VYT 2 E R SAHCEE Vol 25, 2021

#®

R

AARHAR D FEE DHRARDIEIK U & OFF
~HEERENE S U ICERESTHEIC KD HE~

me FF A @B-ET OESH FF
Fell BS™ GBI RIS

<#E B>

8 ) R AL 1AL i 2 A SN s i, BEER AR Uiz DR 0 THRE ) AR E LTiRBEL T
b, TNETIT, FIREXN L L U HE#EMBTCHE BT 2RI b T a2, BEETORKRLIED
BIEMEICOWTOME TR ARFZEIE, BRRAEBD R 7R > Te B IR 2 O THIE s R T 7 & CNTHRE T (29
5V) OEREFEMIC KD R E 2T o7z, BROM EE BT OF5H, Bk IRIE Lactobacillus J&73 94%.
Edaphochlorella J&%* 6% % i TRY, FEHIKTIE, 2k 6 » AR E T Lactobacillus J& D H 35D T Wz,
SHITETORERIZBNT, L. acetotolerans HER L. BRI > TE DRI ENRERD T a2, Bk
I (2w 50) ERWEBERAMFER S BUScHER 22 5 ONTH R (2 v H) O, Byl oS 0.71
~1.86. HRHK 2 #H) 1% -1.44 ~ 143 2Rl BUBIRICBOWTERPARICEWI L2 A LTz (p<0.01).
—J5. BURBEER 2 ONTH IR (6 1) T, HKIZBOWTEREE THRITE W I L2381k (p<0.01). B
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O 2FEE RNz, FEHROFEITIE, K kg, K
PRI 120g. K kg, BlBR (FEBE) 150g. REFE
THAR, HEETLIAR O%E, B, VIRV E
B, L oMz +aciiBa L, 2ok, Ak
BL. 12ABETIE, Fr_v, KR ITACA. &9

SR EOEEE [HTER] L LTEITIAR 2H
TR B x o, FIRHIR OB 1 A HBP S 12 5
ABE TR RIETHREL 2 HIZ 1 RO 72,
S50z, 2 ERNIZ 1 MlOR— 2T 2 HEDOBHEDOE T
AR TR L . R Z Bk S e,

PR DAMEE SEARRTIE, BCHRIR, FrR DL 2 5
A% Gk (2 % H)). FaloHR 02k 6 > A
CHRHRE (6 % 1)) ZHWT To Tz, EREEMIZIX,
TS 3 FERMOBIR TSR 2R AR T A L,
ke Lz,

2. BHRODATAH

BROBETALITIZEZ 5V 2T, Ew ok
HIZHE 0.5g Z2F ViAZ, ENENORFKRITEE TH
12 IRFEETAATE,

3. EAIE
1) DNA QR UHER

etk CHUK) 1g & 2mLBRAY Y a—F v v I &
Fa—7 IV EY . DNA Hili#E (200mM EDTA,
100mM Tris-HCI (pHS8.0)) ZMx 4% 2mL & L.
ARy VY =TT EE—bE LT b 0 %3l & L
Too WIT. 15mL AF 22— 712 DNA HiHiE % 1.9mL
Y., H—Ab Uik % 0.1mL inx. £5% 2mL
L7z, ZOWIR0.2mL % 1.5mL ATy Xy K7
F 2 — TR, EWEERTER R BolE
) & L7, B owiici, 30% SDS ¥k 0.2mL
EIMZ 04 EZ2.0mL & L (SDS#EE 3%), #
FILHHE (BRANSON ##, Fo4 Y =7 57—
7 RNV A R 450D) THEEAEl (158, 3E) %
T, TNEEBEIEEGRAIR S UTe, HiAn#E%
Bl 0.2mL % 1.5mL Ry XY KL T7F 2—7
Y, WA AR (R BIE) &
L7z, BERmEEARNAR 0.7mL % 1.5mL Rx v
Y IRATF a—T7IZH L, TEREEKR (10mM Tris-
HCl, ImM EDTA, pHS.0) £@f11 Phenol V&% 0.5mL
T 2 R BIREA M. O EER (7 R X 4LE, 3520)
T5 M o@E L EE (12,000 X g, BiR) Z17o 7
k% Amicon Ultra Centrifugigal Filter Devices
(MILLIPORE ) ZMWT, BRANEEEIC TR#E L.
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Y% (PBS X 2[8l, TE X 2[A]) DNA Z[EILL 72
(DNA 77) o

2) HXAEEE (2RSS JUERRERDOET)
BRI R (HORamBOlE M) £ i3
P A HORE (Rl B A B 0N € ) 0.02mL (2,
e A 8% 7 i (0.1M Na2HPO4, 0.5mM EDTA,
850mM NaCl, pHS8.5) 0.98mL ZINxiE& L7, %
DRI EtBr K78 (2mg/mL) 0.05mL %l % %
T 10 2Rzl ATy 74 02— (L
££0.02pm) ZAWTIRSG | Ai#fh, 74 VE —&H8k
PEfEE (Olympus BX50) THiL 7z, 1alkHico&
30 By, AHERRDOTR Z Al (st Weafifs) L
SEBER MR, EIEEE (%) 2R,

3) FRIBEE

RN D 10 REF PRI ZAER U 7o b D 2 FEHESER
it (AKSEEHE) 2HWCiREE Y v — L 2 RI2iR
PE, 35°CThiEL. 48RfiRIcon=—REhv
hL 7z,

4. HEERER

DNA &5 % FIVWT PCR Gl 16S-rRNA s o

B3 550bp A HEME L 72,

AW 7F 4 <—IX Nidoi#l & LTz,

341F: 5'-CCT ACG GGA GGC AGC AG-3'

907R: 5'-CCG TCA ATT CMT TTR AGT TT-3'
(M: A/C,R: A/G)

FH &% PCR MO K E 13K 580bp ThH V.|
EBTZ DH A XD PCR M T, #5117 PCR
FEMIE TOPO TA 7 v —=27%v } (Invitrogen
) ZHWTY 77 u—=2 7%, fHgar e
7 M (TOP10) ~EHEIE#ZEIT- 7z, HEBIL
feapn=—nmrbI U X AIGRIRLZ 96 a0 =— %%
U, DNA ¥—% > % — (Applied Biosystems #1:%4,
ABI 3500XL Genetic Analyzer) ZHWT, 7 v—
=V 7 &l DNA #Hi5i® DNA v —7 v A% e L
o Tb ORI ZT — &% X —Z (NCBI-BLAST)
AL, M2 E LT,

5. #REIF DERESTHTE

BB, BREIR 70 & ONTHHR (2 7 A,
6 7 1) W THE LI 2kt & Ui, 1
R 19.9 £ L0, AP FPAAE 18 AITE Y, B
FoSMEL FY. MR BRIK S ERK ATATLE,
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L& LXK 7THHEIZOWT 7 BFEGESE (B
Z0ELT, 326 3%ET) ZHWCEML, HiE
FiE, Wik T 10 o Pk 2 E Y . 3mm
DOESTHEIVIRIZLED 0B E LTH LU, #
FHENTIX SPSS (Ver. 24) ZHV, #ERZEORIEIC
1% Mann-Whitney ® U HE&1T- 7z,

6. RIENEE

AWZEOTRETMNIL, Par L R PO MR E S
DEREZ T TiioTe (2019 4R 2HHS35).
WEoREIZE L, DETHZEO N, &% AR
T L AE—ZOWTHA7 3t 2TV, 5044 O3l
ORI ES > THREMEDNZD D L L,

. #R

1. RROELAIE

HERR OHECHIE TIld. A TOREHTBW T, HiRhk
HRITHETH D T0% E D DRWETH Y, ERHEIER
HHhcolrcigchonzan=—3. vwInd
AHBD 0.1% K ZR LTz, B EOREREIY, &T
DFBHT B W TR SR I AR RS b e Z
LEMERLIE (& D,

2. WARDHEEFFICDOVNT

B IR EAFIH LS L LT AADERK
PRBERFHO—D2TH Y, JLIINTITEDP L ZIT
BN TWDIRZNMAETHIRED L AbILD,
ARRZIZBOTIL, LT O RERFE )G <
STV 5 ZBERHART 2% 100 4 2L L8 U 72 R R
b NS, FIRREER 2o A 62 H) BEEIEL
THW7z, Bk TlX Lactobacillus J& 7% 94 %.
Edaphochlorella J&236%TH Y. FcK (2»H.
6 7 H) TiZ¥H 5D Lactobacillus &4 100% % i
HTW,

WIZHFERN TIE WTFNoBEKRIZBWTH
Lactobacillus acetotolerans D’MFHELTEY, Bk
PR TI% 83% Ll b mWEIG 2R L, HichiR (6 »
H) T66%. MK Qo H) TAT% THoTe, #r
BCBELE (29 A) Tid. L. acetotolerans IZIRUNT,
Lactobacillus namurensis 73 42%% \5%. Z o 2Fk
HOHI90% % DT, L L7 s, FichEEk
(6 # A) TIXL. acetotolerans PEIAIFHIML T
b DD, L. namurensis HH% L., Hick (2 1)
TIXHBL L TWiR W Lactobacillus versmoldensis
(15%) =° Lactobacillus nodensis (10%) ZIZU®
LT DT eEEAMEA L. (KD,

=x 1 BREHAE

(5] IFRIEE . ;. LERINTS
(ellsfg)  (CFurg) ~ ERMEE pemmons
A B B/A (%)
AR 2.2x108 1.0%10° 84.4 0.05
*{2’5’}}%@* 1.6X 108 57%10 83.8 0.03
*fg’})*%’;* 1.0X10° 1.4%10° 9238 0.01
EARRAER 83
FRRAER
2nH) Y
FRAER
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PR ICBT B RICBN T, 495 Y IR FRR
HDOBERIZ 5 % Lactobacillus J& D E|&1X. T
P I5%RRETH - Teh, Bk 30 HIETIEIX 100%:3k8
< M Lactobacillus J& £ 72 0. Z D60 H. 90 H
IZBW TS Lactobacillus I MEZTH V. Z DA
D7 T AGHEEB L O T ABEEOMEIT RS
RNWERELTWD, T, HEWHBEEOH#
I CIXZNE TICHRE SN TWIZABE E £ D,
L. acetotolerans X° L. namurensis &\ 7z LT
O THDIBREIPE L UTHTET 5 & iiE
LT3, AFRICBNTHEER 2»H) Tk
Lactobacillus JEOHBEHTEY, 2k 6 » HEZE
TIEREOMM Z R LT, & BICHEED Iz N T
BHIER 72 & ONTHTRMEIR & 12 L. acetotolerans @
FIEZERA L, BRMRAEL 2D Z LitkoTED
HIEBBEINTHZ L 2RO,

3. AT OEFEFHE
BR OB D2 & B L S & OB 23§ 5

Tedd, BChiR 72 & NTHiHR 2 » H. 6 7 H) %
JAWTHEER T 2 ek L. BRI X 5 B REaH 297 -
Teo BRCHA L S ONTHRHEIR (2 H) O T,
BRBER OFESIZ 0.71 ~ 1.86, Bk 2» H) T
i -114~ 143 R L, BBER O FIRIZB N TS
BlIZEWZ LA LR (p<0.01). —J7. Buschisg
725 NTHHER (6 7 A) OFSHTIR. Bk iX
0.33 ~ 1.61. Frakhfirk (6 » H) 1%-0.67~1.39 TH
D, PSR ICB W TP ERICE N T e a2 L
7z (p<0.0D). FRHER (27 H) ZHWIERERHI T
. BRUACIIEREEIRD SNRP Tt b DO,
42T OIEH CRRBER O RS AR WMETR T B o T2 53,
FRCHIE (67 H) oW TIE, FEOMEMIZED
LIRPoTe, SHIT, HRCHR & Bk (2% H)
BROHRBER 6 H) OFLSDE%E iR U ksR,
HREER (67 H) IZBWT, &b, Bk BBk &
THT L S OIHE TRHIR & OFEA D ZED3dAMER]
ZrRliz (X2,

ETTCTRE ARME A LB BE PREL BL EBIEL
EHCHY BO BPBLY BE BRI/ L IEBITHL
-3 -2 -1 0 1 2 3
5 8 A—&
é LJ i k% .|
g K A& L
5 % A =
i3S A ]
HTHTLS A
LoElLoERK A
HEARHRIR A FTRCHRER (20 A)
3 -2 -1 0 1 2 3
N 8 A
% U e
5 Bk <& ]
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B Bk < m
[ 3 ® B
HTHTLE »
LeELoErk =
p=<0.01 BEBREE  © FREURE (61 8)
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V. E8

/NEF 513, L. acetotolerans DA w B LHfE L L T
U B B ER T B R 2% 40 ~ 100 472 8 4= 1 R 38k
ENTHKRTRAD bR LHMEL TN, Sbig,
L. acetotolerans 121\ pH CTH MR H 5 Z & 2
5. FLBAEITE B O ORI M R Uzt
BRI D Z LT E, Fie. BRI IR IR
THBERLTNSEY Y, ARFFEICBNT bR T
L. acetotolerans ISTFAET % Z & MR LTz, FEBRIT
M U 7o 2R 13 100 4220 BAZ kA3 T X TR
THDIH, RO Z®B L T L. acetotolerans
BEGREE o Te LB BIVNT S O L —F L
o —J5. ERIE " SRR Tl Enterococcus J&.
Leuconostoc J&. Pediococcus BB T 503, 5
B DHEATITHE Y, FLI W B RS C Lactobacillus
plantarum <° Lactobacillus brevis & 5B 1272 %
LHE LTS, S5Iz. NS Y i L. plantarum
PMEEREE oo TR 2 Z kS Z Lz ko T, RER
IZ L. namurensis & L. acetotolerans H3M& i fE & 7z
5 LERLTWD, AiFzeTid, #akhik Q»H) <
L. acetotolerans I{Z-2\\C L. namurensis 3 f& &l
HTHY. FBUR (6 »H) Ti& L. acetotolerans
B DEWEIS 2R LT\, ZIUEET R o FREL
DRI, KBED 15% ROBARHIRZ N X TN D72,
Bl PR T L. plantarum 732 £ O EREIZFED b
T RIS & AR OB N TR L 2> Tz
L. acetotolerans DFAE L. BEHIRICHE- TEDOE
APEMLIcEEZ NS, ZOZ LD, FRHIThH
PRS2 BTIE. B L ICR 2 iRing 2 Z &l
T oT, BRI TR OB A, ZEE LTl
EBEAT MR LD T L R S,

WIZ, [ 2 1TR LTI X 2 B REREMAS IR L 0
PARHEPR 72 & TNTH IR (2 0 H) DL TIE, #4
RCHER O BRI W THRICEWETH V., ZOMHho
FHTIRHEAETRD bhgirote, 4965 13 b
PROFREN IX 2k I 2% 2 129> TH L, %
YR BITAMEAN AR LT LS L T D, IHIT,
R OJRPRIZIE, BURORZ IE T, BIRICE
ENDEER AW, ABELSNO T T AGTEER L
DNRFGUABHHELTND EHRELTVD, ThbHo
ZEhn, Bk 2o H) & AR 2D,
PSR L AR OERIZ A A TS D DD, ZDHIE
DFENDSEHE T OV T L T D Z L R S

,71,

B, —H FBER (6 4 H) ZMHWICERETHE TIZ.
BEITRD NPT DD, FYRHWCAT
HFLIT, FRkER (65 H) OFLLSRWMEINZ R
L. HERRIZROW TEAGHRR THRICRVEZ iR L
Too FEROEBMREIL, BOERSMENDEFR T
T, BRI AR T D BRITER 320 &k 2 B & H
THICOEEEFHFOLEZ LN TS, FHER (6 7
H) Z O THEE T O RESEAMS TR & L FraciER (6 »
H) OBBHEBEMETLTWZZERZE2bh, Zh
IZ & o TERAITOKRDDPEAA L. BRI ORI E
Licefgangd, £io. FREHIC KX D FAMBIEHFITIE
BPEN D ABORE LR T 2R EREER & FLEELIAL
Iz, Welis7s & OFBIE, —RILRZSCT VI — e
TEE Z T DT o BB H 5, FLERH O Bl
IZ X o CHBRBEOIER PR 2 D78, BRICHFET
DHIEHEOHEFENELT D Z itk > T, it
W DR DOEMITENBEL D Z LB3EX BN,
AW TIE, RO ZLNMAE & B L S & OB
HWAERDZEZHNE LT, B0 722 - T |R
T, IR D QNSRRI O B RERIINIC &
5 Wikt 217 - 7e. B REFHMIITIS W THHE 1T O JERE
TR 2L MR U Te b3, BHEER O SRl or-P i
OYBRFHN & OBR# M ZMF T E TN, 4
BIZZ NS DOFVEENE L DBMRIZOWT b #RE &2
LDVETHD. Ele. LIk <ix PDEET) 720
T, BIRAERIR U DElkE] 2tRiE e LT
HPBIEBINTND, ZO7ed, HilgehZEIz L -
THRE ORI b DL EXDNS, 5%, %
B ITDONT b A & S5 L S &25Hl35 Z
LIz ko T, AL OPE LI & U O -k &
DOREZPERTE, NN ENRETLIHDO—-DELT
ZOMNERET D Z L IEL TN EX 5,
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Evaluation of Taste in Nukadoko with Different Aging Periods
— Comparison by Microbiota Analysis and Sensory Evaluation —

Atsuko Funakoshi *, Kenichiro Iida **, Junko Hatano ***,

. s sk o 3k, kskek
Katsumi Chijiwa ", Masayo Oumi

< Abstract >

“Nukazuke” and “nukadaki” using “nukadoko” are pervasive as local food in Kitakyushu, which
is located in the northern part of Fukuoka. So far, there are few reports regarding taste of nukazuke,
despite the fact that research on microbiota analysis and microbiota changes in the nukadoko.
In this study, we investigated microbiota analysis of nukadoko with different ages and sensory
evaluation of pickled cucumber in nukadoko. As a result of the microbiota analysis, the long-aged
nukadoko contained Lactobacillus(94%) and Edaphochlorella (6%), the newly prepared nukadoko
contained only the Lactobacillus until 6 months of aging. Further long-aged nukadoko and newly
prepared nukadoko contained L. acetotolerans, which increased with longer aging period. In the
sensory evaluation results of the long-aged nukadoko pickles scored 0.71 to 1.86, and newly prepared
nukadoko (2 month of aging) pickles scored -1.44 tol.43, confirming that “umami” was significantly
different (p<0.01). Comparing the long-aged nukadoko pickles and the newly prepared nukadoko (6
month of aging) pickles, the salty taste of long-aged nukadoko pickles was significantly higher (p<0.01).
These results suggested that taste of nukazuke might be influenced by the components of nukadoko,
salt concentration, microbiota and balance of microbiota.

Keywords: nukadoko, nukazuke, microbiota analysis, Lactobacillus, sensory evaluation
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