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Screening of excellent lactic acid bacteria for silage with
citrus peel residue and its silage effect

PAN Xiaomei® , PENG Rong®, YIN Zhongyi",LIU Xuesong*,ZHENG Xuxu®*"

(a Environmental and Biological Engineering Institute ,b Chongqing Key Lab of Catalysis & Functional Organic Moleculers ,

Chongqing Technology and Business University »Chongqing 400067 ,China)

Abstract: [Objective] The aim of this paper was to screen the excellent Lactobacillus for silage with
citrus peel residue. [Method] Lactic acid bacteria were isolated from natural ensilaged citrus residue and
fermented citrus peel residue with straw by streak plate method. Based on morphological observation, phys-
iological and biochemical tests of the strains isolated, strains were screened and compared through acid pro-
duction,acid and alkali yield, and growth curve. [Result] 7 of the 12 preliminarily screened strains were
Lactobacillus,and the other 5 were Pediococcus. The excellent Q5 strain was Lactobacillus plantarum ,
which grew fast (could reach exponential stage within 2 h), produced acid quickly (pH could decrease to
3.48) and resisted acid and alkali strongly. The crude protein of citrus peel residue increased with Q5
strain. The composition of ensiled citrus peel had no significant difference and the quality was better than
those with directly ensiled citrus peel. [Conclusion] The Q5 strain could be used as a source of bacterial
species for ensiling citrus peel residue.
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RGN AT 0 N R — G e s & A .
1 5 W) T Bk O 3R R R 1 K 43 AL R S 1
W Ty S R R AR s A NN A EE A R R A2
Xif PR B i A K VT G i ELIR B T A R IEY . 5
—J7 1l Bt % TR R B Il A T K R DR R M
I TR A B (0 Tk A BF T A A
] A 5E 3 B L A AR K BR S A K e AR R R LR
R AN RS A FE A E RN R K S
HIUTEEERY T BB RENLGA RN ES .
o R A A Bz v T LA e B 24 sl e S ) L, m]
VE AR RER

H AT BEAT 1 5 T A0 A Bz o ol A Rk 0 A 5 32
B TPAE 3 AT - — & BT R E R R R A
Bl EAF A8 11 0 e () G 9k 1 R K i R iR Y
R R0 s R R M A B R R R (A T
T REAE R AR R AR ) =R A A R T R
W Ry ApRE i T MR B AR T L A& A R
EF G Rl S RE SR S s A
SITREAR 38 111 Rt WORE A A7 e 88 kT 75
SRy LR B A ] A K o A 3R AR R s e A K
Mz —, — Wi NG Rl A B oA R R R
B RERE BT G W R, oK sh gk Js B B 1Y
FLRR A B /b L EE S RO ORN AR R WS I
WA Bz s e I 1 L e Dl R0 e S B ZLIRR 1A v
AR & e A FLRR L O R S LR A AN TR R Tk
REAIR pH ., 45 R5 DX AU IR B3 300 1 A 3 B 9 A 1, T
IR B PR R E SR B E

ERTF — MR A MG R th T &R
PR IR A5 S BOL pH E ALK 5T IOM AR Bz i 1 3L
M2 B A — s i R . 59 4h. IR E R O E
2AE 4—5 H O s, AT E R &, 2 HDR kI, =
A I Rz DR A B T B 3 BT (15~ 30 °CO) 1 A B Ji T
HERD 4 bR UR K. T — A LR T T B 4~6
h 4 3 6B R RV L ke 95 I A< 2 A 2
A — o RO E R I SR R SO AN 8
FRAH AR T G b R A 7 AT ARG R T 1 o B R
R A R TR R A R A R LR B Lk B R A
7 AR A7 R T Y AR A S B e S A A R
T AL E 5 R BE FH B JE Bl . A R 9 SR ST MR £k ik
A AT 2 W R s vh 40 O DA O X A O TR R R AT R
A 2E R A A ARRRAE 55 5 L A2 0 7 IR 1 R A 1 A
B o BTz O B B R % T R T P L 7 R AR T L O X
FLAEAT oy 7 50 s LAY SR TF 2R 1) M A7 B 788 % T T
REE AR5

1 BRLS I7
L1 # #

B EEAAE R A KT R BIEHT T, 2%
AR M WETRFLFT B Lactobacillus acidophilus (45
CICC 6005, i #R S) 1B i Bk # Pediococcus pen-
tosaceus (g5 CICC 22738, g W), g g v E T
A AE D AR g G . TS E R BT R
3 CEmEFEFFHD .

L2 BRESREREER

MRS AR B F2 58 - AR 10 g, F AR K 10 g.
MEbE S W) 5 g  FPBCIR — Bk 2 2. ZTREN 5 g
K,HPO, 2 g,MgSO, « 7H,O 0. 5 g, MnSO, 0. 25
g, %M 20 g, 1kJE-80 1 mL,Z&M Kk 1 000 mL, H
Sk pH H 6.2~6.4,121 ‘CKH 20 min, [ THBEH
GRS ANEEE S,

MRS [ {55 35 3 1a] MRS W A 55 3% 3 b A
i o B0 1. 8 Vo M BEAR AN 2 00 I B R 4% . #8257 I £5)
S T LR T Y 4 s Al e

FLIRTA S W R WU - W 05 10 ¢ R 3 2.4
WK 1 g 53R 10 mL, €M7k 1 000 mL,

1.3 FEH

AL104 HL 7 RKF MR -8 M 2408 (L) A
R W] s DL-1 3 JHL g b 5t 26 AR A g A R 2
A3 YX280A FHE AT ) 28 1K T8 a > il =
o ST 2R A BR 2N F) s SHA-C KB fE IR IR 3% 4% . 7T
AR KALER T 5 V-1200 7] WL 456k Bt b
1 5 1% IR AL AS A BR 2> 7] 5 pHS-3C + B R B2 3 . il 4P
22 5 FF R A FR 2 7 5 Sorvall R RC-3C PLUS #
7 38 Uk R B0 HL, 52 [ KENDRO 22 ] 51260 5
o RO @54, SE [ Agilent Technologies 24 7] .
L4 77 &

L4l HAked 8 KRB B R A 0 3T B A G J
IR 2 Ay, — Iy HEE T HE N AR KEE. 55—
WS INTEHE Z0 B0k 40 V0 B B R IR 51 IR T, 2
TRz A SRR BETT I 5 A H S 40 Bl R A R B JR R
HETIE A ER P4 CHERET R

Ld4.2 Wheys Bt W ER 2R KA 25 ¢
T 225 mL K EBEER K %35 B8 20 5 400 L 47
VLT R BE B B AR ORE 2 107, % i R B O A4 0. 1
mL ¥5) WA T A B 434 2% CaCO; 1) MRS
[ R B SR b K Sl T (36 1) CE R IR 48
HBE IR 48 WL RO S P U ELAT A FLIR I
VR U AR B MR T 7 L AR MRS [ AR B 57 4 b
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HRIZ itk = apgvEty .
1.4.3 SLBmuEwnF s (DEEREE. WK
LSRR TR LA AT 25 R e e At

(OB RS E . RYESCERC16 109 )7 ik 4 b
TR B R AT A2 B W VAR (eI CHL S PR AR SR
R g, DL S RYEIR S (pH Ry 4.5 A1 9. 6) £ K
R N AR (10 Al 45 C) A= Kb 6 | i & 43 5L
6.5% NaCl A= K80 . % )5 R FHBE f it & 1 48 1k
PRI & gt
4.4 HRBILBREA G XTI 0L IR B 17
W 2 G R LA I8 A A A B I A R R

(D =R M50 R 0 3 0 FL AR B8 3 1 8
Fi 4 5 00 IR 43 B0 1 1t H22 80 781 22 W T MRS T 1A
Rige e, 1 36 'CF oyl B 55 9% 0,2,4,6.8,10,
12,14,24 #0136 h, U K539, I e H pH (ES .

(2) o 2 it 1 B 0 o 3 Ak Y FLIRR BT 4% 500
(RBUHO R4y 54 A pH b 2,4,6,8 H1 10 (1
MRS AR K F2 3P 41K 3 AN E R 37 CHH i1
F% 15 h, i 4% 4 3 W AE 600 nm &b (¥ W% % B {E
(ODgo0 1) «

(3) LA K ik, B0 ik ) LR 1 3
g% 4 500 R 50 YRR A B T MRS )
fRKEFREE T, F 36 C TR 7%, M 2 h Bt 1 &
REEWEZEERKM&E TR, LD MRS K385k
25 A R BTN S8 & T TN K 97 2 7E 600 nm
Ab £ 2 5 B 1 (ODjgo0 )17

D PR LRI, K5 5% 24 h BB
8 000 r/min £ F B0 15 min, B 1 W H & 3%
VROAR € R4S S P A LR L LR AP EERR TR L T
MR, BI% &M R3S 0. 05 mol/L B R — &
B S BERR R S Wk (pH2. 6) F B IR 4 W AR P
MRBLEE A 97 = 3) iR 20 °CL i 0. 8 mL/min,
K4 214 nm, gEFE R 20 pL,

1.4.5 HREHAG S TFEZ Nl EM LS 0
O BT AR 0 B AR Rl 5 15 20 00 R bk ik &
Jbot =i R A ARG RA AT T4, H
I E 0 16S rDNA L PCR 5451 9y 40 7 %
SEE S 27F, IE 10 5197 8 R 5'-AGAGTTT-
GATCCTGGCTCAG-3"", [z i 51 9 )5 %1 K 5'-
CTACGGCTACCTTGTTACGA-3""", 8k J5 it 47
PCR §" 3 , fi % PCR =4 E 470077

1.4.6 KR HHRARFERE LR 0m
B Q5 51 ik Tl . 205l 4% 5% (RFL4- 50 1
HEMT AW IRAEE T 36 'CF kB 36~

A8 h, % pH FRHEE 4.0 LI FRIZH, BEH K
T S AT AR R s R AR T I b FR AR 3 2
0.5 %0 1 & )2 W A 2 Fh & B (A s i Q5
A7 B S i S R D 2 R R ST e B R
DEEER. WIS 2T AR 7 3, [H
i 575 — b Bz 3o NI4T AT 7 0 B R BRI A S
MC )., FI60 dJ5.4%GB/T 6435—2014 i &
A Rz o 7 2 ARDRE K 43, # GB/T 6432—1994 il
JERLEE F & R NY/T 2016 — 2011 I & SRR &
5 ] pH 300 M A 7 B i RS pHL U L
75 I 8 ATV P e K AR5 3 it B IR R
IR A A A A A ] (NH, /TN & 20 A
T DN 5 R AR M I ARDR 4 A LR 21 A

2 AR5

2.1 FBENSSBE

A CaCO; ) MRS A7 I Pk HUA 55 P8l K 1)
W 7EY S 7E MRS R b alifb 5 A7 . I E Sk &k g
PR AR Ty B 4 BRTRBR . 43 il 44 D X1, X2,
X3, X5 PNTSINFS FF & 1 0 NI AR Bz 3 vh 43 85 1 8 Ak
R 2R 1RO BI 3 BRI 23 il e 44 J1.J2.)3, 5
2 WA B 5 AR Al ar 44 Q1.Q2.Q3.Q4.Q5,
2.2 IBEMNNTEE
2.2.1 mAFHE HFERLAH.HESRHM 12
PRB R R s s FL L D S8 5 R i
WIE IR B RIEE . Hor ]2, X1, X3 Wik e/ Q2.
Q4. J1.X2 W/, BB AR QL. XS5 Wk K
NEHQ3.Q5 A T3 W R K. 12 BRI R = IR
Yoo B 5L B R A8 S R A SE AR A A FLIR T 1 2
Ko MRS, 12 #RE K X1.X3.J1 23
KEIE A, Q5.J3.X2.X5 5 B0 2 Ay 24> L AFoIR
HoAth 35 S FF AR kAR
2.2.2 AmAMHAE NE2ALIE LSS
W 12 BRE7E pH 4.5.pH 9.6 F1 6.5% NaCl(Q5 &
SO TR I 10 CTRHAERK, B %
YT R T P R R RS TR AT R 5 TR AR QLS
Q2.Q3.Q4.Q5.J1.J2 A A F H Al JLA B8 bk . 7 45
CTHWReAK, SEMRILTELE 45 CHRUTHAK
T LA — 8, BT — o WY i o R BT 12 MR 8
TJoizs g s 12 BR TR & T A AR b O e B B R WAk, 1
WA 25 20 i 5 A0 v B9 28 10 55 12 R T % T o 2
R R A RN H, S AR R4 i (5 & R .
VN 7Nl S b MU= s el o 1 A N W
B 1Y) T AR AT B A AR A R R
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Table 1 Morphological characteristics of isolated lactic acid bacteria
= pr
it CRTT: g s et .
. . . icroscopic p
Strain Colony characteristics S Dye
characteristics
WY&/ BE . A, REDEHE GBIE S5 AEN L% 2N SN .
Q1 . . . . X G(+) 4. 14
Small, white, circular, smooth, wetting, regular , non-transparent Single or chain,globular
WYEE/N BB FL A 6 R TG GBI A &5 ORE Al R L BROIR .
Q2 . . X X . X G(+) 4. 14
Smaller, mike white,circular,smooth, wetting, regular, non-transparent Single or chain,globular
WY&/ BUE  FL A6 REDGH OB 55 A& A BRR .
Q3 . . ) K . G(+) 4.27
Small, circular, mike white,smooth,wetting,regular,non-transparent Single, globular
WVEE/N L BTE  FL A 6 R TG R %5 ORI oA s R BROIR .
Q4 . . . . . .. . G(+) 4. 24
Smaller, circular, mike white,smooth, wetting,regular,non-transparent Single or chain.globular
W&/ R L RGBSR E Y] LN TR RN . -
Q5 - . . . < . G(+) 4.15
Small, circular, white, smooth, wetting, regular, non-transparent Single, bacillus
W& BN BDE 3L A A RIEDE 3 GRIE LS5 RN E ] KB TR N
J1 . . . . . . . G(+) 4.12
Smaller, circular, mike white,smooth, wetting,regular.non-transparent Long-chain, bacillus
W& AR /N B 3L A, R GH R L S 5 B ] SR AT AR . )
J2 . . . . . . . G(+) 4.08
Tiny,circular, mike white,smooth, wetting,regular, transparent Short-chain, bacillus
/N R A, R T DG B RS R E A AR .
J3 . . . . . G(+) 4. 10
Small, circular, white,smooth, wetting, regular, non-transparent Single, bacillus
WYEAR/AN BB . (1 (6, RTEDGH GBI %5 & W KA AT AR . -
X1 . . . . . . G(+) 4. 15
Tiny,circular, white,smooth, wetting. regular, transparent Long-chain, bacillus
WEE/N B LA @ R TG R A &5 R E A AT AR .
X2 . . R X . . G(+) 4.12
Smaller, circular, mike white,smooth,wetting,regular,non-transparent Single, bacillus
. WYEAR/AN BB ZL A 6 R TG GBI . A &5 R E KA AT AR .
X3 . . . . . . . G(+) 4.08
Tiny,circular, mike white,smooth,wetting,regular,non-transparent Long-chain, bacillus
BN BUE 1 6, R IGHE R, 0585, RiE BA AR .
X5 . . . . . G(+) 4.10
Small, circular, white, smooth, wetting, regular, non-transparent Single, bacillus
GO "RIR 2 LY 2
Note:“G(+)” denotes gram positive.
K2 HEEBERVSHIBABRENEELEUBTEEE
Table 2 Physiological and biochemical identification of lactic acid bacteria
- iRk R/ C W ] 2 M
e X — HH RS ¥ 15| s : H,S fim )32/ A
EEE7N it fi iz gt ﬂﬂ& (ﬁlﬂﬁ ks i i 7 : pH Temperature 6.5% TR A
. . o Gelatin ~ Indol T H-S 8 . .
Strains  Catalase Motility liquidized  test Sriss Jueti NaCl Acid Gas
tauidze es test  Production oy 5 9.6 10 45 production production
Ql - — — - - - +++ ++ - + ++ + —
Q2 — — - — — — +++  ++ - ++ ++ + —
Q3 — - — — — — +++  ++ - ++ ++ + —
Q4 - — — — - - +++  ++ — + ++ + —
Q5 - - - - — — +++ 4+ - ++ — + -
J1 - — — — — — ++ ++ — + +++ + —
]2 — — — — — — ++ ++ — ++ +++ + —
J3 - — — - — - ++ ++ — — +++ + —
X1 — — — - — — ++ ++ - — +++ + —
X2 — — — — — — ++ ++ — — +++ + —
X3 — — — — — — ++ ++ — — +++ + —
X5 - — — - — - ++ ++ — - +++ + -
W R FLAT A
Lactobacillus  — — — - — - ++ ++ - ++ — + —
acidophilus
A Bk
Pediococcus — — — — - — - ++ ++ - — +++ + —

pentosaceus
T SRR BT ARG R B IR B 30~50 NEVE s H VRN 1~ 30 DY — TR R Y A K E BB T,

Note:“ -+ + 4" indicates the growth of bacterial colony;“ -+ +" indicates 30 —50 bacterial colony in medium;“+" indicates 1—30 bacterial

colony;“—" indicates no bacterial growth.

NEESE 12 BRIEBR T R IR B BE g 22 57 3
PEATREIE A WL SR N 3 P, Sia R 10K
2.3 3 MWL EE A e 45 5L . X BRAR 2[R0 26 Mt

HLE MR QLLQ2.Q3. Q4. J2 A KA DL AH I . Bl
56 28 SR RARAH [R] o HEA ] 4 W oAy [] — Ao s o8 A5 A
T I TR LT T A T 2 SR A AL DR O 9 2 7 O FLAT B
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J& (Lactobacillus) 7 , L F bk Q4 KB4 R M A
PR AL S5 8 S5 R B S g IR FLAT I — 2 NI s e
R FAT B (Lactobacillus acidophilus) s B A
X1.X2.X3.X5.J1 35X 5 B bl PR 0o s e 1 25 2R 5 1%
W P 3R T 5 R AH AR 29 S RE A T LB o Ll B L B i

A A A0 AR L PRI 8% %8 58 0 BRI & (Pediococcus)
AN BE s B RE Q5 RN 3 B AL B FLFT BRI R
AT L T A KR 43 B8 L N 8 & I R BT AA B AN

BB 4 % 5 I FUAT 38 (Lactobacillus) A1,

R3 HEBEREPHNSHBEIRENREELBER

Table 3 Sugar alcohol fermentation results of lactic acid bacteria

VERRFLAT B M Bk

Carbﬁoﬁitr?:drate Lm:t(}/)acz{llu.& Pediococcus Q1 Q2 Q3 Q4 Q5 J1 J2 J3 X1 X2 X3 X5
acidophilus  pentosaceus
D-%i % B D-glucose + + + + + + + + + + + + + +
% ZE M Maltose +— + + + + + + + + + + + + +
Z5 % Inulin + +— + + + + + — + + - - - -
fl 2= Rhamnose + — + + + + — - + - - - - -
K1t Salicin + + + + + + + + + + + + + +
¥ = F¥ Melezitose — — — — — - + - - + - — - —
HEME Sucrose + - + + + + + - + + - +— - -
£ M4 Esculoside — — — — — — — — — — — — - -
FLHE Galactose + + + + + + + + + + + + + +
M Fructose + + + + + + + + + + + + + +
214k — % Cellobiose + + + + + + + + + + + + + +
FLAH Lactose + — + + + + + — + + - — — —
11 AL Sorbierite — — — — — — + — — + — - — -
ff BEAf 4 Arabinose + — + + + + — — + — — — — —
Hi k4 Raffinose — — + + + - + - +— + - - - -
AH Xylose — — - — — — — — — — — — — —
# M Melibiose + + + + + + + — + + — - — —
AW Amygdalin - + + + + + — + + + - +— - -
M Trehalose + + + + + + + + + + + + + +
H # % Mannitol + + + + + + + — + + - — - +—
PR S BUEE < St T S i B 5] £ K o
Note:“-+7” indicates positive.“—" indicates negative,*“+ —” indicates weakly positive.
25 HRAMEEKHESR 25,1 PEMKE TR S T
ik 0 e 3 A AR B T A R R . SR R AR B AR R SRR B Z L pHLT B

Xt e A B A 12 R R BEAT S O, T E B EEHT R
TS P T e D A A1 45

P2 pH FRER 4.2 LUN S HFINHCRIIE., % 4
O 12 A~ FLIR TR TR BR B R A
®1 ERAMEEKNEBRARER

Table 4 Acid production results of isolated lactic acid bacteria(pH)

5 5] /h
Culture S w Q1 Q2 Q3 Q4 Qf X1 X2 X3 X5 J1 J2 J3
time
0 6 6 6 6 6 6 6 6 6 6 6 6 6 6
2 5. 85 5.69 5.61 5. 60 5. 64 5. 74 5.59 5.35 5.25 5.33 5.29 5.34 5.34 5. 31
4 5.93 5.02 5. 54 5. 56 5.59 5.56 5.37 5.13 5. 11 5.12 5.12 5.20 5.25 5. 24
6 5.23 4.30 5.16 5.12 5.13 5.20 4.64 4.63 4.60 4.56 4.69 4.66 4.67 4.62
8 4.89 4.03 4.93 4.97 4. 96 5.01 4.22 4.06 4.06 4.01 4.12 4. 14 4.12 3.99
10 4.61 3. 87 4. 80 4.72 4. 84 4.82 4.00 4.03 4.05 4.03 4.07 4.13 4.18 3.96
12 4.58 3.83 4.72 4.74 4.76 4.77 3.87 3.88 3.87 3. 86 3.90 3.93 3.95 3.78
24 4.48 3.88 4.50 4.52 4.53 4.56 3.65 3.58 3.61 3.62 3. 67 3.69 3. 66 3.59
36 4.38 3.89 4.42 4.00 4. 46 4. 46 3.48 3.67 3.71 3.71 3.70 3.69 3.73 3.52

T S, R FLFF I s W OB ) 3R

Note:S. Lactobacillus acidophilus ; W. Pediococcus pentosaceus.

M4 FLLAE 1. Q1. Q2. Q3. Q4 IR fiE 1 A

.24 hJ5 pHERGEFFES] 4.2 LUF s AR RALE
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Bigf 8 hJm. pH{HI PRSI 4.2 7247, 12 h )5 pH
TR 4 LUT R3] T BUNZOR . Hob ., DU B
J3 P d R 5 9% 8 hJjm pH fH T FEE 4 LIT, 36 h
Ja pHAEIAE] 3. 52, J 7 071 09 BELAE B bR s B PR Q5
PRIREE R I 2 pH AR SEAE 3. A8 L Al A S IV Y
HAE BRI R 5 B bk X1 7ERE SR 24 h )5 pH {HiAH] 3. 58,
5 T3 A X2, X3 A X5 1 77 R A Ak s R BOM
] AH DA X3 A KA 1 R J2 77 B A% B AR B, {5 55
F¢ 24 bt J2 pH EHEUN . R ER5 )7 TR AR ™
MR 5 L B FE Q5 X1.X3.J2 Ml J3 HEAT 5 2e b 5T .
2.3.2 wrERW A REE R TSR R BT,
25T 8 D 192 2O o DA 0He 368 o T R O 2 1
— 0k R FL IR WL A E pH (E T A% RO
ODso o [H AT ET 1 BT

2.4¢ OpH2;EpH4:ApH6; EpHS; COpH10

I3

Q5 X1 X3
B R
Strains

Bl 1 2O MR e R ] pH AR IE R 9 KA

Fig. 1 Growth of strains with different pH values

LT ATAL S R ARTE pH Ol 6~8 MY SR T
BB s X1 J2 i BR A 2o TR B3 2o 1) 2% 1
THIRREA K X3 T3 K00, A 2 R uk A A B 2% A
AR A g, BT — R B M . HL T BE T3
{4 T T2 B i 0 5 T B Pk X35 Q5 T Ak 28 L A b R R
BB PER  pH 2 10 BB AR BB AE K. A RE & T 1%
AP AR R LR S5 AT BILTR Hh A T R 3R PR b % e £
FEA — & BT 5P e 806 pH Ry 4 B, Q5 155K B
fRRAK UL Q5 BA —E Mt iR k. Tt
B E A Fr IR A A HLIER T A B — o 1Y PR ML i
Q5.J3 HIE A H T & FEA ARG Bz i
2.3.3 AMKRILBEHAKME MWAE 2L
AL HEE Q5.3 A KR RIA B, Q5 Wik
7% 2 h J5 BV AR A AR, 12 h B ODggg o {H 75 5
R 1892, AR ESE 0.9 2247, J3 HMKREEFR 4 h
JEHEAKT FCAE K, 14 h B ODgoo o 35 3 52 K
1710, s A F0ETE 0.6 2247, ML S . Q5 Btk
KPR, BE 08 1 AR B i IR TS A

TR AR B i 00 I Ak

0 4 8 12 16 20 24 28 32 36
Hi 37 [E)/h

Culture time

K2 SRS Q5 Al J3 ARk
Fig. 2 Growth curve of Q5 and J3 strains
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Table 5 Composition of ensiled citrus peel residues
EIRRERTFIN
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Ensiled citrus peel with 82. 65 3.25 11. 64 6. 94 7.80 4.59 8. 89 2.85
common lactobacillus
C({ﬁ(ﬁﬁé%m\”) . 82. 46 3.31 11.28 7.09 6.71 5.05 5.94 2.33
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