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( propidium monoazide , PMA ) fH Bt qPCR K, 7] LI FH
RO AL gPCR A B B, L m] 4G I VBNC IR 25 9§k
AW, BHED ZEARTE R EER O T 2 R R
WAL, ACRGHELEE T PMA-qPCR ££
AR S S e PR R R A DL e TR b AR TR
If i TR BR I — 25 S A R Y R B

1 PMA-qPCR 7 # /-4

1.1 IMRAEERAHEX RN (qPCR) FEK
Fm

qPCR JEAEAR 1 PCR BOARBEAl I, ]2 e iy
ST (A5 0UEE DNA 45 G Qe sl /e P il e h 2 A
PCR “¥J19 5 PCR 5| ¥ sl R BT 45 & A YLkl ) it
1 DNA 373, F F B A7 B8 25 21 B8 B ¢ 't e R i 4
AE T A i , B UCO 20 45 oA Gl a2 Ot B R A
DNA &4, 96 YRk 4 1Y 95 5 5 42 il PCR
PR (U R Be) BOSUIE FE o R RO i RO R
SE AR | A AT S A O e RO R A o B9 2
BIEE. 55 PCR ML, 2L E & PCR B A i+
PETE SR | AR T I A U | A S A R e A
Fialo ALAFRK, BEE 70 T E W2 BOR B A B & e, 52
9267 8 PCR SOARAERUZEY B 2] 17732
(9 R F T AR B e AR FR B v DL £ R R FRR
AAEAE ARG SR BT T T A AR TR SRS A e
LR TG A W 0 R A SE R DA S AR 1 SE T . qPCR
AR BRE T IR AL BT 8007k Ja ik K Il VBNC RS T
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AT PRI S OE B PMA B A TR E
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PMA J&—Fh B A m 26 AL YOG BvE DNA 255
YR A0 1 s i geR A B PO6E , S RIRE S R
PR T ARG, 76 DNA SR HiHs PMA 51§
TRE SR G, PMA 23 6 95 M 10 1 A JBREH53 405 240 i T ik
ABUEE DNA g5t 403 T4 R ] 5 4 ~5 DI H IR
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Fig. 1 Schematic diagram for the reaction bewteen

PMA and DNA

2 & PMA-qPCR 4l 2% & o9 A &

2.1 HirREEY
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HUNENINR-SISINCIE 705 T R A EPSW T E A R U A |
BT EEANTR H A, 405 8 % R A 16S tDNA %
ML, 1T 26S TDNA Sz TS 2 55 & X % ] T B £ 19
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Table 1 Selected genes and related primers used in qPCR for different microorganisms
[ER7] Bk ELSEY P A /bp SIFEsI(5°-37) 2:7% 3k
Jasinq BAC - F 16S rDNA 194 CCTACGGGAGGCAGCAG [26]
BAC - R ATTACCGCGGCTGCTGG [26]
LR B WLABI 16S rDNA 408 TCCGGATTTATTGGGCGTAAAGCGA [14]
WLAB2 TCGAATTAAACCACATGCTCCA [14]
T W FLAT Lp-F 16S rDNA 81 TGATCCTGGCTCAGGACGAA [26]
Lp-R TGCAAGCACCAATCAATACCA [26]
itk 2 B AQIF 16S rDNA 55 TCAAGTCCTCATGGCCCTT [15]
AQ2R TACACACGTGCTACAATGG [15]
AL AL R F 16S tDNA 133 GAGGCAGCAGTAGGGAATCTTC [32]
R CTTGATGAGCTTTCCACTCTCA [32]
2T F tuf 158 TTACAAGGCGACAAGGAAGC [32]
R CGACCTGAAGCAACAGTACC [32]
R 2B L AT F tuf 70 CATGGCCCAATGCCACAA [32]
R CAACGATGTATTCAACACCAACTT [32]
XU T 1 F tal 116 GCGCTGGGCTGCTCTGGAAGC [32]
R TGGCGAGCTCATCGACATACT [32]
N FLAT# LalTS - 1F 23S rDNA ITS 329 AAGGGCGCACGGTGAATGCCT [13]
LGA - IR TGCTATCGCTTCAAGTGCTT [13]
e VAL AT B LalTS - 1F 23S rDNA ITS 396 AAGGGCGCACGGTGAATGCCT [13]
LSA -1R GAACTGAGGAAACGAAGTTTCGCTT [13]
I8 Eh Pk 2 1 B A T Vir_F1029 aprX 131 GGATCGGCGCTAGAAAAACA [38]
Vir_R1140 GCTGAGGATTTGCCTCAAGC [38]
WE £R I A= Bk A Tet_F20 ITS 110 GGTCAAGGGTTTCTCGAAGGT [38]
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4k
WA ElL/] BR324 P14 K B /bp SIYTHI(5°-3") EEP YN
Tet_R107 AATCAACACCAACCGAGAATCC [38]
HE ITS1 ITS1 -5.8S 290 TCCGTAGGTGAACCTGCGG [16]
qITS2 rDNA - ITS2 TTYGCTGYGTTCTTCATCG [17]
i £ YEAST - F 26S rDNA 124 GAGTCGAGTTGTTTGGGAATGC [18]
YEAST - R TCTCTTTCCAAAGTTCTTTTCATCTTT [18]
i PG i CESP - F ITS2 # 175 ATCGAATTTTTGAACGCACATTG [18]
SCER -R 5.8S rDNA CGCAGAGAAACCTCTCTTTGGA [18]
A0 [ A B DekITS ITS 308 GACACGTGGAATAAGCAAGG [24]
BruxITR ATTATCCCCTCACTCCCCTC [24]
A A L A R CESP - F ITS2 Al 121 ATCGAATTTTTGAACGCACATTG [24]
HUV - R 5.8S rDNA AACCCTGAGTATCGCCCACA [24]
iR PG 2 SC1d RAPD bands 301 ACATATGAAGTATGTTTCTATATAACGGTG [18]
SClr TGGTGCTGGTGCGGATCTA [18]

BFFE 20X R A 34T PMA 4h 80 e
FEATOCARI , B AR B A AN [8] (R S 2 A 2= TG B T N
22 [ B AT A 200 M 45 A 22 5 ) TTRE XS DNA 3%
JURMCRA R K M B 2% [ 1 T 40 i 5 A 4h
REG T 2 % PR BV 3 32 B o IR B2 S Bl 25 R fi
PMA A] DSR2 375 AT 405 10 22 TG B e e, o 2R
PIRR AN B AFAE T W) — BRBE AR A oh | B 8 n] R 7 AR E K

w2 AEARE R BB BSOS £ 4T
0T, X EL TR R BE I R R A o RIS SRy T O A A
REMAESRE D WHEY R, & E RN HEEN
RZ ey B k£, HisSE R mig 2 24
ANFAE s (1) 775 T 18 46 DU 19 Gl A= 0 20 0% A7 1
s (2) BAT W Bt S 1 G sy XA AT 234k Y
AR AR X H A D AT OE 060 51 4 33
G H E, LAL % T P % St (] i K A 23S
rDNA JE R, %3 T #% [ FL A 5 ( Lactobacillus gasse-
ri) 1 HE W FLAF B ( Lactobacillus salivarius ) 45 5 14 51
Yy, T AT DUAT 500 B i Az 17 il oh e LR R
20 MLAE .
2.2 PMA #hEE&HE

BRI BRI B 22 S 40, PMA A 2125 1 11 2 52 T
PG ROR Y E PR, OC 8 AU 45 PMA YR I I
S IS ] Ol B g I [ 1 = 2 B xR A AR
it (22) o

PMA ¢ &1 L RE % fie KR B2 i AL 1A, [) If AN 52
M) 355 TR %) i 22 0 & O e U S5 4. TANTIKACHORNKI-
AT 2P0 FE R G P I PMA Y 5 4 ik % T i 5 40
A G« N R R, DU A PMA YR A
REA &M SE T DNA [ 14 o A 0F 58 SR W1 %% 2 Ak T
10° ~ 107 CFU/mL ) i £ % F£ 3T W 10° CFU/mL ffy
20 TR A B R SE B AR B S5 6 pumol /L PMA
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x2 SMAREMEY PMA B EGHMRKE
Table 2 The optimal conditions of the PMA

treatments for different microorganisms

e PMA i Ji/ WRE ORI, 5%

HiHEY (pmol « L= W /min min ik

TN ECFURT B R 36 5L AT 1 100 5 5 [13]

FEbE A 6 10 8 [20]

A FL R 20 0.25 20 [22]

" P U 1 min

i £ 6 10 i 300 W% [21]

Eas N N 100 5 10 [25]

fEbk AR 2R AR 25 20 10 [26]
WEAAHE BRI STY-31 S i L
SLF i LBY-27, % 7L AT B

50 5 15 30

LAS TR TLHFA 1070 LC- [30]

01 AL HF 7 BB-12

ER G N EY U 50 5 5 [34]
VEEL PRI R A AL RE Y

100 20 5 38

ki [38]

M5 52 o7 i ] 7 4 e 7 T PMA fix A DNA 1) 58 53
FEEE ik A DNA () PMA 75856 B N 5 DNA JE 4 52
106, A N PMA WU i ks, O B 1 Bsf 8] R I 252 306 1A
DNA #3892k % . ANDORRA 25"*" ] 5 W 375 /% £ if %
G 6 pmol/L PMA AbFEFE S, 3E4T 10 min K5 S
Je R TP R AR 1 min (1) 30 BRIy 8 A5 RN
A, SHAO % ffi H1 T 20 pmol/L PMA # 17 20
min J6 #li 4k, BT A RO I 48 S FLAT B ( Lactobacillus
delbrueckii ssp. ) 27 #F A VBNC IR A, X 5 NOCKER
2 U b X i ¥ PR 5 400 B O AR 4 Ak R 4% 1R A T
AN,

3 PMA-qPCR T # 75 & B & 5 o By 5L

3.1 A
PR 2 — i A A B A W Al o S R AR, 32 3 2 A



TR 2E W RN B DR 28 52 i, ] XGH TS A9 P A A o
FE X T2 Sl Il A e, R B LA
WL AT R e b, AR T A .
o B R e T ) 2 IR R A B, S R A e
1) 5 38 B0 P 52 B 52 i, 6 B AR ™ A EE R DA 4 A
AR KR S BIET P ANDORRA ! Hi i, %
i 3o A P e R TR T BOOE B KRB A B, BT R 2
Xt A A R 5 E SC B RS I 10° 4 /mL i 4
5 B EA TR I R BR, 2o BT T 40 B A A IR R T
FI R E N 107 ~ 107 CFU/mL BERE T AT EEE 3 .
FEARAL )G 1 PMA Kb B 2540 & B0 S R R T v A
P B R TPY JE  E TRP E : JS DUCIE B R 2
S B [) A HHR A R B 38 T g Dok . ) 7
AN T) A 25 0 G R v R A Ce A RN A o it 4 %) A s
FEEHHU , B % P L TR AR . RIZZOTTI 454 1 4
D10 o487 265 109 b P B LR TRT B I TR 1A % R A X
ENEE- 3 R g 7l N 1 2 28 A S o)
S5

PMA-qPCR 5 A ¢ H At 7 2% ot 45 )i FH , VEN-
DRAME 221 D) #i7 & [V 7 % £F ( Brettanomyces brux-
ellensis) y HAR B Mk, @788 T —EBEMEAE 9 h Pk
R T R v % 5 A7 A T T RE 9 ) vk R T B AE 21
T P O 40k 0. 83 .0. 63,023 1g CFU/mL,
[ 1 5 0 R R R T v, LV 2O Ak T T R T
B (S. cerevisiae) ,f AW FFTH (L. plantarum) F1 %5 21
e ((M. purpureus) 1 PMA 4b ¥R £ 4, [\ B %
qPCR ,PMA-qPCR . RT-qPCR /b P 45 S 47 T %F kb,
K PMA-qPCR 5 & 55 715005 ¥ i LA, [l G
T R ARG, i b 57 1 W s RV e T o R v A R
S A AR AL = R
3.2 kEH

2 T L LRV ZL ) o R TR TR I A R & T
P P e LR 3 A A R A 4 s K R
o REEFLH YN T 51 AR & BRI Ab 25 4 B 28k
fi AE TR — i o ol 35 g 18 TR T A TN T 32
Jil T A 25 5 0 (4 3 A 0 VR I, LA R R BB AT T
S T LA 7 TR i G T R 2 A T, R T et & L
F S R R R, R R B L B R RE T
[ B i SR i R B 5L 4% ™Y (CODEX STAN 243—
2003 ) HRiAE 7 i I AR 5 P R T L v R A 0 N
SRR TERR T H T R I R K TR 2 50, &
L P U W BT B R D B 10° CFU /g FTRAE &
e L 100 A 7= MR AT PP il A 0 (0 A7 05 SR LR L

3.2.1 B

PR U3 32 2 DA 6 2 Lo TR, 28 3L IR Ik B
B R A A B TR T BT REEFL . R AR
AR R H UL L2 BE BB TEAL G R WA Ll L
it A2 TR TR 7 vl A 25K fire A Tt 245 T R [ 3L () I 9 A2 N IR
Al B B R BT T R DUIR A TR R &
JE 1 A R 5 35 AE T A9 42 4 7 ¥, GARCIA-CAYUELA
550 R PMA-qPCR K T 52 22 0114 (28 d) Jo il
BT 30 F160 d [ MR W5 FE & vh Bl K SF 1 e P Bk
i ( Streptococcus thermophilus ) STY-31 % [C 3, #T B 14
JnA) V. Fh ( Lactobacillus delbrueckii subsp. bulgari-
cus) LBY-27 | 1 g . AT # ( Lactobacillus acidophilus)
LA-5 T FLAT & T % W FF ( Lactobacillus casei subsp.
casei ) LC-O1 A1 XL 41 & ( Bifidobacterium lactis ) BB-12
s A28 4k s 45 3R & B, PMA-qPCR A LATE &1 T Fh
()25 S P 5 1 0 B Sl 1, 7 5 2R A ) BRI 2 1 v Al
] 10° CFU/mL B v JB A6 00 305 161 P (1 F7 Bt 14,
SEEOR S A TG e A, TR B 1 AR AR R T AE IR
R A 2. HEN N EE SRS YR
BCHTE SE B AR W) J7 ¥ Y B S M g SCARIOT
U HE— RS2, FH PMA-qPCR £ U ) T B 7LAT
B (L. paracasei) ATCC 10746 [ tuf F P4, W22 H 75 4l
PR B8 FN R ) W St o B A AR B, 75 B A [R) ik Bt
Hh b o 28 7 8 R g 94% F96% (R® > 0.98),
A FE A B KT R (LOD) ¥4 10* CFU/mL, K % i
1 A1 30 d WL W5 A7 % Lh, & B0 B br 3 AR AT IR 5 7E
10° CFU/mL, qPCR J5 ¥ 14 %) 19 1 50 (5 75 T PMA-
qPCR, X EERFFEIEN] PMA-qPCR $OAR W H] T 76 2 2%
PR A% S 1 B 5 v PR S B 4 AR A, Y B AR 7 A T IO
FBE 7 5 5 1 DL S BBk
3.2.2 InBk

Uy i ) A — o DATR G A T 5 i TR R B L PR
gt AR TR O R A, EL A R B XU R T b . PMA-
qPCR Ei AR E 8t H T W 4% Y1 #7 + % ( chadder cheese)
e A o 2 2 T AR KRS DL, EMILIE ™ #8258 T % il
3 Tl it A T XE A AT 1 I T B A A B2 R L
FLIR FLBK A o A ), 20 55 I BUBCAT 18 (B, anima-
lis subsp. lactis) BB-12 FZEMHFLAT 14 (L. rhamnosus)
ROO11 Fii +FL AT B (L. helveticus ) RO052 F1 3 Fp 25 4=
RS, S5 R R W, 45 AE TS N 25 52 W) & T TR Bk 1Y
A TR A TR R 22 1) R A A 4 o) 4 P (5L i 3 4%
M AT RE PR BB W T M (1g 9 CFU/g) o BRILZ AN,
A 2EH M PMA-qPCR $7 R 5 (R SMEE L SE 56 40 45

2019 255 45 %55 12 (.5 384 gta)l 245



R poac i FOOD AND FERMENTATION INDUSTRIES ‘

AT A M G % 7 4R B T D e S T ¥ . VIL-
LARREAL %' {fi F§ qPCR ,PMA-qPCR %5 & F #i it
BOk VP T R BRFLAT 1A La-5  BUBCHFF B BB-12 Al i
VEFLFF & (L. sakei subsp. sakei)2a 7£ /)N Fit -+ 37 % 5%
ZR3 1) ) A7 35 2, R B 3 07 VR AR I SE W A B R
22 5 SR Rl & RSN R 0 0 8 AR, R TR D ik 22 TR
SRR BB LS R R qPCR BT R AR 45 40

LT PMA-qPCR 3 IR 1 3% /> 0] 8, 76 46 I b i 7
BB-12 B M A B 4P AEAFBE T, BERE 4R 4571 6 1gCFU/g
KLl Lo BTk SeRF Y, ERKUS 487 % 4if T PMA-
qPCR B KB 07 FH 9 F7, DA 8 iR 4 B bk O & I 5 Y
GUODA i 75 Ji 24 i A vy 23t B R JBE AN 5 % 4
JH, 3% 45 s BRI AR A Ok T EUR PR AR, FH PMA 4 3 19
S1 R LAY S R R S R 1 RS s A, DA T T
LA XS 4 158 A A ) A 9 v 3 200 M A B R Y s R
HEE o
3.2.3 FIER

FFIEIR (Kefir) J&— 0 F| B FF JE /R B ( Kefir grain)
XA AR R AR B B A RE VR S b i CO, 1Y
RWEFL o TFAEARRL R — P RIRAFTE IR R BEIR &%
W& Z A=Y, o B JFG TR AR AR IR R I R
PRUHHL B iy 0 A WL % A M (AT 420 PORCEL-
LATO %" ff PMA-qPCR £ A 5 78 1 B FE 358 e .
(denaturing gradient gel electrophoresis, DGGE) } H 3y
KA 5] BB 2L X1 43 #7 ( automated Ribosomal intergenic
spacer analysis, ARISA) BXH , #8985 T 3 MNMEFHE KT
TEAEZR 7™ i e 7 2R 0 K i 2k B 20 1 ) P 1 T AR S
A, WRRUTEAEAF L D PMA AL FR S Y Ke-
fir A b 55 DA RE dh R TR A AR 2 25 L AR O R R
I 32 B RE B PR AR % BK B JE ( Streptococeus ) | FLER TR
J& ( Lactococcus ) F1 3L ¥F 7 J& ( Lactobacillus ) ¥k & B 2
TR, DGGE J ARISA # I /S [R] b Y A &b v 2 10 3
TR o X PP B4 RS AR EC DNA 547 7
B B9 75 12 09 TF 36 2K 28 S W 7 i 1 BF 5 4 18R T B Y
R
3.3 &8

A1 5 DR 5 A SR T A O B R R AR A g i
o B RMRAE f sF ElK ™ i TR B kL, R H]
AT A0 [ By 0Tl 2% b TS R R A LR A T R IR A
P e — S AU T e B o TR AR A
WV (12 ~ 18 AN F ), A7 ol o 2R 38 i & 18 577
RIS X0 T A T B o 7™ it it S, O LA A 00 925 1 R o
0 Az A A X T O T e B A B AR R A B . Sl TR
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G HH R A 28 A I AR TR R B 2 A 0 R R PR A
TSN Sz T A A A K A L, UDOMSIL 27 ffi i 2 7 H
P PR AP 22 R ER I X 2R IR CaprX) B A e Sk ]
B DX (ITS) BT A 46 S P 5 | 0 A7 06 7 1, 7 1Ak
Jr B9 PMA GhBEZEAF R, %) g Eh 1k 8 g A T ( Vir-
gibacillus sp. ) SK37 1&gk P4 A= Bk 5 ( Tetragenococcus.
halophilus) MS33 1) 5 A% B 7] 3k #] 10° . 10°CFU/mL,
S S5 RAE S PMA-qPCR G (19 £8P R 52 1) 52 2%
FE AR, T LLRT B T M A e R R o AR Y 52
MTAESI),
®3 FARAXBEABFELNZMEEERREEIR
Table 3 The detection limits of PMA-qPCR
technique for enumeration of living microbes in
different fermentation foods
LANEE,  REEWR, 2%
(CFU +mL~") (CFU-mL~") ik

T RER A BRI

AHEN G LEEEL 10' ~10° 6.8x10°  [25]
a5y 10" ~10° 1.8x10"  [24]
LR 10" ~10° 1.0x10"  [24]
TR 10" ~10° 2.9x10%  [24]
b} T 7 7 i 10' ~10° 1.7x10°  [25]
S K TR TR WL 10" ~10° 4.3x10°  [25]
Ji# B 10" ~10° 4.1x10%  [24]
AME 10" ~10° 2.3x10"  [24]
i) 10" ~10° 6.1x10"  [24]
LMK A 10° ~10° 7.0x10°  [26]
AME 10° ~10° 8.0x10°  [26]
HE 10° ~10° 3.5x10"  [26]
s 10° ~10° 5.7x10"  [26]
IR 10° ~10° 4.0x10°  [26]
RIS % B 10° ~10° 2.6x10"  [26]
e 10° ~10° 8.8x10"  [26]
73] MR STY-31 10° ~10° 1.0x10*  [30]
T8 TG FUFF B G R 2 LBY 27 10° ~108 1.0x10*  [30]
TERRFLFFI LA-S 10° ~ 108 1.0x10*  [30]
T 8 R LC-01 10° ~ 10° 1.0x10°  [30]
WU FT 7 BB-12 10° ~ 108 1.0x10*  [30]
RN E R 10° ~ 107 1.0x10*  [31]
ik ARALKE 104~ 10" 1.0x10°  [32]
i+ FLAT I R0O052 103 ~ 108 1.0x10°  [32]
2L ROOLL 10° ~ 108 7.9x10°  [32]
R FF B BB-12 104 ~10° 1.0x10°  [32]
i Wb B A 10" ~10° 1.0x10°  [38]
R 2 TR 10" ~10° 1.0x10*  [38]
4 RZ

PMA-qPCR £ AR I 3T 4F 5 350 9 20 00 B A 9 3
B AR DUH R B9 AR SR M 1 7 B 45 2R 2 3
REZ2HEWHEBR . ACLEA T 4R PMA-qPCR £
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Application of PMA-qPCR in enumerating living microbes in fermented foods

CHEN Zhuojun', WEI Ming®, LIN Guo', CHEN Yuqi',
LIANG Shan *, ZHANG Bolin' , ZHU Baoqing' *

1( Beijing Key Laboratory of Forestry Food Processing and safety, Beijing Forestry University, Beijing 100083, China)
2(COFCO Nutrition & Health Research Institute, Beijing 102209, China) 3 ( Beijing Advanced Innovation Center for
Food Nutrition and Human Health, Beijing Technology and Business University, Beijing 100048, China)

ABSTRACT Fermented foods are favored by consumers because of their high nutritional values and tastes. Monito-
ring living microorganisms during processing and storage of fermented foods is important for quality control, production
evaluation and process modification. Propidium monoazide ( PMA) is a highly photosensitive DNA-binding dye that
can be used with quantitative fluorescence real-time PCR (qPCR) for quick, accurate, and specific detection. The
mechanisms and influencing factors of PMA-qPCR, as well as its applications in enumerating living microbes in
wines, beers, and yoghurts were reviewed. It was found that the types of target microorganisms and PMA treatment
conditions were the most important influencing factors. The linear ranges and detection limits of detectable microbes in
various fermented foods were summarized. This review aimed to provide a reference for multi-faceted applications of
PMA-qPCR.

Key words fermented foods; enumeration of microorganisms; propidium monoazide ( PMA) ; quantitative fluores-

cence real-time PCR
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