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Research Progress in the Cold Resistance of Lactic Acid Bacteria
ZHANG Jia'?, HAN Jin', WU Zhengjun"", ZHANG Juan®, YU Yi'

(1.State Key Laboratory of Dairy Biotechnology, Dairy Research Institute of Bright Dairy & Food Co., Ltd., Shanghai
Engineering Research Center of Dairy Biotechnology, Shanghai 200436, China;
2.College of Life Science, Shanghai University, Shanghai 200444, China)

Abstract: Extremely low environmental temperature would lead the intracellular as well as the extracellular ice formation,
decrease the fluidity and permeability of microbial cell membrane, cause abnormal folding of some proteins and nucleic
acids in the cells and thus decrease the survival of the bacterial cells. In this paper, the effects of cold stress on membrane
fluidity, protein and nucleic acid function of lactic acid bacteria (LAB) are reviewed, and the strategies adopted by LAB to
overcome the multiple challenges encountered in cold stress are discussed, and the methodology employed to explore the
cold stress on bacteria is also summarized. Perspective research of cold resistance of LAB should highlight on genomics,
targeting on the critical genes involved in the synthesis of fatty acids, to unravel the mechanism of LAB in regulating
membrane lipid composition. In addition, emphasis should be focused on the flexibility of the structure of chaperones,

especially those of cold shock proteins on the resistance to the producer cells under cold stress.

Key words: lactic acid bacteria; cold stress; chaperone; cold shock proteins
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B AVE S B, 330 S8 2L 1R PR g AV b 25 A TR AR B
24 B ARG AU vz T

KREBFLBR G S TE 20~45 °C 4K, MIRBERE
B 2UR T RSB BAIC IR H 1A K IR TR IR, 2L
PR PR AN A R TR S R BB, 3 SR 4 i
ARG TR BN, AEil & BRI & I B iy 2aad
RV R ELAS Y VR T AR, IR 23X 2H B R
R PSR A L D Y P P TR ) L 2T ) T BT A
1 A, A AE T R W] T, DA R A 1
FIAE = PERER . [FIRT, R EEFLVE M ZLRR A ML R 2k
1A, FEIB T FURAE DR T, 305 75 2R T TR, 1K
T2 R ATZ LR PR TS TR B TI BRI, NTisE
M HAEAR N TIRER A3 . EAh, S T iR B KB
H i, 388 T 2 LR A AR TR 280 C
HIERIE H, FE SRR b, BonfGiE & S eI BB =
FhEr . TE K, B M e M SZ R AR, PN 3
HRATEHMITET

0 JE R BRI i R 2R R KRR, A AR 25 e A
— RN, WA FR S T FRor R A
Y1 B BOCRREAR BAZAAR 0 D R & 452 31 BR ) &0
AT A TS E X AU . 9 IR 2 B S X ik
PN PR B HEA T T 253, AT BRI LH i A AR TR
PIANIRIRE | & S RseE S0P, R A IR R
W B I A X L B 4 S e R A A
A RZI, (H 32 R 5= 530 198t E T AR,
Xop FLIR T 52 274 i B v PR Sa 2 1 i 2k 2 2R 3
Difesk = RGEIISE . BEE ZH5 (Omics) B AR E
BB AR AR 0 & R, W5 A X ZLAR R i h i ik
VERIZAS T ARAN T . L, ARSCREE T
R RN ELIR TRB O ME Y SRR R Ny
¥, DN S 2o $ett—a e 4 .
| VK =R B RS REA
1.1 FZBBERE R a M FTEEE M AR

TEVR VR F2 v 2 R O A= RS g B AH 722, @i llig AL
J2 MR ASTC P AR NI PSR AH, - FEBE4n
Ji S B B i P 3 o ph A7 28 oK BRI )Y, EE XSV
RGN A L], Mazur 2509 2 H T XA 2R
Pio BV, FEIRREIE0RT, i 2ok
F5075 R 2 (RN , AR | S vk SR s
FEMISNE BT, (E AN R 0] R TR T B Fom sy
i, pH BAE R IRER H FE BN EIERTR, BN VK Y
TE B A S e A st T B R . AR, 2498
URARIPFAATERT, I ARSI 41 B 40 It N oK i
JT, FE i, WA AT E AN LAB i Pussid R
A AT AN 2SR BN B K, T2 fR R R
KA AR NI NB % AN A5 T | A2, Meneghel
SEUS PR VR e A 2 DK 18 385 R X AUV, X
ARINAN M ZUATF P 43 5 2EA T R Rl A BRI 5958 385 1 Jpai
AL, SRELR) T AR A S IR O . PRI, Al 158
P EEE R TR SRR AR 10 R R T

AN 245 (Cell envelope) AYLH W FEAR AR [
Lo @ S R T G EL /A ER A S EZ S W W S Y ss hg sE N PR N
Z U7 AR P 2 R RN A o 2 B 114 ¥4 3 I A FR
B R B T B T 4 RN BREE 2 8] A4 shAs B, i
NP BRAZ N X FRBE PR SRS . IbAh, AR n Ve Sk 43
TFALIERAR, TE5r T8 Fi AR SR B Y B3RS o R 3%
FEEAEAN, Y23 AR, Y A i sh
PERSEEEAE 232 252 . Wang 2520004 3 BRI EL
FFEE 5 BIAE—20 F1—196 °C FiZ 3 h J5 HH T8 % T
o, SRIE SR RGN T AR e, 4%
RE, ZEAFTARERE T, 3 MRAEYIZLAT B B 5T
FEMEZEIA R IR, 5-20 °C FHLE, 7E-196 C
TR T30 3 PRI AE P 2 LAT PR %) 40 I A 455 2%
B b RN, X FRPATE X 1 TR TR B RE A 4 i N T
BT DK A, DATITRL X A0 B RSE ) 63493
1.2 WEBRGHMINEERF N

AR 25 AR A A P 2 1 B G R Bl i vk, B
FEFNE H R IEHPTE, EZRIUAT R F2nh it
R BT 53t 0 S S R TS 2 1 BRCRAIR
5 BAKEREEA 5% SR s B e . A L by
WG By, T BRI — B T M . B TR RIS, i
SN T BRALS, AR USRI . S 1 X
L gz, A AR IR PR v Y RE Y2 T (psychrophile )
38 B P T P B AR R BT Y A A A L UK
R AR ELAE G N4y F B J0 R BE, T ZERF Y
Thgel,

SIS S e Wi AN RS e G VA A A
B TS PR ENIG PTRBE R 755 T 0 °Co IR R T
0 °C B}, REBFEAZANM H BB 3 S0, i Pk 25 vk,
5 ZANMEAEFT DNA #i5, B T2 gz 18512,
= UK A IGHR ] RE T B LR B A A5y, (X
AN ZEIRE | R AMBET - BRI THE R oA, RMEirE
(T VKA AT T B A R A 230, R R
TG VR T RS A IR A 3 B AR L NP R R .
FTHUEEAES IR A FRYTENEZSE AT, X4 GroEL
Il DnaK AR I CspB TEWRE IR KM AT B v 3k
sf, AT HP A TERY . Mbye 2529 3R T ZLERBEAES
JeriE BsF, A0S B AR A R R IA AR (3R 1),
I A IS NV AR 1, LR TRIAEAIRIE, T RB A d sy
W
1.3 XMABERZEFIFITNRERI RN

¥ riE 23 25 AR T S i 22 PR R, 90 T il s 8 E
SRR . XTI 27570 1 BAIG, AR sh PRI
RNA REWHEHESZPIE . BRILZA8, ¥ WHAa T 52
MHAZBR I ZEFAFILBE . 5T, Mrmlud B AR Y
FETT BT LS TF W AT DNA ASPERS S i ik
3l BAZAZ TR AN AL IR — R e tae, S
BOAZHEAZL TR B AN TG SRR (LY, DNA # &
SIS, SZ RS S B e A AR TS . Y
R, XA R AT R v RIS, O e L
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Table 1 Effects of cold stress on total protein profiles in selected lactic acid bacteria
LIS vt 25 PR N 275 30Tk
Lb. plantarum L67 5°C,6h ARTEHE I (espC. espL. cspP) K ATPaselfi: [26]
Lb. delbrueckii subsp. bulgaricus 2o . ™ 1325 71 Tk RS AL b i
(ATCC 11842 FICFL1) 3 °C, 15 min BN B B RSB A ek v [13]
o e gk A
Lb. paracaseifLb. mali -20, —805% ~196 C, 1 h MR Ak B [27]

(Antifreeze and ice nucleation proteins)

BB, DNA MEIZHERYYE T DNA B9 s 5t
ARSI EZ/EARY, Mizushima 5602 S8 T RGNS
RFEXT DNA FEIZERGSEN, a5 A S0 B s bl
B IK AT 00T e SR AT, XA TR
AEFRIT, 2 BB DNA 7B e
2 FEEEHULMEET R AR RES

YEHRAE, ¥4 38 1 40 B 7 B X HIRIR S R B e — &
B RS N SR, an e 2 s, Hodh, ARG
AR TR B P A AT R A e RS S, IS AR
AN RN I 1R S 22 0 B IS B 2R B 40 s
S P/ A L SO e i B (= ST D ia BN = W = = DD I (I R S TR VA
T A 23K AT (o 4 e O 40 W TR R R . ZEFLIR
PR, SR ERE e AN e AR b PRI AR TR L 12
N S L DE S vy S R a2 DN DY e o VRO RS IS 5 8
2.1 ZHREEMAITIL

NSRS 2P A ) 4y W B H R IR B R
ZUihe. =T EYIREGME AW, AT E
1 ZFhDIgeR . Horb st 2B 5T A1 E A HOR 5 A
W o B S P PO B 8 R IS VR, RIS mT A 4 it g
fEZF R TIRE AN SEORY . B IR IR S, TR A
B, 7 A 220 S A0 B 3 AR R IR B 0 A R
FENE ZUER B BRI AR AT P2 A i S b 2D b2 b
T LI A SN A 25 P AN B 2 1, AT AR Ak ok
ZHEF BRI b, EAGRAAME T, — 258 iE N
2 PR IS HLAT IR ERH 2 18 TR0 5 ISR B A 0 65 A o6
FL IR MARERY . Polo 4507 fF 58 & B8R, KR AHLH
B 25 57 ] BE S AN R FLAT PR RS [F) PR
BRI AE R A5 RE
2.2 FEMEERITL

A WFSCUE R, ¥R 0T AR AR BT 1 P ERAS, A
T AR B 2 LU sl R, ¥ R (cold shock)
A PRSP ARZL R TR I BB I FR ZE A, (7 BRIAR e
B, Beal 2508 58 & B0, MEIVEEER B CFS2 19E

WHPRLE A S AR AR R EE A S, BRI RS
IR TR I =2 e (UFA/SFA ) B8 &, XHAdR g5t
JIEEGT . VR TS AR IR ZLAT PR A6 5,
5 UFA/SFA £ 2CP%, etk nT 0, 322 Wrid Jo BEg £
R 2E Tl AR TR PE AR . IHeAh, TRIRR A B
REHELH A2 T ot i R EANR] . Meneghel 4511
X PARPT R EEAS R B TR AR, SR AN ZLAF B ATCC
11842 F1 CFL1 BYREARTRFEAT /AT . SRR, BT
URIARE ATCC 11842 4R A il 7 HH B & i AN
FIREHIIR S & B T AR IR & 4N, UFA/SFA
Fil cycCy. o P X BERSIMEE S0 . Fonseca
SR X B S R R R T T s (58 3), M
FRR TR SRR D% = LB hn 25 S B0 sh ik n
B, A EERR TR BE A I SRR A M RS ) I
shk. AR, Velly 2881 38 2 S ERAR AR TR S5 AN AN
RE i1 i Eb 22 L-F- 5 ZLIR FLER P TOMSC161 )%
TR B2 PEASE, cycC .o P Al 4RIt 4
TR SZ AT SR, HETAIIFSE Th G HU2
T8 e J5 ZLIR TR R I TR B A i ARk, G F LR
PRETE B T RRAR A i BARH LRI ANTERE, Kk, AR
SRATFE AT AR IITIR G A DGR R 28 T, DAIEDRIZH
AR BEXT IR ITIR VA T LRIV ESE— 2R 2R .

PR R R BRARET, Sy T AEARIR AR A A7,
KRB 3 & e AR B 2K, AT g —
REMITRBITE . G0an, 2 s AR s N S EE T R AR T
T SRS A AE L A B D 1 % v 1) U S e 35 i,
320 UFA/SFA 48157, IERREE [H 25 PR, PTG hn s
WA, Suzuki 5E43 XA AEARIE P AUMS 55%
SR TOISE, RIS
o' 2490, AT ALS-ARIDTIR I S0 (desB) BER Y
ik, ZEEFE YR IX TR S BEAE T a- W RRIR 5 &,
TR RIRR R 52 B T -

R T B AR Y A D P 20 a8 5 H e vk 2 1A A
—REHRFR, B, T3 I SR A W A MR Y R D TR

K2 Y SRR A 20 S o HL ]

Table 2 Cellular and molecular mechanism of microbial adaptation to low temperature

2 L 2H A AT RERYIE N T RE 253k
JEANRE Y (SN2 M D) BB IR [18]
AR IR R AIRE TR | KEEL A RAINEITR) R B [13]
53 ¥R (GroEL, DnaK) PEFEE A BT FIAS 2 2 A [34]
YRI5 W H (CspB) Y Y A i [35]

AR (el . H &R

B [18]
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Table 3 Main factors affecting fluidity of LAB membrane

% BRI BORB R R

[z UFA/SFAT IRImREE K SARIRRIWR. 3+ 2k IR, 1R
KRB g R EEAEREIDY pH

Bigrakrb MR A=A | AR U T GARNER

R

s L KT

RUEHIXZH T KA

SR R

T 131 LT |FOR T s UFAFR B AIBENITR; SFAFIRIFIAR R o

ZH SR et AR 7 P, PATTASE A 3l N ¥ TR R
BE, INAGHPR AT e A B g PR 20 il . X LR
B, BRI P A AR FT 48 R AU AR Tk
il UFA/SFA. UFA/SFA [H4 2318 in 4 M B it it
P51 N (E 7t =B Wi A e L AR
23 AARREZEANRIE

ERTE T, S0 TARHE A S i 2ETE, dUEE 40
B LA Y N IS R SR PR R A N AN ER T PR
VP a3 IR e R 1, LASE TR
AOPGE N R MR T 0 °C B, A B Sl
W, B — 2R E R, B AeE 1Y, B IRTEEE
FUZE 2SR R, 2 DR &M 1k RNA KR
T R e 2 A8 s AR T R A5 RNA R
fift o AR TE R 1 1) RNA f# i€ DeaD AJ L)
BEWT — AT A, BE— VIR S N 7 A A%
WERZ R MU PNPase #11 RNase R IAVER T X &1
PEATREARE

A LR R W S kA o, ZLRR B g i s 2
EEAEAS PR IMA T, B AR . pH. 8385 B F S
JE, X AT BELS 52 M 40 M Y A= SRVR P, SR, iR 4l
A 8 B BV Z Ui LR SR I S e R 1 SRR rh iy A
68 71, 1B 25 4 (GroES/GroEL Fll DnaK/Dnal/
Grp B) . A, if KRG TEPY, IR ALE
RAEFLIRZLERTE MG1363 AL T LAHRBEE =X
HEZ I GRS 28 A L A (esp) UL R espA .
cspB. cspC. cspD Fl espEP?, 5 30 °C B3R 940 i
FEE, 203 10 C BARTIAL S, cspA . espB. cspC.
cspD B KBRS T 10~40 1%, 1H. espE B 5%
HOPARFFAAE . FEAEPZLAT A, A2 B PR
FeIEA, U espC. espL Fl espP. Song Z5:P0V X AR )
FLFFEE L67 #E47 1. 4. 6 h R WHa AN )5, & B
espL Fl espP BRI W EIG N, FEMRIR AT Hh 4i iy
PN RNA /L5 it PEEG I, M T eis S5
PR REAYEEST, CSPs 1l LIAESN RNA P, LA
FReE T R FEMEEFIZE RNA gty Lfase
D gE, B Prik sk FER, AT e &
E.coli XHIRIF R BN BB 11, 1bAh, CSP ik n]1E
ZFh A R P R VR R, I RB DR . Y
AR R | SR . BHPE . — AR, B R RN 35
SR TASEE

Broadbent &7 X5 L ER FLBR B MM 160 #1718
JpiE b B, SRS AE G 2D~ 2R TR Uk i 58 )1 HL Tk S AT
S PRIt B PR FAEZLIRZLER TR ¥ a8 SN o T
H B R RN, 7 L.lactis MM160 H, £ 10 °C T
AUEW] 30 min N, 25 T 8 M. H L.lactis
MM210 A7 B S SLH R B, W a5 7Ry
15 4~ Cspso L.lactis MM160 Fl1 MM210 A4} [a]gERE
PRICSEE W, IRBERRARS , A BT KA 0218
PR, AHRMEAE 10 °C 'F 4 h J&5, TEPARZLERE D, &
B A BT 2% Cspo B0 LB, 2 Ha 5
P ZLARFLIR G 4 B b S AR AN IR DT R 5 A1
FIRRDIER I LG

Kim ZE8 WS T ¥ e X i - ZLAF IR (L. helve-
ticus ) LB1 ., JXHEFBREE (P pentosaceus )PO2 . WeI4E
ER B (S.thermophilus) TS2 L) M FL 1L FLER B FL AR P
Fh(L.lactis subsp. lactis)M392 ., M474 . M712 FIFLR
FLERB FLAG M Bl (L. lactis subsp. cremoris) M126,
M149, M179 B9V IR Z PRI TAEM . 45 REW,
LR PR B FR M AE 20 °C ¥R VR 24 h )R, I L.lactis
M712(FF 1% 38 50%) Fb, HE TR B A7 10 R #R AR+
K. HH L.ecremoris M179, R 1% 040 BIATIE o
R, MIERFEYERURAT LT 10 C RN 2 h )&,
TEMRR YRR, Sk 3 ZLERFLIREE ZLER AT Y RAR T
JHE A BREE PO2 BT FAR W& P, Hoh L lactis
M474 FIHE IR R, 4715 R 30% B2 67%. 1M
XA AR A FLIRFLER B FLNR A | L. helve-
ticus LB1 X S.thermophilus TS2 AR B, RIHE
Xf Escherichia coli ¢ Bacillus subtilis "t 3= EK
SE AR PR E Y 1T I3 [ #03E4T PCR, 76T #iX
A TRRR ARSI R B ) . X L.lactis M4T74 B4
P TS A R S T S Y R R Y e 3
PR 1) 5 H e B v R e 8 1 B A e BE A AR AR
Mo FIHERXT L.lactis M474 EARTEEE A gt 3L E 19
51X BN BRI T Y, A ERLEREE R
T PCR =%y, i L.helveticus, S.thermophilus B%,
P.pentosaceus TAMELRNY W =), Kb, ANFEZFL
PR VIR e 8 AR FERIE P9 A E—E 1Y 2257, iX
Fp 2 S O E EXV A AR ORI . 855
BEPE— XRS5 SR URVE H Z Rl g 5%
BT IR A IWESE o
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Tribelli 451" R IE T 41 P& 15 2 3 W A G 1y LRy
FROE, GLFEMELE A 04 PR %L | FH 2 M35 52 (compatible
solutes) IG5 . FEARIRIAEE T, ZLIR Pt 255
FEFEVER T, AT AT H R . AR AN
AETEARIR IR ™ A P Al P 8 s i A vk
LA, I ATV sl . FURFIREIR . ST AHZS
PR RAT H 2R . SRR, Hl . Vi . e . HiE
B AL LAY, A TRERRR AN ML T A vk 5., B 1k K5+
RAE | TR F A SRR E AR, Mt 3 iy
{IRIR IR . B E Y, A TR RE R A I N
JEAAS A BE B AL AR TR R S B i) — TS o, s
S 2 TR 2 2 BT ) 38 B A T A T R KR AL
T30 C, fRURE AR BALA T, Li AERY
R, SRR L, AR TR R R s
10% HYHEHAHRE SR 4 HL LR SR P GE AT IR CICC6226
A SE AL s . T, BR T 3 S5k
A, ZLER TR A i PAAMEBER S v B AR SR AH 25 A
i o H AN )L PR S 3 A 2 5T A HE 1 AT REAT
TEZE5, P R RS FZLIR B s AR 2 A T AL
WA THTSE, W n] Sy W Le s B i e g $ At
HT A E S
3 FEEHULIME{ERARIRIE
3.1 SHEeiE-RikE

2 R A1 L S T 1 114 £EL a5 e sh R A NI
I, XN PR M PTRRE A BE B ), AR D 1% 14 41 i
RS AR RS- TR GC-MS S TE . Meneghel
SRS B IR AU TR YR FH Tris-HC1 22 ik i),
SR A PP A AN B Y Hh A TR TR B,
FEAFEIRIRAB IR cycCq. o N8N ERRIE S LA SRR
RN v 4 D 5k % 22 FH A0Sk — HP LR HH ik
1k, I GC-MS #4743 47, AEF TS 8 FlE B -
ZE LI, SO BRI 14 40 BRI I ER DU S 22 R T P
A, 5 EBETFR I 80% LA : Cly.9+ Cre.0x Cre:q
Cig.10 I HAEMFPEZLATFRE ATCC 11842 MR LLAR
AN ELFTF B CFL1 BB E & Chg.q. IS SN
FIBWITE, i ATCC 11842 oA hn AW FLATH CFL1
FEPH AT TAWE . Beal 2507 ARG SR ST AN B
TMBRMIE LT, M T WG IEEER B CFS2M4Ig iR
Mo GEREIR, WEIEEERES CFS2 MR 9 AR IT
PRAAAL, B Cy4.0+ Cis:0~ Cig:1~ Cision Cis:179 Cisir-
11, ACjg.0+ Cog.0n Cog.yo HIMBRAFTERT, 45 L
FlBE WG R : Cig.0v Cision Cis:1m9y Cigip11y Cooun
Chp.1~ AC g. g0 TEZT BT IMIRAYIEI T, T 2E0EH
& Cig.0~ Cigion Cig:179 Crge =11 Ml Cyp X LER IS
iz 5 AR R Y 90% LU b o BRINTHER S, W& HEEER
A CFS2 MY AbiE Pt Je i [ AIK, H UFA/SFA Hi
1.02 HEIN A 1.43, AR & 4w, XA AT
PRI TIES AT . Rl —25 IR 3R W, e 3Rt
AR AT PR AR S RAS S A iR o

3.2 REREA

ESRFLIR A T A IS R AL, B R
ST, SR AT ARTEAL 3, #2 Lindae 5551 (197
VEREEE AR BT . el A Rk R 25 Sk
YA 1T, K25 S AR 1 TR AR (BT Ak, PR
LC-MS X2 S A TSR, DAiE R sa s
FUZeiK . Chen %P4 X Lactobacillus kefiranofaciens
M1 TR TEALEE, SR 5 5 HT A R Sw il RIRR I 2R
IRk 25 5, G5 R B IML AR LS 1Y Lactobacillus
kefiranofaciens M1 A3 21 -8 H J5 Rk /K KA AR
fHo RA LC-MS Xfix sz R i i e, 508
H T B35 DnaK. GroEL 4%,
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