Abekg Ful A8 Azt Candida keﬁr-‘l]
A A

FA|edF&
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Ak Fulxe] A|ze Candida kefire]
R A4

Fi7|ed+4

LEHE ANFHOE &4, AL, v 9af 53 2L ZAEEY 28 488 {479
U &Rl 22 vjAEZ SHEAA BE JEo2M XHFEL JIEAY F5 AEL A A
Aol A AFHFLE SEHALY 7|&9 HHLE AFY FUSIE AA AFAF 2 4I4F
H HFLE EEE At HERY] dFA FulEE FUotAolA TAS 452 2R &
FER o] wSojA L, Aol ME HANERY] XBAHLZ Ho) o)&HY o 1 &
I AAHT vk Fu)lA AR o]LE= FF= tubercle bacilli, Escherichia coli, Bacillus
prodigiosum, Bacillus mycoides, Bacillus mesentericus 1213 Bacillus subtilis?) ZFEAE 7}A
T A2 4B A 3o (Langst Lang, 1970). &9, A4dFe] HL 2R thile] X /& 0|43t
o FEAE AZtEE 77 FAHALH 19670 $-/-E o) &3 Fojx AZ2o] HAH &
BE dAH9 493 Az ol Bxg v glch (Seleznev F, 1970).

AWHOT APHE TG Rl vls] 2R 49 AR FA, BN D A 23
7 golstel $fol FAAE BolAY sl TFL AL ARl #48 AT WolHT
I} (Haenlein, 1995). I} AFH) ALS-S 197090 571) 9 2 T B g 2o
2 9% SN Atadle $UZ ARHROY 1 F RaAige] 34T Z7lel 9 ALS
T B Ade] vlg PSR, 199090 FHHEE 259 F7h9) tlEo] ¢AST 41FH
LEFD FAAAF e 2R dSo by MY AFo 2 Y FAALH FE GEAY
S FTHLE oA §AAF AHgol ARET Utk {FASE 94T %9 g Qs 22
He 23ATES 94 59 WM R uwste] fadie, 2 Algda] 2AseME
iRz 2 AP AfFEe] € By ohlz WAYNE sl vt FEAM &4
A" F e ZEelth =8 Adrt 2AY ZFol BHElY o] &5R FatE Aok fFXA
o A& S 4T F U= Ao Joerz SEyadA ALsS Zelste Zo] ulgF e,
AFRE AFH oNAE Y ARTERY NEE AFErr 2530 B FUAZ 714

lo
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g & S AR AZH.

Y, BEAP Bt HAoE 2eEH vAEY FA4& /lAstEle 7S] JAH, I
Dequinz} Barre (1994)< Saccharomyces cerevisiaed)| Lactobacillus casei®] L (+)-LDH (lactate
dehydrogenase) genes, Gold S (1996)& L. caseid) Zyrhmomonas mobilis®] PDC (pyruvate
decarboxylase) ¢} ADH (alcohol dehydrogenase) gened FAAFP3Y AALF FA HE FFE
gt up glow], AT ALL 9% food-grade WELE nisin A 34 (Frosethsl McKay,
1991)3} cadmium A EA (Liu Z, 1996)& o435 Welr} /ME= A

o] FANME IRII7LA LERY M-S AT Fo|29 YREN IFF 543 A
2olA Reld #FE o83 Fri& 2eE Y A2 WY, T8 FFAE 1P E o€
g A& 54 el B3 J|edtia ok

gL 27, 8, 71, FAFE 59 AAE B ASHo gon AAFoR 191d4) 5
o 8o milo A 1997dell 79 w2 AbRo] F718R LT (FAO, 1997), Q1% WEet A,
oA SolA AAF, AFFeR Fo¥ YrE e JtFelt (Table 1). f-ElUeAE
1991036 AMSE47} oF 345t 6o A 199730 ¢F 66T 3AER Z7151Q T (Table 2), &4
AFE F71o] o 33 SHEAA 64 6HELR Frieen, AT AF teAEd A
£, A JgA 2712 welsE 3 ok AAFAME AFR7t 8z 7)o} fidolge o
Ao Rolu FAZLZA NEA QAL Qo] 27t §F AGH AFS] v4rtE
o3 AHEHIT JoH, Fo] GHAE Ho|AY Asld] I15E FE AHRA fE3F AFLE
el At (Haenlein, 1995).

Table 1. The world leading goat milk countries (1,000t) (FAOQ, 1991, 1997)
Production Production

Country Country

1991 1997 1991 1997
India 2,000 2,160 Indonesia 180 196
Iran 897 396 Yemen 156 16
Pakista 666 769 China 155 211
Somalia 640 390 Mali 140 168
Sudan 528 655 Brazil 135 141
France 520 478 Italy 125 150
Bangladesh 499 1,328 Mexico 125 121
Greece 465 460 Kenya 101 95
Spain 410 390 Ethiopia 99 93
Turkey 389 265 Bulgaria 62 150
Russia 350 268 Iraq 62 18
Algeria 210 145 Portugal 43 43
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Table 2. Goat population and goat milk production in Korea (FAO, 1991-1997)

Year 1991 1993 1995 1997
Goat stock(Head) : 346,358 557,617 680,762 663,219
Goat milk production(MT) 3,795 5,500 6,325 6,600
.= 4
Aok

MERE S/} nAARA R AAHPELS F20\E HEE, §FF ol L3P 84 A
wo] §3150] e BT EFEZ AR FF, FAANE ¥R, AMGSE R e o
gt ohFaih, dut 4L $Fsh viRE (Talbe 3). 3gfe) /32 A8 FELE22
Foje] B4} (liquid phase)o] EA|3T -7 F2 5ET o)t o s oF
H3lE A9 glth

%G AASHEY] AA FFE SFS FABRE A AASSHEY FEE UEW g
-casein®] §HFE AkG7l 21.2%Q WHH $H= 40%0]3F, B-casein FFL 674%2 FH2
433%0] vj3] 453 oy AVGELL th=9 (Pierre, 1977), AX fFEyAS Adld &2
HE AAFEY HEE AGFE 69%) dhH 4= 75%0)t} (Ricordeaust Mocquot, 1967).
Aol vpold el A7) FFET ol FFUAME ‘4"33}‘*} FFE 2o (Barbarost
Calapaj, 1958), H| e ZAASFTEL AHko] 9%0]F $HF+ 5%E BIH vl 9t (Mahieu,
1976). &7 o] giols AWFFEG HY FH A B.‘?JEE}—\: Y T 8743 gdd #
SHrh

A HFL olycerides$} steroids (99%)2 o] FolA ouv A7)7t 22 A7 e] v] o] $-£of 1
& Eol &8kl B ZALE ¥A AoH, AWt 24 gloiE dHAWAE (Ca~Cio) &
Fol IS%E 79 9%KRTH =3 (Table 4), A7) 324 A4kl caproic, caprilic, 123
capric acid7} AGRAFAN §F3F Frg Fodde Ao BIHT ok EF ALFE S
9 i%’f*ﬂ'— L}E}LH—‘ carotene®] o YA Yt

& Sl EAs Ao] olet YR FRo|=AY YA £83 J&L $ir
Z-E, %-g', _'lE]_?_ QL F£8 TIN50 &g 2/38) 219] 1/2 o]4}o| calcium-phosphocaseinate
complex& FASL Utk AFRS 79 F7E AL fAlete La e} S2ojE A
o H &2 hFE 2o B QlolME T8 ko) Yow, 3o FEA FFe wort B
T} (Table 5, 6).

o
-)
i3
o
N
2
H
rl

Table 3. Composition of milk of different species (Le Jaoue, 1981)
Yield Dry matter Lactose Nitrogen Fat Salt
kg gkg
Goat 500~1,000 115~130 40~50 28~35 30~38 7~9
Cow 3,500~5,000 115~130 45~50 30~35 35~40 7~9
Mare - 95~100 60~65 15~20 9~15 3~4
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Table 4. Pattern of fatty acids in milk fat of different species (Allais, 1974)

Species Cs Cs Cs Cuo Ciz
Goat 0.7 24 3.2 8.7 47
Cow 1.4 22 1.8 3.6 4.0
Human 0.1 0.2 0.3 2.1 7.2

Cu Cis Cis Cisi Cis2

Goat 10.7 28.5 13.0 25.2 29

Cow 13.0 30.2 13.7 271 3.0

Human 109 29.6 73 354 6.7

Table 5. Minerals in milk of different species (Allais, 1974)
Goat Cow Human*
g/litre ' mg/litre

Potassium 1.6 1.6 520
Sodium 04 0.5 150
Calcium 1.3 1.3 310
Magnesium 0.15 0.14 37
Phosphorus 1.0 1.0 145
Chlorine 1.5 1.1 420
Sulphur 0.2 0.35 140

* Renner, 1973

Table 6. Trace element content of different species (Salter, 1977)
Goat Cow Human
ppm
Tron 0.25~0.68(?) 0.64 1.25
Copper 0.04~0.57(2) 0.08 0.40
Iodine nd. 0.04 0.07
Manganese 0.17 0.09 77
Zinc n.d. 3.2 53
Cobalt 0.0006 n.d.
Molybdenum 0.012 0.073 n.d.

Ao vER] g A, ARG R GE 2 93 Wolst Asu, folic acid R vitamin
€ A% o vERlY §F BRG frAlstth AdfolE vitamin BeS} vitamin B7b S
Hot A 30l Aou YYFLE A7 A %) (Table 7).
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Table 7. Vitamin contents of milk of different species (Salter, 1974)

Goat Cow Human
Vitamin A(TU/100mL) 191 159 190
Vitamin B, 0.04 0.04 0.02
Vitamin B; 0.18 0.17 0.04
Niacin 0.19 0.09 0.15
Vitamin Bg 0.01 0.06 0.01
Pantothenic acid 0.34 0.34 0.18
Biotin 0.004 0.003 0.001
Folacin 0.0008 0.0059 0.0038
Vitamin By, 0.00007 0.00042 0.00003
Vitamin C 1.5 2.1 43
Vitamin D(IU/100mL) 24 22 2.2
Vitamin E ? 0.10 0.65

(mg/100mL unless otherwise indicated)

2. 2213 §4

ARHLE A4 BEQ Uk A4 AFR7t $REG A YA E FAE o, WAvs
AFEY AASA] R ARRZRANA QAP ASRE 549 dAT 2AEHY FAEHE HEA
YAZE 68 FAoh AR ARATY pHE 4 0.14%9) 6.42 ’?“?r-o*] 0.16%9} 6.78.t}
7 vtom, o]f§ Aol ©Hd, 53] Aol AxdA sQdh vFE F2AH IH
o] glon, 1.026~1.022 HIEY, WA S-fuch 7 ¥ -058CE BIHT Qith
a9 =, BUAY, AVHEE, B FHASE 49 O £A7F RIHT gloy gutg
8l7]o & F=38t) (Parkashe} Jeness, 1968).

(=4

3. 9Yx B4

o2, AFHE +7 7MY FABIY $f e 2 AL E & len (Desjeux, 1993),
Sf GEAE ol ololEdA £L2 $# WAlEo] € F Ut} (Alichanidis$} Polychroniadou,
1996). 2|5}y Age] @I Adfe EHE dXE ‘F Jom, e HES A & A o)
frote] GETF AHEE & ATt (Desjeux, 1993). ArFfE MLEAF 53], $571 AA3]
FAY ZALRIE YT Hd AQA Ggo] EEZF folollA &8 YA Z w AZG
ZHAZE QX A% AYE 4§ AWET 2880 Eob BdA I5Fqst Qe Fold o]
F84E 714 (Hachelaf 5, 1993), 22 23142 REHOZ A hand o 7ug 7|
o 3 FrEE 9 € T AW FFo] 7] gtk B AgtE g3 AZYP
Z2g YA A7t A G ARAZ RIHE selenium FHo] SfETF Fom Bgol
FAF (1.25 pg/100 ml)3tcky B35 7 ik

oq:}}l o
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o &df Fol2o] H=

1. ¥EXQ Fol& H=dy

G Aie AM7E B F 20~308 Fo ARE 87 63 FE o]FAH. AL w}
2 5~108|81& 150 3¢t Aadnh BAd 3L o)v] FE3] daEg Ay $FE 10~
20% T AT U S710 "ol dASAE AT A2 (20~25C)el Rasy FF al
&9, 7402 "ol ¥k WA FviAs FA] Aujdth (Montanari F, -1996)

2, EX|RE dr28 FolA H=WY (All-Union Dairy Research Institute)

92|79 AEE 20° ThomerE YA folok sty, H|EL 1.030 o]3}o| 3, off-flavor7} Y
2EtE] AR E FA = lactobacillist B2 WX EZH Afto] glolof g}, FulXd] AlLHE=
AXAE SRR ¥ &5 lactobacilli (L. bulgaricus$} L. acidophilus)d 3-8 £33}
= &X (Saccharomyces lactis)E AH&-3tt) FulA AFA AgE7 32H @x$659 333%
HPZAZE 28~30" ThomerolH, ol ZEHEHE 10~12% FFA 4§ 4 Utk (Khrisanfova,
1966). £ ZEHEIE 10% HFA 32T A= 7ol et AR 4o FL& o] 5o
A8 26~28Coll A HAHAIE 75~85° Thomer7hA] wi¥sted AZ7} AW 16~18CE W23}
Ik wEch dBE 2.5% AVHA A3 4F 2EUF 343 doju #53, 83, 335
A FHol 2 FrLE IS 4 oy, dut3oz 1Y wE Fuj2e g3 9L 1At ¢
B2 Age Hrle ARt o848 & QloBE EYRET, 2d 2 3Y B FujidME Mg
gto] FstRE Mo YrtFE 2.5%E BES} ok (Langs} Lang, 1970). AZE Fo|2E J
ANE 9 &4 F3to| Wi} ‘weak, medium, strong'© 2 FEET} (Table 8).

3. 214t FolAdiM Eelst Ridy S28 O|2F AR FojA H=uy

AU PR ARE T2 FojzoA Aids ERE 2o, Hefy - A3 - A
353 54S NE AR R4FL Lacwobacillus plantarum.2, AR Candida kefir2 8l
HAS (F 5, 1999). Fu|A 24 26 ZAES Y8 gAFo EF vjgFatwA 1009 &
A8 EFsl] ARAEE ST A3, 4847 v L3 T 10619 &9 TFA 0.25% ©)
Ao ARAREE A& F AN (Fig. 1), L bulgaricus LB120 (Rhone-Poulenc, U.S.A)S E 5] kA]
A3 0] 53814 (Table 9), 48A17F v FA] 2EFE 2 ALE-8}7)o] AP AANEE AL 5 9l

Table 8. Classification ot koumuss (Lang and Lang, 1970)

Koumiss
Characteristics
“weak” “:medium” “strong”
Acidity(° Thoner) 100~120 120~140 140~150
Content of alcohol(%) 0.1~0.3 02~04 up to 1.0
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0.3

0.25
0.2
R
0.153%
g
K 0.1
58 " 2L PR+ 20 skim mik 1005
—— 2L BPK + 20mL skim itk
5.6 ' 0
0 12 24 36 48

Incubation time({hour)

Fig. 1. pH and titratable acidity of skim milk when 10% starter culture was added.
PK : 1% L. plantarum + 1% C. kefir
BPK : 1% L. plantarum + 1% L. bulgaricus LB120 + 1% C. kefir

Table 9. Symbiotic acid production of L. plantarum and L. bulgaricus LB120

L 2% 2% 1% L. bulgaricus LB120
Incubation time .
L. bulgaricus LB120 L. plantarum + 1% L. plantarum
0 5.82 5.83 5.84
12 hour 5.33 5.28 5.06
24 hour 4.82 4.96 4.51

Aot (Fig. 1).

ARG FEL AZPRE Fig. 29} 2o0, 4P 2P BT 25%9) 4L 7@
F A (90~92C, 5 min)dta 28CE BA3t A FolM 48A7 wjFe EFAEE (L
plantarum, L. bulgaricus LB120, C. kefi)S 10% H7}3l7 28CollA] 9A|ZF wikst o) 16~
18CE yzheb bl g (150 rpm)3teh Wyl Alghe] wa} A%, &8 §3%, AR, ofu|x
A ZAY, BFH 5ol dE AFL AZRY 4 don, 29 HE oA} 1Yo} 39 BE 2
dANT $& 53 B4 bl (§ 5, 1999).

V. C. kefird] HA MM
HEFY] ARA] 2elE A9 DY vlgo] Bo] L HY, LAY AAFH AR &
o] &3z A LEAAAHE 29AZ o]FoA ARFHo BFHAY. Ty Rz

dgeo] AALFHAHLE BF pyruvated| M AlZEm A7 LDH (lactae dehydrogenase), ER:=
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| Cream seperation |
l

[ Add 2.5% sucrose |
l

| Heat treatment{(90~92°C, 5min) |

|
| Cool to 28°C |

l

| Add 10% starter culture I

|

I Incubate for 9 hours l

l
| Cool to 16~18C |

|

Incubate for 1, 2 and 3 days
with shaking at 150 rpm

|
Cool to 4C

Fig. 2. Flow diagram of goat milk Koumiss making.

PDC (pyruvate decarboxylase)$} ADH (alcohol dehydrogenase)®] Z}-2-o] oj&] pyruvateE z}+z}h 3
Azt 422 AWMAZIh gk, LDH gened &Xo] £ PDC (pyruvate decarboxylase)$} ADH
(alcohol dehydrogenase) genes: At FAAYRSH Zz A4S Pasts ELY ¢EE A
Agte FAAFE AEd 5 9l (Dequinz} Barre, 1994; Gold £, 1996).

1. L plantarumollM LDH gene2| PCR (Polymerase chain reaction) &%

T Fuj 2ol Beld L plantarumo) X LDH geneS #2]3}7] 913l primerE tjz}elst
Aot L. plantarum D-, L-LDH gene?] 7] 9-& Taguchi¢} Ohta (1991)7} B8 u} glon o)
€ 7|22 primer 1 (DLDHU, DLDHL pair), 2 (LLDHIU, LLDHIL pair)& tix}¢lstgdch 39
Ferain 5 (1994) Taguchi¢} Ohta (1991)2] L-LDH gene2] 971X Q& L pentosusd Ro|2t3
FA8 2L G7IMEE RIsP ey olF 7122 primer 3 (LLDH2U, LLDH2L)E tjz}l
3tk Z+ze] primerdl] = HE 9}9] ligationg 9% AFEL FE F7|HES Hrtsided, A
FEL A B9 vectord] cloning sites$} LDHS] 9714 Q £4 (DNASIS 2.1)2 1835t 24
A&t L plantarum] A genomic DNAS £ Kit (Wizard™ Genomic DNA Purification
System)& AMZ3lglom, PCR 2L Table 9¢] 7]&= %tk PCRE premix (Accupower ™,
Bioncer)& AME-3}] o1, template= kitZ £ 2|¥ L plantarum®] genomic DNA 141, primer 3 ul
(20 pmol)s} Z74 16418 A7ksld AR AT Fig. 3] EAISACk Primer 1, 2, 38 o4
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Table 10. PCR amplification condition for LDH gene of L. plantarum

Temperature (C) Time Cycle
First step 94 3 min 1
94 2 min
Subsequent step 60 I min 35
72 2 min
Last step 72 5 min 1
S123s

B 1.5kb
0.5kb

Fig. 3. PCR amplification of LDH (lactate dehydrogenase) gene of the L. plantarum genomic DNA.
S : A Hind 1 (Promega)
1 : Primer 1 (DLDHU, DLDHL)

: Primer 2 (LLDHIU, LLDHIL)

: Primer 3 (LLDH2U, LLDH2L)

s : 100bp DNA Ladder (Promega)

w N

8} zk2t oF 0.8, 1.2, 1.2kbe] PCR ZZAES At} Primer 19] 93 PCR ZZAFE 9] &7]A
€2 ¥4 NCBI BLAST Search (http://www.ncbinlm.nih.gov /cgi-bi/BLAST) A3} L.
plantarum D-1dh gene (D90339)3'—]- 95%9] Y-S B2} coding regiono] AR ZEEA = @
koo, primer 29] FEANEL YNNG BAAA7} F53A ¥}, primer 39 ZZAEL [
plantarum L-1dh gene (X70926)3F 671¢] 7] Ho] th2A Yeht} 99%2) SUAHS Qo) (Fig.
4),

2. TS AB vectore] H=

Primer 3.5 o] &% PCR ZEAHE-2 kit (QIAquick PCR purification kit, Qiagen)& o] &8} &
A BtH o™ BamHIZ EcoRICZ A2 ¥ BamHIz} EcoRIC.Z A 2]® shuttle vector (pYES2,
Invitrogen)ol] Rapid DNA Ligation Kit (Boehringer Mannheim)& o]&3}o AFANAY (Fig. 5).
pYES2 ¥et= ulelglote] o] M-S 8 Ampicillin resistant FHE 7127 9o ERo)
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TGTCAAGCATGCCAAATCATCAAAAAGTTGTGTTAGTCGGCGACGGC (~
T)GCTGTTGGTTCTAGTTACGCTTTTGCCATGGCACAACAAGGAATTGCTGAAGAATT
TGTAATTGTCGATGTTGTTAAAGATCGGACAAAGGGTGACGCCCTTGATCTTGAAG
(—C)ACGCCCAAGCATTCACCGCTCCCAAGAAGATTTACTCAGGCGAATATTCAGATT
GTAAGGACGCTGACTTAGTTGTTATTACAGCCGGTGCGCCT (—
G)CAAAAGCCTGGTGAATCACGTTTAGACTTAGTTAACAAGAATTTAAATATCCTATC
ATCCATTGTCAAACCAGTTGTTGACTCCGGCTTTGACGGCATCTTCTTAGTTGCTGCT
AACCCTGTTGACATCTTAACTTACGCTACTTGGAAATTCTCAGGTTTCCCAAAGGATC
GTGTCATTGGTTCAGGGACTTCCTTAGACTCTTCACGTTTACGCGTTGCGTTAGGCAA
ACAATTCAATGTTGATCCTCGTTCCGTTGATGCTTACATCATGGGTGAACACGGTGAT
TCTGAATTTGCTGCTTACTCAACTGCAACCATCGGGACACGTCCAGTTCGCGATGTC
GCTAAGGAACAAGGCGTTTCTGACGAAGATTTAGCCAAGTTAGAAGATGGTGTTCGT
AACAAAGCTTACGACATCATCAACTTGAAGGGTGCCACGTTCTACGGTATCGGGACT
GCTTTAATGCGGATTTCCAAAGCCATTTTACGTGATGAAAATGCCGTTTTACCAGTA

" GGTGCCTACATGGACGGCCAATACGGCTTAAACGACATTTATATCGGGACTCCGGCT
GTGATTGGTGGAACTGGTTTGAAACAAATCATCGAATCACCACTTTCAGCTGACGAA
CTCAAGAAGATGCAAGATTCCGCCGCAACTTTGAAAAAAGTGCTTAACGACGGTTTA
GCTGAATTAGAAAATAAATAATCATTTCATACGATTAAG (—
A)TGTATGATGAACGCTCGTT  (~C)TATAGCAGACGGGCGTTTTTTTGTTTGCTTGA
(—~T)GGGTACCTTAGCGATTCATTAAAGCGCAACACGCACTAAAGGCTATTTTTAAAA
CTTTCTTATCACGATTACCGGCCTTGAAGTTTGCACTCATCTCACTTCTGTTATAAGG
TGAGAATATTACGAATATATGGAGGACCAA

Fig. 4. DNA sequence of PCR product obtained from primer 3.

[ R 1
L-LDH(1.2kb)

BamH 1} EcoR 1 BamH 1{ EcoR |

1 Ligation

35A3RE oo issi

(A—3-a21

Asal Nl

Fig. 5. Ligation L-LDH gene with shuttle vector.

Ao AdE 93k URA3 FHAE 7HAY Sl ol8A AXY ¢ 7.1kbo] WE (o]t pY-LDH)
E A& competent E. coli (One Shot Top 10F', Invitrogen)el] &2 A #5152 0§ ampicillin (100
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u#g/mL)E 3= LB agar (GIBCO BRL)oIA AA3= E. coliE &3} kit (Plasmid Mini
kit, QIAGEN)EZ o} &3] ZatAn=g 2 dgdt (Fig. 6). | EAE E2Y7} pY-LDH7F &
AAFY AoZ AARAY O v ampicillino] F-H¥ LB broth (GIBCO BRL)NA o F v 3t
ZgAnEE AR 3t} (Plasmid Maxi kit, QTAGEN). 184, ¥ele] I 7| agarose A7|HF
gl X AR Fkom, FHE $51 E colid] ARG FAF WY A7]E 4,361bp
olstZ uelstth (Fig. 7). 23U M 1 22 A 7HEL2 T AAE 5.9kb A= A7|7F v
EFton, o)A thh & Abol7lE sFAT circular FE) S} linear FEj 2] Xpolo] 7)0E AL
AzE o, ek AA 2 ARG F Pz dolks R ARHA LT, pY-LDHe 3lojA
T 28 AFRE Ayck i v gsle A 3§ pY-LDHE template 2, primer 3o &3 PCR A3}
L. plantarum®] genomic DNAE templateZ PCR & W ¢} 7 SEANES Ao insertS I
sttt (Fig. 7).

3. pY-LDH wEte] HI|GFH#

pY-LDH #E}9] electroporation Becker®} Guarente (1991)8] “Wd-& wWdste] AAshoh
500m YPD H)A] (g/L, 20g peptone, 10g yeast extract, 20g dextrose, pH 6.5)7} B71 11 ZatAx3
of 2417+ wiekgt C. kefirE 0.2% HE3IZ 25ColA =yt (150rpm)3FAA] 12417 w34 ot
g S 2709 250 ml FHY o] 5000 rpm, 4ColA 5¥7 AHRHHT FYAE WH F
7z} 250 mi icecold B FHF] A thA 5,000 pm, 4ColA 5¥7+ AR 8o
BRYE WL, 77 125 ml icecold B FHF] B4 o U2 F3T oA g4
23l A4 8-S g2, 20 ml IM sorbitolel] EAtste] 30 ml YR EBZ LAY J=FHO
£ 5,000 rpm, 4Cel A 587 AAEAT F 4 4E vl T 05 ml ice-cold IM sorbitol& F7}
3to] BT L 9o] BASHATE 40,19 yeast suspensiond FZE SAEL Fro| Y& o}
+ HE SuE Y3 7PEA Aol Sl o SEZF wjgst X}7hE 0.2-em electroporation
cuvette 2.2 £ Zth 1.5kV, 25uF, 2000 2. 2 pulseE 718t 2A] Iml cold IM sorbitol S A 7}3}

sl

23,130 B
9,416
6,557 B
4361

2,322
2,027

Fig. 6. Selection of Ampicillin resistant E. coli DHS .
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23,130
9416
6,557
4361

2,322
2,027

Fig. 7. Zymogram of pYES2 and pY-LDH.
4 Hind [

S
1 : pYES2 (Preparated from transformed E. coli)

2 : Digested pYES2 by Miu 1

3 : L-LDH gene (PCR products of L. plantarum by primer 3)
4 : pY-LDH (Prepared from transformed E. coli : Fig. 4])

5 : Digested pY-LDH by Mlu I

6 : PCR products of pY-LDH by primer 3

I selective plateol] spreading@}ith. pYES29} pY-LDHS] A8 EX|#AAE URAIZ HAAS
N RARFFE EARARY FEote QLT EQHAE ALS-stoof 39, YAAHH
AR FFE uracilo] Yl WiAGA AL 4 glok 24, FIA Foj2A R C. kefir
T P L E uracilo] gl WAAME 4] 7HEdtd FAHE FF Ado] ErM5dHL
W, pY-ldh FARE C. kefirell eletroporationd} I Bromocresol purpleg 0.008% A718 YPG
(g/L, 20g peptone, 10g yeast extract, 20g dextrose, pH 6.5) v x]¢)| spreading® Az}, FHE =%
A MAYAT) = ff"’—%% HFY F YN o] L-ldh FAAY 2doz2 YZrE it

@4, pY-ldh HetE Y Fol| o] &3t7] AMME $AA wtA (Ampicillin resistant)e] A A7F 4
8.3o, Bgl 13} Miu 12 Adstd AA (pFY-ldh)§ ¥ primer 3] 9J3F PCRE insert (L-ldh)2)
Z3 S WAt (Fig. 8). pFY-ldhS C. kefire] electroporation (1.5kV, 254F, 2000)3}Z BCPE
A7}5k YPG agardl] spreadingdle] F71A) @8 (Fig. 9)¢ Awdigeon, dx) wgzzdd m
Qe 44 R ALY A L BY F40) BY A7 WY Folok
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2,322
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Fig. 8. pFY-ldh and PCR amplification by primer 3.

S:A Hind 1l

1 : pFY-ldh purified after digestion of pY-ldh by Miu I and Bgl I
2 : PCR protducts of pFY-ldh by primer 3

s : 100 bp ladder (Amersham pharmacia)

Fig. 9. The growth of C. kefir on YPG agar containing 0.008% bromocresol
purple after electroporation with pFY-ldh.

V.2 &
AFRE Tt At AR FFol HIRIAAT, A oA A Zojrt glo SRl LA
YER = Atgol o1§387]el Agsith £a A7 A77F 2T v B T4 At Fo)

sol 287} £0)81 A% oluAE AT slo] Aako] ZIHET AOH, YR AkG A4
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S7HIME AR THEAE st Bzt SR 5 A5E L ok Folie AL
Bt oje} YFLRE o) &5 AZRHE 55 TARAFTLEA AolME HAY &4
o YUEFHLE o)L on 1 AT YAHL Yo FIL FulzdA I L
plantarumz}t C. kefirg o| &35l AFE YRE Fu2E AZXE W L bulgaricusste] T
o] Woston, 29 HE FujA9 #F5F EAo| 7t ¢tk @8, LA E lactate
dehydrogenase, ¢ AL pyruvate decarboxylase % alcohol dehydrogenaseel] 2]3] pyruvateE
Ztz; 433 ¢4EE WAt ek A4 ldh fHAE ERC FRAAJANY FAXE
AR g3 GF-ZAL FALRI} b5t FHA ARTEE st A F g AeE A
Ztedk L plantarumo] A PCR-& o]-&8] L-Idh geneS 233 ¥, AL shuttle vectors} A3}
of A wAE AASI C. kefire] electroporationd}e] bromocresol purples -3+ YPG
agarol A 25 R4 #E 4& F ANeH, FHE =FA WA 2L FAHE o
LDH #3247} 288 222 42990 ¥4 LDH #22¢ 28273 LDH 549 34 2
g3o A A7t A8 Foluh, FAAF HF UF AREE FEIHI] A FdAG
ZYEA4 2L FEER A TR Aol oy AR Az
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