA
2.0 mL 60% CBERETE, T 645 nm K AR & W GAH .
LI GABA ¥ B g i Al b, WROGAE R P A b, 2 Tl A o
HHZR  TH A LR GABA 1 &

1.3.5 7= GABA BFRAYYEE ML S LR

PR (1 2 5F : GABA T #& DNA 942 L2 I DNA
PR S UL A HEAT , R SE PR 8 5 19 27¢ F1 1492r
P34 38 o B A B EE SV (polymerase chain reaction,
PCR) & RARELERAESS , 7248 0.75% BrhRHEEI
VIO 2 M A% ke S, AT 16S tRNA JEH 751
MR, 8 25 [ [ ZR AR Y3 AR (5 B 70 (National Cen-
ter for Biotechnology Information, NCBI) ] Gen-Bank %%
T X 4% TR AR 510 40 BT e X, X [ 064 s i e =X
PRI 16S rDNA JEH ¥ 51 R | MEGA7.0 14 & R 4t &
AW

BRI TE ISR U B 4lib 5 W B 1 mL 3R T
MRS };iF: 3t |,37 CHi 9% 48 h JG i RERIES , BUE

& AN N <X Gl N VR~ S L
1.3.6 BRI A 2 K= i ih £k 22 1

FE MRS VAR 35 7% L h 820 29 35 A 19 TR Ak
37 CHi 3%, & 2 h I 5E ODgop o (A1 pH 1A, 221 42 K
i S iR th £k
1.3.7  BERR AR L WO DL T B ) 41 B i 58

W S 0 B LR ) 4 R A BRI T IRE R
A ¥ 58 401G Ak, B B 2 105 CFU/mL, BL 0.1 mL 3%
i F LB 55858 bW T 08 48 R i A, 453
ASEATA o A3 BIWEE 0.3 mL 35 AL 4T 1 T Bk & 8 L
WTAVELR R |, T 37 CH 5% 24 h, MBI 40
B B AR RN, 51T 3 IRA TR
1.3.8  TRIBRXT IHER Ay it 52 14

] MRS 35723 rhoin A 4= RRE: , Bie il % 0.2% .0.3%
K 0.5% WIARERBEFRIE B 2% WAk B R R T L
IRIREEFREL T 37 CHEFE 24 h I, AT M BE IR AT
503 AT, TR AL
1.3.9  GAMEXT AR EE (0 52 P

PR RR X IR JE R T 32 1 5 HR. Wang 2507 7 R4 7
B, T MRS WSS S 5L b 4 i A R 2 , 10 ) B
PERE 55 55 (pH2.0.3.0.4.0) , B 2% 1 Ak 5 19 T ke 422 ol
TRt g3, F 37 CHi g% 24 b J5 , AT B IR
A, 803 AT, TS PR A
1.3.10 BT B WA T iy it 52 4

Z: B 7 SEIR O IR R AR B B0, T MRS AR 57
Fe iRl 29 BE, 37 CHEFE 24 h /5B 10 mL B,
5000 r/min 5.0 10 min, JIE H JG A B 12 55 5 vh i W
(phosphate buffer saline, PBS) W 2 WK, WA IR DLTE
JIA 10 mL PBS JR2) . HU 1 mL B HMA 9 mL 4L A
T HW,37 CHEFE 4 h Ja, TR T WP B
1 mL EWINA 9 mL BN T, 37 “CH53% 4 he 4
2 h A3 R T AR T A TR, il 3 2P AT IR .
13,11 TR A 2= i Uk

fE MRS BRI I B850 2% wivk, G
BT CE AR R Z58A , T 37 CH 3% 24 h, WA 2454
J T B AR A e B O i AR 2R T 3 AT
5. B MR E 30 png. RIRFEHK 30 ng  AAEE
30 pg BEREE 30 pg JUIREK 30 weg. HEAR I~ RO &
TR RN
1.4 SEitsadr

il 1 Excel , GraphPad Prism 6.0 F Design-Expert
12 SR IEATE T 00T o I8 B DAV (A o 22
FIR .

2 HER545H
2.1 ™" GABA FLIR B B RR ) 7 1k
W2 RN EE S R 1R,
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m I 2 AT LA B B bk 2 %A 774 GABA, Bk
1.3.4.5 ¥4 GABA =4, HIRFE 3 9 GABA j= i i
o Cataldo SFR20TIAFE 27 FI 00 32 rh 43 B4 11 17 MRFLR
#,30 ‘CHi 3% 72 h J5 , GABA 774 K 16~258 mmol/L,
A T] — Sk 15 7 32 1 ke 1 LR B 1) GABA 7= & Al .
Zi b 3™ GABA BB I BRI B RE 3 1F R 5 225
F B BTG TR R
2.2 LR 16S rRNA [R5 A 4 e LB 522 8

TS GABA (BB 3 1% 30 i A 058 Jie flL vk an 1Rl 3

4 5 GABA R fh .
(mg/mL) IEivaee

1~5 R ARG o
B 1 BE#HREEK GABA HEEH &L
Fig.1 Thin-layer chromatogram of gamma-aminobutyric acid
(GABA) in the strain fermentation broth

HTIE T AT LA BR T BRbR 2, AR 1R PR 308
PR 4 K 5 XA 5 GABA brifEdh AHIR Y LU (L5
WO AE 2 2 A b % Sl ) B 1 7R i i % 0 ) B 5

10 000 bp
8 000 bp
6 000 bp
5000 bp
4000 bp
3500 bp
3000 bp
2500 bp
2000 bp
1 500 bp

1200 bp
y NN e 1
ZIE) A 4 BRIETBRES 2 GABA, 900 by
3 =X — 800 b
Mo g m e A 2 s, 700 bg
600 bp
1.5 500 bp
400 lljp
= 300 bp
=) 200 bp
E q0} 100 bp
20
E
=
= o5t
S MK S013-1~8013-4
|—| l§| 3 ﬁﬁﬁ.%—ﬁﬁl‘] DNA EEJ}T(EI
0 ! Fig.3 DNA electropherogram of the screened strains
AH1 2 3 4005 & pherog
Hikk M 3 Al LA L AE 1400 bp A2 474 B B &
B2 5HER GABA =B W, HEAT 16S rRNA WU 7 #9255 & B A W 4
Fig.2 Comparison of GABA production among 5 strains FR o
11 MK235132.1 Lactobacillus plantarum strain W2 16S ribosomal RNA gene partial sequence
1 KY660376.1 Lactobacillus plantarum strain UFLA WFC325 16S ribosomal RNA gene partial sequence
MH665820.1 Lactobacillus plantarum strain HBUAS51203 168 ribosomal RNA gene partial sequence
1
K KY660375.1 Lactobacillus plantarum strain UFLA WFC323 16S ribosomal RNA gene partial sequence
2 MK530235.1 Lactobacillus plantarum strain G VIP 16S ribosomal RNA gene partial sequence
8 KY660378.1 Lactobacillus plantarum strain UFLA WFC349 16S ribosomal RNA gene partial sequence
9

MK235131.1 Lactobacillus plantarum strain W1 16S ribosomal RNA gene partial sequence
7

MH620393.1 Lactobacillus plantarum strain MSD1-2 168 ribosomal RNA gene partial sequence

MH472976.1 Lactobacillus plantarum strain HBUAS52251 168 ribosomal RNA gene partial sequence

KY660377.1 Lactobacillus plantarum strain UFLA WFC331 16S ribosomal RNA gene partial sequence

Lactobacillus plantarum
E 4 #EWITE Lp3WRFZLEH
Fig.4 Phylogenetic tree of Lactobacillus plantarum Lp3
& 4 W LUE L Z B RS 16S tRNA 5 L plan- — HAEYIFLFF W Lp3, $L T 0% 44 L. plantarum Lp3, H
tarum strain UFLA WFC331 {9 [R5 E] 99.6% , fi 44 IR A MR g L gl 5 s .
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Fig.5 Colony and cell morphology of L. plantarum Lp3

Hil 5 AT LAE ) Zm AR i, B3l e a,
B e, W, SR 5F s MR B AR, 22 1R
FHPE
2.3 L. plantarum Lp3 BRI T ZE A B2 th 2k

L. plantarum Lp3 B #1942 1< il 2 707 18 i £k 4n
6 FI7N .

lor o ODs00 1 18
147 = pHH
127 16
E 10T
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Hf i) /h

6 EYIFLTE Lp3 A1 i &= B th 2
Fig.6 Growth and acid production curves of L. plantarum Lp3

HIE 6 T LA LR AR TE 0~2 h AR KR 2218, 2~
12 h A KR P I, 3 AT, PR A AT
= AUF BT P o325 ORI, I AT R 385008, AR
PR 12 h 5 AR IE W ARSI, 7E 22 h i, B
METE 1 im0 PP R IMZE W] AL L. plantarum Lp3 AR
FEFE 0~6 h A WER pH BT R , PO =2, 6 b J&
pH EZME FEAK . Ul BRI ARAT R4 A9 A 1 ™ TR BE
J1o BF LS5 R 5 A5 L plantarum Lp3
R AR AR A 2 A PR i 2 s 3 — 3
2.4 L. plantarum Lp3 BEREXTH UL 5B 410 )

53 M L. plantarum Lp3 WM& B LW &% pH
P 7.0 09 b AT R, X 3 Rl U IR
AOAIRIAE R A 1 Frs .

F1 HEYIFE Lp3 BITERR
Table 1 Antibacterial effects of L. plantarum Lp3

PR AR /mm
iRl = T T
KIGFF VIR L B A ER TR
Lp3 15.69+1.79 32.27+3.18 23.44+1.39
Lp3(pH7.0) 13.27+3.06 14.36+2.10 11.15+1.70

B 1 AL BN 3 R EUR B A AT
TR, X IR T 0 1) T R 4 0 € 7 4 BR AT 1Y
TR Pl AR 20 5 R 15.69.32.27 ,23.44 mm, X VP[] G
DAL A VR SRt . MR B BV W) pH HIA 2 7.0
B, L. plantarum Lp3 B RE ST BHREAR, S HZV TR
B4 B (AT ER B . Halimi S50 58 % B0, & L
FERTAG pH (BRI b3 VRN 45 78 BT 2 51 2 A1 5L
WA BSRIMERE S . 25 L, L plantarum Lp3 WK E
A BRI BE ST
2.5 L. plantarum Lp3 BRI 5214

i 2 TR Y BRI 2 — SR A2 R ), M B BRI
e R e R L plantarum T RRF T ARERBE ) W45
JeEE . AP FLATE Lp3 RAh AR AE T an s 7
FR

— 8-

3 —

E L

=6

=

<

E
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O ]

0.2 0.3 0.5
AHERAE/ (2/100 mL)

B 7 EYEATE Lp3 4IRS AL S
Fig.7 Bile salt tolerance of L. plantarum Lp3 in vitro

M & 7 ATRLE YRR 0.2.0.3 ¢/100 mL
0.5 g/100 mL i, 559% 24 h )i L. plantarum Lp3 TRk
TG BT A 6.84.6.96.7.12 1g (CFU/mL) , H.i% B %
G FLIR TR R FEAE W e R 18, = W] L. plantarum Lp3
BRI IH 3 BB ) 8008 o AR 8 =2 IR MR A L AT
T EL A R ) A L RE RT3 T O JIE R PR B T 2
RN Z — . EARRAFRINIR Y h i 1 6 RFLIR
AR R IEER e B T B 9% 3 h S A TG R E it 88%.
i i BRI A e BRYER & I L. plantarum T
AT R BE T WAR B2 . L. plantarum Lp3 B A 1T 2
REJI NI 8 PR

10
’S 8' —
E
Z 6fF
S
= af
=
W|o2F
et
0 ]
2.0 3.0 4.0

pHIH

B 8 EWFLATE Lp3 M B AR
Fig.8 Acid tolerance of L. plantarum Lp3 in vitro
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K 8 il LLF H, 7€ pH {H 2.0.3.0 Fil 4.0 B9 51+
T, L. plantarum Lp3 T BRE 24 h 5 975 BB 50
7.29.7.72.8.28 lg (CFU/mL) , 7% KA RE L 5] 90% LA
1, 2 L plantarum Lp3 WK EA B I 69T R HE
T M EREERAIXT 7 MR MRAE pH2.0 Al pH3.0 B 55 3% L
AR,
2.6 L. plantarum Lp3 T ¥R X B4 T2 5 B W9 i
Z 1k

i A T TR AR 1) FE B AR R AR AR B B il A 1Y
RE 1), L. plantarum Lp3 TWARSEIS R EEAERIN T H
I A TG TR ACIN L 9 FoR o

12r O BHE R
= ol =S Y781
'JE = = —=
> 8t
3
~ 6_

&0
po2f
0
1 2 3

I F7 e ] /h
B9 #EWIAE Lp3 ERIMUB IR P HEFEFER
Fig.9 Survival of L. plantarum Lp3 in simulated gastrointestinal
fluid
e 9 o, BEAE 76 T8 7 W A B [ ) S
K, L. plantarum Lp3 T8 #0915 B ECREAG . X Ui W] L.
plantarum Lp3 WX A T8 W 2 A B4t 32 1,
AE 0 ZHRPT B I B, B —E 5 B4 . Wang
WY L. plantarum HU-C2W S 2% 88 TR0 WA 5L
Bi g% 3 h, AR5 B BB WA S 15 5% 12 h, LA
TETG R 67.75% [ 2 43.82%.
2.7 L. plantarum Lp3 BT HIH0A: 2 A U E
TR 237 A e R 24 it 245 5L LR AT RLast A% , AT
JRHME T, BRHA 00 BN LR T HEA T A 3R AU
ggieel ) L. plantarum Lp3 TR BR84S0 an
2 PR

F2 HEWIAFHE Lp3 KRR
Table 2 Antibiotic resistance of L. plantarum Lp3

hid:# PO P B4R /mm

AR 28.87+0.39
RIER -

AR 36.47+1.01

W R -

VY Z 26.07+0.45

=R AR AR R
k2 prmw, L plantarum Lp3 TR R XT R IIR B 2 M

HERE R ANHUR, XL R A R AR R O U,
A 2 A e B Y Bl N o &5 2R 3R B L. plantarum

Lp3 WX 8 B b B P A 3 BAT — 5 B RU e

3 it

GABA 22— Ff 3 4R B % 5 3D 9 & LR, 4 A
ME, TR W K WA — B2 4 Ho 7 GABA 17
2, R Z BT E M . ASBT 5T AR AL R S Fi s
R 035 PP 07 28 HH 7 GABA BUTEI B 3,318 16Sr DNA
731 53 A 5 5 HO AW SLAF 18, v 44 4 L. plantarum
Lp3. ZW AR MERE R4F 6 RI A IP T IR 4
B AT ER TR A TR BRI ROR , B R A i it
L K M BR BE 71 o L. plantarum Lp3 T KR 7E AR S
B WA EE h R B R AR A AR T, X R 21 %5
R AGERMNUARRGPUERBA @ MEUEME. L
plantarum Lp3 #i AEVEREIE A 1E & HE AN H T8
K
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