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(HE] T o0 % E s IR B R B S TE 4 °C VAR 1 B8 VAT TR AR LI B HCAE 4 °C 2R A TS Ve il 22 5%
ZRBPR (20 d 2645 ), MG B D S 8 R L7 i v B 7 BN 7.05 logefu/mL. SR A& e/ g5 AtiAk VR TE S WAL
A BAEALSETE 5 16S tDNA JFFN AT T3 iR 4G, X IR I HEA 770 2 S g . A5 SRR WY - 7 v IR B R AE it rp 3k 43 B
153 85 BRIEbE, 5k A A fL 28 L) S 16S rDNA M543 3 5 R A OLHERT , 430 S A 26T 7R ( Bacillus
cereus ) - F 378 352 B ZE AT T ( Bacillus methlotrophicus) ﬁﬁﬁ@fi%%@ﬂ:%(Lysinibacillus Sfusiformis) 1K [ 75 24 B
( Staphylococccus wameri ) TV i FLRUBR B ( Macrococcus caseolyticus) .
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Isolation and Identification of Specific Spoilage Organisms
in Conditioning Crayfish Products

Zhou Tao,Song Fangxia,Huang Cunhui
(Ginling College, Nanjing Normal University, Nanjing 210097, China)

Abstract: In order to isolate and identify the spoilage organism from conditioning crayfish products under 4 temperature
conditions, the spoilage bacteria were separated from the conditioning crayfish products stored under low temperature of
4 ,while the total number of colonies is 7.05 logefu/mL in conditioning crayfish products. Isolation and identification of
spoilage bacteria were performed by traditional methods of isolation and purification, colony morphology observation,
physiological and biochemical identification and 16S rDNA sequence analysis. The results showed that, 85 strains were
isolated from the conditioning crayfish products samples and 5 strains of typical dominant bacteria obtained by
microscopy , physiological and biochemical identification and 16S rDNA sequencing. Respectively, Bacillus cereus,
Bacillus methylotrophicus , Lysinibacillus fusiformis ,and Macrococcus caseolyticus.

Key words : Procambarus clarkii , conditioning products,SSO , isolation and identification
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AFGOR TG I A )72k, e 7 5 B = . SRJFE 4 C 2% PE R Vo — Bl X o
TR IR T (SSO) BPAIIE £ 0B 1 LA i — A S £ 3 00 B LR A A IS 4
HA AT 1 1.

1 RS54

1.1 SCIeHH#

S QR AR 0 T g 5 T 90 MM K 7 3% 5 FR B 3G 95 2 (NA) VB IR R AR 3734 (NB) (PCA AR
TS, 0TI A B R ST A BRA F. Ezup A AR R IE I 41 DNA #2300 & . Taq DNA A
PCR 5|9, 4T LifgA: TAEY) TARHAR MR A FR A v WA SE 5 G 0 Hoax im0 oA 4l 0 1 R o Ak 2z ik
I BRA .

1.2 LIS

CJ-2S i TAE G W TR e SR FRA A 5 A 3l KR s HVE =50 14 T 5 5 s 2Rk
AR F] ARG T4 LRH-250A W F ) AR BRI ae bl B0 f6 iR 55 374 HPX-9082ME W T I 1A} 1
WA A BRA A ERIF e IR B R TH2-C W TR G S8 &) ; WA CH30-313 I TVLR G
JREA A BR A 7] 5 986635 THA-200 0T pg 50 By B2 AR A RS A R R B kA DY Y -5 \DNA HL kAl
DYCP-31DN I Tt 5N —44a8) s PCR AL EE BSR4 FRISO 14 T~ i35 H R AN 28 A7 PR w.

1.3 ZBH*E
1.3.1 ARREIFAEFsmm T TE

B 15 AR T2 W75 6 h—E VR IR Hil 12 40— H A5 A 4 — I T B IR K A (90 °C/20 min) — B
B VFL= fh—d4 CHRRK.

1.3.2 AR BRHEIFABRPHEZ LXK

V4 T B L 1 o [ B R R ™ S B T 4 °C NV, 3 AESS 0 45 d 10 d\ 15 d.20 d.25 d ) TR
TR B, WS TRIVE B AR AR L R LR (4 °C) AR F T 1 D2 404,

1.3.3  JBMCHE 895 B sk

FEAL T BT R R O 28 J8 1) o [ S R o ot BB 72 TC B HRAE 5 el I A it v 190 o [ BRI
FHICH 5T T] 23k 658 FREUIFPY 10 g, B5A%IF N3] 90 mL JCT& A= FEEL /K ) I 2855 5472 %% 30 min, i HIR
A B mL _FIEWRGEAT 10 AR ER R EE 107°, 2R FH 100 WL A0 T8 FR B A b, AR R A 3
ANEE, AR A ISEE R PR & T 37 CHEIRIEFRAE IR, 5558 12 h~ 18 h J5 , PRI — P &
FRSEAR (29 30 cfu~300 cfu) BEATHHE, BRBUZF-AR L BT il W% g 53 E 4y s alifk , B B3R5 ek ol
TR BATR V) KAl RS B AT TS PR R 20% (1 H il T--80 “C AR A7
1.3.4 BHEMALHIEINE

FRVERFAE « BRVE R/ CHIANAET AR /N (A K 3 TRIVE o Ml (R A 0 i) ) RV R IR (e
TR IR ) 5 TR VR AR (RS R IR RPECIREE ) S v B (.

135 A#ALTE

HRAECH IR R G5 T U R CIAZAS AN B 5 28 W) ) X 4% B MR AT 03| W S 86 V-P 586 4%
fl i S VERY K SRSE I LT (MR) 5286 3 77 525 W RS Ak S0 00 45
1.3.6 16S tDNA % PCR ¥ 3%

DNA $2HUS 2640 SR Ezup ARSI A1 DNA il & B3R BUR 7S DNA. 16S tDNA HbrH
Bei) PCR 4 - LU O X ZH 9 DNA S A5, 358 FH 48 w1 3d 5 1 ) 27F (5'-AGTTTGATCMTGGCTC-3") ,
1492R(5'-GGTTACCTTGTTACGAC-3"). #H 25 pL & Ri#AT PCR K. PCR W 45144 4. 94 °C 148 1
4 min, 94 C7BME 45 5,55 CIB K 45 s, 3530 MEH, 72 CHEMH 1 min, 72 CHEEIEH 10 min, 4 CL L.
W2 1% BRIERHEEIE LK (150 V100 mA 20 min) K. ffi ] SanPrep #3328 DNA JiE [FIiats) £ [l i alifk
PCR ¥ #4728y, 3F3% 1A T AW T AR AR 5 A B /10T
1.3.7 DNA M 5Fe 2 8 A oG 2

FEMAFH) 16S rDNA 31 7E NCBI R 3 (http ://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/ ) i H BLAST ¥ 7F GeneBank
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Jil A DB I ™ i v S TR ) 7 8 M

LR PR AT RIEPERE 2R, SRS A ORI PR i AR R TR AR Y 16S tDNA ¥ 41, 5 IASAY B #R ClustalX 1.83
REHEST G - T2 72 Hedss , H MEGA 5.1 ZR{4FE T 22 5 He 4 Jm i i 418425725 ( Neighbor-Joining ) 45 1 000 YK fifi
HUMEA R G LB

2 h

2.1 EREZMFESRAFIEREEBHENTL
0 PR SRR B 7 i v e A P R R R AR A 8
THOLILIE 1.
A TR v B RRRE R R TS A R AR
B, DL BSR4 A DA 2R Al-Dagal '™ 4058 %
W 0 28 77 i 23 A S G R R v BB T 5.0
logefu/mL “h— 2 fE RS Y8 EEE 5.0 logefu/mL~5.7

T 78 B AU/ (logefu/mL)

logefu/mL o R EERE . URE A e vie S A S — 0 5. 10 15 25 30
G eI, T HCCL 8 OR R 0. s 1 AT, R

S G B EG A B, T F R R T o 3,85 B RERIRIRRRATUEREE SHO T
lOgC fu/ml ’ @J 15 d i ﬂ’ ’ %‘é\ 5;%( ﬁ 534 10gc fu /mL, a Fig. 1 Changes in CFU conditioning crayfish
2RI RIS R it 1Y — SR BRI 3] 20 d B, TRVE B ECH
7.05 logefu/mL, i T AR A 1 G E 1% DA BER . 45 R R S0 R R IR AE S R T (4 °C)
BRI 20 d Zi A
22 MBBMEHSEHENL

Al I TR 119 50 PR S B MR8 B AR VR JRASIF T (4 °C) P 20 d Ze Ay, RIVEI IR B ZRMBOR. REALAS SR
PIEATIBURE , 2 ERREURAT IS TR BE DD 107 ~F Al b S Bk M 85 kT v, 2 i R e 2l A, I X 4l Ak
VR AT A 22 QYL (ORI ZF fL e (0, AR 22 IR UL AN 2R e A5 SR K 85 BRIVE KB 5 4L, AL R
TR @A R WL 2 K 3.

TET BAR SN 5 APCH R e DU P ISR IR, 25 O A7.A24 (A31.D10.E3, &5 2 [RGL (A5 |
A 4 MRS 22 TRV, 1 BN 3 22 RIIE B 220 e t)n A 3 PRIRTAR AT 25 7.

products with refrigeration
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Fig. 2 Gram staining of each representative strain
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\ 2.4 M ) \ '\ \ '\ 4 ! ' . \ 4
SR T e P\ \ x e
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4 ™ N X | \ “ ‘ / - ‘.
i _i \ v \ \\\ \ \ t\ L3
2ol ‘y JOF b |
4, 4, 4,
B3 KREREHRAFALELEE(1000 )
Fig.3 Spore staining of representative strains
23 BHEHEFHESHEUE
HARKRBE R E IS R IE ISR A R 1.
F1 ERREENEZRHFLESES
Table 1 The colony characteristics and morphology of each representative strains
FHE A31 A24 D10 E3 A7
HVEIBR AR 51 5 1315 BT
HEB GiAEAN A FLH w{ KA
[ PNAN R T4 /h PN /h
RS btk i TRk S Lizksibits ARG
NGRS BRZPIR R SR LS ¢ NS
PR i~ Rt Rt [ Rt

2.4 JEUE R A B A L HHE
X AR R AT AR BA (LS008 AR o LA PR AR G0 5 T ) U R IA S A e 4 ) 1 s
AR 2.
F2 BRREKEREUSE

Table 2 Physiological characteristics of each representative strain

SLHR AR A7 A24 A31 D10 B3

W IR 552 36 - - ; N D

V-P S8 + + " + B
e Al 50 + + + .

M R %5 - - . .

PRE S5 - - + ~ ~
IR S 56 ND + + ND +
TRERI ) 9 38 - + _ N .
fSER R S S0 ND + + - ND
VERD KA S5 8 - + + _ -
TH K S - _ N .
A A 52 3 + + N -
15 CAERSH + ND + -

40 CHRK I + + +
7%Nacl - _ _ + B

LT BAME <=7 B ;ND A not detected.

2.5 16S rDNA #j PCR # 1%

FARRBE Y 16S 1DNA 28 PCR §" 35 517 1% 35 R BB HL vk , 25 R DL IR 4. AL 4 AT, 28 1935
EWHEERS LI T , 2 AR AR R B et 557, i BERV/INS R 1500 bp 245
2.6 16S rDNA FIItEX 5 RG L ERAE

BV R T QB MR23B Y 5 ARSI RRZS 16S tDNA I3 5 i 7= Wy 26 A6 5 | B 4545 S fdf i NCBI
f) BLAST 4341 , 26 B[R U5 7E 99% LA L A R #R S5 51, FILH ClustalX 1.83 B HEHEST 5 E 47 2 751 Lo, H
MEGA 5.1 347 22 5 A5 38 2+ 4% 125 ( Neighbor-Joining ) #9 R G K FH, ULIAL 5.
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M A3l A24 DIO

1 500 bp—~ 1500 bp —~

M.DNA marker
B4 1% BREEHEERREIKE

Fig. 4 Picture of 1% agarose gel electrophoresis

100 | Dy
84 Staphylococcus warneri ATCC27836" (L37603)

L Staphylococcus caprae ATCC35538" (AB009935)

100 \—— Staphylococcus agnetis 6-4" (HM484980)
Staphylococcus auricularis ATCC33753"(L37598)
66 Staphylococcus arlettae ATCC43957" (AB009933)
100 L Macrococcus caseolyticus ATCC13548" (Y15711)
100 | 4,
| Lysinibacillus fusiformis NBRC15717" (AB271743)

Bacillus halmapalus DSM8723" (X76447)

AJI
1001 Bacillus cereus ATCC14579" ( AE016877)

Bacillus thermotolerans SgZ~8' (1X261934)
95 Bacillus timonensis MM10403188" (JF824810)
{ Bacillus andreesenii 8—4-E13" (HF952774)
64 Brevibacterium halotolerans DSM8802' (AM747812)
981 Bacillus methylotrophicus KACC13105" (JTKJ01000077)
Bacillus Bacillus SGD1123" (KF265350)
Bs5 ERREGHRZLER
Fig. 5 Phylogenic tree of each representative strain
254 5 MRARR A R IB A B o3 AR BLAE LSRR 168 rDNA 43 %5, ALHAIE A31,A24 Fil A7 Ry 2
AT R, Hod A31 AL 2R FAT B ( Bacillus cereus) 5 A24 A H B8 5 R 280 KT 18 ( Bacillus methlotrophi-

cus) 3 A7 R HREIR 2 HOKT T8 ( Lysinibacillus fusiformis) . T D10 ik FCE BRI ( Staphylococccus wameri) 3 E3
Vs g B RYEK B ( Macrococcus caseolyticus ) .

3 whig
K B TR AT KA IS U7 25 FEE AR M RV A5 1 7 5 e T s e T T 5%, M T 5
B A A

SRR B BESETR IR SRR T B/ NI AR A A R O, 25 SRR W) AE 25 C Ak F RN
N B it G T AN B WA 95 2 4 ZFAEAT I8 ( Bacillus thuringiensis ) , 95 2 4 20T T 5 5 AL 27 74T 147
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Ja& T [ U5 R 8 AR TR R B e DA LR O 30 I T 0/ e RS ot 8 S 28 o 1) o DR 2, A
FELAETG HEERARRL I P BRI T AR IR A R 5 O I 4 R A TR, L SRR e X I
IS ARAS 12 RROCSGERR , oA G35 B RE 2F AT 58 AN A ZE AT 78 ( Bacillus licheniforis ) , 1% 3% B 7 HF 2k
WA A AR v ZE AR TR Ry T B BRI S A A AR i A A L T A T O e
2 B0 YA It £ T =B AP B TR R i WA BL R TR ( Shewanella putrefaciens ) RV BT | 2057
KIAEA ER S T IV i) A SSO = 28k v U EG T AV B0 B ( Pseudomonas sp.) . Gill'®) % A\ BF 5%
TR B BT 1A BL EG B Ve B Ui 1 1 7K 2 1l P B DT X 5 AT 5 v o P R o
B DA WO TR A i 22 5, Dt PR AT BB AR IS S s e DR B MR 2 2SS s A2, R P AL 2 DA R T 43
Ao U TR B BB BRI BT AR BE Aol X L2 A B, T P i 2 TS T TE vk % KB T DL N ZF R R . 4% JE I
SV ST F I AN I L EC RS TR Ak B A A 1 LA 2R AR A R P ZE AT 1T ( Bacillus ) SR ZF AT
( Clostridiu) &= KA.

BEAN AT B FE R, K 7= i 7 A R 22k AR PR 267 AR R bk A5 X8 8 1A 1
ST 73 B % EE R e A B0 S BRI O T, ZEFRA R o O 3 LS IR Ak, g 2
AR U G P AT RSB K | 5 R ), 5 UFF 0 ( Bacillus) T AT ER B  Staphlococcus)
v L A P v B

4 hik

AR T QA TS 1 e [ S R O B R TV IR AR A (4 °C) 1 SRR, KA 20 d 2 Ay o gl
Ao FQ S B v i) 2 BEOLSAE ISRT 38 2 P Y5 TR A A AR AL SEIRFT 16S xDNA 5 0¥ i v [ JE A M rp
BIPE SR WMOA AT 73 B 4 . Rl 25 SRR, 73 B L Y 5 BROCSER MR 43501 4 - W5 R ZF FAT 1 ( Bacillus ce-
reus) . HH B =S SilE= iy au; ] ( Bacillus methlotrophicus) | PN (N Rl (Lysinibacillus fusiformis) | NG K ]
ERTH ( Staphylococccus wameri) IS g F TVER T ( Macrococeus caseolyticus ) .

B O A S 0 i v, [ B AR A B ot b 3 S 2 ) LA DL B, ) A R 43 b T 28 R 63 1Y SR AR
W75 B R A AT i DA BRT 1) A S, LR S R V2 i o, G 28 AR L 72 ot 1) B2 4401 01 e [ S B MR ol ot 74 LA
SNz H A
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