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Study on the Existence of Acid Tolerance Response of Salmonella and its Mechanism during Beef
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Abstract: Mild acidic and nutrient environment of chilled beef may induce acid tolerance response (ATR) of
Salmonella, posing a great risk to meat quality and safety. But the existence and mechanism of this phenomenon
during the aging and storage of beef was still unclear. The influence of acid induction, two-component systems and
the low-temperature storage on the formation of ATR were evaluated, ARed recombination system, RT-qPCR and
amino acid addition experiments were also conducted to explore the mechanism. The results showed that mild acid

induction significantly enhanced the acid tolerance of Salmonella (P < 0.05), and once induced, it could be
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maintained for at least 1 week at 4 “C. As a mild acidic incubation medium, beef does not induce the ATR at 4 C,
indicating that low-temperature treatment may be an important method to inhibit ATR in Salmonella typhimurium.
RT-gPCR and amino acid addition experiments showed that PhoP/PhoQ and PmrA/PmrB are involved in the
perception of the acidic environment, improving the bacterial acid resistance by regulating arginine
decarboxylation and lysine decarboxylation systems. This explains the formation of the ATR from the aspect of
amino acid metabolism, which may also reveal an explanation of why substrates enhance the acid resistance of
some bacteria in food.
Key words: Beef;, Salmonella; acid tolerance response; two-component regulatory system; PhoP/PhoQ;
PmrA/PmrB; food safety
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WITRE (Salmonella) BEWSSIENTM . V5. B RAKREGRN, A2 1 5770 Fl N i e AR &
QERZ 10 % 1 E EL R YRR SO AN IR R s e /geit, WITIREAE 2017 4501 % 93583 HIA
HKIKG, JHAE 2013-2017 LRI GG LGZ 51 A WK BRSO 1026 — R Eom W 2. fE3E, ik
B BT S SRV T T IR I B EE R RIR), 5 SRS, (Acid tolerance response, ATR) JEFEAN A
FERBR AT T A — B e (B SER), W TFEmSotr R (AR BD 1ikiiae
JIEBRIVIL S, SURRAERRIN 52 M2 MM, ATR — B RG, AMUBEHE R A0 B BRI, L REIG 5%
PR EE IR RAE, SESRANR I W&k WA ERRE D, RGN e 5 o e dboin Tl R rh i %
PR 7, SEFE LI i 2 s, BERTARA R, AR Sl (aging) TR AA
RUDITIRE ATR HFRE, TXUE -G 5 3K EL R IR IV BRI 71U K )2 S I AE ) P BT R ) 95 R A5
S Ja HAAAR pH HIFRAR R S IR 45681, SR H TP T RIS ATR #51% Jn,  HAE A= 1 & 52
IR KA Ao R P A KRS AN B, OF L, A S A S5 R R I S5 L AR G e R 4 R 11
ATR? FR S ML 7 E— PR

YA 5T BRI R 1K) 7 AR e 2 AR B AR AR T ROBERIZE R, A 73 4% 2 48 (Two-component
regulatory system, TCS). BR/RF & (Acid shock proteins, ASPs). ZEIR IR BRI T . K&
GENS i1 (RIS S A HE DL R 2 TR IR A 4RI A pH P (4 S R, oy, TCS X ik
BF RN B SCE BN, EH—AESEAEIRE S (histidine protein kinase, HK) Fl—AMF
MmN A$E B A (reaction regulatory protein, RR protein) ZHj%, 2B EmINMEES, HKE
TS TA R EERNER, IWITHCRAR R U] R =LA 00, 2R, 18 TCS R A1)
— . PhoP/PhoQ FJ LAM R ERYEAS 5, P T iie (T ERIANL, 42/ 7F ASPs KI5 21 14 X BRI 52

AEAJU14. SR, FR ASPs 4b, PhoP/PhoQ 55 & S AR S ML (K AH T A A U5k MLAR0E . AL IR A
REN I A P AR T IR BB E BT, AR 4E R I N pH e g I B E AL RE, VIR

FRRE B R I PR M A R J PR AR e ) V2 ARAELS1), Tran S5OV I € 8 28 B B AUV 1] R
PhoP/PhoQ IEW KB R EIRHBEATRILE, A ISR H h SR B R A4 10 Fh iz B B Rk B %
VI TT IR RS 2R A5 PhoP/PhoQ 1A 5. %5 T RS 2R AU /e 240 1 i 18 i 12 14 B AL
HIOST, ARWFFEHEN, BR T ASPs i4%, ZIERRICH T AE 2 PhoP/PhoQ A% HE I M. HILF
f5f, B& PhoP/PhoQ #F, X7 RGH & % oG TIEFE R, W PmrA/PmrB. EvgS/EvgA tHEEX
HAE e 20718, A R] BEAE U8 45 S R AR Ty T A7 W R B B/

BRI, AT FERAE, 7V T IREAEA WA B AR b 2 P s e IKIR . mEE M,
PA ARed J Rl FREOAR, PRIT TR YE T« (RURAS I ek XU 70 0T v 1] R T i 1 i 12 4 52
DAY A i 75 T S8 2 PR N L 5 g R o R A AE R B S K . IRl RT-qPCR. SR BRVA sk
ARSI WM 7 R SRR, SR IFIIEID TR E XA 7 22 4t PhoP/PhoQ Al
PmrA/PmrB BEUSIRN AN/ HOREE, FF R @R R G DSRG E MR —#idlkik, B
FETE— 0 AR R 20 T 5 3 T R S 2 7 A2 ) AL FE LB
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1 MEESE

1.1 w5

A FEW T TR B MERERE (S, Typhimurium ATCC 14028) Hl ZR AL K24 £ iRl 5 TR 240
A il S8 2 AR AT

ORI EFE AL (Brain Heart Infusion medium, BHD JbHFEFR ARG ARAF; WHOIRK
BiMlF  (Brain Heart Infusion Agar, BHIA) LB AN AR /A ) ; MiniBEST Universal RNA
RPORAF & FEMW IR CKE) HIRAT]; PrimeScript™ RT reagent Kit with gDNA Eraser (Perfect
Real time) FAEY LR (K#E) ARAF: L-HER MRS ARAR; LBEER Jbn
W RIHIA BRI A A .

12 FEUESRRE

5804R B0l £ Eppendorf A H; G154DWS K44 J& 18 ikt 44E Eppendorf /A Al
T100 PCR % [ Bio-Rad A 7]; CFX96 sLif PCR &l %4t 3:[E Bio-Rad A#].

1.3 ik
13.1  TCS SREABE PRI &

ZRRZIEIN) J5%, FIFH MRed EH F58, 537#4% TCS PhoP/PhoQ #k 2K Btk AphoP F1 TCS
PmrA/PmrB SR H R Apmrd. B4, FIH PCR BERIE phoP Ml pmrd FER I RIVEFTHE B, A B
W E R B RIS, oy RIS RGN . RN, ARIERSZES A, KT
pKD46 AL 2 RABFEVD T IREE 14028, FHH L-FlHifHbEi5 S Red HA K EMRZE . )51 PCR ¥4
[ E R P B A AL 2 s AP, AEATHE B S AR R A R AR R A, RN RS R b, o
ZIH HAAN, B EHRBERNE Y EERIUEFRITIERE T . &GRKFUR pCP20 LA
S M RAL ¥, B RIAN) FLP B4R LR B R B, K19 AphoP M Apmrd Bk,
1.3.2 WP (meat medium, ME) [R5

2 Alvarez-Ordoez 25201 J7 ik, 424 RZBRIGIT I f5 0w, 375 g RS 750 mL %51
IKEEBEM IR A E KB (121°C 15min), AEHEHESMLIEE NG, 75T 100 mL HO0EIFE
F-20 CHH -

1.3.3 IR IEGEE FE A b 1] IR R I R B 77 F il s

Z: 8 Buchanan 207732, FIF AR 0 & s 5 O U4 I ATR. 30T 10 % (wh) H
HIFEM TSB #5973 (TSBG) ¥ pH 7E85 35 R 2218 N IE,  RERE AN BSR4 — AN IR A R 14 32 19 38
5i, RERESHEN.

B-20 CLRAZMIIEH VDI TR E 14028 FlAphoP (20 pL) #FF 10 mL NTSB 1973 (TSB %[
&) 37 CiIHBOEMN, SREEL 100 pL EEFRYI5 RN T 50 mL NTSB G HEZH) 1 50 mL
TSBG (MR 4D, 37 CiIIAHEF . WIEFRMEG (10000 x g 4 'C. 5Smin) 133 1w AR FF2 52
4+2 ‘CI# 100 mL ME "R E8 7 Ko T F v g PRI BR A 70 R0 5 2 8 Liu 5522000 7%, 7E28
1 RAEE 7 RINME FHCHE S W, ARYE ST e (35 72 5 b T8 BOR B2, 8 1 RR G i
FEJGHMT 9 mL 19 pH {4 3 1 BHI (FH HCLIET) 1, G—4ifikE N 5 log CFU/mL, 37 CF
BRI 2ho FEFRIART ARG, BRI IRA T BHIA PR, 37 Cil kst BTt #H7
ST R S

2 Skandamis 51 J51%, F Alog RN ERRE 1. Alog /& T B MR AE BRIT 5 FRMUS 1 W V&
MHAEM Z, AR AN Alog CFU/mL. HHEAKA: Alog = (log N)o, - (log N)yn, HH, (log N)gy
R BRT I R VAR B, (log N ABRUREZE A5 (B B BRI BB, Alog K, AFREKI
i BR e 71 K55 o
134 SRR OCHE N 22 04 & (1 I
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KD TTIREA 14028 AphoP FlApmrd (20 uL) E:FhF 10 mL NTSB HiEfb )5, HL 20 uL £53749)
HAIT 10 mL ) pH {EC8 5.4 1) NTSB R IR pH {E Dy 5.424) f, 37 CREIE T .

PR RNA 20U/ & (TaKaRa, FEKE) MUEHIRI=FHEE 1 RNA, FERFG iRk R4l FE 1
RNA S cDNA, B T-20 CPR{F. %88 PrimeScript™ RT reagent Kit with gDNA Eraser

(Perfect ~ Real  time, TaKaRa, H[EKIE) KUtW##IT RT-qPCR, — P PCRIAREFE2 L

cDNA. 12.5 pL 2 x SYBR Premix Ex Tag (Tli RNaseH Plus). 9.5 uL RNase Free Water 1 0.5 pL K&
10 M 1 EFHESIY. PCREEFA: 1) 95T 30s: 2) 39 MEH: 95T 5s. 60 C30s; 3)
95 °C 10s; 4) Melt Curve 65 C to 95 C 5s.

ARS8 It FH F 35 DR b S R A S T ks SRR IR B 1) adliA R AR rh R R M PR
1) cadA VAR WS BEH rrsd, 51 0RB8E: 7 41 ILEE 1,

% 1 RT-qPCR [KIE[ 4555
Table 1 Primer sequences of RT-qPCR
E iSRS GIE7/ BN WELFF (5'-3) R BTN

rrsA rrsA-F CAACGAGCGCAACCCTTATC Alvarez-Ordoiiez 225
rrsA-R TCCCCACCTTCCTCCAGTTT

adiA adiA -F AACAGTCCGCAGGTGGGTTA Alvarez-Ordofiez %525
adid -R AATTTCCGTGCCTTCGGTTT

cadA cadA -F ACGCCTGAAAAGCGAATCTG Alvarez-Ordoiiez 225
cadA -R CATGCCATGCGCTATCTGAA

Z: [ Livak S5R01) 2-A0C 5 b AT LRI RT RIE 04T, B2 5 R G0 I VD 1) IR B I 2 R 3R ik =
PERXTHR, B EE ] 2000 R . ST =R B
135  WINEIERR LR I EK ATR F0E

Z 8 Jonge SFRITEE, 1 mL i 1.34 FdRIFESFERI=FEBR (HRKELRTS  log
CFU/mL), 434k 9 mL ) pH{E RN 2.5 (HHCLE) MI4ip ¥R EE7:FE (MM, ¥8I1 0.01
% (wA) [ LAFERIT P75 (MM+Arg) . ¥ 0.01 % (wA) 1 - R A P )5 3 77 5t
(MM+Lys) 1, BT 37 CHERF 2 h. TERRBHT ARG 7 AT &ML &R Alog R B bk
M R RE /1. SIS HET =M B .
1.4 HdlEoadr

RT-qPCR %% H Bio-Rad CFX Manager 3.1 {43 . H SAS 9.0 HAHIRAA (MIXED
Procedure) HEATMNERME4:HT, TEAGIRI IR MY ER 140 8 SEieh, WA RS TR ACHE . g [a]
eI EAEFE s B E R e R R, SRR E S AR R, TERRBEON 0 i I iR
(iR PR A S P, BRI T UL R BRI RN 128 ELAE IR AR i R 1 P [ 52 (R R, s
HENAMIEZR, B ErERF R, ZREEKT P <0.05. A Sigmaplot 10.0 3 HE
.

2 GRESHT

2.1 TR OUEH 5y DRl R B B K TR I 06T /0 171 DG i 7 P P 52 i
£ 2 Bon TAEAFFE T PhoP/PhoQ IEH H (14028) FHEE (AphoP) TEAFILjEK
B B] s T R T L, Alog [H AR AR AN B TN R e JJ#R5S . BT SRE H, WS RS MR
SRCBE AR TR (8] = R R A ELAE TR BE s A B3 (P > 0.05). WD RS AL
PH TR A BN SN 8] )58 FLAE FORH R B 70 A 3552 (P < 0.05).
R2 KRB (4+2°C) TRPARFE G S ERITRREE ) HE (Alog CFU/mL)
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Table 2 The acid tolerance of strains of different induction treatments during the storage at4 +2 C

LSy W ERIN [ (dD Pt
(B
s ARG SE KSRGS WHEHE X XHD RS WS R G X R

d 1 7

PhoP/PhoQ SRR PUEALEE  XMRRALER  AREE X PN
EN A IEH 4.75 474

(14028)

Bk (A 4.23 5.15

phoP)

0.31 0.450 0.006 0.032 0.173

A= IEH 221 1.44

(14028)

Bk (A 3.31 2.26

phoP)

#: Alog CFU/mL: FR¥ACHE 2h JEV0 1T IRB I VA T FF%L

W 1 AR TTIREE ATR 97242 DR TEARIR e A2 i A8 Ak, B i i A 2 AN
JERART 8] 28 ELAE XD 1T IR A R R Tk B2 . 223 TSBG IR 1755 1 B MR O i PR i 70 5.3 v T 5 R
A (P<0.05), UYL T] QB 40 o i) ) B i R TR FA BE RE 08 UK 4 B 1Y) ATR, 5 Malheiros
S8R Samelis SFRBE AL R — 5. B PEMRAES 7 RIGTERMED 2 & & T KESA (P<0.05),
XYL, WITIKEMN ATR — B4, fERRAE T 200 DIGERE 7 K, 1245 R EW, BUREN
ATR WJRES T WA 8] B AU fE, I B AR T2IEE . il 365538 AR
PR P T R B OB — BN R CR B D, TSI R, X 2 A K R a5
1B H AT Rl G AE 2E P A7 AE H AR D 52 B F AL

ST TR S T AL, IR R 7 RARIEI B AR I R e I E R E A (P > 0.05), Ut
] BARTE KA UL AR b 1T IR — B TR R R 7R 5 b (pH ER 5.2-5.7), (HIZARIRIABE
FHoAR G RN HEZE B R Rk (o, S DRI P R b 1) IR 15 S T R S OIS 1) = AR R R AR
(9 Sk B B DA % i e PR R Y B0, TTER I R D JEA 358 mT Rt 7 AH OGO 1, BT ) 1
EREH ATR (774 5B, S RRESR 7 RIIIREE T EE®mTH 1 K (P<0.05),
X AT RS RN I 2 5 IR A B O 20K T 41 B8 L 15 5 S Tl B AE P9 IR e Le RO Lk, P 2R TR
Ry E, TR PR D T T IRBE AR B AR, HEm R I 20 i T R I % . L),
Tiwari ZEBOVIRIF 78 22 WAL AT 1755 VD 1 IR B A TR PEAS 5 (8 21 ATR AHOCEE B )& AN 75 22
1/NIF, 8 1 /NI S AN DY 30 2 F0 G082 S0 2 7 AR T AR o0 T SRR I 42 2k 3
R, FIE, BREFRZRENT ATR Fs2miioR, I H 23 s TR 22k g 77 ooy o i B PR R s
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Fig. 1 The acid tolerance of Salmonella during the incubation at 4 +2 C
o ab: BORAFEEN AN ZEREE (P<0.05); xy: BRARFEFEMEMEREZE (P<0.05); Alog CFU/ML: &
AT 2h JE V1T R B T T B

NFFE Ty 48 PhoP/PhoQ % BRI AR TN R BE /AU DT, 70 BT A Ak BN Rl o L 4 70 R )
A EAE RN BRYE 2 m, 45 R 2 fos. 45 R 27R, PhoP/PhoQ X B R4 T 55 4 T It jek iy
MEALTE GFES) AEZFMNLHEEM (P < 0.05). phoP 3R IR A0 B 2 BRACHIER A H YD 1T K
WM EREE S (P < 0.05), (HXSXFREZH MMM IFALEZE (P > 0.05). %45 KRRV TUIRAL B AXUH 55
ARG FEHRTHD T IRE N ERRE /1, WD TTIRE ATR RGN EZH RSy, FFUESE TR
IEE ) HOE R PhoP/PhoQ J& B0 1] FR TR N #8 O BR AL« Soncini £ RIAIT 5T 45 SR K W
PhoP/PhoQ REMEIR IR H 1) H, HIFEH 1) M2 IREEU ST, #% PhoP/PhoQ i 1) I Ui 2 (A 1)
Tk M B TR, HBFEEPTRS, EASEIEH PhoP/PhoQ 5 N BRI M. L 2 2 15 52 &8 B T3
Wi 735 BT 9%

2 phoP WK 5, ZiLiF ST TIRE W R EE /1 BARFEC, BEE2E S T AREHESNEER (P
< 0.05), XUHIERSEARIKHIRIEMHER SRS, BR T PhoP/PhoQ, i&AH HAM BRALHI K TR 1
R, HABUH E T AR R AIBE RS T AMER S . A RERY], AR
PmrA/PmrB. OmpR/EnvZ %5320 53 22 4t 1 REE X /M S I BR P AS 54 HH i 2017310,
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73
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Fig. 2 The acid tolerance of different strains
T ab: FoRAFREKAZREE (P<0.05); x-y: FRAREFEFFMAMZEREE (P<0.05); Alog CFU/MmL: Bt
HE2h JRVP T TR B T 3

2.2 TCS SRR SRR R B AR AH DG B [R] 2 1 & 1) R M

SRR MR SN RS FEAN A P B IR R 7, B A AR b SRR A SR R, SERRAN A P B
pH, /DA FERVERR B AR 1, S s A B AR RRVE M T IR AR, Horh, R ERMR RGN
TR BRI R R G0 B KR 30516, S T ST PmrA/PmrB J& 75 ) PhoP/PhoQ —#¥, ALY
ITIRE ATR, 3 HZid F2 /2 1 /2 ik R S B A 0B 9 P R AR AR R SE IR, AW b T
PmrA/PmrB 1 PhoP/PhoQ #EHT 5, VDI IRE IR ML IR Cadid A cadd) WIRIEKF.

K3 28R EoR, I ITIRER phoP F pmrd $hK )5, ARAMRMARBERIGEED adid FRILERE
FE% (P <0.05). %4558 EW, 7T PhoP/PhoQ, PmrA/PmrB thEEMYIRELH 1) HYE S0, #Eiixs
ATR AR, WERIAR RS2 CNIMIER ARS8, Brenneman E02R I TR adid F
adiC (RS RIZER ) W% FRIEN, PhoP/PhoQ BTV TICHAE pH 3.0 IIFREIH 1A% it
RENRTE, HHHIES T RGN AR R4S . Tran S0 IV 1T IR B 1) PhoP/PhoQ k&
&, SRR OCH) 10 FiEE R HILZE S, SRR S PhoP/PhoQ A K, SASLE
4l e — 5.
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1.4 1

1.0 4

0.8 1

adid B KA R IL &

0.4 1

0.2 1

0.0

14028 AphoP Apmrd
Bk

B 3 A0 REERRRERERBRBMIDER adia FIRIEEZN

Fig.3 The change of adiA (encoding arginine decarboxylase) expression after the deficiency of TCS-related gene

e oab: FREAFEKNZEREE (P<0.05)

K4 ERER, 5 adid 8582500, AphoP Rl ApmrA (R i SR B A% FE ] cada IFRIEH
BEMRTIEEE (P < 005, ZIRUY, B 7ERRIRIERIS, BERIR RS a2 3]
PhoP/PhoQ Fll PmrA/PmrB FIIE [ & . ([ERERKZ, I TIKE K PhoP/PhoQ F1 PmrA/PmrB 7F B
BORPE L FE T REAELE VR IR, 40 Kato 25531 Spector ZEBIHF LR, 24 Ak PhoP/PhoQ
WA M2 (5 53055, BESIEHE i PouD B (AR, 1M PmrD M REWHE— P0G
PmrA/PmrB, PiFf TCS #Eifi L [ml VA4 NehLE], axt I8 2 0 EARR A BHTAEMAE . (ARSI o i)y
R FERRACH R FE R, PmrA/PmrB 55 PhoP/PhoQ A& A7 AEHE R, Vit —P it 551IE .

1.2 4

| o

1.0 A

0.8 1

4 o
— o

0.6 1

0.4

cadA FE R AN RIE &

0.2 1

0.0

14028 AphoP Apmrd
[l

B 4 A5 RGEEFGREBERUARBMMIDER cadd HRLERM
Fig.4 The change of cadA (encoding lysine decarboxylase) expression after the deficiency of TCS-related gene
i ab: FRAFEEKEZEREE (P<0.05)

23 BREAN D E IR R RIS R ATR (520
N NI BISAE PhoP/PhoQ A1 PmrA/PmrB e i 38 1 2 B2 A Qi A R At — B b
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TR S BRI, AW T8 I 7E BRI B h A Ik SR A 2B, X EE T PhoP/PhoQ Al
PmrA/PmrB IEH S FERE RIS FINEZRE )1 (R 3), SRERMAN R TAERIPIININAE HAE
F B2 2 52D 1] I IR R I (P < 0.05).

X E B, EAENERIN B A ) T IR MM AR RS S BRI SR fS . =X gy
RGHH (EE®E . AphoP. Apmrd) WIBRVESIRZE T (P < 0.05), %45 R U W 2 R AR
FR AU 2D 1] IR 4 i B S N BRI (1) B B A%, [AIIF, 72 MM RO 7 5 40 978 B (1 i I 2 X 5
KT IEHE (P <005, WHREILERNYS, PhoP/PhoQ I PmrA/PmrB Al A& S T HAth it B2
LIS B4 8 X B .- Alvarez-Ordéfiez S5 2SUR B[R] MM R R IRS S R 2 B e 10 5 0
IEHYDTTIR R FIMN R EE 1, Park S04 A UM IR 147 7E Be A IE W Vb T IRTA7E pH H 4 3 M3
MR E S LT, SRR 5. A, MM+Arg L1 MM+Lys 4110 R AE 11 2 H A 5 2%
(P > 0.05), BIASRI IR SN TN BRI 3 = 0T W55 . {H Liu 8RR AL RIS 77 5
VR IR 5 YD 1] TR BOAFE BE s TS RS PR I SE g0 4, XA 22 3t W] RS2 A (7] I3 Y T ik
(S. Typhimurium 5 S. Heidelberg) 2 BRI 58 /) AN R 3

EIR MM+Arg Hl MM+Lys 417N TS R IR, H phoP 50 pmrA PR 5 5 v AR R
FRPEDI B ZRTIEWA (P < 0.05), BWIEIERBAA B TAERmIRN 26/, HEIFARESE
TCS B FEUA BB, %485 FMRUAKF FIGTE T ATiA RT-qPCR 1451, H PhoP/PhoQ F
PmrA/PmrB HE % 18 1o 7 ) 2 5L A G 2R D 1) IR TN TR BE 0 o R BLHE— 2D ARRE 1 B )2 A4
BEERNEYR RIS R W1 Alvarez-Ordonez S5RVK IR 7 T )5 (09D 1] IR S BRI R
R 55 7R FE RE s B 2 I YD T IRTELE pH BN 3 B9 EhIR TP A& B 6] ; - Waterman S8V VD [T IR
WIRHAT B S RARMERE ORI T RBIRILR . 1Ak, A& Kb T TIRE ' PhoP/PhoQ & M.
W HE H PhoP 45 & BEIR R K R & G AL f U N 29V E T B bR, BRAIE 1 245042 1) 41 0 2 0 I T 4T
PEBS), X HER AT LB B3R PhoP/PhoQ I PmrA/PmrB 145 A4 ol BT 34 F & A2 R 55 v0 11 IRH I
ATR, HISEREAIROR, I 22 EsH.

xR 3 TRRBKH THEERNESHREIRNE (Alog CFU/mL)

Table 3 The acid tolerance of different strains at different acid challenge conditions

W5 B G
I8 & 303 % PhoP/PhoQ % PmrA/PmrB 4k SE
(14028) (AphoP) (Apmrd)
MM 1.30e 1.83% 1.72bx
MM+Arg 0.05% 0.46% 0.325 0.03
MM-+Lys 0.08% 0.49% 0.31%y

W ae: FRAFEKRNZEREE (P <005); xy: FoRARRMERENZEREE (P <005); Alog CFUML:
WAL 2h RVP TG B VA T R

3 £

AT U R IR 5 T I R R 2 G 99D ] IR IV IR AE /1 (P < 0.05), FF HEHRT ATR —HJE
B AR ARIRIC R (4 °C) RO REP AT AERF > 1, H AR RS AR R I AT RE 2 7™ B BL
PN IERHN i a2 . BERIROREESOR I RS, W B R BT R IR D K, VT
R T PR Y A 82 () S5 AN R e s ikl s B 2R G R A st — 2D e - BRIk P A ot
(pH {EN 5.2-5.7) KRR FERIABEANGE T A v 17T QTR RO R S 2, b WA IR A B mT LA Dl 0 17
P 75 R PR S ML 1) 5 95 o R DR it B A B8 RS TN S B 487 17 0 1] IR AL 73 R 48 PhoP/PhoQ Al
PmrA/PmiB ¥92: 5 1 AP FIRVEPA BT AR, AT LI 18 0RO AT 2R A QI 2T R v 4 1
MU ERTE, PRt b R IR &, MBI DR T B S A SRR MBS T REDNVD T T IR R
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PR N AENLIE . B2 PhoP/PhoQ A1 PmrA/PmrB 4F, 75 HA /> RS2 5001 TKE ATR )
PR, PLROR S R4 Tl BR AR 7 2 AR L ERAR T A A ML B2 ATR 5 450F 7 .
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