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Acid Tolerance in Sa/monella Induced by Levulinic Acid
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Abstract: The effects of levulinic acid, L-lactic acid, acetic acid and hydrochloric acid at pH 6.0 and 5.4 on the acid
tolerance response of Salmonella typhimurium and S. Derby were investigated. The results showed that the bacteriostatic
effects of the four acids were in the following decreasing order: levulinic acid > acetic acid > L-lactic acid > hydrochloric
acid. Significantly higher acid tolerance response was induced in Sa/monella at pH 5.4 than at pH 6.0 (P < 0.05). The acid
tolerance induced by levulinic acid was weaker when compared with the two other organic acids and significantly varied
with pH (P < 0.05). The intracellular pH of Salmonella treated with the organic acids was significantly different from that of the
control group, and the intracellular pH of S. syphimurium treated with levulinic acid at pH 6.0 was significantly higher than that of
S. Derby receiving the same treatment (P < 0.05). The results showed that acidic conditions at pH 6.0 and 5.4 could induce acid
tolerance in Sa/monella, and the change of intracellular pH was closely related to the acid tolerance response.
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THRERFEmILEET. PITREREE &40
1 LA e N X 22 A sk AR AE M A FIR 5. Foster
SR 199 1AE T SRR Y T S M BRI R Cacid tolerance
response, ATR) , [fijg, V17T IKE1ERE MR AT A7
T R NV S AR B T T2 R . 15 3 I T R ) B ) S
SR TR AR AR B I p HAB PR 855 855 3% — B ) B 22
FRACRR AT R (RRIGRD) , AR5 758 i 25y 11 K pH
[EIRE TR A ThirE (BRESEFE) , AR S
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P KFATRI S, DL YD T IR AERR A T [pH AL
s BRI T IR ATRIZ 2%

1 ME5HE

L1 Bk MRS

RAGEVD IR AR AEE VR (S, typhimurium ATCC
14028) H153 5 11 3 A 2 g = Aol b i LR 4R B yb ]
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SIS ARAT
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BEIR . CBEER  BIgRTR T T AR REEZRERIE
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132 ARk e
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96.0R15.4, =/ANABERL A5 HIARIN T L-FLIR . BERR X &
T P R I BHIR: 77 2 (pHAE 737l 46.0F15.4) o ¥ Bik
iRt & (918 h) BEFRBIBEW, 700 T4 CREL
(5000X g, 10 min) WCAERMA CPFPR B 4 MR 2R
10° CFU/mL) . #1% )8R E, KHEME LR & A
BHI; 5k, 37 CHEiFRER M. B/ RERE
& MRS IR AT TBHIA, JF7E37 CHiFR24 G WA 1T 4
Pllg (CFU/ML) F/nA7igdn g s et m A2 b, SRE 440
Pl A B Gompertz A g K ZR T FE (D)

P=N+CXexp (exp ( (2.718><%) WwPD-1) +D)) (1)

s N2 paadnf v £oxi £ (g (CFU/mL) D ;
CRYIGFI R A4z R 244 (1g (CFU/mL) )
kR AR K % /h ™" LPDJZ IR W 3 e 1] (lag-
phase duration) /h; X308 /h; Y52 400 i1 3k 1
XP# (Ig (CFU/mL) ) .

KB H AN LPD. k. e KAEKEE
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JEHRRT-9 mLI¥pH 3.00BHIZA W (f# FHHCHAT) g
B2 he S RIAERRBAT AR U2 h)g, B REEMRE G iR T
BHIA W72 5E, 37 CH:Fe24 h, HEATHIE . b1
DL 5 o S A M R R, iR (3D
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A NONBRBEG B ES (g (CFU/MmL) ), NyA
FRIHT B 75 % (lg (CFU/mL) ) o 3 ML, Ik
LIRS A TAT
1.3.4  pHWIE

Z M BreeuwerE " 5k, IR ERPIRRID TR
PR AEAN [F) 355 5% 25 A I pHgEA T g

TRALEE: A PAR VD TR B 23 45 T a0 BB ik A
[FpHAE £ F 111100 mL=%s (0 RERT IR 0L . bR X G 97
B, L-FUER. BERRA 2R IR BHIES 23t b . A K EFa
EH, BEOolEE (8000Xg, 10min) , FHZEMWED (&
50 mmol/L HEPESZZ i, 5 mmol/L EDTA, pH 7.2) ¥
B W e B B SAR Z D, A — &
22U FE 1.0 pmol/L CFSE, 37 CHEGIRE 30 minf5, &
L (8000Xg, 0°C, 15min) WCEERE, 7 RIFERS4:
T, HZEMHKE (%50 mmol/L KH,PO,-NaOHZE " Wi,
pH 6.8) BRIk Ik, X HiGW, AW IHLEBFIEZEITHRE
W, NN —E B AR E 10 mmol/LI i &ikE, 37 ‘Cili
H30minj5, HAZMRERGL K, ARG FHEHLRIFES
TR E T4 5 910° CFU/mL,  EGA %

s pHAbRAE M 2. pHARHESZ MR (1550 mmol/L%
K. 50 mmol/LITEERZ. 50 mmol/L Na,HPO,*2H,0.
50 mmol/L KCI) 35 pHE 47 45.0. 5.5, 6.0, 6.5,
7.0, 7.5, 8.0F18.5, 8 Fhegihii. ¥ iR HEAT % AR
IR0 (8000Xg, 4°C, 10min) , RJFHHE
FAEA SRR pHIE ARS8 ik, Hlk— R 51
R, PRI — 8 LR LA pmol/LIF 4ia 57 3 Al
WEEA pmol/LJ8 HANE B 25, PRI 1T IR 1R 48 P P 2
pHIEIE P47, 15 minja, FH9265 66 E & 5t
WK N520 nm. BRI 5 8490 nmA1435 nmF) G
PR GHUREETE NS5 nm, KYFEETEN10nm) o LA490 nm
55435 nm R 5 I (Ragp s/ Ruzs ) NHAALRR,
pHARAE G i T pHAE At AL b, Bl 28 RAK A [m] )3 Ak 3
Jei s AFHR 400 i Russ unPEpHAE S0 I BRHE HT 2K .

pHIME . 7E RSP 520 nm. 0k K 490 nm
435 nmF,  FHPGA WG BE T4 e bR kb3S 5
HARICHIFE S (BVFIEZMMREF) M HnaE, K14
Riop o/ Razs m PTEEARL s FEARHE HIAE 1R 100 o/ Ras P pHAA AZ
WHIARHE I, AT TS R ygg wd Rass o ITXS L FRI pH, o 3
173 UOMSESESS, RERSERAN3 N FAT .

14 G b

KFISAS 9.0/ 4157 (MIXED Procedure) 47
G AT, BPR. pHABFIER 1 FP 2 ) 20 0 i A7 2 F
PHL S 1 ] 5 R 2%, S5 3 R [l s 3B IR 22 HAE F A
BENLIRIZ, B T ME M briEiR (standard error, SE)
For, EREFEKTFP<0.05; KHOrigin Pro 9.4%/FAIR
35 VERAEE 3 HT

2 &S

2.1  A[FEpHEMBRALFIF LI ITREEK S %S
i Al|

EARFEPpHIE (5.4F16.00 &, XFHKDITKREE
B, L-FLR . LM BN R MBHL O & %
B MEAERLBHIRE 355 (pH 7.4) thig 4 KAB W HE4T
TWE., Rl 2PERTVITRENEEAEKSH.
Gompertz J5 TR E BB (R YK T0.95, FHZTHE
REMR I AL A VD 1T IR AE AR R RS R 2 R A KA . 7
KB TR INA VLR P $E 5 GT. TSPHILPD, HF§
RAFIMPD. pH{E N6.08F, AN A HLER XS V0 1] BB f 41
Bl SpH 5.4RML. AT, (KpHAEER TV TIR
BE K, GT. TSPHILPDH4GE, MiMPDAKNEAR.
pHAE 5. AR R ER BTV 1T IR TR A 48 0 140 B 8 HAA WL
PR TP A 28R T LR X 5 2 A BRI T 7E — 2 (pHAE
T, FLERLLERER B S s A A R — Bt

1. 25~ T AEpHE (5.4F16.0) T FFEAIE ILE
AP T TR E A IERRALBHIL (pH 7.4) A AL BHIRE 77 3
(R, L-AR. LBRMZBHRER bk, F
PR AEE M B AR SR, KRB AR H T
55 40 B ) 20 L AR DA VS IR, TR B BT HOE
PN IS, T AR N S pHAE BRI i, KRR
T HLERAESH R P B AF S, BRI T B N pHAEL, I 55 B4 i
(s RESRE T, ki 4m ] T 4n e AR,

1 ROGESTIREARERSINIESH
Tablel Growth kinetic parameters of S. yphimurium

pH  ZH% MPD (lg (CFU/mL) ) LPD/h TSP/h kh™' GT/h
7.4 7 AN 8.7 1.5 140 0.8 0.4
RN 8.5 1.7 140 08 0.4
60 L-FLi% 8.6 1.8 140 08 0.4
’ &R 8.4 35 180 06 05
ZBENTR 8.3 25 200 04 0.8
EENICEaR 8.6 14 140 07 0.4
sS4 L-FLIR 8.5 82 240 05 0.6
[IETind 7.6 153 350 03 1.0
ZBENTR 5.8 129 480 0.1 3.0
2 HRREPINKENERSNIESH

Table2  Growth kinetic parameters of S. Derby
pH 1%  MPD (lg (CFU/mL) ) LPD/h TSP/h k/h™' GT/h
74 ZSENH 8.8 14 100 10 03
R 8.6 1.6 100 08 04
60 L-3Li 8.6 08 100 06 05
’ it 8.6 17 160 05 0.6
LRI 8.4 08 160 04 08
SRR X IR 8.6 23 120 08 04
4 L-FL1% 8.7 55 240 04 08
Bt R 7.0 155 480 02 1.5
LRI 6.9 131 480 0.1 3.0
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Fig.1  Growth curves of S. typhimurium in various media
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Fig.2  Growth curves of S. Derby in various media

S5 W pH 5.48F, A HLERXTV T I B (40 1 45 F
W SR, o Z R PR R YD 1T B B ) AR K A 1 F i
¥, GT (3h) MITSP (48h) ¥im (F£1. 2) . @ik
TR 59N CBEN IR > KSR > L-FLIR > #hiR . X
e 2k B 5 Alvarez-Ordofiez 26 W98 IR 45 SR — 5k, 1%
DT B0 F€ WD 1] IR B AE AN [R] p HAE AAS [ B2 T FH
. AR MrERMIERERIBHIFAKEES, K
IRTC v pHAB R ey A8 A, 400 ) 40 1 2 1 P 34
N BETR > FLIR > AR > R . 5 AR RIS R AR LL,
RN R BLAT EAF I B, AR R B, XA AR

PR AT R B RORS . AH 5T R I pHAE 5.4 10 LIk A
FR AT DA— @ FEFE B T IR A K.
22 iESYERER I E

B AT 22 UM AR VI B e 0 1 B B R bR . HR3
AP, AESGERMEpHAE N PUIE B 3 G 5 T VD 1] IR i
FR1E . SARRRE RIEA MO AR B, BROE R b 1T PG B 4
fEpH 3.0 BHIF; F= 5 ik fE R B & g (P<<0.05) ,
WITREES RN =4 T RR R, AR
FRIEF R IR VDT R R ATR R 25 5 T £ TS HLER PR 885
BRI o S5 4h, W58 R BRAS [F) 1 37 284 1 vk 2 )
ATRAFAEZE R, S. typhimurium§ A [7 1A HLER ™ 4 1)
ATRZFEZ (P<0.05) , 1 LEEHARAFERIS. Derbyl)
WAL FAEARpHHAAAEREZ R (P<0.05) .

WA, fEpH 5.4BRIE N J5 7= A B il e 14 2 35
FpH 6.0 N Ji (M FRTE, pH 54825 T ¥0 1T X 38
TR (UM . 7EpHIE N6.0/IL-FLER 1S S, pH 3.0fR ¥
J&S. typhimurium 156 7 Hk /> 292.4 (1g (CFU/mL) D
MpH 5.4FR3&E N J5, pH 3.0FRI 5 41 T 1 18 74 30k 2>
0.9 (Ig (CFU/mML) ) . %55 5 B PO E (1 45
R—8 ERAPCpHAE IS N EEFRID 1] IR s i 1R
PERGE, BIATR. BurinZP"& I 7ZEpH 6.05¢pH 5.08,
W TTIR B R HLBR I I S e S . SR, HpHAEBUIC
(pH 4.0) Itf, AMHTE6~24 h)5 VLA IE. Y 4hSamelis
SRR R B, RIS S VD 1T B B R T PR B T A
B, TR (10 'C) NAKM R TIKRE 51E30 C
NIRTF A PR AR L, TR I PR . DR HLER P R
TN ek mT AR g ) B S A A v

®3  PIIREEBHI (pH3.0) MB2hEHRER
Table3  Survival rates of Salmonella challenged in BHI at pH 3.0 for 2 h
Hitk pH  SOME ARAE  LAR BB JRAR SE

) ) 60 640 dms 368 cms 242 abms 203 ams 267 bms
S' l)ph’murmm dns cms ans abns. bos
54 3% ST 091 108 153"
0.11
| 4. emt 4' cmt l. 2mm 1v abims. 22 bms.
oty O o0 5 18 3
L A A

e a~d g AR5 B3R OR F —pHAE A F R b 11 7% 7 B35
(P<0.05) ; m~n.Jg b A A 5 BRI [F — FIA [ pHAE 1) 2 5 W 3
(P<<0.05) ; s~t. JA W A[E T BER IR [/ — 51 A [F] B Bk 1 22 3 3%
(P<<0.05) ; HUHB KRR R, FR4F.

AR B AL R A B 090 T IR B AR A7 R AFAE — B £ 57
(FK3) o MERIEEISKECH: L-FLIR > B > BN
R > #h 1R, Forb L- FL R NS TR M 1R 14 2 R T T 35 M 2=
5o LT TR IR I R 1 B 55 L A T A A A LR
(P<0.05) . %45 H 5 Zhang YiminZ: P18 ) B 1% N 1tk
FIAAS IR B EpH 6.0 LR N R 5 LR FIK R P 14735 2R
TR FE M E R RAE, AR O NERIE R T
PP 1T IR TR AR RAR, ViR B AU o, X R
CBRTRRR vIAE & o T — P B R B A (HRIX
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1 gk LR B — B 3 R ATR AT T LSS AS 3] PR 15 4%
i, DR E BT AN e RS DA B 7 1) HE A 12
23 pHAEk

pH, 5 41 =4 ATR [ e 1% UIAH 9%, 7EAKpHAE IR
Birh, 4R 2@ HE R TR gE R pH AR E Y. MlsE
pHARA AT LLE— B ER T V0 ] IK B 41 75 R 3 4 FfpH,
HIae 1. B3, 49 9INS. typhimuriumA1S. DerbyfE BHIE;
FREE K R WpH AR vl dh 28 . 8 i R [ )5 4k
JEA R MR IGP<0.01, ROELF1, #h&EEUF.
XEW], AHE ST LI LLCFSE N 9¢ Y6 45 7 77 I 5 7
TR EpH M AR E 1. Bk, %07 EE 8w st
Wtk — 25 0058 A [F) 26 4F R pH,, - LB RV T IR 1
My ERPE . FHEI3. 4nT, BEEpH &, 2GR E
(Ri90 mn Ra35 om ) EREEE.

RANS. TophimuriumFIS. DerbyfEANEpHAE « AN AR
Frapdt A K E R MR MpH,. BF 5% WIS pHAE N
5.4H16.00F, A HLERAL VD 1T IR B pH, 5 #h 10T H 4L AR
EL A 3 A7 F 22 5%, A HLRRAE iZpHAEIR A N i T SRR
LA LR L TC LR B2 A B 22 ffpH, . X 5 ATR&E |
—5, KPR E A YR S 00 R [ S 5 pH, e E
f /15 5%, Cheng Changyong i 71 & HL . 38 2= 1
1E LR RFLIRAFAE N, (E4NHI~bpH 4.5 F 4EFFpH ¥ fiE
ZEE, BIERRAERGCEAPRALW, 54K
S gE AL, AREA YIRS YD1 BB pH IS A7-AE
%5t . pH 6.0/ L-FLER AR YD | T IR 1M pH, 2 3 = T B R A
LRI pH, (P<<0.05) ; [fifEpH 541}, ¥WITKE
IpHA HUERACEEA 2 A B 2 5

AR L A p HAB X FepH I S — € % 7%, pH 5.4
ZAF TN S Y FrpH AR e, b SRR RN £ Tk T R Ak R
M EpH, 2 T B% (P<0.05) . [FAfpH 5.4 H i}
FR e J1008, X U B E 55 B8 1R 77 2% 4 T 40 i pHL 1 B g
715 H 755 7= AR T S R B 7 BIE B, 5 ATRZS 34
— 8. A FFUTE R 2F AR B AR K p HAE I AR KOS AR R
REfE = AEATR, X FRIE N M T pHARAS, JEHERE
B2 REREBRA AR R R, SRBESPTRT 7T & I
JRHATR A R AEpH 4.7HIpH 451, pHJF&Er: 1MpHE
KF520, pHFFK, 10703 BHIX & B T 40 Al s 52 21145
Pl L IBIE IS K, pHAZ BIZ MG 5. 54,
PR [R] I35 B4 (70 1] IR B 7R HLRR AL 3 R pHAFAE — &
Z5, Hi B RAE AP K EpH £ 5 B
% (P<0.05) . %45 % 5Cheng Changyongs ™ i fr) 45
R, e T A FRRIEEE T A [F] 37 B 5 4 2= 7y
R IpHAE AL, RIS [ 175 25 B 1 2= W 1 4 RfpHL R E
(IBE JIAPAE 22 5 o AT 0 R W40 B AN S pHAE A A HLER BR
bRl gee T pHM R E Y, TEA VLR LE 59 IR 1S 77 4%

e, S, typhimurium M0 N pHAE IR SN . 45 & ATRSE
R IAEpHAE 5. 4F06.011) 175 F: 26 A R PR AR VD T IR 3207
AREFEMATR, HME 4R pHARAS M RE )5 HAERRME %A
THAERKFFEEIRN A K. £/ bpHE A PR
Ab BN pH; 2 e 2 Vb 1T QB P2 AE ATR ) ZE R 2R

RAQU nm/R4}5 nm
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Fig.3  Standard curve of fluorescent intensity ratio versus intracellular

pH of stationary phase S. typhimurium cultured in BHI medium
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Fig.4 Standard curve of fluorescent intensity ratio versus intracellular
pH of stationary phase S. Derby cultured in BHI medium

F4  HRDTIREEARE SR EREREHPH,
Table4 Intracellular pH of stationary phase Salmonella cultured in
different media

itk pH ZAME HRWE LAR BB KRR SE

o 0 6.66™ 70 8507 6.29™ 6.90°™
. typhimurium
4 6.55 6.39 6.27 6.11 5987
0.13
S D b 0 7'40bms 7'34bms 7.07Ivrm 6.14““ 5.91““
. Derby
Y 4 6.5 1 abns 6.40“"\ 6'99}71“\ 6.93hm 7.56hm
3 9 #®

T 58 R I 0k TR T A T R R de i, [ B L 7 2 T T
PEREISS, 2 —FhERARM RN . TERRIE B R OS2
A, S [ DR 2R AR LA R G ATRA AR K 5% i FL R [A] 1
EHMPWITREATREREZE (P<0.05) . WITKHE
TE AW it 18 P4 B 358 HR A7 3% 1) A 0 T AR o A AR AR K S AR
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