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Abstract: The structure and diversity of cultural yeast populations in different Maotai-flavor liquor brewing regions
of Maotain town, Guizhou province were studied. Yeast samples were collected from the brewing environment and the
fermentation starter, Daqu. A total of 568 yeast strains were obtained and identified by 26S rDNA gene sequencing, 334 of
which came from the brewing environment and identified as 25 species and 1 uncultured yeast strain in 14 genera, while
the remaining 223 were derived from Dagu were identified as 20 species and 1 uncultured fungal strain in 12 genera. Ten
yeast populations were common to both. The dominant species in the environment were Wickerhamomyces anomalus,
Saccharomyces cerevisiae and Hyphopichia burtonii while those in Daqu were W. anomalus and Saccharomycopsis
fibuligera. The diversity of yeast in the environment and Daqu was significant quantitatively but at the species level. To our
knowledge, this study is the first to isolate Nectaromyces rattus, Wickerhamomyces sp. H1Y23, Issatchenkia sp. S612Y5,
Wickerhamomyces pijperi, Trichosporon faecale, Kazachstania sp. IMB190R, Pseudozyma sp., Kazachstania solicola,
Torulaspora sp. Z8Y 10 and Helicoceras oryzae from the Maotai-flavor liquor brewing process.
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Tablel Comparative analysis between the strains of yeast identified in
this study and those reported in the literature

A BRI 7 B SR B B St TRiE

Saccharomyces cerevisiae i g A1)

FEKOEM . Wu Qun4%
#7KkEM Wu Qun®1%%
#AE" . Wu QunP4%

Schizosaccharomyces pombe
Issatchenkia orientalis

Rhodotorula mucilaginosa

Pichia galeiformis AR A L Y
Trichosporon asahii AR A L Y
Torulaspora delbrueckii R
Saccharomyces paradoxus P T
Candida glabrata IREEE
Wickerhamomyces anomalus B
uncultured fungus YIS SR
Candida allociferrii [T S
Cryptococcus neoformans b
Hyphopichia burtonii TR
Saccharomycopsis fibuligera FI L)
Kazachstania barnettii PUEE
Candida humilis T i
Pichia kudriavzevii [SW\ i
Kodamaea ohmeri SO R
Pichia farinosa Pt I
Hanseniaspora uvarum e
Pichia kluyveri RET-450Y
Trichosporonoides sp. SZ8Y3 e
Cryptococcus albidus T Fo o 250
Pichia pastoris Tang JieZt
Nectaromyces rattus K WARTE
Wickerhamomyces sp. H1Y23 A IR
uncultured yeast AR AR
Issatchenkia sp. S612Y5 A AR IE
Wickerhamomyces pijperi E VS
Trichosporon faecale K WARIE
Kazachstania sp. IMB190R R AR E
Pseudozyma sp. R AR AE
Kazachstania solicola KA TE
Torulaspora sp. Z8Y 10 K WARTE
Helicoceras oryzae A AR IE

MHRT ISR (R KW, Frosikan
B R FE S IR RS (Saccharomycopsis)  Z24EEERE
J& (Schizosaccharomyces) « A EEE (Rhodotorula)
HN AW )E (Hanseniaspora) Tk EEE
(Kodamaea) . FEH S5 & EREE (Zygosaccharomyces) .
MWL RS (Pseudozyma sp) %1 Ff,
fMERE B (Cryptococcus) . 15 E X & & &
(Torulaspora) . WREEEEE (Saccharomyces) . =%
J& (ssatchenkia) 52 F, 22f@FEREE (Trichosporon)
3R, 4w IBEEREE (Wickerhamomyces) 4 Fh, Y
B BEJE (PichialHyphopichia) 6 F, {841 EE)E



146 2020, Vol.41, No. 12 B53ik

=

XY TR

(Candida) 8%, 4 ¥R AKHMJE N. rattus. H. oryzae.
uncultured fungus. uncultured yeast,
Wu Qun %A H A B 1 0 AR o FE P & e

O Ml REE, JEHATREKYIS. cerevisiae. Z. bailii,
P. membranifaciensfS. pombeyHEFiL FE 1 £t 4 B
B ARSI IR BRI R > B Z. bailiis
P. membranifaciens, (HAURBEAHHAL N RN, 4. 5%
KGR B M Z. bailii, #457& P membranifaciens,
JRIA AT G842 Z. bailii. P. membranifaciensA71E T A [E 58 IR
WA 25, HP membranifaciens & 115 ,
FE 1% v ) BCR — EARAR . R P05 A0 K il o oK R
Z. bailii. P. membranifaciens ] §& 1) Ji K] & IR 35 A1 K il
FI2R AN E A X AR B AE AR . I 5 FARAH SR 7T 4
REBL AVREUR 9 BRAE & K MR KPR F
I BAEEF B ERGE A T E R 10 FhEERE, 3l
AIN. rattus. Wickerhamomyces sp. H1Y23. T. faecale-
Issatchenkia sp. S612YS5. W. pijperi. Kazachstania sp.
IMBI190R. Pseudozyma sp.. K. solicola. Torulaspora sp.
Z8Y 10MIH. oryzae; [FIN BN R GEHIN ¥ A FHN RIS
558 DX ORI il B BE BEURBEAT IR AN MRS, B FEE T
A ARG A RS B

22 AN[E X SRR G PR BRI R 2 RV 2

m T. faecale u C. albidus
m P. galeiformis m P. pastoris
m M. farinosa u W. pijperi
m K. humilis m uncultured yeast

m Issatchenkia sp. S612Y5 m R. mucilaginosa
m K. barnettii m T. asahii

u S. pombe B N. rattus

m S. fibuligera m S. cerevisiae

B S. paradoxus m C. neoformans
m K. ohmeri B H. burtonii

W P. kudriavzevii
m T. delbrueckii

m C. glabrata
B W. anomalus

W Trichosporonoides sp. SZ8Y3
m Wickerhamomyces sp. H1Y23

100
80
60
40

AT %

20

1 FXERIREA R AR S5 1
Fig. 1  Changes in yeast population structure in environmental samples

from various brewing regions

MIRBERE &b 2y 253843334 #REBERE, )8 T14 A
J&. 26 M (5L ¥EN. rattusfluncultured yeast) o ¥
BERE BB 2 FEIESE M AT A R LI . S [ I BE B
Ko AR T H1, W anomalus. H. burtonii. S. cerevisiaef!l
C. albidusks B N100%; HIKNN. rattus. T, asahii.

P. pastoris. T. delbrueckii P. kudriavzeviiflK. ohmeri,
¥ A% N85.71%, C. glabrataFIR. mucilaginosaks H
P NT1.A3%, FARBEEEE R AR KT 43%. 3
/1, uncultured yeast. Wickerhamomyces sp. H1Y23.
S. paradoxus C. humilis. M. farinosa. P. galeiformis#ll
T. faecale 7 HP 1 BF T A HIAE T A X8R HAL 73 59
W1 PR, BRI X A SRR . 26 FhEERE S
MR RS KN W, anomalus (30.24%) , HkN
S. cerevisiae (20.36%) FH. burtonii (7.78%) , AIXt=FE
JEHGERIL T 7%, HARWERFR AR 3N T-4%.
KOS DR I G AR R I AR AR B A TR
LB FUR WY, R A B s BRGGE PR B, & T
Ei . O, mRENMAEYAESTE. Bk, Kk
BE o PR B RE RS 3E— PR R . RATAHE T
CL A K41 8 FHBZR B A 1 200 B, E A4 000 F, 32
FORE HARR MK, B3 S ikoCER R
7B AR RS R AR R — 3 ok B A
W5t Y, Cryptococcus. Hanseniaspora. Pichia.
Candida. Debaryomyces. Issatchenki. Rhodotorula.
Kodamaea® Wickerhamomyces“s B} J@ KB A7 T %
K IR AEMN RS, HORE N IR BEE.
AR R B FE N & IR A A I AN [R] AR i
5, FEAAFREGGE S UK ARG 4 A T 2K A
PR X 384, PR AERE Y B 7 2 AR, R
P IR A i KA o &5 5 B0 B IR BE IR HY A9 2 R A
R, SRR IS 6 B O 0 ARG PR R R R
ERI L YE LA FI AW, anomalus. S. cerevisiaefll
H. burtonii. X568 RELE K AT % 24 b A 3 & 1N A7
FE, HIUCRTR, FPRIAE G A I R T R E BRGE H
T AR KA S, KT8 i B A PR R G M 45
e AR ) B R R 1Y TR o R b I B I R
—, [F]A WTIER IE P A A TP IR AR SR A A ) A R R A%
S5 PRGN [ SR 7 X
TE RS ER) 77 M Al AN A oo 7 X TR I A ) 285 4 22 e A
HIEA AT ERE L CFE) B& AW/~ PR E ™
[RONIN= 7 &R P E S RGN = R TR 7 TS
2.3 IR K SR g 27 P B T 22 R A
MKHE o B 234 BEEERE, TR E S0 T %
EHATET12 ANE 21 MR (HE 1 BRH. oryzaefi
uncultured fungus) , 255 WER2MR. W. anomalus.
S. cerevisiae. H. burtoniif1S. fibuligeraks i K
100%, HARC. allociferrii 1. orientalisfIC. glabrata
K H AR N 85.71%, 1E6 AN X I A 7= i K il v 1y
HIHL; P okluyverif AR NT1.43%, HEATEREH
BT 4 AKX, HaSmrEegER D,
W. anomalus (95 ¥k WIAHXF EEAEGANF R T B L
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BIER e, HRONS. fibuligera (23 #%) . H. burtonii
(158K S cerevisiae (14%%) , HARHRAMLT 14 £k,
Hrp Trichosporonoides sp. SZ8Y 3. uncultured fungus.
R. mucilaginosa. S. paradoxusF1Pseudozyma sp. R H AL
B DXIERE A T R, B Bk S5 S RERRRIAE R
il rhR AR SRR R R AL, S A N IRIE X
WA PR R PR AE AL A B RN W, anomalus. S. fibuligera
FH. burtonii. HARANS. cerevisiae. 1. orientalis#
C. glabrata,
W H. burtonii

m C. glabrata
m P. kudriavzevii

W Pseudozyma sp.
u S. paradoxus

W H. oryzae

m R. mucilaginosa
B uncultured fungus
m K. ohmeri

m S. fibuligera

m T. delbrueckii

m K. solicola

m /. orientalis
W S. cerevisiae
m H. uvarum

W P. kluyveri

m W. anomalus
m C. allociferrii

m Trichosporonoides sp. SZ8Y3
m Torulaspora sp. Z8Y 10
B Kazachstania sp. IMB190R

100
80

I

= 6

;H,

=4

B
20
02 73 4 5 6 7

[X 15,

H2 BXEKEERS ORI HEL
Fig.2  Changes in yeast population structure in Daqu from

various brewing regions

S0 3 A T 3 B A G K A LA K i R i
BT T L, 45 SRR Wickerhamomyces (14l
H837.32%, HUIGH] I N4.91%) & H £ 2 B R
Wang Haiyan5"%f £ Fi K fi DGGEH 7 45 5 3% B m il
Kh AL R R, HAP anomalafS. fibuligeraflt
WA KM A TR AT EHS S B ik R A
T K R EERE R, AR5 BN IR &S, fibuliqura T3S
HIEERE, HS. fibuligera. I. orientalisF1H. burtonii{t.¥%
A R I e K il R A RO s R S5 AR G RIHL
W PR B WS, fibuliqura1S. cerevisiae; St it
AL S BTk i A L Kt B 2 R, B
S. fibuliqura N KM I A T BRSO T2
Kl CnE 2 b i . S & b s i, RS
IR H55) B RE26S rRNAX JEKAIDGGE K 734, KB
S. fibuliqurafW. anomalusi A7 1E T X 26 Kl o
T 55 P R R 2 Ly K O el A R
HATHETT, 1B HS. fibuligerase EAREAZAEND; Friite
LIRSS P kudriavzeviiFNS. fibuligera e 1575 T K

R A R B S TE . #. RS MR E
BEAT ZREPE MM, GRS, fibuliqura /el 77 KMl i) 3=
BWHW, P kudriavzevii;& k& KM FEEE, Eurotium
chevalierif Thermomyces lanuginosus & ¥ & T K Bh 1) 32
TR . 456 HARHEFLE Bt 70 4518 DL R A R A
e, ULRHW. anomalus. S. fibuliqura. P. kudriavzevii
I. orientalisFH. burtonii y— A% 4t K i H7 AL A4 B2 RE,
W. anomalusFS. fibuliqura & F5 K RFIE AR S5 BB,
AT T E KM AREEE, R EY) R4
A FERR LR ST o 3 S PRI B REAR LA
K5 FREE (R REAE A0 35 I B 1R A H A0 S AR 2 FE B
B2, DU G ERREAL O X A T R RR R
SRR A T AR T R TR 4R I B S

24 AE XSRS P Kl e BE PR A5 Z R I 2

90 SRR
80 N L i
70 — PR A R
60 e R ERH R
m 5
=40
3
20

1 2 3 4 5 6 7
DX 35k

B3 BEUEXEHSE. KiirrRaiELFmREL

Fig.3  Changes in the number and type of yeast strains in

environmental samples and Daqgu from each brewing area

H I3, FASRRIOK ff o f) T 5 5 I B SR A B
T SRAE % XAl B B SR — ke ds . fEmERE L
& FHREIE SR ETHE SR R, RalE TR
. b, 2B RRECR AR S 2, LR R AT RE
FE2 XIS ) 2% AP B3 5 K 2 30 B (10 A A7 B2 DX S PR
WA A SYICRE AR, 15 B BEECE A AR SR8 0,
R A A PR A2 A B iR, X5 R
e HE S B AR M, U AR R
BER & 5 O P B R R R AR — B, B RIS XA
(Y e B e 5 e T, L P2 DA B R R A
JUF- & K v e B AR A2 A7, LAt 2% IX S B Ak
WA e S, HL 3 B DRI T v L R K R
i 306 ARG DX 3 A 7 3R B0 B B (0 e AN YAk, et —
UL IS E I B L BRI B B . AR RE AR
KE, MR B A S e T ok, HZR Z R EA
Ko BRTIE, R85 ch (B BEECR MR 0 i TRl
PIE e AR E R AR ER, HBEMEERAN
Ko SiaikEm™, RARE RS S i 4 R
PR TR BB 4518, Ut B BRAG R 5008 3 7 7 1 Kl o
B RE SR B A B B TR A R T e .
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Fig.4  Venn analysis of yeast populations in Dagu and environmental

samples

I Venn [ ] B S ik R 3 P4 5 5 Kl £2 7) 5% 57
I B bR 45 4 22 BRI D THD A 3 R AE SR A PR B R
TEME . Bl4g5 LW, Kb fERE RF R b &ik52.38%
KEEL . PSS K AH A R BE R RS, cerevisiae
W. anomalus H. burtonii. C. glabrata. Trichosporonoides sp.
SZ8Y3. S. paradoxus. R. mucilaginosa. S. fibuligera.
T. delbrueckii. P. kudriavzeviiF1K. ohmer. #72 (BHRIE
A7 IS ) e TR i 75 A TR — BN R A REGE AT, BTN
e [ R A A BAL TARBRIRAS |y T3R8 rh (% BF
TR Z R TR, TR AR A R ] AR R
Beb), BESEEIAE A st BB A K RIS, Sl 1
BEMPRECE IS &, (R PR BRI 2 RS R, N
SRR R B P IR R BB T o

3 8 ®

X G B N ERIE 7 AN [F BRI X A PR 5 K
A7 OR R T 5 IR I RERRE S5 4 2 AR EAT T AT, 3RAS
1568 BREEREEE, 2 J5 4 K4 F126S rRNA D1/D2[X 7 4]
BE, X202 BRIHAT S, e N36 MARIERE.
3o 0 R PR R Kl R B R AR VEREAT b, A5
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