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Mechanisms of Lactic Acid Bacteria Adaptation to Acidic
Environments: The Possible Interplay between
Two—-Component System (TCS) and r—-Aminobutyric Acid
(GABA) Production

Eunyeong Hwang and Jae-Yong Park’
Department of Food Science and Nutrition, Daegu Catholic University, Gyeongsangbuk-do, 38430, Korea

Abstract

This review analyzes the mechanisms by which lactic acid bacteria (LAB) adapt to
acidic environments, with a particular focus on the potential linkage between the
two-component system (TCS) and y-aminobutyric acid (GABA) production. LAB acidify
their surroundings by producing lactic acid during fermentation, and as probiotics,
they must also survive the highly acidic conditions of the human gastrointestinal tract.
Consequently, they have developed sophisticated acid adaptation systems. At the
molecular level, this review examines how LAB respond to acid stress, demonstrating
that TCS plays a crucial role in sensing environmental signals and regulating gene
expression accordingly. Additionally, the review explores the mechanisms through
which GABA, produced as part of the acid stress response, contributes to acid
tolerance. The findings suggest a potential connection between TCS signaling
pathways and GABA production, which provides a fundamental basis for developing
new strategies to enhance GABA production in LAB. From an industrial perspective,
modulating TCS signaling could help optimize fermentation processes and improve
probiotic viability. Furthermore, this review provides a theoretical basis for developing
LAB strains with enhanced acid resistance and increased GABA productivity.
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Acid Adaptation of Lactic Acid Bacteria

oAl Aik AAste] I TS AMJSAZIE E40] 1o,
o|& Qlsj| pH7} 2 oAM= BT 4= A= FF HAUSS
A AT ERL T2ulo| QAR A QI gTe] ARt At
SO = AoPdS & Qlofok 5t7] whizel F4kte] Mg A
32 ofF %8351t Papadimitriou et al, 2016; Zhu et al,
2024). fANFE TEHPO|QEAR HFH o] sl ol A
oftE 4 QXS ol WS o 7|7 S8 ATl e
3Pt slom, ofAds| o L WS 7| fIet At X8 Foltt
(Minami et al, 2022; Peredo et al, 2016; Ramos et al,
2018; Venema et al, 2020; Vidhyalakshmi er a/, 2009). &
o, HAA o R AJEo] eEd o] e RS AV A
& AlARE 201 glow o] AE SHiststy] {15k A A8 %
3t J5 P 99 BaET ook AgEdolAs Hs X8t
(adaptive laboratory evolution, ALE)E 4%, tiAMd A z29
olshE 21t EFEA nYEEY] Hdtt EAZ ik Sisl A
B, ofghe, Feke, Adu 22 aR7PR] S4 Alx Eof
oz AL&fYrHMavrommati et al, 2022). A L
sourdough & ol&=l= A FF21 Levilactobacillus
brevis?] 4t W 5712 913t A5 %t A HARE AHIE &
3 24 YWdZ S7tolo] e =UoEH Ha s F-85H ot
1 54 24 HIEo F4E o8t Han er al, 2024). &,
Lactiplantibacillus plantarum® At 23 ASIE 53] A2 o
F= 7199 9 949 48 59 ATP 4 84, transporter,
AEYA §Hg Tl 5o IS SRIskGl T, of =gt 4t Ui/d
Zok= FAkte] TRt AV A3 B o) 544 Z18kE B3
ojFojActa BEQTHZhu et al, 2024). §ARFS] AHIEH
A3 Wiols ot 22 wAYSo] Atk AWA, F-ATPase
A 571 R oAl FERISE AIARRS SRF A Wf pH A
A, A, Aadt g HSE S A T A, Al
A, At A= Aghol| ek S3F 1Y, vlHiA, AEA Thild U
371 B3t DNAC} Thlldl &4f o2, thAlHA, two-component
system(TCS)= &3 AF AEHA 712 E tf-gol= WHo] Atk
(Cui et al, 2020).

AkEe] ofn| A ALY 9] y-aminobutyric acid(GABA)
AR o 9] A AR AE ACE HilEo] glom
GABA Ao A glutamate decarboxylase(GAD)7} AR
£ it ARBSHAA] A A@Hge] 7]ofok= AR A A UTHCui
et al., 2020; Gong er al, 2019; Lyu er al, 2018; Sezgin &
Tekin, 2023; Watanabe er a/, 2011). GABA: A4 A174A
SEAEA G, 1% 25, 719 A, EHS U T Q)
AolA oot 715 7M. ol#et FHER Qs
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.
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GABAE AYitohs fikd wejsto] i A3 A&sAY, =
EHP|QEAR A T FANFOERE GABAE HiE A4lst
£ 5 GABAY] A4 &85 913t a7t EdstA Zg=] 1 9l
THCui er al, 2020; Icer et al, 2024; Kim et al, 2022;
Kwon er al,, 2016; Lee er al., 2020; Phuengjayaem er al.,
2021; Xiao and Shah, 2021; Yogeswara et al,, 2020). 7]&<]
GABA A4t fratetoll Hieh A7 friketol TEoivl= GAD ©
WEe] g4 B A 959 AF-Eo] tiEEelleH, GABA
A ARRS A% 180 o]83t Avte A dtthlee er al,
2018; Lim er al, 2018; Lin et al., 2014, Park er al, 2014;
Sa er al,, 2015; Shin et al, 2014; Wu and Shah, 2018; Yang
et al, 2008). GABA AJit SANFS WH FHOE 8T

GABAE $Hiet 71574 A AES AXstaAt si%e o, &3
0] 5 A A1EQI Aol A8tttk Ha B ESY o
50 fAt 9 71 9J9) rlgEE0] gol EAfoh] fize] FHoE
A E 27004 & Aopdolof sk A2 &&, WA 52 GABA
£ Ui B o e 58 7KL Qlofof Bl ol 5]
GABA7} 7Hi= At A EAS E8F 4= Qitk o]e} H-sto]
Q)5 3 HalkE RS o A IS ™ol Alsd
g AAR AF AEHA g0l A1 A2 sk TCS7F GABA
g A=oks Wi 2 4 U2 AR ZIHETHCui er al,
2012; Monedero et al, 2017, O Connell-Motherway & van
Sinderen, 2000; Wang et al, 2018a; Zhang & Wang, 2023).
3 AES}H Holof| A& TCSE 347438} 7|&(optogenetics), 4

Al T8Hmaterials science), FUW UABE F8Kgut microbiome

k=

2
i
o

Kl
]

engineering), EY YYE A A|(soil nutrient biosensing)
SolA thoFeiA E-8517] AlFsFRtHLazar and Tabor, 2021).
FARES] S, Lactococcus lactis?t AAFSR= nisin 2 lacticin
481, Latilactobacillus sakeZ} *JA¥ol= lactocine S} &<
Class I B8] 241 (lantibiotics)e] 330l quorum sensing
TAJofl A TCS sl YR 24 7hsshtal HauE e 1 o
A= FstA F414Q1 AF HA7HEE SUH nisin AR
go] Fofsl= NisK/NisRelgk= TCS7H 8 A1 Q1L o] AJAR
nisin®] A4to] 34 &84d 4 & Ao|thKareb and Aider,
2020). Lacticaseibacillus casef= L-malic acid thAlol 242
9l malate transporter(maeP)/malic enzyme(maeB)T} TCSQ
maeK] maeRe] Z¥Z} Q¥ 2-& ¥4J5}al, L-malic acid’} £A1&
o A W, L-malic acidE HAFsto] 46l A Ik
tHLandete er a/, 2010). o|¢} Z2 HHog {AALS TCSS
Bl AMd S-S QIAIskL, BRE 2 QAL Aol B A
A5 wAUES] T FAAE A2 o= Wdsto] Hijel= &
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Aol A3 & A=F & ZolthYao er al, 2025). Tt Ta
Wy B FAkto] AVl L2 E S W GABA A #2dA

9l gad®) BRL TRsoHA) ok Als A A TCseh Aol
Ao HEsHA] & 2 QIoH, TCSo| 248 %4 7154 £
2 ol & gl 4Fe] GABA A4S FFslele Wz
GABA 3¢ 7154 WH A8 A Aehe margt 4= 9le Aol
B 2RoME gAe) A8 AL dAUS0] Bt 2a AT
Z3ke FoH 08 Baslo] TCSS GABA AAkTFge] 4] 7hs
B slska seck

kRS B 0 P Akde] A8 a9l 4L 29, €, Az,
Aeh 2EH2A 5] TRt 44 AEd| A0 At o2t
g0l RES5H ikt HiAh 583 HEo] At Aok 59
o 274 Asdo] ot ritE e 22 o A
&3 A3 ke st Ut F-ATPase 24 5718 5% Al
Z Yl pH &3 A, oAt gehite Al2EE 53 A
pH A5, AEe 74 HokE &9 A T A4, diA A=
o] ofgt Foh 3y, AEd A Tl A F7ME B2 DNAS
Tl 24 2], TCSO| At 2B~ A 3 ti3-2 53 A

Aol A3 EKCui er al, 2020).

rlok

Proton pump

F-ATPase= F1 ©@84Z F3 Al W ATPE 7ol T o3
g & 3, Fy BEFAE SolA RS 80te] Al=d pHE
Z&sl= BHAR AL AY A2 o] &HHFig. 1). F-ATPasex
AP WY FR83F 4 Q4o fAktollA AF A3 do] Eobd
= gHo| JIWIL  Lactococcus lactis, Lactobacillus
helveticus, 1. acidophilus, L. rhamnosus, Oenococcus oeni
59 Akt £o| F-ATPase’l & &&#A JtiWang er al,
2018b). W2 pH 3HolA L. acidophilus= F-ATPaseE 4%
3= arpl] AAF 4:F0] ZobHow, . rhamnosus GGY
F-ATPase §4A4 HAS FEotqit). 4F A #5221 L. casei
Lbz-2%= of¥d #3591 L. casei Zhang2th H-ATPase E4J°]
o] =A Yebstth 19 sAlol W pHollA L. casei Zhangith
g =2 AZ Y pHE HoFcHKoponen er al, 2012;
Kullen and Klaenhammer, 1999; Wu er al, 2012). Z-& 33}

#5291 Leuconostoc mesenteroides LMS702 A717k9] A4k

12 | https://doi.org/10.35732/ctlabp.2025.11.1.10

H+

H+

Cytoplasm
H+
H+
H* He
ATP ADP + Pi

Fig. 1. Schematic representation of proton pump by F-ATPase
of lactic acid bacteria induced under acid environment.
F-ATPase is composed of Fy domain and Fy domain. F; domain,
hydrolysis or synthesis of ATP; F, domain, proton extrusion.

22 B0 A WS #E XSkttt AA| 484 AE 242
53] F-ATPase®] & subunit YEsFl= arpC AR
frameshift EAHOIE FRISHLL, o= <3 A FZojA
proton pump &/Jo] FFE] At Aol F7It AR Hil
RAKJu er al, 2016).
ohu] 1 AF EERAERRE(amino acid decarboxylation)< oF| At
antiporter®} ZAgole] FAARS] et 4HIE ot
(Papadimitriou et a/, 2016). THEA Q] o2 GABAE= A|ZZ
A glutamate®] BEHAFAE-S 53f THE0]A|H o] ZFoA Al
U RS Al Fick wkA, glutamate decarboxylase(GAD)
A" die2jote] Al Wf pH gk FAIS 4 QAL Ao A
Aol 583 9L FFHoHA HoHCui er al, 2020). L.
brevis®] GABA AR =0]7] 93l GADE IFHIAZI
F-ATPase ZY @5 L. brevis NRAGE oFd w52} H| w5}
GABA A&} 80| 71t BL3st 204 op¥E =
B} 1.228 o E¥tHIyu et al, 2017). ©] ZA¥-= F-ATPase®}
GAD AJAHo] AHMg S04 et ABIAE 7R AL 9loH,
7Pg AAEo] Sl A A AARIC RN 758 ok

NE 1 st

A AEFAE AE HO EA HISHE opZ|d 4= 91, HE|E
of= o AEHIA ¥RgO = v X /g Wse 4= qlrh AlE
A 9o G/ FoIAFE 22 pH7HA] thefst AEF 2004 A
&7 93t ZEHplEAS FES IHskd 5 o
(Papadimitriou et al, 2016). A3 235 1. casei ATCC 334
Of M|z ut A4 24 A}, thxto] HIs) 3} Ak} Alo]
SERIEW A F oBlE0] fYFHoE =A YUY



Acid Adaptation of Lactic Acid Bacteria

(Broadbent et al, 2010). L. johnsonii NCC 5339 3= A
% HiRjoll B3} AWARE: 7tolo] ¢S] Gt AV Ui, Y
dat Aot A2 543 RABIIAL, B 2733} 7 A Higt
Sk AL Ikl 53], of A AR o] 3} oA &
E= AR 34 B3 Al 29| #istel wEE o] QltKMuller
et al, 2011). A A& g5 B B2 L. plantarum® s}
TFE HAA B4} AL 78S B AL A2 A
A A Sl A A YA ST FEEQAL, ol F B9 Al
g} 9] M3l Aol 9 U0 EN AlZ W pHE £
Aokl Ab Udol 71ofe Aolekar B 1= ItHZhu er al, 2024).
YE] Hlo| B E A ET]elety Hal: 3 AEAS
A= 583 Y& o] Hojgth W& pH 0] nisdk
o, of o|5/gx} Exot AP vl 191 B Ak Zole St
= Ho|eIE9] §54, AL 232, A|29] 24%hE Hsloto]
FARFY] A AdE S7IoeE THETHWang er al, 2018b).
L. delbrueckii subsp. bulgaricus= 4 A HEYA 42t
0] YFEA Al BE B9l AL 148 78S st
Hpo] @ FE9| o5/ Y F1L W2 pH UL FEILE
EofErtyl R uEItFernandez er al, 2008).

CHAL A2 Mgt

At AEGIAC] O3t AL H & ARk F3F g gehibae-Z
I pES Ak F3f6l7] sl 84, arginine, YEU o}
o 22 Iy BEZ ABAHAY, tiAL ol EEAREEZ
59 COE ARt 1 92 Arginine deiminase system
(ADD)= Malolactic fermentation(MLF) thAF H27F 3lom, Z+
Ab g 491 dEY o} FekikaRgo] o3k COE AJArst
o2 A= Q9| pH = FAIsH doh o 5 L
casei Zhang¥}+ H|1stod, AF A3Hd EdwHol= AM] E70l4 o
=2 AIX W aspartate?} arginine $5S HOFOH,
arginine <= aspartate®] 7] 2J5) 4t Aol S7tal3ict.
Aspartate= A|ZAA| alaninelZ AgE uj, gEHEES
Bl FAAE AHTOEHA A A3l Tojsls Ao HIlE
AtHFig. 2). ML= O. oeni, Lactobacillus (84 23709 Af
22 £0= £57%9), Leuconostoc % 52| ThYRE ikt <3
25| [-lactic acidE AAkel7] 98t L-malate®] Berihdt
SO E ofn|lcAl HEribAREa o] FYALE LHloto] AF AET
0] g8tk 11 A2 L. casei ATCC 3349] pH 259041 A&
90| malateE H7IHOEN FFEQIT= A+ 217t Hirs
AcHWang et al, 2018b). Limosilactobacillus reuteri= At

§

\*\K,sue?'

Alanine Aspartic acid
l ' Cytoplasm

Alanine Aspartic acid

ADI AspD

=4

9,
%u

Ornithine j :Arg\’nine
Ornithine : : Arginine

H,0

Pi NH;

Citrulline
cOTC Co,

CK
Carbamoyl phosphate 7%’ NH;

ADP ATP

Fig. 2. Schematic representation of arginine and aspartic acid
pathways of lactic acid bacteria induced under acid environment.
ADI, arginine deiminase; cOTC, catabolic ornithine transcarbamoylase;
CK, carbamate kinase; AspD, aspartic acid decarboxylase; AspT,
aspartate-alanine antiporter.

2EH 20 tgf-g517] Yall pH 3.590141= ADI AlAES ARgatal,
pH 2.5014= GAD AlA®hE E-89to 2 tE 2719 AMded
oA FEHAH O Z o] At A7} AIARE ARGRITHL HATEQ]
THTeixeira et al, 2014). Lc. lactis NCDO 21182 GABA A
AF fANFC R malate®t arginine H7Fe B0 B&3 % A%
739 ks Bl &0l PIEAT. Argininedt glutamates
2ol 713t F9ol GABA AJAFFo] 7P &=kl arginine,
malate, glutamateE 2% A7l pH 6.5°014 ti5~8%7]10]
GABA #34to] 715519iH. 0|2k 2ol A 7H4] 7149l Ao A8
53l ADI®} MLEZ} GAD A|A®} 91 Ak A3H o] ¥ =1+
1 Rusigtilaroute er al, 2016). ¥4 E29] ik} &
ERARRE Q% [, rhamnosus GG 739, @2 pH Egol4]
R34 4ago] 4 stofl BEso] S ¢ oL B
TE =T, PggolA F-ATPaseo] ATPE Al 33Ho 24 oA
A Higsly B3 aats d 4 kel 35519t Corcoran er
al, 2005; Papadimitriou er a/, 2016). ©|¢} Zo], Ak 34
8 et A AlAHY AE-2 HHARI AL FE29 Hgho|
O = 7hsstt.

W2 pH 42 AES 95t A9 AeE Qhulslitt. mhaa
AZZ pH7} 4T uf, G4 DNASE ThAa) ke 95t
AETH BAE Hosh] gt Z

al, 2018b). AHJEGol 83t Ic. Jactis MIEEC] © % pH
AN E FET 4= Q= A2 F4 0|29 Al2d 5=t A7
of oj&sto] Halol= BEO| thaREEo] 4F AEF A thet KT
ol HE Aol izolztal 55150 AAE 8 24
wHslof dheggjope] Hg-2 F2 L AEHA thijo] 947
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o5 = A T RS B9 AEetal By
oIFTHKim er al, 2014; O'Sullivan and Condon, 1997;
Rallu er al, 2000). H]E fARFS] 4 2304 59| =gt
A2 5] ofsf=|A] QISIAITE, FE UREAQl AEH A Thil
E0] 4F AEHAS W2 fAktolA o FH6HA AAEU o
BHO& chaperon T¥iAL 7|29 4= il S AL &A4f0 R
FE Hool=t] o &5 dHAo] 124 Hiloly EHE B
wlidolc}, 11 24 DnaK, GrpE, GroEL, GroES, ClpL 52
g 34 A9l Hspl, Hsp3, Shsp 50l AthBudin-Verneuil
et al, 2005; De Angelis and Gobbetti, 2004; Kim er al,
2014; Kwon et al,, 2003). Streptococcus mutans= 3 pH
o)Al DnaKe} ClpL @80} S717F BRI, e JactisolA
= E AL 34 clpl AL S7HEE Aol BEEUTHLen
et al., 2004; Martin-Galiano et al., 2005). L. johnsonit= &
%707 2714 GroESL chaperone©] 52 AE#H A0 tjst &
OFQl WA HoE AlFotdrt EstitiWalker et al,
1999). Escherichia coli® dnake Lc. lactis NZ9000°] =
o A}, AEFA Wds AL ZAtel digt Wk vehdi=
Z1E BoJFQitiAbdullah-Al-Mahin et aZ, 2010). Streptococcus
thermophilus®) shsp ©18 WL [c. lactis ML239] A+ AEF]
A RAZEES ¢ =ole AWE /P9 HTian et al, 2012). L
delbrueckii®l ¥FE 2700149 &2 &4 ThHlEe] A9l
I} B|E £7151= chaperone?l c/pP, clpE, clpl, clpX A
WH9] 2715 7HA-Y K Ferreira et al, 2013).

P

17

TCS

de2jok= 4 ¥l Aeehd 432 s TCSE &3tk
Ay o= ut A%t 747191 histidine protein kinase(HPK)2}
a771%1 response regulator(RR)Z ==t HPKE AlZZ2
dhof] 117 =]o] glom 49| HMalE HMYE sty Jof A8oh=
A4 RR2 &7 W3} Aloof ¥hgsto] B 3¢ a4 Id
ZH9HO Connell-Motherway & van Sinderen, 2000) (Fig. 3).
ARE ARF9] TCSo B9t A= quorum sensing HAUE &
4, dHE | 4l BARO = AASIIANE, o]%9] A4E2 TCS7t
AEFA BRE, AA A 28, malate A 24, T3 oAy
& Hefol=o] thet A dat B2 o2 AJ2ehy o olgitt
£ AL BRI oAZIA] f4ite] TCS 7 a4t
9] 783 SRET WA A AAE S HEHeE ¢
A7} HojtMonedero et al, 2017).

T AEE B 7)e IR A 544 A9 B892 o o

14 | https://doi.org/10.35732/ctlabp.2025.11.1.10

Response
Stimulus EEp ) ( : ) B

Activated  Target gene
transcriptional

Cytoplasm regulator

Fig. 3. Two-component system. HPK, histidine protein kinase;
RR, response regulator.

G Fraketold 345 TCS7H gol ERIHNY, ¥ s
AA 53 A2 Mz oE AEF A0 TCS7E Bofitt= A
d2 B SHARL HiFE 710 gl

o}
TCSE A=oRte MG AEA Rl ikt
=

19 o
lo]

~

=
st
i,
=|
i
A
ol
L)
i)
S,
[
=
0.
el
_\-1;_|‘
o
o
r
opN

o] m =
FARE Ato]9] BESHY ato|dE EfohH fAktoll= ofF] B
AA %2 TCS7t o wWol] £ 7Fs/de] UTHEl-Sharoud,
2005). TCS complements= FARFAIA oFF tifsitt. 544
7] = A AT TCSY & Atololl Bkt A= 49
F 4 AR gerdo g 7MY & fAAIE 7= S0l 7
k0 ool TCSE Yo skt Papadimitriou et al, 2016). |4t
#+9] AEFA BRG] TCSY| Toj= F& TCS 23 =Hol9
HAF EA A8, Homologous TCS| 842 5
A2 HE BEYS UB=H 534F G2 BIssANE fikt
S} o] wet ABEsks gddo] dEA Yehe A vttt
(Monedero et al., 2017; Papadimitriou er al,, 2016). Z1Ho]|
T OmpR/IA ALE 4% TCS7t k2] TCS2 Yashd
FAAE Foll 71.45%= 7Y SFob BE d5o] 4 shutt &
Astal, AE Sold FAAF Ao sl 25} 9 4+7] AEE o]
AR TCSE Aokt 7P 583 1E0= 474 Ut
(Monedero et al, 2017; Zufiiga et al, 2011).

AF Ag7 #2gE TCSE LisR/LisK, VicK/VicR, PhoR/PhoP
50| 7Fg Wol dEA dom, A AEFH A0 Hhgsto] theRRt ¥
S5 53| APJebgol the3tct. LisR/LisKe Listeria monocytogenes
oA ZRlH AF W/goll Hofsl= TCSEA HPKY] Al A3 Y]
49] 447] WakE UL, ofgk=ollA A 59 A, Bed
A 59 2 Yepdthal 2 1819t Cotter et a/, 1999). S
mutanse  AVd BEY Aot ERAdA Aopr] ¢
glycosyltransferases (GTFs)& ©]-85f Hfo] 2 HE-S FAol=t
ol 847} Leu. mesenteroides ATCC 82932 GTFs2} 48%2
FAMGE 7HA AL th= Aol FRIE it o704 VieK/VicRel
2 AEF A0 HREsto] GTFs7t Ak L Z29] HALE 2
Aokt ol 8E= A& LA Leuconostoc &0 #FE%E T
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Rt 2B 20 Thet B APAS TS| A3t kIR A o]

et al, 2023). PhoR/PhoP AABIL Bacillus subtiliso)A Bl
B QKE AlRE BES AR MIEY teichoic acid ¥4, Al=H
9] 4 ¥gt d 9l A% 52 2ETT BAsttHDevine,
2018; Hulett, 1996). ©]2} Zo] TCSEZ Tt HE|= ol A
ofg] AEFA Wk 20| o] &H7] wZof fAkte] 4 A
S o= AR A8 7Is8= 71 4= 9l 1 289
el A-telE Za4o] Sk

7ol thet 23 mIAUEE Wesf 2t of=gt
HAUZE olsfiobr] Y3t thakst A5l Easo] ket fikt
SN = St Z2Hpo] QEIAR &-E517] {J5f 7MY wol A+
3l U= Leuconostoc 2, Lactobacillus %, Lactococcus <
Y AR 3ol Tt AETE AWE YA gt

Leuconostoc &

Leuconostoc % Akt TRt T A1F9] S0 = A=
AAH o2 Fa3t fAktolrt E9] AE Ha 41511 AA|oA =
Z7] 48 oA A g Feol=d| 2YH o= 2R3ttt
(Jung et al, 2012). &4}, A 2EH 20| gt 74 whiEo
TEE A2 Hjoe] of Y] JdA BEEE =o|7] M=
Leuconostoc?] At W/ wIAUZ] thet ofs7t H e sHHKim
et al, 2014). &0l 23 Nepr} At AEF A} 2 EolF 4
% 24 o HelE]ote] ¥g} A8-S skl A T A
g ohte] Agem ARBEI Stk Ju 520162 Zew
mesenteroides ATCC 82932 1 &% ZAto| A7|7t Z35}o
At W S7HI7IE A 9 4 W $71et EHHo| 3482
ZRIstitt 1 S0l Al Wi pH 2o TofRhhal Uefzl ATPase
¢ subunit®] EAHO7F TAEULL, AF WY F710] FFE F
= 707 HEQlth D'Angelo $(2017)& Leuconostoc 49
&5h= 297 =0l Hisf A E= BE 3o A6l 4,
Al G, AR, AR 59 Ookel AERA 2R19] A &
7VotAL}. Leu. lactis, Leu. mesenteroides @550 7V w2
IS, Leu pseudomesenteroides, Leu. citreum 155°|
7P B2 AAGS UERAQITE @ A3 AlE AES A5
3, A QRlof gt At AAS HoFQlt). Lew. carnosume

AEHA ¥R} #As 4 TCSE 6719] HPK, 7719 RRe] &

o o M

N
Qﬁ*\"ﬁ B‘j
A FAAol X AT, 47H9] gt TCS= PhoR/PhoP,
VicK/VicR, AgrC/AgrA, CiaH/CiaR¥} 22 d2jd zdx151}
BAMIES BHojF9tKCandeliere er al, 2021).

Lactobacillus %

L. bulgaricus= @A 7V 71 Q= 94
Hog FAE AR de] AREEI it} Quantitative PCRS
&-g5to] o]F0] Akl AGste Bt WAE= TCSE ERIsHZS
o, 2712] TCS 2709] HPK7F RS A, 2 TCSS] HPKeF RR
<= AHARE Ao 7 oY HET 4F 28] AAESL
t}. o] AJAHI9] RR B8/ H|E A&k HPKZF E24=A
drlets A wi/gol kel AT UEHUTHCui er al,
2012). Wang 5(2018)9] 9ol L. bulgaricus®] A+ A-50]
=] ok ®Eygk TCS JN675228(HPK1)/JN675229
(RR1)= At glo]Ele} Thid 248 B3] proton pump &
ol AEYA e Sedhs Al wEE QEe|E AR,
DNA &8, HAF 9 9 peptide % F £af, 2811 Al 29
A 52 Zole B2 29} A= 0] ke Aol ERIFA
t}. Morel-Deville 5(1998)2 L. sakei®] 57§ RR& &5}
1 o] F 4709 SR AR T AEFA 27104 HalE
W82 Bl L. acidophilus®] A= TCSS| E&/33t
S-7ollA AF UdE TAAFHL ABIE “EjA flom, T o TCS
= @5 WA Bo] ltks AE ERISIITH Azcarate-Peril et
al, 2005). L. casei BL239] BE RR] Z&|ZQ] B84 g2
1771 RR 5 37119] E&A40] A2 T AEH A 204 83
A% AdE el AL HojF9ickAlcantara er al, 2011).
L. reuteriZ pH 6.8914 pH 4.0, pH 3.07k] of&] A4z
YA H O R LeEoto] il 2AS AAEI9S o, 28F 9 2%
ol ALY, DNA EA/48], w29 QEe]E tiat & o]
WA MY, B4 ol | A] tiAl, pH S, AEHA S TSt
A E0] WEo] fojFog HIRIth= Zlo] IAEQITHLee
et al, 2008; Lee and Pi, 2010). L. casei Zhang= pH 2.5°]
L& Fof f2eHpH 6.4)7 THAA| vl 242 B9 ©@shE
o|gka-gof yofsl= TlAe] Wdo] HaRt AoE HiERtt
(Wu et al, 2011). L. plantarum 4232 pH 2.59] &% $o
AerAQl AEH A BHS Tl etpedbs thAL B FEAR thAL
ske} glolAl g S7F, Ash AEHA RS So] TEEHY,
Alae 9 QIR AR, AAL Y, Al 2ho] Holok= Tl
o] At A7t BRIE I Heunis er al, 2014). o= &
EgA WS 7HAAL Slo] e el ac] Wol o851 Q=

5o shols AA

l_‘
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O. oeni® TCSE L plantarum WCES10] AQJsla] A AEH]
2 2704 oY et vlwet A BuE|Qint RAt HE
9] Zjol & vl et A}, 477]9] FAA7} o1F 2HE =T EF
2 A DNA 4 5+ 3 83471 Z23=]o] glo] TCS AR
G A7 AV AEG| A0 A oY FETE AEH A0 E Rzt
St DNA &4°] A%l5S HoiFUthZheng er al, 2024).

Lactococcus &
Lc. lactis MG13639] AMd W/ E%8I0] A+t Zik= AMJE
A oA F2] LREHRl A WA HiAUZ o R SgE &

gtk BuEgct. ofE Seluo] FFEL pH PAHE SAI5
= S0 Wiske ol AW AEH A0 el e Wt
¥, T2 9ol Seio] #5-50] R AZ T4 HEY BE
2 9J5) Q) e URS Uehdicka RStk A

-

glutamate T= QAF 0l FFS H= EAHO|R s A
EYA 98E Eolke AR Al W 4] A4t H9Rt &
T A4 AuE AMY UAdol S7Iske AR HAEQIH. At
A0l 2ol = =AWl =2 AM] W2 AEFA BHE
FRAE 2iehe 2d A {0 710 7hs/de] JleH,
W2 pH7F QU =AY S T TR A
(Rallu et al,, 2000). Lc. lactis MG13632 6719] $4 == TCS
7H ERIEIIT, I F 4707} pH, A% B ASH 270 93
T A% HuEQIt TCS 1y EAHo|9] E42 A vIZHS/
A3, phosphatase £49] ¥}, At BMiskea wigg 371
2 oY L lactis MG13633} AFO] Ao]HE 7= AL
2 HESJHO Connell-Motherway & van Sinderen, 2000).
Le. lactis®] gadB =%%°] 4t gadCB EWo] dF+=
glutamate”} &4 wf opYE o] Hlsh W2 pHoll § Yiztst
A ¥kgstlct. T3, vl pH7F RoMA W glutamate A St
gadCB 'Ido| F71eke AUE &9 Lo lactis7h AEZ 16l
glutamate }&# AH Ul mAUSS S&3trtal Husoict
(Sanders er al, 1998).

GABA= S5AAY 83 A AdE=4 I

Al 2250 glon, g, 18, 925, 719 FY, =UT

st 22 tefaal Faeh ABejehy 7l5e 7HlE %

22/ gEHolt}. o]& 2lsl GABAY] JAA AJatoll digt &n|7t
%

FihrQ| GABA ‘ditnt & Xg HHUS
=

[
3
=2

X

o

16 | https://doi.org/10.35732/ctlabp.2025.11.1.10

|53 JtHCui et al, 2020; Icer et al, 2024; Kim et al,
2022; Yang et al., 2008). GABA At fARES 2L 2 | 59
A7t AeEo] fal, fANE T AlE] S-8oto] 2L 715
g A1&9] 7hsdS AlEotalAl stoith. GABAE AJ4teh= FAkt
o= Lactobacillus & w#55°] 7% Bo| AFR|o1H, L. brevis,
L. bulgaricus, L. plantarum, L. helveticus, L. paracasei,
Lentilactobacillus buchneri, L. futsaii '5°] It} o Skt w5
EHE] A2 T glutamate decarboxylase GAR}- AR | 22 Hale]1
EARoH): Glutamate decarboxylase (L-glutamate-1-carboxylase,
GAD):= pyridoxal-5 -phosphate (PLP) 2} §4= [-glutamate®] H]
7134 gk a-decarboxylation) & Ztiolo] GABASF COE ABAksH
KYogeswara et al, 20200 (Fig. 4). GAD AAHS HE
glutamate/GABA antiporters YEsol= gadC® glutamate
decarboxylaseE U235 l= gadd, gadFE FAHE= QHE £
25 7Kt E3E GAD AlAEI fAktolA E44Q1 4 A3
HAYS ol sfuz BIE Ao Ic Jactis?} L. brevis
ATCC367914 GAD Al2g19] A2l AAF 28 F-ARI gadR
O] W7} gadCR} gadBe) @ 7A9] AIHE 7HAYTHAL By
At GadRel EE/A2 S| GABA AARE AL
glutamate 2J& Ak A/dZ A4St o]2{gt d3k= GadRo]
¥ AL ZEAEA GABA A4k AF AgH ol Boditts A<
Ut Gong et al, 2019; Sanders et al, 1998).

GAD AlAEl HjAREo] Bhe: pH 3HgoA] &S &5 QI&E of
= FR A AT HAUFSOE fhhtolA ofg] WY 573 @
HE 129 85 E= S 50 Xfelgitt. 1=u, F9] £3¢
9} GAD ¥ transporter 3849 7|92 EUX|sto] £9] X5k}

NH,

Cytoplasm

L-glutamate

Fig. 4. Schematic representation of the glutamate-dependent
acid-resistance system. GadC, L-glutamate/GABA antiporter; GadA/B,
glutamate decarboxylase; PLP, pyridoxal-5-phosphate.
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= GADY] ZIS}E omstA|E oF=tt. Sezgin $5(2023)9 A5
B9l QHE 2 W9 GAD §dAk= b9l B4 2189} =2 HE
3 HojEthe AMS ERIskglY, HEE At SOl BE
GAD ¥ transporter f8AR= AF A1 20| Wasl=d| A
Bote F=2 7He B EojFith o] A= GAD AlAH
o] 4t A3 HIAUEY] shU=E SEEIL fAkto] A EollA
AzEsiey] 9EgE o= AL 9u|dttKSezgin and Tekin,
2023). S thermophilus IF0139573} L. bulgaricus TAM1120
9] E3hH(co-culture)> =0 E i miETE GABA AJ4t
o] 715199t o] AY¥R= GABA AJAFs0] 52 S thermophilus
7} GABA AJ4ke &5 ol <ol FAH AMdeE S sfstod
A Aol B [ pujgaricus® AFE F7IRIORH A
GABA A4t =ol= Ao= SRIFIY, 41944 8-& 7FA7t
RS Ao HUEQItWatanabe et al, 2011). L. brevis®] 73
¥ GAD FAAE AHAsto] FA)7]0 =2t o] +5
pH 2.59] 740 le2AIFE ], SAIZIo] &0l op¥g o+
of mlsto] oF 1008 EojAl= A= &RIstlen, thAl GAD 4
A2 Aot oY ik AEchs 222 BuEtHIyu
et al., 2018). GABA 4t 58 7W L. brevis Lbr-6108%+
GABAE AR U= 1. brevis Lbr-355 pH 3.09] A&
2} pH 3.09] 0.5% saline®lA] 8ot ©, GABA AFAF w2
yEEo] FYH &L, E35] A AloNA &) 100%3
U= 23S 535) A Aol GABA A4k tlEo] A% 84E
T ZQsithe= Aol 31Ut Banerjee et al, 2021). °]AL
GABA AB4He] A=A 0|#F 7)o == glutamate©l 2J8 GAD
AlA”O] o] ARt 7129 A ATl A6,
GABAY] AJ4to] g4kt At A% HIAUSE ol shE 5851t
= AL 9ugtth

HHgd 1} FitdoM TCS2H GABA
A

dhg2]ok] glutamate decarboxylase acid-resistance system
+ glutamate-dependent acid-resistance systerm=> Fscherichia,
Salmonella, Listeria, Helicobacter, Brucella®} 32 ¥4t
0] AMISHo A Aobd7] 913t B o g & A Qi ol
SF AF A AA"INAN gadCRt gadA, gadBS] At 2 8L vl
gjotol|A 7H} BT A= Fof| sholrh. FEAQl A4 3=
AEEE 2070 o9 2E 949t YTBIEA] ok ofF AR
RNAsE 159 e zdsk=d #olsttiSchwarz er al,

)
%’\'ﬁﬁu@j
2022). A1E HYdo] ¥ pH A1Eoj|A AYEol=t] SlojA T
AL ARG 7]ol= GAD AlAH0] AZ0= Yiefon, Fr]
£ Z7ls] Y3 Q=07 glutamateS A715H Y2 pH A&
oAl GAD AlARIE gjAg|2jore] Ao A[ujAQl eSSt
HYAT 2o Bigt JFE & 4 okl B st Cotter
et al., 2001). HEYT-Z A A Aopd7] fdf olE A
3l ¥kS5H=1] global regulator?} TCSE ARSI o]gt %
A QA2 Al -2 g AEFA0 wkgst] o 8 A%
AlA8} BE0] GAD operon®] HE7IA| fH6to] 4t A|gHdo
A%S s Bt HYAAHFY A9 sigma S(RpoS)eh= global
regulator’} GABA AJ4te] F83t JTS skl Qlon, {4t
oA sigma SE 22 ¢ Ylom, tiil AEHA §HSo o
3i= gyl AEHA SA(DnakK, GroEL, Clp)dt 1 23 17
(HrcA 2 CtsR)7} HZFo] 3lof o]7Z 0]-&%F one-component
system Z&3} TCSoY| 9Jsf A Ao tf-gol= A= 53t
11 QJtKFranz and Holzapfel, 2011).

et TCSSF GAD AlARIS] TAIE 7FE EdsHA A3t 1]
HEEA AMY AEHA 4ZoA GABA FAkS ZFRE o714
A Y FARE &3] E 4 JtKSchwarz er al, 2022).
EvgS/EvgAe tdete] THA7HA] Eolgt TCS Fo sholw, 4t
4 pH, tF5oE, 181 I3 22 4 Wl Hgshr] el
dreEjote] P RAsketl ARl dIZ FTh
EvgS/BvgA+ td+t2] glutamate-dependent acid-resistance
systemOIA| gadE ZAA] ofgtet. gadF= H8+HS] GAD AlA
g9] F4lo] Eli= MAF 2R oI, EvgSQ o AMIeH A=
5E AEEo] QU9 AEZ B 243k EvgAft YdeO7}
A2 ASHAGE oto] gadre] AARE XAsHA Hrt. o]Fof
gadA/Bo} gadC Q¥ Z9] IdS 243024 GABA A &
3 A AFAS ol Aoz B s tHSchwarz er al, 2022;
Zhang and Wang, 2023) (Fig. 5).

AN A= HE P o} o] AEFA Qlo] tiet Fu
g o] HAUSS YEAFoH, 11 Fo TCS7L 7P B ZAo]
ot TCSE &3l AMdeHgel wkedh o, oAl AF3t viel 2ol
proton pump &4, THlE 9l BeolE AL Al gH, Hlo]
2IE I E AEHA §RS ol B 5 of2 4F A B4
FAR EEo] 249 4= JloHE A AT {2l IAL B
S GAD A28l AAgo] AAMEE GAD AlAEE
glutamate E+= At A= Q3f) YAE7] wfizo] 4 A= Q1A
e TCS7F Akt GAD A|ARIS] A 2 EARI gadRe] HES
Fdsto] F=40 2 GABA AAHY] HBHE 7HAE 2R oS3
o}, 7] A A AT BRI 2 TCS A|ARE ofu] Bl
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Fig. 5. The regulatory network of the glutamate-dependent
acid-resistance system in E. coli. EvgS, membrane-integrated
pH-sensor; EvgA, response regulator; YdeO, transcriptional
regulator; GadE, transcriptional regulator; RcsB, Rcs (regulator of
capsule synthesis) response regulator; GadA/B, glutamate
decarboxylase; GadC, glutamate/GABA antiporter and pH-sensor.

1 AXE AT SARBH A5t H= Alo] 3HolE]|gl o
, AF Aol Bofsh= GAD AlAd 2E3E #AE 4 Sl
5 AMIEHE0lA GAD A|AEIS] 2Fo] ogA] Az A E]
4 GABA ABAF §ANFS] TCSOll tigt 571 ¢/ Z 86tk

=D

Ol

e
A BT THOIN AR AHTORA 9 BAS A4S}
I S8 A, avolosan A S 42 ¢
X SO Aok 517] o] ofe] M Ag AT

‘

rl

ue Fastch B RO S4kE) A AS dAUE
B42 B9 TC7H 87 ske st ool thg s ik
e 1A AL D, & A=A 48 ggon
WAL GABAZH A3 A8 Zlelshe WAUSS AEst
Stk fAkEel AR A8 HhR] B F0 97 2ok
EFHos Bas A7) TCs 459 A4l GABA A4kA

A AN EAE 7hsdE AABIAAL, ok At
9] GABA A4t g4 et A2 2k o] Fast 7% =}
w7t g 7oz 7ddn
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