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MEPIAHWH

Ta Ttelevtaia xpovia umootnpiletat évtova n Oetiky ouvelocdopd TwV MN-
Saccharomyces {upwv otnv oldTNTA Tou oivou. Eva tétolo €i6o¢ eival to Torulaspora
delbrueckii. Emopévwg, n PBloyewypadiki avalucn Twv HLIKPOOPYAVICUWVY TIOU
ouvavtwvtal otnv mopeia NG {Upwong Ttou YyAeUkoug oTtaduUALWV CuVeELoDEPEL
onuavtika otnv  “evioxuon® Tng  évwolag¢ Tou  MKpoPlakou  “terroir”.
MpayuatomnoiOnkav avBopuntes UUWOoELG amo Sdeiypata otadullwv Ttou €toug 2018
600 MepLOXWV KOl TECCAPWY SLAPOPETIKWY AUTTEAWVWV (TPELG Zavtopivn, €vag ATTikn),
KOTA TNV SLAPKELX TWV oTolwv amopovwonkav {Upec. Eywve Tautomnoinon oe eninedo
eldoug, Lupwv amopovwUEVWY amo TNV apxn T Wuwong péow PCR-RFLP tng meploxng
5.85 ITS tou rDNA, evw yla yla TNV toutomoinon tou Saccharomyces cerevisiae o€
eninedo oteAéxoug €ywe evioxuon twv interdelta meploxwv. Ma tnv avtiotown
tavtonoinon tou T. delbruecki evioxUBnkav 7 SLOPOPETIKEG TEPLOXEC TOU YEVWLKOU
DNA pe pikpodopudoptkég aAAnAouxtég. Amo tnv apxr tng {Upwong Tautonol)énkav 6
SlapopeTika 16N, LE TA TILO EMUKPATH VA AVAKOUV OTO Yévog Hanseniaspora. H avaAuaon
TwV MANBuouwv Tou S. cerevisiae anokAAue 12 SLapopPETIKA YOVOTUTILKA TiPodiA Kal n
BlomowAotnta NTav TNG TAéng 14,29%. TNV GUYKEKPLIEVN avaAuon Oev Tpoekue
KATIOLO ETUKPOATEG OTEAEXOG. H avdAuon twv aAAnAouXLwV TWV ULKPOCUCTOLXLWY ATV
ETUTUXNAG KAl ATIOTEAECE TO MPWTO PAUA YL TV AVAAUGCN TNG YEVETIKAG SOUNG YNYEVWY
mAnBuouwv tou T. delbrueckii. Ou un-Saccharomyces {OPEC TTOU QMOUOVWONKAV OTO
TEAKO otddlo ¢ Wpwong pmopolv va aflodoynBouv yla TIC TEXVOAOYLKEG TOUG
8lotNTEG otnVv owomapaywylky Swadikaocia, svw n Bloyewypadiky avaiuvon &ev
amokdAue kamola onuavtiky Stadopd otnv cvotacn Tou Hikpoflwpatog twv duo
TLEPLOXWV OAAQ KOL TWV QUTTEAWVWV.

NE€eLg KAESLA: TUpwon olvou, BlomokAotnta, {UUEG, “terroir”



Yeast biodiversity in vineyards of Attica and Santorini and
population genetics of indigenous Torulaspora delbrueckii

Abstract

In the recent years it is being supported the positive contribution of non-Saccharomyces
yeasts on the wine quality. One of such species is Torulapsora delbrueckii. So the
biogeographical analysis of the microorganisms found throughout the wine grapes
fermentation contributes significantly to microbial “terroir” concept. Yeasts were
isolated from the spontaneous fermentations from grape cultivar 2018 of two different
regions and four vineyards (three Santorini, one Attica).PCR-RFLP of the 5.8S ITS region
of rDNA was performed for the identification on a species level of the isolated yeasts
from the beginning of fermentation, while for the typing of Saccharomyces cerevisiae
the interdelta regions were amplified. For the typing of T. delbrueckii, 7 different
genome loci containing microsatellites were amplified. 6 different species were
identified from the beginning of fermentation, with the most dominant belonging to
genus Hanseniaspora. The analysis of S. cerevisae populations revealed 12 different
genotypes and the biodiversity was 14,29%. No dominant strain was found with this
method. Microsatellites analysis was successful and was the first step for the genetic
structure of T. delbrueckii populations. Non-Saccharomyces yeasts isolated from the end
of fermentation can be tested for their technological applications in winemaking,
whereas the biogeographical analysis didn’t reveal a significant difference in the
microbiome of the two regions but also of the vineyards.

Key words: wine fermentation, biodiversity, yeasts, “ terroir”
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1.EIZAIQrH



1.1 H QUpwon tou povotou

Ta kUpla otadla Tng Stadkaoiog owvomoinong eivat ta €€n¢: 1) omdouo Twv oTtaduALwY
kal mapalaPr) Tou povotou, 2) UPWON Tou pouotou amod {UUEG (aAkOoOAkn) 1 Kal
Baktnpla (LnAoyaAaktikn), 3) wpipaon Tou Kpaolov os BapéAla kat 4) cuokevaoia o
dLadeg kat amobrkeuvon. OL HIKpoopyavIoUOL TTou cuvavtwvtal KaboAn tnv mopeia
TIapoywyng olvou, amo Ti¢ payes Twv oTadUALWV HEXPL KOL TNV AmoBnKeUON, TUYXAVOUV
gupelag HEAETNG Kal evOlapEpovTog amd TNV emotnuoviky kowotnta (Fleet 2008,
Pretorius and Hoj 2005), kaBw¢ amoteAolv pla amod TG PBOOIKEG HETABANTEG TOU
Slapopdpwvouv To TEALKO Tipolov. Emopévwe, n “amokpumtoypddnon™ Tou poAou Toug
oto Sduvaplkd cvotnua tng Upwong, oAAA Kol TG KABaUuTH¢ TOUG apouaciag otnv
OUIEAOUPYLKA/OLVOTIOLNTIKY TTIOPELQ, lval peilovog onpaaoiag.

1.1.1 H Swadikaoia tng UpwWong

E€eAktika n avaepofia Stadkaoia tTN¢ (UUWOoNG TWV ULKPOOPYOVIOUWY EIKATETOL TIWG
npoékuPe 145 pe 65 ekatoppupla xpovia mplv, otnv Kpntidikn mepiodo, otav Kal
unnpée pa StaBéoun adBovia umooTpwUATWY Ot PLIKPOPLAKEG Kowvwvieg (Mora et al.
2013). lotopwkd oauti n "WOLOTNTA” TWV HUIKPOOPYOVIOUWY Bewpeital mwg €ylve
avBpwriiva alomowjolun katd tnv NeoAlBiwkr mepiodo (Papadimitriou et al. 2015).
AAkooAoUxa Totd Bewpeital mwg mapdyovtav otnv Apxaia Kiva and to 7000 MN.X. ano
piypa pullou, pehlou kat ynyevwyv ¢poutwv (McGovern et al. 2004). O Louis Pasteur oto
BBAio tou «Studies on fermentation» yapaktnpilelt tTnv Vpwon w¢ pa Stadkaoia
{WTIKNG onuaoiag yla Toug UKPOOPYaVLIoUOUG Kal TNV opillel wg “avarmvon xwpic agpa”
(Pasteur 1876). Zupwon ivat n petafoAikn dladlkacia Twv UIKPOOPYAVICOUWY KATA TV
omola yilvetal SLAoTOcn OpYAVIKWY EVWOEWV, Xwpig tnv xprion ofuyovou wg OEKTN
NAEKTPOVIiWY, 0 AMAOUCTEPEG EVWOELG HE TAUTOXPOVN Topaywyn evépyetag (ATP). H
{Opwon ota TPodLlua (apa Kal oto Kpoot) eivat plo texvoloyia aflomoinong Kat
teAelomoinong tng avamtuéng kKal TG  MeTaBoAlkng  Spaotnplotnrtag  Twv
HULKPOOPYQVIOUWYV YLOL TNV OUVTHPNOoN Kal petanoinon toug (Terefe 2016). 2to Bloxnuiko
HOVOTIATL TNG AAKOOALKAG {UUWONG TO TEALKA TtpolovTta ival n atbBavoAn kat to Sloeidlo
Tou avBpaka. EKTo¢ amod autoug Toug petafoAiteg mapdayovrtot Kot AAAa mapamnpoiovia
HE BaolkOTEPO TNV YAUKEPOAN, KaBwg Kot dAAa opyavikd of€a kal aAkOoAeg (Bai et al.
2008).
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Ewkova 1.1. Baowko WMETAPBOAIKO HOVOMATL KATA TNV aAKOOAWKH {UPWON Tou
Saccharomyces cerevisiae (Oliveira et al. 2013).

1.1.2 H nopeia {Opwong tou KpaoLov

Ta OpyavOANTITIKA XOPAKINPLOTIKA TwV aAKOOAOUXWV TOTwV efaptwvtal armnod
TIOPOLPETPOUC OTIWG OL TIPWTEG UAEG, Ol EKAOTWTIE TIPAKTIKEG TIOU akoAouBoulvtal otnv
YPOUUN Topaywyng, odAAG KoL amod TV wpilpovon Kol TV amoBnkeuon Twv TEALKWY
npoiovtwy (Cole and Noble 1997). Ito kpaol KOTA avtlotolkia, OL TIAPALETPOL QUTEG
glval ol yewypadLKEG Kal KALUATIKEG CUVONKEC TWV AUMEAOUPYLKWY {WVWV, N TIOWKIALQ
Tou otaduAloy, n pkpoxAwpida otig payeg Twv otaduAlwy, kat puotkd n LUPwWaon Tou
YAEUKOUG KOl Ol OLVOTOWNTIKEG TpakTikeéG (Fleet 2003). OL pikpoopyavicuol
Stapopdwvouv oe peyalo Babuod (Betikd Kol apvnTIKA) TNV TOLOTNTA TWV OTAGUALWV
(Freire et al. 2017, Rousseaux et al. 2014,Villa and Longo 1996) , aAAG Kal HECW TNC
moAUTAoknG Swadkaoiog (Bloxnuika kot mAnBuoplakd) tng VHwoNg TapAYyouv
npwtoyeveig (aBavoAn, 6lofeiblo tou avBpaka) kol ekatovtadeg OSeUTEPOYEVEILS
uetaPoAiteg, pe amotédeopa tnv povadikotnta Twv dtadopwv kpaowwv (Fleet 2003,
Lambrechts and Pretorius 2000, Nisiotou et al. 2018).
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1.2 H pikpoxAwpida twv wpLpwv otaduAiwy

Ol payeg Twv ayoupwv otaduAlwv €xouv XaunAoug mMAnBuououg Lupwy, cuvnbwg 10-
10® CFU/g, (Fleet 2003), kat amowifovtat emionc amd Paktipla tou ofKoU Kot
ouyalaktika (Kantor et al. 2015, Maulani et al. 2012). Ita wpwa otaduAla ol
mAnBuopol autol, Stadopomototvtat kat avédvovtat (10%-10° CFU/g), kat daivetal va
nailouv kpilolpo poAo otnv nopeia tng LUHWong aAAd KoL oTtnV TEALKN YEUON KAl ApWHOL
Tou oivou (Bokulich et al. 2016). Ta ouvnbéotepa €idn mMoOU ocuvaviwvtal OTNV
emupavela Twv WPLLWV otadUAlwy aviKouv ota Yévn Hanseniaspora, Metschnikowia
Kal 0 HIKpOTEPA Mocootd Candida kal Pichia (Fleet 2003, Kantor et al. 2017, Nisiotou
and Nychas 2007). To moAunAnBéotepo eibog (50-70%) oe wppa otadUAla aAAd Kal
KaTd TNV apxn tng {Upwong elval to Hanseniaspora uvarum onwg 0a pavel mapakdTw.
EktoG amo tig Upeg, evdlaitnua yia mAnbwpa Baktnpiwv Kot LUKATWY amoteAouv oL
Sladopol dputikol Lotol tou Vitis vinifera, Ta omola ¢aivetal va €0uv avTiKTUTIO OTOV
olvo (Bokulich et al. 2016, Gilbert et al. 2014).

Leaves Flowers

Bacteria Fungi Bacteria Fungi
Pseudomonas sp. None identified.
= Bacillus ssp.
Bacillus Cryptococcus uniguttulatum (Endophytes?)
7 Cry

sp.

cul
Skermanelia (Epiphytes®)
(EpiphytesS32)

Bark
Bacteria Fungi

cr
Cellulornonas Candida zeylanoides
Xyte: lk_" Filobasidiurm capsuligenurm

Grapes (Epiphytes??) (Epiphytes3)

Bacteria Fungi
Pseudomonas Candida spp. Bulk soil
Flavobacteriurm Pichia spp.
5 " Bacteria Fungi

e cr
Acinetobacter

(Epiphytes 532) (Epiphytes®°) Scr::tocaocus &

Ewova 1.2. Baktipla Kal HUKNTEG TTOU eMNPeAlouv Toug Lotolg tou Vitis vinifera kot
mBavwg cuoyetilovtal pe tov oivo (Gilbert et al. 2014).

To kuplapyo €idog tng LWnwong Tou yAeukoug, Saccharomyces cerevisiae (wine yeast)
oTNV TEPLTTWON TNEG OLWVomoinong, OMavViwG OMOUOVWVETAL amd otadUALD KOl OTLG
TIEPUTTWOELG TIOU QUTO CUMPaALveEL, KaTapeTpwvtol mAnBuopol tng taéng 10-100 CFU/g
(Fleet 2003).
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1.3 O {Upeg ota otadia tng avBopuntng UHwong

OL xopaktnplopeveg w¢ “aypleg LUUEC” elval AUTEG TOU €KKLWVOUV TNV auBopuntn
aAKOOAKN LOpWON, GTAVOVTAC KATd TIC TPWTES HéPeC Ta 107 CFU/m (Fleet and Heard
1993, Fleet et al. 1984). Tétowa €i6n avnkouv ota yévn Hanseniaspora, Pichia, Candida
kol Metschnikowia, kaBw¢ aAAa €idn mou pmopel va amoikilouv tnv emipavela Twv
otadpuAlwWV KOl PE TO OMACLUO HETadEpovial OTov HoUOoTo, wvtag aepofla, Sev
umopouLv va emiBlwoouv (Fleet 2008). Me tnv mApodo TwV NUEPWV, KAl 0T HECA Kal
TEAlkA otadla, emkpatouv €i6n tou yévoug Saccharomyces.To kuplapxo €idog
Saccharomyces cerevisiae,6mw¢ avadEpOnke mapanavw, ¢ptavel TANBUCUOUC TNG TAENG
10® CFU/ml kat eivat autd mou anolupwvel otnv mAsloPnoia twv neputtoewy (Fleet
2003).

1.4 To duvapiko cbotnua tng JUHWaonG Tou YAEUKOUG

Onwg d¢avnke otnv mapamavw Tmapaypado n  WUwon Tou YAEUKOUG Ao
HULKPOBLOAOYLKAG OKOTILAC €lval €va oUVOeTo alVOUEVO, KOl OL TIAPAYOVIEG TIOU
Stapopdwvouv TNV SUVOULKOTNTA OQUTOU TOu ouothuatog Ba avaAuBouv eubBug
OMEOWG. 2TV apxn TnG {UHwonG ot “aypleg (UMEC” elval auTéG mou petafoAilouv Ta
oakyxapa mpo¢ mapaywyn atbavoAng kat Slofeldiov tou AvBpaKka Kol OTNV CUVEXELD
neBaivouv, kabBwg dev aviéxouv ot UPNAOTEPEG CUYKEVIPWOELS alBavoAng mou
mapayovtal pPe tnv mapodo twv nuépwv (Fleet 2003). IuykekplUEVOL N OQVOXH OTNV
alBavoAn £xel deyBel mw¢ e€aptdaTAL ATO TNV CUYKEVTPWON LOVOOKOPECSTWY AUTOPWY
oféwv, otepoAwv, kabwg kat TNV evepydtnta tng H' ATPAong tng MAQOMATIKAG
HeUPBpavng Twv uuwv (Castillo Agudo 1992, Thomas and Rose 1979), xaunAd enineda
Twv omolwv, otlg “aypleg¢ {UUeg”, Sev euvoouv TNV avOeKTIKOTNTA OTNV alBavoAin
(Aguirela et al. 2006). Mg tnv AutOAUCON TwWV KUTTAPWV, oL “aypLleg JUMEC” OUCLAOTLKA
“Slvouv matnua” oe avOektikotEpa OTeEAEXN {UHWV, TTOU cuvexilouv TNV TMapaywyn
alBavoAng (Fleet 2003), 6pwg n Kupldtepn cuvelopopd Twv “AypLwv (UHWV™ KOTA TNV
oAkoOALKN {Upwon elval ta mpoidvta Tou Seutepoyevoug Toug HetaBoAlopou (Romano
et al. 1997). Xapaktnplotika mapadeiypata anoteAouv £i6n Tou yévoug Hanseniaspora,
To omola pe Toug dLAPopouC EOTEPEG, AVWTEPEC AAKOOAEC Kal AAAEC TITNTLKEG EVWOELG,
TIOU TIPOKUTITOUV UETA oo {UHwOoNn YAEUKWV, oUVELODPEPOUV BETIKA OTA ~“aPWUATIKO
npodi\” tou oivou (Medina et al. 2013, Moreira et al. 2011). Baost autr¢ tTn¢ mBavAg
OUUPBOAAG KAl CUuOXETONG TwV “dypwv (UUwvV’ otov “Yapaktipa Tou oivou, n
EpeLVNTIKN SpaotnplotnTa MAVW OTov OLadoxlkd €UPOALOCUO YAEUKWVY UE “AYPLEG
{OuEG” koL Saccharomyces cerevisiae, dA\A KOl LEUOVWUEVA, YIVETOL OAOEVA KOL TILO
€KTEVAG Ta TeAeuTaia xpovia (Comitini et al. 2011,Sadoudi et al. 2012, Varela et al. 2016,
Sgouros et al. 2018, Nisiotou et al. 2018). Navw oe autAv TNV WE€a £€xouv AT OeL”
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ToAAOL gpeuvnTEG, KOl ouykekplpéva ol Andorra et al. (2012), amédeliav Oviwg mwg
HETA amd {Upwon pe otélexog tou €idoug Candida zemplinina, o€ ouvBeTIKO HOUOTO,
UTIPXE TTOPAYWYN QVWTIEPWY OAKOOAWVY, ULKPOTEPN OUWC OE OXECN LE TNV avtiotolyn
{UUWON O€ IPAYUATIKO HoUoTo. Evw, TEAOC Kal og pia avtiotolyn €peuva otnv EAAAda
HE ynyevn oOTeA€Xn TOu Tapamavw eidoug avnke va umapxel oafloonueiwtn
Sladopodnolnon otnv mopaywyn opyoavikwv oféwv, Ta omoia Kal Stapopdwvouv va
nioAumAoko npodiA otov oivo (Nisiotou et al. 2018).

1.5 H QN Saccharomyces cerevisiae

O TupopnKuTag Tou Kpaolou Sev eival agpopetadepOUEVOG, EMOUEVWE N LETAPOPA TOU
€WKALETAL TTWC YIVETOL LECW EVIOUWV EVTIOC TWV OUMEAWVWY, aAAd €MiONG O HOUOTOG
“gumAouTileTtal” Ue TETOLM OTEAEXN MmO Tov €EOMALOUO Tou KABe owormoleiov. Onwg
avadEpOnke mapamavw, PETA TIC TPWTEC NUEPEC TNG LUUwWONG apxilouv va eMKpATOUV
otnv HkpoxAwpida tou upoUpevou YAeUKOUG, Kupiwg, oteAéxn tou Saccharomyces
cerevisige. O BaOLKOC TEPLOPLOTIKOG TAPAYOVTOC OUTAG TNG evOAAayng e€ival n
QVOEKTIKOTNTA TWV HUIKPOOPYAVIOUWVY otnv atbavoAn (Fleet 2003). To Saccharomyces
cerevisiae avtéxel pe Sladpopd oe UPNAEC CUYKEVIPWOELG alBaVOANG, OE OXEON HE TIG
“ayplec JUMEC” TTOU UIMOPOUV va ETURLWOOUV PEXPL VOl TTIOCOOTO TNG TAENG 5-7% Katd
kavova (Fleet 2003). Aut) eival pio amo TG BACIKEG TOPAUETPOUG TIOU KaBloTouv To
OUYKEKPLUEVO €160¢, opyaviopno HOVTEAD, Xwplg akoua va €xouv amokpumnrtoypadnOel
TMANPWG OL MNXOVIOMOL OVOEKTIKOTNTAG Kal O “yovidlakog KauPdag” mou Ttoug
“nupodotel” (Chambers and Pretorius 2010, Ma and Liu 2010). Onwg avadépBnke kal
TAPATAVW, N oUOTACN TWV LOVOOKOPECSTWV AUTOPWY 0EEWV TNG KUTTOPLKNAC LEUBPAVNG
nailel Baokd poAo oTnV AMOKPLON EVAVTLA TNE KOTAMOvNong tng atbavoAng (You et al.
2002). Ta yovidlia mou umnepekdppalovtal Katd tnv €kBeon Tou J{UPOMUKNTA OTNV
atBavoAn, kwdikomololv yla Slddopes MPWIEIVES TWV 0pyavLSiwy Tou KUTTAPOU, aAAd
Kol €v{UUa TIOU CUMUETEXOUV OTIG UETOPOALKEG Slepyaoieg, OMwE elval oL MPWTEIVES
Bepukol ook (HSP), mpwrteive¢ TOU KUTTOPLKOU TOLXWHATOG, Kol £vIUpa TIOU
CUMMETEXOUV 0TNV YAUKOAUGN Kol Tov KUKAO tou Krebs (Stanley et al. 2009).Autol ot
HUNXOVIOUOL amokpLong elval YeVIKOL Kol UVAVTWVTAL Kol 0€ GAAOUG LILKPOOPYAVIGHOUC,
OUWG N €kdpacn KoL EVTOTILOMOG OTOV TIUPHAVA Twv TpwTeivwy Rat8 kat Asrl, daivetat
va elval eeldikeupévn yla v amokplon oto ook tng aBavoAng (Betz et al. 2004,
Takemura et al. 2004), kot XpelAETAL MEPALTEPW EPEUVA TIAVW OE AUTA T GALVOUEVA.
‘Evag AANOG TIEPLOPLOTLKOC TTAPAYOVTAC, TIOU UTTOPEL VA TIPOKAAECEL TIPOPBANHATA KATA
™V aAkooAwkn {Upwon, gival Ta pikpolL punkoug Autapd oféa (Bisson 1990). Evw peyaio
evbladpepov amotehouv ta emovopalopeva “killer” oteAéxn, ta omoia ¢aivetal va
UTLEPLOXUOUV EVOVTL AAAWV OTEAEXWY, AOYW TWV EKKPLVOUEVWY Toélvwv Ttoug (El-Banna
et al. 2011). OAot autol oL mapdyovieg mou avadepOnkav, poll Kot UPe AAAEG
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TIAPAUETPOUG, €ilval umevBuvol yla tnv Sladoxlkny emikpatnon €dwv, amo tnv apxn
HEXPL TO TEAOG NG {UMwoNG, OAAA akopa Tio Baocikd, ywa tnv diadopomoinon Kat
unepioyxuon oteAexwv oto €i6o¢ Saccharomyces cerevisiae. H épguva, EMOUEVWG, TTAVW
otnv e€anmiwon kot BlomolkiAotnta tou {axapouUKnTa lval TTOAU ONUAVTIKI. € YEVLKEG
YPOUMEG TA OTEAEXN TOU €XOUV QTMOMOVWOEL oMo TOUG AUMEAWVEG Tapouctalouv
HEYAAN ETEPOYEVELAL OE OXEON ME TA EPYACTNPLOKA KOL TO OTEAEXN TWV OLVOTIOLELWY
(Tofalo et al. 2013). ZnUAVTIKO POAO OE QUTEC TIG YEVETIKEG Sladopomolnoels daivetal
va mailouv ol odprKeg ou mpaypatonololv tnv dlakivnon twv oteAexwv (Stefanini et
al. 2012).

1.6 To “terroir” ko oL Baolkol MOPAYOVTEG OV EMNPEAIOUVV TV OUCTOON TOU 0ivou

Ol ULKPOOPYQVIOUOL TTIOU CUVAVTWVTAL OTa oTadUALa €lval AppnKTo cuVOESEUEVOL E
OAn tnv dadikaoia tN¢ JUUWONG KOL TA OPYOVOANTITIKA XOPAKTNPLOTIKA Tou oivou. O
0pog¢ terroir €xeL meplypadel apxLlkd eUMELPKA amd FAAAOUG 0lvOAOYOUG, UE OKOTIO va
MPooSwoouV oTa PolovTa Toug MPooTBEUevn agla kabwg Kat va ta Slaxwpioouv and
KpaoLA SLoPOPETIKWY TIEpLOXWV. Ta TEAEUTALO XpOVLIA UTTOOTNPLIETAL OTNV ETILOTNLOVLKNA
KoLvotnTa n €vvola Tou “utkpoBiakou terroir”, cUudwva He TV omoia, n dtadopeTikn
BLOMOLKIAOTNTA TWV ULKPOOPYAVIOUWY ava eploxn, paivetal va mailel onuavtikd poAo
otnv Slapdpdwon tou ekaotwte oivou (Bokulich et al. 2013, Bokulich et al. 2016,
Banilas et al. 2016, Nisiotou et al. 2018).H Stapdpdwon auvtrig tng ouvBnRkng eival éva
TIOAUTIOPOYOVTIKO PaLvOUeEVO Kal €€optdTol amo TapAyovieg oL omoiol avtiotolya
aAAnAerudpouv (Belda et al. 2017). Ot mMAnBuopol Twv HIKpoopyavVIoUwWY Tou €6ddoug
™C aumnéAou daivetal va SladopomolouvTol CUCTNUATIKA KOl K Tuxoia avaloya Ue
™V vewypadikn meploxn (Burns et al. 2015), kat avt) n Swadopomnoinon emdpa
EMOWPEVA 0TNV “oUOTOON" TOU ULKPOBLWHATOC TOU apuméAou (Zarraonaindia et al. 2015).H
BomolkAotnTta NG auméAou eival  dlaitepa  peydAn ocov  adopd  TOUG
TIPOKAPUTWTIKOUG OPYOVLOUOUG, KaBwE SladopeTikd €idn emkpatouv ota GUAAQ TOU
¢dutoU kat aA\a ota otadUAla (Leveau and Tech 2010).AvtioTtola Kot n BlomokAotnTa
Twv {UHWV TIOU UTIAPXOUV oTa oTadUALX Kal OToV HoUoTo €xel PeAeTnOel Sie€odika,
eivat blaitepa peyaln (Pinto et al. 2015), emnpealetal and v yewypadikn mepLoxn
(terroir) (Banilas et al. 2016), tnv MowAla TwV oTAPUALWY KOL TIG KALLATIKEG CUVONRKEC
(Bokulich et al. 2014),evw dladopomoleital atoBnTd avaloya HE TNV UYLELVH KOTAOTOON
tou otaduAov (Nisiotou and Nychas 2007).EmakoAouBa n pikpoflakr molKIAOTHTA
Katd TNV Sdlapkela TG {UPWOoNC Tou HoUOToU £€ApTaTtal amo autr Twv otadullwy, Ot
€va oUVBOEeTO Kol Suvapko patvopevo (Upwon HoUoTou) Ao UIKPOBLOKAC, BLOXNIULKNAC
Kall xnkng okoridg (Portillo and Mas 2016, Bokulich et al. 2012, Nisiotou et al. 2007).
MNeplocdtepa yLo aUTO TO KORUATL Oa avadepBolv og enopevo kedpdAalo.

14



‘Evag AAAOG apAyovTtag mou CUUPBAAEL 0TV HETOPANTOTNTA TOU UIKPOBLWUATOC TOGO
Twv otaduAlwy, aAAd Kot Tou oivou, givatl n avBpwrivn nmapéuPfacn kat dpdcn oTLg
oUTEAOUPYLKEG {WVEG aAAA KOl OTLG TIPOKTIKEG owvomoinong (Grangeteau et al. 2016).
ISlattépwg, Aoyw tNG "dvOlong” Kal cuoTnuatonoinong Twv BloAoykwy KaAALEPYELWY,
oL avBpwTveg SpaoTNPLOTNTEG AMOKTOUV HEYOAUTEPN BaputnTa 0TV SLapOpPwaon Tou
“terroir” kal tou olvou (Belda et al. 2013).H Untapén pwpoPLakou “terroir”, OMwg pavnke
elval pa petafAntr mov oe cuvbuaouo pe AAAOUG Ttapdyovies kabopilouv TNV mopsia
{UHWONC KaL TNV oUOTOON TOU KPAGoLoU amod UKPOBLOAOYIKNG 0AAG Kol OpYAVOANTITIKNG
amoPng. ZUYKeEKPLUEVQ, €lval yvwoTo Nw¢ cuuPlwtika pllofaktrpla emnpedalouvv tnv
avamntuén kat tnv ducloloyia Twv pLbiwv Twv GUTWV Kol KAT EMEKTACN OAOKANPWV
Twv ¢utwv (Compant et al. 2010). Autd to dawvopevo cuvavtatal Kal oto eidog Vitis
vinifera omou Baktrpla mou gvioxUouv TNV avamtuén tou ¢utou (PGPB), daivetal va
gvioxUoUV TNV apuva tou ¢putou évavtl maboyovwyv (Compant et al. 2010). Ektog amnd
NV MO Tou oTaduALOU, N CUYKEVTPWON COKXAPWV KOl N USATOTEPLEKTIKOTNTA
oupuBaiouv otnv évvola Tou “terroir”, eEaPTWHUEVA KAl OO TLG KALUATOAOYLKEG CUVONKEC
(Zsofi et al. 2010).0L pikpoopyaviopol mou emteAoUv ocuvteAoUV otnv Snuloupyia
TEAIKWV TMTNTIKWV HeToBoAltwy Tou Kpaotou (Verginer et al. 2010). EmutAéov, TOAU
npoodata €xel PBpebel UMapPEn ouOXETIONG TOU HIKPOPLOKOU  “terroir” e TOUG
petapoAiteg Tou oivou amod toug Bokulich et al. 2016 kat Banilas et al. 2016, oL omoiot
glolyayav pla VéEQ TIAPAUETPO OTOV OXNUATIONO TWV TEAKWV OPYQVOANTITIKWV
XOPOAKTNPLOTIKWY TOU Olvou TEpav amod tnv KAAOLWK oxéon TolKAiag otaduAlou-
{UpWTIKOL pIkpoopyaviopoi-petaBoliteg . Onwg daivetal n €vvola tou “HikpofLakou
terroir” eival mMAéov eupeéwg amodekt Kol mailel kpiowo poAo otnv mapaywyr Tou
KpaoloU. Emouévwe n Bloyewypadio Twv HLIKPOOPYAVIOUWY TIOU CUVOVIWVTOL OTOUG
OUTTEAOUPYIKEC LWVEG KAL OTOUG OUTTEAWVEC TIPETIEL VAL LEAETATAL SLEEOBIKA.

1.7 Bloyewypadia HKPOOPYAVIOHWV TNG LUIEAOU

Onwg oavaAiBnke O6le€odlkwg mapamavw, Ta €6n TwV HUIKPOOPYOVIOUWY TIOU
OUVAVTWVTAL OTA WPLHA oTadUAlA Kal OTOV HoUOTO OUuVOETouv €va ~LikpoBlako
terroir”, n cUOTACN TOUG OUWG SLADEPEL ONUAVTIKA OVA TIEPLOXEC TOU TIAQVATN, XWPLG va
€XeL BpeBOel akdpa pLa podavng e€ynon yLo Tov AOyo TIOU ETKPATEL Ut N cuvonkn
(Barata et al.2011). Zuykekpluéva, o€ otadUAla KaAALEPYLUEVA OTNV APYEVTLVH €XOUV
BpeBel €ldn 6nwcg Hanseniaspora uvarum, Metschnikowia pulcherrima, Candida stellata,
Pichia membranifaciens k.a (Combina et al. 2005), Ta mMocooTA TwWV Oomoiwv AAAalouv
Kol QvOoAoyol HE TNV XPOVLA OUYKOMLONC (vintage).Ze pla o mpoodatn €peuva otnv
xwpa TG Apyevtvng (Eder et al. 2017) tautomowiBnkav €idn katd tnv Sldpkela
auBdépuntnG LWHWOoNG LOUOTOU KOl CUYKEKPLUEVA OTNV apXr TnG {UHwong, and o ¢utd
Vitis labrusca L., pe emkpatéotepa 1o Candida sp., Hanseniaspora uvarum aAAd Kal To
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Torulaspora delbruecki. Itnv kovtwvr xwpa tng Bpallhiag uneplyUel To Hanseniaspora
uvarum kot €ién tou yévoug Issatchenkia (Baffi et al. 2011).2e apmeAwWveS amo tnv xwpa
™¢ X\RG, enmutAéov, €xeL emonuavOel to “amotunwpa” mou adrvouv oL aypleg JUUEG
Tou aumélou (Hanseniaspora spp., Metschnikowia spp., KoL OAAEG Ot UIKPOTEPA
TOoO00TA), ME BAON TNV TOUTOTNTA TOUG, TO TOCOOTO £udaviong Toug, oAAG Kal Ta
KALLOTLKA XOpoKTneLoTtika (Jara et al. 2016). Zto kpuo KAlpa tou Kavadd, oe GAAn
€peuva, €xel SelyBel mwg emikpatolV BaclodloplKNTEG Tou yevoug Cryptococcus Kal o€
HLKPOTEPO TIOOOOTO TO Hanseniaspora uvarum (Subden et al. 2003). MNpoxwpovtag otnv
neploxn NG Acolag, kal ouykekplpéva otnv Ivdia, €xouv tautomolnBel £16n onwg to
Hanseniaspora gquilliermondii, Hanseniaspora uvarum, Candida spp., aA\Q Kol
Saccharomyces cerevisiae (Chavan et al. 2009). Ztnv lanwvia €xouv amopovwOel
oteAéxn tou eidoug Hanseniaspora uvarum kol Candida spp. (Yanagida et al. 1992), evw
otnv yewrtovikn Kiva mapopoilwg emikpatel To Hanseniaspora uvarum, Kal 0€ ULKPOTEPQ
Tmooootd, Baotdlopukntes Kal 6N Twv yevwv Candida kat Pichia (Li et al. 2010). Ztnv
Auotpalia kupioapxo €idog guplokdpevo oe Sladopeg mMolkihie¢ otaduliwy eival to
Aureobasidium pullulans kot og pKpOtEpou¢ TANBuopoUG cuvaviwvtal Ta
napadoolaka €idn Hanseniaspora uvarum, Candida spp., Metschnikowia pulcherrima
(Prakitchaiwattana et al. 2004). Itnv eupwmaikn AMELPO KoL KUPIWE OTLC LECOYELOKEG
XWPEG EXOUV YIVEL TTOAU TIEPLOCOTEPEC PEAETEG. ZEKLVWVTOG OO TNV XWwpea tn¢ FaAAiag,
KOlL TNV EUPUTEPN TEPLOXN TOU MMopvto, o€ wplpa otadUALY, TOUTOTIOW)UEVO OTEAEXN
Tou yévoug Cryptococcus kat Candida Bpiokovtal o€ uPnAdtepO TOc0OTO (Mepimou 30%)
KOlL O€ PLKPOTEPO TTOCOOTA EUpiokovTal Ta Pichia spp., Rhodotorula spp., Hanseniaspora
spp. k.a. (Renouf et al. 2005). Ztnv ItaAia, oe diddopeg mokihieg otadpuAlwy, Ta €idn
mou €xouv tautomolnBel dev mapouoialouv kamola Wlaitepn dadopd oe oxéon e
outa mou €xouv avagepBet (Guerzoni and Marchetti 1987). & oAoBeVIKEG TTOLKIALEG Tl
Tpla Kuplapyxa €idn elvalt 1o Rhodotorula  glutinis, Aureobasidium pullulans «ou
Hanseniaspora uvarum (Raspor et al. 2006). Ztnv neploxn tng Tapayova otnv lomavia,
o€ pouoto otadullwy, eMkpatel To Hanseniaspora uvarum, o€ 0cooto 60%, €movtal
€ldn onwc Aureobasidium pullulans,Pichia kluyveri, Candida sstellata, Metschnikowia
pulcherrima kot Rhodotorula mucilaginosa ( Sabate et al. 2002). Notidtepa otnv IBnptki
Xxepoovnoo (Mdalaya), oe pia mo mpoodatn epyacia twv Clavijo et al. 2010, £émewta ano
auBopunteg UHWOELS pHoUoTwy, €xouv PpeBel aypleg Oueg Omwe Hanseniaspra
uvarum, Hanseniaspora guilliermondii aA\d kot Lachancea thermotolerans.

Ztov eAAadIKO XWwpo N kataypadn Kol amotunwaon ynyevwy (UUwyv, o€ wpLpa otadUAla
Kol LOUOTO KATA TNV apxn TNG LUUWOoNG €XEL yivel o TTOAU ALYEG EPEUVEG. ZUYKEKPLUEVQ,
oe pia épeuva otnv meploxn tng Attikng (Nisiotou and Nychas 2007) kot tn¢ Mavtwveiag
(Nisiotou et al. 2007) €xouv kataypoadel €idn tou yévoug Hanseniaspora, YUE TO TILO
evéladépov va eival To Hanseniaspora opuntiae. 3€ VIOTLA TIOLKIALO OTIO OLTTEAWVEG TNG
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KepaAoviag €xouv tautomolnBei, datvotumikad, €6n mou avnkolLv oto yévog Candida
kat Cryptococcus (Koulougliotis and Eriotou 2016). Me HOPLOKEG TEXVIKEG, OE LA
maAalotepn €pesuva  emi eAAnvikoU edddoug (Aplvvtalo koL Zaviopivn), €xouv
toutonolnBet  emiong kot ta €idn Torulaspora delbruecki, Candida stellata,
Metschnikowia pulcherrima (Pramateftaki et al. 2000). Emouévwg n Katoavonon Ttng
Bloyewypadiag apméAwv tou eAAadikol xwpou, Umopetl va Bonbroel otnv Slahoyn
YNYEVWY, UN CUPPBATIKWY €L0WV, €XOVTOC WG OIMOTOKO TNV TAPOYWYN EVOAANOKTIKWY
olvwv Vtomiou xapaktipa.

1.8 M£60060oL tautonoinong Upwv o eninedo eidoug

H tautomoinon Ttwv Jupwv ot emninedo e€idoug, T TOAaiotEpPA  XpoOvia
TPAYHOTOTOOUVTIAV HE TNV Tapatipnon dltadopwv GalvoTUTILKWY XOPOAKTNPLOTIKWY,
OTIWG N OVOEKTIKOTNTA O avTLBLOTIKA KaBw¢ Kat dtadopa Bloxnuika test (Pincus et al.
2007). Autég ol péBodol, Opwg, eival TOAU XpovoBopeg Kal TAEOV EETEPAOUEVEG.
IXETIKA TILO YPNYOPEG KoL Olaxelplolueg otov Oyko OoUAeldg eival ot péBodol
Tavtonoinong poplakng Bioloyiag. H supéwg dtadedopévn texvikn eival n PCR-RFLP,
Kal LEAETEC OMWCG Twv Esteve-Zarzoso et al. 1999 aAAa kal Nisiotou and Nychas 2007,
amoteAoUv BepéAla yla TNV HOPLOKN Toutomoinon JUUWV OTOUOVWHEVWY OO
otadUAla, pouoto Kal Kpaol. EmumAéov, kat n péBodoc tng PCR-DGGE £xel dwoel
LKOVOTIOLNTLKA amoTeAECUOTA O auTO To Koppdtt (Renouf et al. 2005, Nisiotou et al.
2007). H akpBig mepoxn tou yoviblwpato¢ Pdocel tng omoiag yivetal evioyxuon
OUYKEKPLUEVNG aAAnAouyiag, Ba avaAuBel mapakdatw. Népav and avteg Tig pebddoug,
Ta teAevtaia xpovia, pe tnv poodo kot eEEALEN TNG BlomAnpodopikng, €XEL KOTOOTEL
duvatd va evtomioBouv €idn pukntwy kot Baktnpiwv oto kpaot (Bokulich et al. 2016),
TO omola 8ev £X0UV TNV IKAVOTNTO VA OXNUOTIOOUV HKpoBLakieg amowkieg oto TpuPAio
OAAQ UmopEl va CUPUETEXOUV OTNV TEALKH 0UOTACN TOU TIOTOU.

1.8.1 M£6060¢ tautonoinong péow tTwv ITS aAAnAouxLwv

Ma TV TauTonoinon Twv HUKATWY ot emtinedo eibouc €xouv npotabei moAAoi markers,
HE peyaAuTtepn amodoxn Kal ebappoyn amod TNV EMLOTNUOVIKI KOWOTNTA, TNG TIEPLOXNG
185-5.85-28S tou plBoowuikou DNA (Schoch et al. 2012). MapoAo mou umapxouv
KAmoleg apdLBoAieg kal evdolaopol yla Tnv maykooplonoinon pebédwv tavtonoinong
Baolopévwy oe avtnv tnv aAAnAouyxia (Kiss 2012), n enefepyaocia Toug Sivel aflomota
QTOTEAECUOTO, UE AlyEC MEPUTTWOELG amotu)iog (Begerow et al. 2010). Mo avaAuTika, n
oAAnAouvxia tou plBoowuikol DNA, €vtO¢ TOU TUPNVA, OTOUC EUKAPUWTLKOUG
opyaviopoUg, amoteAeital amo ekatovtadeg emavaANPeLg, TG pn HETOYPADWUEVNG
TIEPLOXNAG KAl TNG HETAYPADWEVNG TIEPLOXAG, TIAPATAYUEVEG N Kia Ttiow amd Tnv AAAn
(Hillis and Dixon 1990).

17



Evtog tng aAAnAouyiag mou KwdIKOMOLEL yla To TUAMA TNG KIKPAG (18S) Kal TG HeyaAn
(28S) unopovadag, napeupaietal to yovidio 5.8S £xovrag aplotepd Kal detla Tou TIg
oA\nAouyieg ITS1 kot ITS2 avtiotolya, oL omoieg mapoucldlouv TOAUHOPDLOUO
(Rampersad 2014) kal yla autov akplpwg tov Adyo Umopouv va xpnolpomnotnbolv wg
Baon yla ¢duloyeveTlkéG avalUoeLlG Kal Katavonon tng eEeAKTIKAG mieong. Ma va
HEAeTNBeL n mopamavw Sladekny Sadopd €xouv oxedlaotel TOAAOL EKKLVNTEG,
Baoclopévol oTlg aAAnAouxiec Twv ouvtnpnUéVwY Yovidiwv TNG UIKPNG Kal WEYAANG
urnopovadag Twv ppoocwpdatwy (White et al. 1990).

54-543bp Intron
fITS7 (F)

£ITS9 (F)
5.85-Fun (F)

BITS (U)

ITS2 (U) ITS4-Fun (F)
- J
Y W,
145-695 bp amplicon v

267-511 bp amplicon

Ewkova 1.3. Katd oslpd oL teploxeg Tou plpocwiikol DNA otov mupAva TwV HUKATWY,
KalL TIEPLOXEC BaolopEVeG yla TnVv oxedlaon ekkivntwv (Lee Taylor et al. 2016).

1.9 Tautonoinon Saccharomyces cerevisiae o€ eninedo oteAéXoug

Onwcg neplypadnke mapandavw to i8og S. cerevisiae amoteAel TO KPLOWWOTEPO £(60¢ yLa
™V oAokAfpwon tn¢ UUWONG Tou 0lvou, KOl EMOUEVWE N TAUTOTOLNGN TWV OTEAEXWV
OUUBAAAEL otnv katavonon tnG Ployewypadiag tou eidoug aAAd kol otnv
BeAtotonoinon kal aplotomnoinon twv UPHWoewv Kotd TG Slepyaoieg mapaywyng
olvou. Exouv mpotaBel apKeTEG poplakeG HEBoSOL yla TNV TAUTOTOLNGCN Tou €ldouc os
eninedo oteAéxoug (aCGH, aAAnAouxion yovidwpatog, RAPD-PCR, avaAuon
pikpoouotolxlwyv, MLST) (Tofalo et al. 2013). M eupéwg Sadedopévn eival n
tautonoinon mou Paociletal ot 6éAta (6) aAAnAouyxieg tou yevwpikou DNA tou
{upopUKnTa, oL omoieg avakaAudOnkav yla mpwtn ¢dopd anod toug Cameron et al. 1979
KOl CUVOVTWVTOL OTNV apxf KoL 0TO TEAOC Tou PeTaBeTOU oTolxeiou Tyl, xwpig auto va
amoteAel vopua (Cameron et al. 1979). Ot Eigel kat Feldmann to 1982 anédelav nwg
QUTEG oL aAAnAouyieg (Hadl pe ta petabetd otolxeia) yettvialouv yovidia tRNA tou S.
cerevisiae. EuBaBuvovtag, oto yovidiwpa Tou {UUOUUKNTA UTIAPXOUV TIEPLTTOU 35 KOTILEG
Tou peTaBeTov otolxeiou Katl touAdxlotov 100 emavaAnyelg & aAAnlouxlwy, HARKOUG
niepimou 250 Baoswv (Cameron et al. 1979). Baoetl autoU Kal pe to de50UEVo WG OTO
yovidlo SUP4 ot & aA\nAouyxieg Stadépouv oe aplBud kal B£on, amd otélexog oe
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otéAexog (Cameron et al. 1979), oxeblaotnkav ot ekkvnTteG 61 kat 862 Kal pe tnv uEbodo
¢ PCR avadeixBnke o MOAUMOPDLOUOC TwV poTiBwY Tou mpoékuav o SLapopETIKA
oTeEAEXN, KABLOTWVTAG LKAV TNV TOXELQ KOL OLKOVOLKA TAUTOTOLNGoN ToU S. cerevisiae o€
eninedo oteAéxoug (Ness et al. 1993).01 Legras and Karst og dnuoacicuon toug to 2003,
aplotonoinocav tnv mopandvw PEBodo. Ixedialovtag toug ekkvnteg 6.1.2 kat 6.2.1,
OUVEKpPLVAV TNV SLAKPLTLKA Lkavotnta TnG uebodou epapudlovtag PCR pe tpia levyapla
eKKlVNTWV (61-62,6.1.2-62,61.2-6.2.1), KOl OUCLAOTLKA O EKKLVNTAG 6.1.2 ATAV QUTOG TTOU
MPOCESWOE TNV PEYLoTOMoinon otnv evatodnoia tng pebodou.

Strain | T, .
genomic DNA
Strain 2 BT
no amplification
Strain 3 a— Y
Strain 4 — — -

Ewova 1.4. Ta ykpL opBoywvia avamaplotouyv T & aAAnAouxieg os pLa mepLoxn Kot n
ypapun He ta BEAN Tic interdelta meplox£g. Avaloya pe tnv B€on Kot Tov aplOpo twv 6
aAAnAouxlwv evioxvovtal péow PCR, Sladopetikol peyeBoug katl aplBpol mepLOXES, O
ouvduaopUOC TWV omolwy amoTeAel To “yovidlako amotupwua” KABe oTeAEXOUG, TO
ormolo amnewkoviletal o MNKTWUA ayopolng uéow nAektpodopnong (Ness et al. 1993).
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1.10 To yévog Torulaspora
1.10.1 XapaKTNPLOTIKA AVTLTPOCWTITWV TOU YEVOUG

Jupdwva pe toug Kurtzman et al. 2011 €xouv mepiypadel ta €idn T. delbrueckii, T.
francisce, T. globosa, T. maleeae, T. microellipsoides kaL to T. pretoriensis. & auta Ta
€lén npBav va npootebouv ta €idn T. querccum (Wang et al. 2009) kau T. indica (Saluja
et al. 2012), kavovtog ta amodektd €id6n Tou yévoug 8 oto cuvoAo. Ta £idn tou
OUYKEKPLUEVOU YEVOUCg, €xouv Suvatotnta eyyevoug(aokoomopla) Kal  OyEVOUG
(exkBAaotiuata) avamapaywyns. Ta kOTtapa Toug £xouv odatplkr) mpo¢ eAAewpoeldn
pHopdn, €xouv Lkavotnta {UHWONG KoL KAmola oo ta £i6n Tou yévoug mapouaotalouv
avOekTIKOTNTA 0 UYPNAEC OUYKEVIPWOELG alBavOoAng ouykpLtika pe aAAa (Kurtzman
1998). To mneploxopevo tou levyoug GC ekdppdletal o€ MOCOOTO TOU KUMALVETAL
avapeoa ota (6n petaty nepimov 42-47% (Kurtzman et al. 2011).

Nivakag 1.1. Juotnuartikn katdataén tov yévoug Torulaspora

ENIKPATEIA Eukarya

BAZIAEIO Fungi

dDYNO Ascomycota
OMOTAZIA Saccharomycetes
TA=ZH Saccharomycetales
OIKOrIENEIA Saccharomycetaceae
FEENOZ Torulaspora

Qawotumnikad, ta €6n Tou yévoug mapoucldalouv apPKETEG OUOLOTNTEG UE avAAoya TwV
vevwv Saccharomyces, Zygosaccharomyces kol Debaryomyces, OUw¢ amoteAolvv pila
povoduAeTk opdada, ou Eexwpilel anod tig urtdAouneg “audiBolou dtadopomnoinong”
opadeg eldwv Twv nmpoavadepBEvtwy yevwy (Kurtzman and Robnett 2003, Kurtzman et
al. 2011). Emopévwe, YOVOTUTIKA, O SLOXWPLOUOC TOU YEVOUG amd AAAO CUYYEVLKA ival
Eekabapog, kat dev daivetal va mpokalel tnv audlBupia mou TPOKUTITEL Ao TNV
Sladopomoinon Kal Katataén Twv AAAWV YEVWV, TIPOEPXOUEVN OO SLOPOPETIKEC
HEAETEG "HoplaknC Baong” yia tov iblo okomod (Kurtzman and Robnett 2003, Kurtzman
and Suzuki 2011).
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Schizosaccharomyces pombe
Clavispora lusitanise

o

78

%mtschnikowia pulcherrima
Metschnikowia bicuspidata
Yarrowia lipolytica
(. Candida zemplinina

Candida stellata

' E Zygoascus hellenicus
&Dipodascus albidus

Pichia membranifaciens
—% Pichia kudriavzevii
3

”Pichia kluyveri
- Pichia fermentans

_E Dekkera bruxellensis

Dekkera anomala

&

Candida ovalis
Sacchammyoops:s capsularis
Candoda silvicultrix
chkerhamomyces anomalus

— Candids tanzawaensis

Debaryomyces hansenii

Candida sake
[~ Scheffersomyces stipitis

2 Cand:da albicans

Hanseniaspora guilliermondii

£ Hanseniaspora vineae
-E{?t Hanseniaspora valbyensis
Hanseniaspora uvarum

I'vs

Zygosaccharomyces bailii
Saccharomyces eubayanus
Saccharomyces arboricola
Saccharomyces kudriavzevii
Saccharomyces mikatae
Saccharomyces uvarum
Saccharomyces pastorianus
Saccharomyces cerevisiae
Saccharomyces cariocanus
Saccharomyces paradoxus
Tomlaspora delbrueckii
Torulaspora franciscae
[.Lachancea thermotolerans

¥ achancea kiuyveri

Ewkova 1.5. AsvSpoypappa mou aneikovilel tnv puloyevetikn oxéon 41 eldwv NG TANG

Saccharomycetales, pe Baon tnv availuon tng aAAnAouyiog 18S tou piBoowpikol DNA.

Jupudwva pe autn tnv uEBodo ta yévn Saccharomyces xai Torulaspora €xouv UKpn

VEVETIKN anootacn petaf toug (Masneuf-Pomarede et al. 2016).
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1.11 To €idocg Torulaspora delbrueckii
1.11.1 Evéiautipata tou eidoug Torulaspora delbrueckii
1.11.1.1 Blodiepyaoieg

To €idog T. delbrueckii eivot paAAov KoopoTOAiTIKO (OTEAEXN TOU €xOuv amopovwBOel
oo OAe¢ TG nmeipoug), ocuvavtatal kot o Blodlepyacie¢ aAAd kol oto GUOKO
nieptBarlov (Albertin et al. 2014). Mo cuykekpLEva, To (60¢ £xeL amopovwOel Katd To
apXLlkO otadlo auBopuntng LUPWOoNG ynyevoug ekouadoplaving MOKIALAG KOKWV KadE
(Papalexandratou et al. 2011), aAAG kat amd pavpeg eAlEG eAAnvikoL tumou (Kotzekidou
1997). EmumA€éov, TOUTOTMOLNOELG €XOUV YIVEL KAl amo T TapadOooLlaKA UEELKAVLKA
aAkooAoUya motd Tou €xouv w¢ Bdaon to putd Ayauyn (Lachance 1995, Valdez et al.
2011). Evw, TO €l60G €XEL CUOYXETIOTEL e Toupaold ayyoupwwv (Etchells and Bell 1950).
EvSladépov amotelel n anopovwon oteAexwy, ano dpouta Kal XUHoUg dpoUTwy HE
UPNAEG OUYKEVIPWOELG cokyxapwy (Kurtzman 1998),ue kamola mapadeiypata va eivatl
unAiteg yaAAikng mpogAeuong (Coton et al. 2006), dppaouliég (Santo et al. 2012), aAa
kat laxapokaAapa (Stringini et al. 2008). I8waitepn katnyopia mou £€xouv
TIPAYUATOTOLNOEL AMOUOVWOELC, ATTOTEAOUV TA YOAOKTOKOLKA TIPOIOVTa OTIWCE TO Kedip
(Loretan et al. 2003), mapadoolakd adplkAviko {UUOUUEVO TIpoidv Pe Bdon To yaAa
(Gadaga et al. 2000), aAAG Kkal katd TNV SldpkeEla wpipavong Tuplwv TUTIOU yKouvta
(Welthagen and Vijoen 1998).

1.11.1.2 ®uoko nepBaiiov

To eibog pmopel va €xel evdlartiuota Ta omoia €xouv TOAU XAUnAd TOCOOTO
avBpwrivng apéuPfaonc. Mo avaAutikd, To €i60¢ €xeL TauToMOLNOEL O ATOUOVWOELS
armo tnv emdpaveia GUAAwvV  Sadopwv dutwv TG TavAavdng (Limtong and
Koowadjanakul 2012), kabwg kat o éviopa (Nguyen et al. 2006). TEAog, To €ld0¢ €xel
Bpebel kaL oe edadoloyikég anopovwoels otnv Zoundia (Capriotti 1957).

1.12 H &t avayvwon tng cupBoAng tov Torulaspora delbrueckii ota {upolpeva
npoidvra

Onwg ¢pavnke mapandavw to £(60¢, CUPUETEXEL 0 PBLodLleEpyaoieC, AMAVIWUEVO PETA
otnv ¢uolkn pKpoxAwpida twv Tpoidvtwy Katd tnv mopeia tng {Uuwong. Auto,
avaloya pe tnv Slepyacio pmopet va €xeL BeTIKA ) apvnTikd anoteAéopata. To €idog
€XeL TauTonolnBel oe paAakd TupLd Ta omoia €xouv untootel otk aAAoiwon (Westfall
and Filtenborg 1998), kaBwc¢ kal emiong pmopel va “mpooBAaAAel” kal va uTtoBabuiost
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TIOLOTLKA TIAOTEPLWHEVOUG XUHOUC TopTtokaALoU (Arias et al. 2002, Ros-Chumillas et al.
2007). Ao tnv aAAn mAeupa, ta TeAeutaia xpovia ¢aivetal va amokaAUTTETAL N BETIKN
ouuBoAn tou otnv mopaywyn Ywuol, Kabwg KAmola oTteAEXn TOU TApouacLlal{ouV
OVOEKTLKOTNTA OTO OCUWTLKO stress, kavotnta “douokwpatog” tou npoluut (Hernadez-
Lopez et al. 2003), aAAd kot avioxn os Beppokpaciec PuEng (Almeida and Pais 1996,
Alves-Araujo et al. 2004), kaBlotwvtag ta vrmoPndia wg evaAllaktikoug Se€aywyeic
ouvlilefaywyeic tng LWpwong tou PwpLov (Pacheco et al. 2012), og oxéon 1 pali pe to S.
cerevisiae avtiotolya.

1.13 H nepintwon Tov Kpacov

Ta tedevtaia xpovia oL “aypleg” LUPEG XPNOLUOTIOLOUVTAL OAO KAL TILO CUCTNOTIKA OTNV
£€PELUVA MAVW OTLG UIKPOPLOAOYyLa TOU 0lvou. 2 TIOAAEG HEAETEG €xel SelxOel MwG TETOLEG
{Opeg, Tmailouv onuovtlikdO poAo  otnv  Slapopdwon  TwV  OPYAVOANTITIKWVY
XOPOAKTNPLOTIKWY Tou oivou (Escribano-Viana et al. 2018, Chen et al. 2018,Velazquez et
al. 2019, Sgouros et al. 2018, Nisiotou et al. 2018). To idog T. delbrueckii avnkel oe
QUTEG TIG JUMEG Kal pAAlota daivetal va €xel kamola amo ta o evéladépovia
XOPAKTNPLOTIKA. H mapaywyn atBavoAng eival ULkpotepn o€ oxéon UE autr amo to S.
cerevisiage, OUWG UEYOAUTEPN O OX€on He AAAeC aypleg {Uueg (Ciani and Maccarelli
1998, Sgouros et al. 2018). EntutAéov To €l60¢ xapaktnpileTal amo TNV LKOVOTNTO TOU Va
TIAPAYEL XAUNAEG CUYKEVTPWOELS 0ELKOU 0E€0G, akeTaASedNG, akeTolvng Kal atBUAikou
o&€og, Wlotnta emBupLth ywa tnv owomnoinon (Ciani and Picciotti 1995, Sgouros et al.
2018). H xaunAn mapaywyn oflkol o&€og “obnyel” kal otnv XapnAn TNtk ofutnta
(Martinez et al. 1990), kot yta autov akplBwc tov Adyo €xel eAeyxBel n LkavoTnTa TOU Vo
HELWVEL va TTNTIKN ofutnta olvwv o PELKT) KAAAEPYELa PE S. cerevisiae, e AKPWC
evBappuvtika anoteAéopata (Bely et al. 2008). Evw auto £€xet pavel va LoYUEL Kal oTnV
meplmtwon mou yivovtal SLadoxIkEG KOAAALEPYELEG, KATW OO CUYKEKPLUEVEG OUVONKEG
(Ciani et al. 2005). EKtOg amd autrv TV WLOTNTA, TO CUYKEKPLUEVO £160¢ €xeL tpoTtabel
Kall yla tTnv mapaywyn adpwdwv ovwy, pEow tng Seutepoyevoug {Upwong (Canonico et
al. 2018). TéAhog, ouykekpluéva oteAéxn tou eidouc pe killer W8iotnteg, daivetal va
urmopouv va efadaviocouv 1 va PELWOOUV OTO EAAXLOTO TOUuG TANBUGHOUC GAAWV
“"aypwv wuwv” (Velazquez et al. 2019). Emopévwe to T. delbrueckii daivetal va
SLaBETEL LIBLOTNTECG IOV KATW ATd CUYKEKPLUEVEG OUVONRKEG Umopouv va aglomotnbouv
KATA TNV owvorontikn dtadikacia yia va BEATLWOOUV TA TIOLOTIKA XAPOKTNPLOTIKA TOU
olvou, aAAQ KOl WG “TIPOOTOTEVUTIKEG  KAAALEPYELEC.
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1.14 O pikpoouototyieg DNA w¢ HECO EKTLUNONG TNG YEVETLKNAG MOWKIAOopdiag

OL pkpoouotolyieg N pikpodopudopikég aAAnlouyieg elval emavaAnPelg Bacswv pe
HLKPO UNKOG, CUYKEKPLUEVOU HoTiBou, e€amlwpéveg oto DNA twv opyaviouwv (Litt and
Luty 1989,Han et al. 2015, Saeed et al. 2016). O 6pog UikpoSopudoplkeG aAAnAouyieg
(microsatellites) elonxBnke yla mpwtn ¢opd to 1989 amod toug Litt and Luty, ol omoiot
npoodlopioav Tov MOAUUOPGLOUO TNG CUCTNHUATLKAG emtavaAnyng evog dtvoukAeotidiou
(TG) oto yovidlo mou KwWSOLKOTIOLEL yLa TNV AKTLVN TOU Kapdlakou MUoG. Mo avaAuTika,
QUTEG oL ouoTolyieg (og emavainyn n pia miow anod tv aAAn) avtiotolyouv os potifa 1
ew¢ 10 Cevuywv Baocswv (Tautz 1993, Saeed et al. 2016) ta onoia mowkilouv oe aplBud
avaloya Tov Yevtiko tomo (locus) otov onoio Bpiokovtal, toco o ¢utikoug (Varshney
et al. 2005, Zulini et al. 2005), og {wikoU¢ opyaviopoL¢ (Litt and Luty 1989) kat puoika
o€ pLKpoopyaviopoug (Albertin et al. 2014, Banilas et al. 2016). H dwotnTa toug, va
Sladopomnoteital o apBuog Twv enavainPewv TOuG AMO OPYAVIOUO OE OPYAVIOUO,
OoAAQ Kal To OTL £xouv TOAU UPNAN CUXVOTNTA CNUELOKWY HETOAAAYWY, T KOBOLOTA WG
pHoplokoU¢ Oeikteg, mou BonBave oe Intipata poplakng Bloloyiag, Blotexvoloyiag,
olkohoylag kal mavw amoAa e€€EAENg (Saeed et al. 2016). H avaAuon 1ng
Slapopomoinong Tou HAKOUC TOUG, UMOpPEL val yivel péow aAAnAoUxLong oAOKANPOU ToU
vovibuwpatog (WGS) (Abdelkrim et al. 2009) i pe tnv evioxuon aAAnAouyiwv (PCR) mou
TLEPLEXOUV TIG HLKPOOUOTOLXIEC OE OUVOUOOUO UE TOV OKPLBN UTTOAOYLOUO TOU UAKOUG
NG evioxupévng aAAnlouyxiag (Albertin et al. 2014, Banilas et al. 2016).

OL unxaviopol péow Ttwv omoiwv yivovtar mpooBnkeg 1n eMeldelg twv
HikpoSopudopikwv aAAnAouxiwv, mephappfavouv to “yAlotpnua” tou potifou mavw
oTNV UNTPkA alucida, tnv Snuoupyia AoUTag Kol HEOW TNG OAOKANPWONG TNG
avtypadng 6a npoP el n ENewdn R N mpocBnkn, 6w paivetal Kal oTi¢ ElKOVeG 1.6
kot l1.7.
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3" TCGG GTGT TGTG GGTT GTGT TCGG GTGT TGTG TTGG 5" Chromasome
5" AGCC CACA ACAC CCAA CACA AGCC CACA ACAC AACC 3° Wil type

' DNA strand denaturation
Teas Grer TGTG GGTT GTGT YC66 GT6T TGTG TIGG___

AACC
CACA ACAG CCAR CAC
l Replication
3" TCGG GTGT TGTG GGTT GTGT TCGG GTGT 1GTG TTGG__ 5"
< | Chromosome |

5 AGCC CACA ACAC CCAA CACA AGCC CACA ACAC AACC__3
—

‘ SSR shippage ‘
—

3'TCGG T6r TGYG GGTT GTGY TCGG GTGT TGYG YIGG__5°
. . | Chromosome 2
5" AGCC CACA ACAC CCAA CACA AGCC CACA ACAC AACC_3

AGCC

False repairing '
TGTG GGTT GTGT TCGG GTGT TGTG T1GG__S
AGCC ACAC CCAA CACA AGCC CACA ACAC AACC_37

\ ¥ ¥

Roplication continued

TC6G  TGYG GGIT GTGT TCGG GTGT TGTG T16G__5°
GCC  ACAC CCAA CACA AGCC CACA ACAC AACC__ 3"

v ‘ Strand denaturation

'Wmmmm@cemm TIGG___

‘ Replication

Ehvisssncsaed 3' TCGG TGTG GGTT GTGT TCGG GTGT TGTG TTGG____ 5" Template strand
With defetion 5' AGCC ACAC CCAA CACAAGCC CACA ACACAACC 3" Nascent danghiter strand |

Chromosome 4 3 TCGG GTGT TGTG GGTT GTGT TCGG GTGT TGTG TTGG___ 5" Nascent daughler strand |

5' AGCC CACA ACAC CCAA CACA AGCC CACA ACACAACC___ 3" Template strund

Wild type

Ewkova 1.6. Mnxaviopog pe tov omolo pmnopel va mpokuPel EAAedn aAAnAouyiog mou

QIMOTEAEL HEPOC HLO PLIKpoouoTolyiag (Saeed et al. 2016)
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3" TCGG GTGT TGTG GGTT GTGT TCGG GTGT TGTG T1GG 5" Chromosome
5" AGCC CACA ACAC CCAA CACA AGCC CACA ACAC AACC 3" Wild type

', DNA strand denaturstion
TCGG GTGT TGTG GGTT GTGT TCGG GTGT TG1G T166__

3" TCGG GTGY TGTG GGYT GYGY TCGG GTGY TGTG TIGG__ 57

—
‘ SSR slippage .l
(—_.

3 TCGG % TGTG GGTT GTGT TCGG GTGT TGTG TTGG__ 5"
5" AGCC CACA ACAC CCAA CACA AGCC CACA ACAC AACC 3’

‘ False repairing
TG
G T
TGTG GGTT GTGT TCGG GTGT TGTG TIGG__ 57
AGCC CACA ACAC CCAA CACA AGCC CACA ACAC AACC__ 3

l Replication continued
TG

G T
TCGG GTGT TGTG GGTT GTGT TCGG GTGT 1GTG TTGG__5°
AGCC CACA ACAC CCAA CACA AGCC CACA ACAC AACC_ 3

l Strand denaturation

TCG
GGGTGTGTTGTGGGWGTGTTCGG GTGTTGTG 116G6__ 5

C AACC_ 3
CA AGCC CACA ACA =
ACAC CUACA
AGCCUCA

l Replication

Chromosome 3 3" TCGG GTGY GTGT TGTG GGTT GTGT TCGG GTGT TGTG TIGG -

With lasertion 5" AGCC CACA CACA ACAC CCAA CACA AGCC CACA ACAC AACC 3
.
<
Chromusome 4 3" TCGG GTGT TGTG GGTT GTGT TCGG GIGT 1GTG T1GG__5°
Wild type 5 AGCC CACA ACAC CCAA CACA AGCC CACA ACAC AACC___3'

5 AGCC CACA ACAC CCAA CACA AGCC CACA ACAC AACC_3' | Chiromoome |

Chromosome 2

Template strand

Nascent daughter strand

Nascent daughter strand

TFemplate strand

Ewkova 1.7. Mnxaviopog e Tov OToLo Umopel va mpokU et pooBrikn aAAnAouxiag mou

QTTOTEAEL UEPOG ULa pKpoouoTolxiag (Saeed et al. 2016)

TéAog, mpémel va TovioTel wG oL pikpodopudoptkég aAAnAouyieg €xouv tnv duvatotnta

HETADOPAC OE YOVISLWHUOTA EVTOG CUVTNPNUEVWY TIEPLOXWY, SLaelSIKA Kal evEOELSIKA,
TPAYUA TIOU UTtopel va amokaAUeL EEAIKTIKEC OXECELG OUYKEKPLUEVWY opddwy (Saeed

et al. 2016)
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1.15 H yevetkn mAnOuopwv tov Torulaspora delbrueckii

To nupnvikd DNA tou T. delbrueckii, tpoodatwg aAAnAouxnuévo, pnkoug 9-11 Mb eivat
KaTaveUnUévo o€ 8 xpwuoowpata (Gordon et al. 2011, Gomez-Angulo et al. 2015), evw
To ptoxovdplakd DNA €xel punkog 28-45 Kb (Wu et al. 2015). Autég oL mAnpodopieg
amoTeAOUV To BgPEALO yla TNV amoKpumrtoypddnon Kol tnv oXxéon Twv yovidiwv mou
npoodidouv o oTeAEXn TOU €(60UG “OLVOTOLNTIKEG LKOWVOTNTEG  KOL UIOPOUV Vol
aflormowinBouv kat Plotexvoloylkd (Gomez-Angulo et al. 2015), aAAd Kkal ywa tnv
Katavonon t¢ Stapopdpwong tou “yevetikol Kappad” twv mAnBuopwv tou eidoug oe
OX€oNn HE TG €EEAIKTIKEG KOl OLKOAOYLKEG TLEDELG Ttou Séxetal (Albertin et al. 2014).
MéExpL OTLYUNG LOVO ULa Epeuva €XEL ATOKAAUPEL TIG EEEALKTIKEG OXECELG OTEAEXWV TOU
eidoug, amopovwpéva and mowkida meptBarlovra. Tuykekpiuéva ol Albertin et al. to
2014 vnootnpléav nwc n avBpwrivn Spaotnplotnta eMNPeAleL TNV YEVETIKA Soun TwvV
MANBuouWV Tou £idoug, Kal toug Sladopomolel o€ OXEON e OTEAEXN ATIOUOVWHEVA ATIO
“napBéva” mepBaAlovta. Autr n mAnpodopia gival oAU GnUAVTIKA, KABWE OMwWE EXEL
avadepBel to €l60¢ pmopel va xpnoipomolnBel otnv owomotntiky Stadkaoia, Kat
ETIOUEVWG EKTEVEOTEPEG MEAETEC ylOL TNV KOTOVONON TNG TANOUOULAKNG YEVETIKAG,
OVAUECO O OTEAEXN TIOU €XOUV ATOUOVWOEL amd OUMEAOUPYLKEG KOL OLVOTIOLNTLKEG
TLEPLOXEC, UITOPOUV va BonBricouv otnv mapaywyr] OLOTIKOTEPWY OlVWV.

1.16 Zkomog tn¢ Epyaciag

H napovoa epyoaocia xwplletal oe Suo evOTNTEG. IKOTOC TNG MPWTNG EVOTNTAC £lval n
amopdvwon Kal n tautonmoinon yla mpwtn ¢opd NG ynyevoug UKpoxAwpidacg twv
auneAwvwy tou MA ota Meoodyela ATTIKAG KOL TOU ZUVETALPLOMOU Zavtopivng, yla To
€to¢ 2018. H ouykekpuuévn Opdon amotedel to mpwto Prpa ota mAaiola NG
aflomoinong NG ynyevoug HUIKpOXAwpPLdaC TwV CUYKEKPLUEVWVY OUTEAWVWY yla TNV
TIAPOYWYI EVAPKTAPLWY KAAALEPYELWY OLVOTIOinoNC.

Itn Oeltepn evotnta Ba yivel To MPWTO PAUA ylo TNV UETEMELTA UEAETN TNG
Bloyswypadiag tng Wung Torulaspora delbrueckii, n omola e€etdletal ta teAeuTala
XPOVLA WG LLOL CNUOVTLKA EVOAAOKTLKA EVOPKTPLO KAAALEPYELQ YLOL TNV TTAPOYWYH OlVWV
moLoTNTaG. MEOW TNG EKTIUNONG TWV YEVETIKWVY OMOOTACEWV TwV TAnBuouwv T.
delbrueckii, pe Baon tnv avaiuon pikpodopudoptlkwyv aAANAouXiwv TOU YOVISLWUATOG
Ba kataotel Suvato va e€etaoBel n yevetikn dour mAnBuouwv T. delbrueckii Tou €xouv
amopovwBel amno Sladopetikolc apmeAwveg ava tnv EAAada.
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2.YAIKA-MEOOAOI



2.1 Asiypata otaduAiwv Kot av0opunTeG UUWOELS

Ta otadUAla TTPOEPXOVTIAV ATIO TOUG OUMEAWVEG TWV TEPLOXwV Onpaocia (delypata
0ST1,0ST2), BoupBouAog (6elypata OSV1,0SV2) kat Mupyog (OPS1, OSP2), Tou vnolou
™G Zavtopivng, yla to €tog 2018. Emniong, otaduAla Twv molkiAlwv Acuptiko(delypata
OAK1,0AK2 kat OAK) kat ZapBatiavo mpogpyoviav (deiypata OAM1 kat OAM2) amnd
ToV aumneAwva tou Mewmovikov Maveniotnuiov ABnvwy, ota Imdta ATTKNG, ano to (dlo
£€10G.

Ewkova 2.1. Ta onueia dswypatoAniog ¢aivovral oToug XAPTeC OMwE Teplypadnkav
mapanavw.Aplotepd, TolkAia AcUptiko, Onpaocia (mpdowvn koukida), BoupBouAog
(kdkkvn koukida), MUpyoc (umAe koukida). Aetia, mowkiAia AcUpTIKO (Tpdoivn Koukida),
oA la ZaBBatiavo (UmAe koukida).

MpayuatomowiOnke aonmtiky €KOAWDN Ttwv otaduliwv mpog Snuoupyia povotou
HEOW TOU pnxovhuatog Stomacher kat o pouotog mou cUAAEXONKe, petadépBnke ava
Oelypo, o OYKOUETPIKEG PLAAEC Twv 500 ml, kal KATw amd avaepoBleg ocuvoOnKeg
npaypatonowndnkav  auBopunteg  upwoelg. H  mopeia  twv  UHWOEWV
mapoakoAouBbnBnke péow TNG KATAUETPNONG Tou mapayopevou CO,, €melta amod
kKaOnuepwvy fUylon twv ¢loAwv. Bacel twv mapamdvw Snuoupyndnkav KAUUAES
KLVNTLKNC TwV JUUWOEWV.

2.2 Anapibunon Hikpoopyaviopwv

Mpayuatomowidnke dewypatoAnyia o tpla Stadopetikd otddla Twv (UHWOEWV Ko
EMwaon EMelta ano SLadoXIKES apalwoEeLg, ota Bpentikd untootpwpata WL, LA, ESA kat
MRS otouc 28°C kat YPD otoug 37°C avtictoxa. Ta otdSia mou éEywav ot
SdewypoatoAnyiec nAtav: a)opéows petd tnv £KOAWPN Twv otaduAlwv (G),B) katd tnv
apxn tng LWpwong (BF) kat y)katd to 1€Aog tnG {Upwong (EF).Ta tpuBAia emwaotnkav
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yla 2-5 PEPEC KOL OTNV CUVEXELA €Yyve Katauétpnon twv CFU’s. Mpayuatonowibnke
SELYUATOANTITIKA HLKPOOKOTILKA TIOPOTPNON KATIOWY QVIUTPOCWITEVUTIKWY QTIOLKLWY,
KOl ETELTA €YLVE ATIOOAKEUON TWV ATIOUOVWOEWY OTNV TPATEIN HULKPOOPYAVIOUWY TOU
gpyaotnploL tou lvotitoutou Oivou, tou EATO AHMHTPA.

2.3 BaOLKEG OLVOAOYLKEG AVAAUCELG

Mpayuatomolndnke PETPNON TOU pH, UMOAOYLOMOC OAKWV OCOKXAPWV Kol HETPNON
OAlkAG ofutnTag oto otddlo G. Zto otddlo EF petpriBnke to pH, n OAWKA Ko TTTNTIKA
ofutnta. OAeg oL peTproslg mpaypatonolonkav cuudwva pe tig peBodoug mou opilel
n vopoBeaoia (FXK,M£BobotL avaAuong oivwy kat yAeukwv Topog 1, ékdoon 2013).

2.4 MopLaKN TOUTOMOLNON TWV AMOUOVWHEVWV {UPWV
2.4.1 Evioxuon tng 5.8S ITS rDNA neploxng e aAuotdwtr) avtidpaon NoAupepAong

Ye pkpoowAnvapla PCR 0,2ml mpootébnkav 3ul kavotikou vatpiou (NaOH) 0,02N kat
SLaAUBNke pkpr) moodtnTa Bropdlag. AkodouBnoe Bpaoudc otoug 99°C yia 10 Aérmta.

H avtidpaon mpayupatomowiOnke oe teAkod oyko 50ul to omoio meplhduPave 10ng
untptkol DNA, 1X Buffer Kapa A, 20 pmol amnoé kaBe ekkivntr, 100uM amnd kabe dNTP
kat 1 U and tnv DNA moAupepaon (KAPA Tag DNA Polymerase, KAPABiosystems).

Ol aAAnAouyxieg TwV Hopilwv EKKLVNTWV Elvat:
ITS1: 5'-TCCGTAGGTGAACCTGCGG -3’
ITS4: 5'-TCCTCCGCTTATTGATATGC-3’

(White et al. 1990)

30



H evioxuon é\aPe xwpa ot Bepupokukhomowntd (Biorad T100™ Thermal Cycler)
ocUudwva pe To akoAoubo MpoypappaL:

Ztado tng PCR Oeppokpaoia (°C) Xpovog
1.Apxtky AmoSiatan 94° C 3min
2.Anodidtagn 94°C 30sec
3.YBPLOLOMOG EKKLVNTWV 52°C 30sec
4.Ermukuvon 74° C 1min

EnavaAnyn otadiwv 2-4 yia 35 popég

5.TeAkn empikuvon 74° C 10min
Awatiipnon otoug 10°C

2.4.2 HAektpodOpnon o€ MNKTH ayapolng

Ta mpoidvta tng aviidpaong dtaxwplotnkav pe nAektpodopnon oe Nkt ayopolng 1%
w/v (AppliChem) , aviyveutnkav £mnetta and xpwon He Bpwutovxo aBido (AppliChem)
5ul/100ml kot pwtoypadndnkav katw and ¢wg UV aktvoBorioc pe dwtoypadiki
unxavn (Biorad, GelDoc XR*).

Ta poplakd peyeOn mpoodlopiotnkav pe tnv BonBela deiktn poplakwv Bapwv (100bp
DNA Ladder, New England Biolabs)

Base Pairs  Mass (ng)
= 1,517 45
— 1,200 35
= 1,000 a5
— 900 a7
— 8OO 24
= 700 21
— BO0 18
— 500517 97

=400 38
— 300 29

— 200 25

— 100 48

Ewova 2.2. Asiktng poplakwv Bapwv 100bp DNA Ladder, New England Biolabs
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2.4.3 AvaAuon pnkoug Bpauoudtwy epLopLopoU Tng 5.8S ITS neploxng

Mo TG avtldpAaceLl; TEPLOPLOUOU TNG 5.8S ITS meploxng, Ta mpotdvta PCR enwdotnkayv
LE TLC TEPLOPLOTIKEG evOOVOUKAeAoeg Hinfl, Haelll \ Hhal (Takara, Japan). Z& oplOMEVEC
TIEPUTTWOELG Ta Tipolovta PCR XPELAOTNKE VO EMWOOTOUV KOL HE TIC TIEPLOPLOTLKEG
evbovoukAedoeg Ddel (New England Biolabs) kat Dral (Takara, Japan). Mepinou 400 ng
npolovtog PCR enwaotnkay pe 1 U evlUpou o€ TeAko oyko 15ul pe puBuLotikd StaAuvpa
mou mapeixe o MPopnBeUTAG Tou eviupou yia 16-18h os Beppokpaoia 37 °C.

Ta Opavopata meploplopol Staxwplotnkav e nAektpododpnon o€ TMAKTNG ayopolng
2.5% w/v (AppliChem), aviyveutnkav E£melto and Xpwon He Bpwuiovxo albidio
(AppliChem) 5ul/100ml kat pwrtoypadpndnkav kKatw amd ¢dwg UV aktvoBoriog pe
dwrtoypadikn pnxavr (Biorad, GelDoc XR*). Ta poplakd peyédn npoodlopiotnkav ue
v BonBeila deiktn poplakwv Bapwv (100bp DNA Ladder, New England, Biolabs).

2.5 Evioxvuon twv interdelta aAAnAouxwwv tou Saccharomyces cerevisiae

Ye pkpoowAnvapla PCR 0,2ml mpootébnkav 3ul kavotikou vatpiou (NaOH) 0,02N kat
SLaAUBNke pkpr) moodtnta Bropdlag. AkodouBnoe Bpaoudc otoug 99°C yia 10 Aérmta.

H avtiépaon nmpayuatomnoiBnke oe teAkd oyko 25ul to omoio nephaupave 1X Buffer
Kapa A, 2,5mM MgCl,, 2x BSA, 25pmol amnoé kabe ekkivntry, 200mM armnd kabe dNTP kat 1
U amnd tnv DNA noAupepaon (KAPA Tag DNA Polymerase, KAPA Biosystems).

Ta popLa EKKLVNTEC TTOU XpnoLuomno)nkay eival :
6.1.2 : 5’-TCAACAATGGAATCCCAAC-3’
6.2.1: 5’-CATCTTAACACCGTATATGA-3’

(Legras et al. 2003).
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H evioxuon mpaypatonowBnke oe Beppokukhonownty (Biorad T100™ Thermal Cycler)
ocUudwva pe To akoAoubo MpoypappaL:

Ztado tng PCR Oeppokpacia (°C) Xpovog
1.ApxKr) Antodidtagn 94° C 3min
2.ArnoSiatagn 94° C 30sec
3.YBPLOLOMOG EKKLVNTWV 46° C 30sec
4.Erupfikuvon 72°C 90min

EnavaAnyn otadiwv 2-4 yia 35 popég

5.TeAkn empikuvon 72°C 10min
Awatiipnon otoug 10°C

Ta mpotovta ¢ avtibpaong dtaxwpiotnkav pe NAektpodopnaon os mNKTH ayopolng 2%
w/v (AppliChem), aviyveutnkav £netta anod xpwon He Ppwptovxo adidio (AppliChem),
5ul/100ml kot pwtoypadndnkav katw and ¢wg UV aktvoBoriog pe dwtoypadikn
unxavr (Biorad, GelDoc XR'). Ta poptakd peyéOn mpooSlopictnkav pe thv PorBela
Seiktn poplakwv Bapwv (100bp DNA Ladder, New England, Biolabs).

2.6 Evioxuon pwkpodopudopikwv aAAnlouxiwv Ttou yevwpitkol DNA tou €idoug
Torulaspora delbrueckii

XpnotuornoBnke to yevwuikd DNA amo €va avtutpoowneuTtikd otélexoc (E11SL8) mou
avnkel oto eido¢ T. delbrueckii.

Mpayuatomolndnke evioxuon 7 SLOPOPETIKWVY TIEPLOXWV TOU yeVwLKoU DNA, pe Baon
TOUG oXeOLAOUEVOUC EKKLVNTEG amto Toug Albertin et al. 2014. Ot forward ekkvnTtéG elyav
otnv apxn tng aAAnAouyiag Toug, TNV aAAnAouxia Tou ayKOoULoU ekklvntnt M13, mou
o€ oUVOUOOWUO |LE TOUG ONUACUEVOUC eKKLVNTEC M13 pe FAM kal HEX, emétpedav tnv
HUELOUEVOU KOOTOUG avAAUON TOU HAKOUG TWV EVIOXUUEVWV TIEPLOXWYV, OTWC EXEL
npotaBel and tov Schuelke to 2000. Adyw tou SladopeTikol UAKOUC TwV 7 TTPoiovIwy,
Kal Twv 8Uo Sladopetikwy POopiloviwv EVWOEWV, ETUTPATINKE N HIEN HEXPL KoL
TECOAPWYV TPoilovIwy Tautoxpova (multiplex). Ta mpoidvra twv PCR "mepdotnkav” amno
avaAuti DNA ABI3730x| (Macrogen Inc. Seoul, South Korea) pe tnv xprjon tou 600LIZ wg
npotuno peyEBoug (Applied Biosystems). H omrtikomoinon kal TOCOTIKOMOINON Twv
QMOTENEOUATWY TIPAYUATOTOW|ONKE péow Tou Aoyopikol Peak Scanner™ver. 1.0
(Applied Biosystems).
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H avtiépaon mpayupatomownbnke o€ teAlkd Oyko 30ul to omoio meplAapuPave 5ng
untpikou DNA, 1X Buffer Kapa A, 0,16uM amoé toug reverse kat M13 ekKwvntég, Kal
0,04uM amo6 tov forward ekkwntr), 100uM amd kabe dNTP kat 1 U amd tnv DNA
noAupepdon (KAPA Tag DNA Polymerase, KAPABiosystems).
Ot aAAnAouxleg TwV eKKLVNTWYV TTOU XpnoLlomnotndnkay eivat:

FAMM13: 5’-CACGACGTTGTAAAACGAC-3’
HEXM13: 5'-CACGACGTTGTAAAACGAC-3’

TD1AF: 5'-CACGACGTTGTAAAACGACAGATGCAACCACAATGGCAA-3’

TD1AR: 5'-TGCGATTGAAACTGTTGATTG-3’

TD1BF: 5'-CACGACGTTGTAAAACGACTTCACAACTAGATGCCGATGT-3’

TD1BR: 5’-TCCCGTCCTTCAAGTTAAACA-3’

TD1CF: 5'-CACGACGTTGTAAAACGACGTAAACATGTTTCGTAACGGG-3’

TD1CR: 5'-CCTGGGATTCCATCCCAAT-3’

TD2AF: 5'-CACGACGTTGTAAAACGACGATGATGATGGTGATGCGAA-3’

TD2AR: 5'-TCTTACAGAACTTTTCCCCGA-3’

TD5AF:5’-CACGACGTTGTAAAACGACAGGGACCCCCACCTAAATTAA-3

TD5AR: 5'-CGAAAAAGTGAAACTACCTCGT-3’

TD6AF:5'-CACGACGTTGTAAAACGACAACAAGGGCTTATCATCCATT-3’

TD6AR: 5'-ACCCCGCTTCTTTCTTCTTT-3’
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TD7AF: 5'-CACGACGTTGTAAAACGACGAGGGAGTGGTACTATGGTGG-3’

TD7AR: 5'-ACGCAGTGGTGTTCTTGAAT-3’

TD8AF:5-CACGACGTTGTAAAACGACAAATCAGTCGAGTAGGTTGCG-3’

TD8AR: 5'-TCCACCGGGAATGTTCACT-3’

H evioxuon mpaypatonowiBnke oe Beppokukhorointy (Biorad T100™ Thermal Cycler)
oUHdwWvVA PE TOo akOAoUBOo TPpoypapUaL:

Ztado g PCR Oeppokpacia (°C) Xpovog
1.Apxwn) Anodidtasn 95°C 5min
2.Anodidtasn 95°C 35sec
3.YBPLOLOMOG EKKLVNTWV Mivakag 2 50sec
4.Ermuikuvon 72°C 40sec

EnavaAnyn otadiwv 2-4 yia 35 popég

5.TeALKN) EMUKuvon 72°C 7min
Awatfipnon otoug 10°C

Ol Beppokpaocieg mpOodeonC TwV EKKLVNTWY OTA TMPOYPAUUATA EVIOXUONC Kal TO poTifo
NG KABOe kpoSopuPIKNC TEPLOXNG dalvovTOL OTOV MOPAKATW TVAKAL.

Nivakag 2.1. Oepupokpaocie¢ mPoodeong Twv OLUPOPETIKWY  EKKIVATWY TIOU
Xpnotpomnotnénkav Kot  potifo  emavaAappavwpevwyv  aAAnAouxltwv  Tou
nepAapBavovtal 0To EVICXUUEVO TIPOLOV.

EKKLVNTEG MortiBo Oepuokpacio mpocdeong

TD1A CAA 50
TD1B GT 51
TD1C TTA -

TD2A GTT 51
TD5A GT 51
TD6A CAA/CAG 55
TD7A TTAA 48
TD8A TTG/CTG 53
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Ta mpoldvta tng avtidpaong dlaxwpilotnkav pe nAektpodopnon o MNKIR ayoapolng
2,5% w/v (AppliChem), aviyveutnkav Emelta amd Xpwon HE Ppwulovxo albidio
(AppliChem), 5ul/100ml kat ¢wtoypadndnkav katw amd dwg UV aktwvoBoAiag pe
dwrtoypadikn pnxavn (Biorad, GelDoc XR*). Ta poplakd peyédn mpoodlopiotnkav pe
v BonBeila deiktn poplakwv Bapwv (100bp DNA Ladder, New England, Biolabs).

H evioxuon tou mpiovtog pe Toug ekkivnteg 1C dev emiteUXONKE.
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3.ANOTEAEZMATA



3.1 Kivnuik avB0puntwv UHWOoEWV Kal anapiOpunon PiKpoopyavioHwV

H mopeia twv auBépuntwv Upwoewv Kabwg kat ot mAnBuopol twv upwv oe dvo
otadila tng LWpwong (apxtkod Kot TeAko) paivetal ota mapaKATw SlaypAapuaTa.

Zavtopivn

a. Onpaoia

OST1

- 8.00
- 7.00
- 6.00
- 5.00

- 4.00 logcfu/ml

co2 (g/L)

- 3.00
- 2.00

- 1.00

0.00 T T T 0.00
30.00 40.00

20,00
time (days)
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OST2

100.00 - - 8.00
90.00 L 200
80.00
- 6.00
70.00
= 60.00 - 5.00
D
~ 50.00 - 4.00 logcfu/ml
o)
S 40.00 L 300
30.00
- 2.00
20.00
10.00 - 1.00
0.00 : : : 0.00
0.00 10.00 30.00 40.00

2
timeo(ggys)

Awaypappata 3.1 kot 3.2. H mopeia Upwong ¢palveTal LECW TNG UITAE YPAUUNC, EVW OL
nmAnBuopol (logcfu/ml) twv ohikwv Tupwv (non-Saccharomyces) oto apPxLKO, Kal TO
teAkd otadlo (S. cerevisiae) amelkovilovtol PE TG KOKKLWVEG KoL TPAOLVEG €UBEieg
avtiotolya.

OST AVG

120.00 -+
110.00 -
100.00
90.00
80.00
70.00
60.00
50.00
40.00
30.00
20.00
10.00
0-00 T T T T T T T 1

0.00 5.00 10.00 15.00 20.00 25.00 30.00 35.00 40.00
time (days)

co2 (g/u)

Awdypappa 3.3. KapmuAn 0pwong tng péong Tng twv duo deypdtwv (OST1 kot
0OST2). OLKEPALEG TOPLOTAVOUV TNV TUTILKH ATIOKALON.
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B.BoupBoulog

120.00 -
110.00 -
100.00 -
90.00 -
80.00 -
70.00 -
60.00 -
50.00 -
40.00 -
30.00 -
20.00 -
10.00 -
0.00

co2 (g/L)

120.00 -+
110.00 -
100.00 -
90.00 -
80.00 -
70.00 -
60.00 -
50.00 -
40.00 -
30.00 -
20.00 -
10.00 -
0.00

co2 (g/L)

Awaypappata 3.4 ko 3.5. H mopeia L0pwong daivetal LEow TNG WITAE YPAUMUAG, EVW OL
nmAnBuopol (logcfu/ml) twv oAikwv {upwv (non-Saccharomyces) oto OpPXLKO, KoL TO
TeAkO otadlo (S. cerevisiae) amelkovilovtal PE TIC KOKKIVEG KOL TIPAOCLWVEG €UBOEleG
avtiotoya. H pwp eubeia maplotavel twv mMANBUoUd Twv non-Saccharomyces TUUWV

5.00

osvi1

- 8.00
- 7.00
- 6.00
- 5.00
- 4.00
- 3.00
- 2.00
- 1.00
T 0.00

10.00 15.00 20.00
time (days)

osv2

25.00 30.00

- 8.00
- 7.00
- 6.00
- 5.00
- 4.00
- 3.00
- 2.00
- 1.00

5.00

10.00 15.00 20.00
time (days)

01O TeAKO otddLo ¢ LUpwWon .
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logcfu/mi



OSV AVG

120.00 -
110.00
100.00
90.00
80.00
70.00
60.00
50.00
40.00
30.00
20.00
10.00
0-00 T T T T 1

0.00 5.00 10.00 15.00 20.00 25.00 30.00
time (days)

co2g/L

Awdypoappa 3.6. KaumuAn 0uwong tng péong TAG twv Svo deypdtwv (OST1 kat
0OST2). OL KEpaLEG MOPLOTAVOUV TNV TUTILKI ATTOKALON.

y- Mupyog

120.00 - - 8.00
110.00
100.00 - 7:00
90.00 - 6.00
80.00

%; 70.00 r 200

~ ©60.00 - 4.00 logcfu/ml

O 50.00

(O] L
40.00 3.00
30.00 - 2.00
20.00
10.00 - 1.00

0.00 : : : 0.00
0.00 10.00 20.00 30.00 40.00 50.00

time (days)
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OSP2

120.00 -+ - 8.00
110.00
100.00 r 700
90.00 - 6.00
_ 3000 - 5.00
= 70.00
oo
~ ©60.00 - 4.00 logcfu/ml
O 50.00
O L
40.00 3.00
30.00 - 2.00
20.00
-1,
10.00 00
0.00 T T T T T 0.00
0.00 10.00 20.00 30.00 40.00 50.00
time (days)

Awaypappata 3.7 kot 3.8. H mopeia {Upwong daivetol LECW TNG UITAE YPAUUNG, EVW OL
nmAnBuopot (logcfu/ml) twv oAwwv upwv (non-Saccharomyces) 6To apXIKO Kol TO TEALKO
otadio (S. cerevisiae) amnewovilovtal Pe TIC KOKKIVEC KOl TtPACLVEC eVBeieg avtioTtowa. H
HwP euBela maplotdvel Twv TMANBUOUO Twv non-Saccharomyces UMWV OTO TEALKO
otadlo tng LUpwong.

ATtk
ao.AcUpTLKO

Yta Seiypoarta OAKL kat OAK2 dev katdadepe va mpaypatonolnBet LUpwon. Ito deiypa
OAK n ZUpwon oAokAnpwOnke KoL n mopeia TG daivetal mMopakaTw.

18888 . - 8.00
80.00 - - 7.00
E gggg - - 6.00
28 0] - 5.00
S 2888 ] . 4.00 logcfu/ml
(] 3888 . - 3.00
10.00 - - 2.00
0.00 T T 1.00
0.00 5.00 10.00 15.00 20.00

time (days)
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Awdypappa 3.9. H nopeia (0pwong paivetal LECw TNG UIMAE YPAUUAG, EVW O TTANBUGCUOG
(AoyapBuikn kAipaka) Twv UHwv oTo TEALKO oTadLo (S. cerevisiae) amelkovileTal Pe TNV
npdoLvn euBeia.

B.ZaBpatiavo

100.00 - - 8.00
90.00 - L 200
80.00 -
- 6.00
70.00 -
= 60.00 - - 5.00
o
~ 00.00 - - 4.00 logcfu/ml
S 40.00 - L 3.00
30.00 -
- 2.00
20.00 -
10.00 - - 1.00
0.00 : : : : : 0.00
0.00 500 10.00 15.00 20.00 25.00  30.00
time (days)
100.00 - - 8.00
90.00 L 200
80.00
- 6.00
70.00
% 60.00 - 5.00
~ 50.00 - 4.00 logcfu/ml
S 40.00 . 300
30.00
- 2.00
20.00
10.00 - 1.00
0.00 . . . . 0.00
0.00 500 10.00 15.00 20.00 25.00  30.00

time (days)

Awaypappata 3.10 ko 3.11. H mopeia Upwong daivetol LECW TNG UITAE YPOUUAG, EVW
ot mAnBuopot (logcfu/ml) twv oAikwv upwv (non-Saccharomyces) oto apxlkd otadlo
amelkovilovtal e TG KOKKIVEG EUDELEG.
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OAM AVERAGE

100.00 -
90.00 -
80.00 -
70.00 -
60.00 -
50.00
40.00
30.00
20.00
10.00
0.00 T T T T T !
0.00 5.00 10.00 15.00 20.00 25.00 30.00

time (days)

co2g/L

Awaypappa 3.12. KapmuAn Upwong tTng HEong TNg tTwv dvo Seypdtwv (OAM1 kat
OAM2). OL KEpOLEC TTAPLOTAVOUV TNV TUTILKH ATIOKALON.

OMAa ta delypata amod tnv mepLoxn tng Zavropivng anolUpwoav, eVvw and Tnv MeEPLOXN
™¢ Attikng, 2 delypata dev Eekivnoav kabBolou tnv {Upwon, 2 dev amolUpwaoav Kot
HOvo €va oAokAnpwoe tnv LUpwon.

Nivakag 3.1. AplOuog auvBopuntwy UHWOEWV KOL TTOOOTA EMITUXL0G CUVOALKA Kol ava
TiEPLOXN

TonoBsoia ApOpuadg Zupwpéva  AQVpwta Nocooto
Seypatwv YA€UKN YA€UKn anoluuwong
Zavtopivn 6 6 0 100%
Attiki 5 1 4 20%
Zuvolo 11 7 4 63,6%
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3.2 BAOLKEG OLVOAOYLKEG AVAAUGELG

Nivakag 3.2. Qaivovtal Ta AMOTEAECHATO TWV QAVOAUCEWV TOU pH, TWV OAKWY
COKYAPWV Kal TNG OALKAG ofutnTag amd to otdadlo G (HouaoTog), TPV TNV €vapén Twv
auBopunTWV UPWOoEWV SelypudTwy TNG Zavtopivng. Avaypadovtal ol ool OpoL Kal

TUTIKEG aTtokALoELg ava {euyoc.

G osV oST osP
pH 3.015+0.04 3.095+0.08 3.05+0.11
Sugars | 229.35+2.47 216.7+22.06 213.05+0.78

(g/L)

Total 4.8+0.28 4.45+0.35 5.15+1.06
Acidity

(g/L)

Nivakag 3.3. Qaivovtal Ta anoteAéopata Twv avalUoewVv Tou pH, TG OAKAC KoL TNG
INTIKAG ofutntag amod ta otadlo EF twv auBopuntwv {UPHWOoEWV SeLYHATWY TNG
Zavtopivng. Avaypddovtal oL LEGoL OpOoL KoL TUTIKEG aTtoKALoELS ava {eUyOG.

EF OSv1l | 0OSvV2 | OST1 0sT2 OSP1 0OsSP2
pH 3.01 2.99 3.05 2.98 3.02 2.93
pH 3+0.01 3.02%£0.05 2.9810.06
AVERAGE
Total 8.14 6.9 6.6 7.2 6.11 8.4
Acidity
(g/L)
Total 7.52+0.88 6.9+0.42 7.261£1.62
Acidity
(g/L)
AVERAGE
Volatile 0.22 0.72 0.80 0.71 0.41 0.66
Acidity
(/L)
Volatile 0.47+0.36 0.75+0.67 0.53+0.18
Acidity
(g/L)
AVERAGE
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Nivakag 3.4. Qaivovtal Ta ANMOTEAECHATO TWV QAVOAUCEWV TOU pH, TWV OAKWY
COKYAPWV KoL TNG OAWKNG ofutntag amd ta otadlo BF twv aubBopuntwv upwoswv
Selypatwy tng Attikng. Avaypddovtal oL LEToL OpOoL KoL TUTIKEC aTtoKALoELS ava {eUyoC.

G OAK1 | OAK2 | OAK | OAM1 | OAM2

pH 3.17 | 3.25 | 2.95 3.58 3.63

pH 3.21+0.06 3.61+0.03
AVERAGE

Sugars | 198.8 | 210.3 | 201.1 | 177.2 | 191.9
(g/L)

Sugars 204.55+8.13 184.55+7.35
(g/L)
AVERAGE

Total 54 4.7 5.9 3.7 3.6
Acidity
(g/L)
Total 5.05+0.49 3.65+0.05
Acidity
(g/L)
AVERAGE

To Seiypa OAK oto téhoc tng LUpwong (EF) eixe pH 2.95, oAk ofutnta 9.75 g/L kat
rientik o€utnta 0.21 g/L
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AvaAuon YAEUKWV Kal olvwv HEow LYpN¢ xpwuatoypadiag uPpnAng nmieong

Mivakag 3.5. Zuykevtpwoelg (g/L) Twv XNUIKWV eVWOEWV (Mpwtn oTtAAN), ylo Kabe

Sladopetiko delypa povotou (G), pue Baon tnv uébodo HPLC.

G OSP1G OSP2G OST1G 0ST2G 0oSsV1G 0osVv2G OAKG OAM1G OAM2G
Citric 0.07 0 0.08 0.10 0 0.16 0 0.11 0.09
(/L)

Tartaric 5.20 6.28 4.70 5.19 5.70 5.38 6.63 3.76 3.59
(/L)

Glucose 111.07 113.13 121.03 104.96 120.00 121.63 107.04 90.48 97.07
(g/L)

Malic 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
(/L)

Fructose 100.96 102.32 110.04 96.02 108.95 110.04 98.69 88.58 94.57
(g/L)

Succinic 0 0.50 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
(/L)

Lactic 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
(g/L)

Glycerol 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
(/L)

Acetic 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
(/L)

Ethanol 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
(/L)
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Mivakag 3.6. Zuykevtpwoelg (g/L) Twv XNUIKWV eVWOEWV (Mpwtn oTtAAN), ylo Kabe
Sladopetikd Selypa oto téAo¢ tng {Upwong (EF), pue Baon tnv péBodo HPLC. O
{upwoelg OAM1 kat OAM2 bev oAokAnpwOnkav (MF).

EF OSP1EF OSP2EF OST1EF OST2EF OSV1EF OSV2EF OAKEF OAMI1MF OAM2MF
Citric (g/L) 0.28 0.30 0.51 0.50 0.60 0.42 0.61 0.24 0.47
Tartaric 3.25 4.09 2.61 3.06 4.19 3.11 5.24 1.57 1.74
(g/L)
Glucose 0.47 0.74 0.44 0.36 0.73 0.61 0.97 32.66 45.60
(g/L)
Malic (g/L)  1.16 1.27 1.38 1.31 1.93 1.20 2.19 0.05 0.05
Fructose 1.00 2.82 1.99 1.57 6.84 1.79 1.02 33.84 28.74
(g/L)
Succinic 0.71 1.34 1.23 1.38 1.49 1.08 1.34 0.43 0.80
(g/L)
Lactic (g/L)  0.15 0.18 0.27 0.27 0.34 0.23 0.43 0.00 0.00
Glycerol 7.95 9.34 9.56 8.61 7.04 9.52 6.73 5.69 6.31
(g/L)
Acetic 0.54 0.76 0.99 0.88 0.33 0.91 0.37 0.46 0.55
(g/L)
Ethanol 107.71 107.08 116.15 101.07 112.28 116.84 102.49 56.90 58.75
(g/L)
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3.3 MoplaKn TAUTONOiNoN TWV AMOUOVWHEVWY {UUWV

JUVOALKA €ylvav 463 amopovwoeLS otedexwyv (UMWY, amo TIG TEPLOXEG TNG Zaviopivng
Kall TNG ATTIKAG OMwG TepLlypAdnKe mapandavw. Ol amopovVwoEeLg £ylvay KATA Ta otadla
G, BF, kat EF. Ano ti¢ mpoavacdepBrioeg amopovwoEeLS, T OTEAEXN TIPOEPYXOUEVA ATIO TO
otadlo G kal BF tautonow)Bnkav pe tnv péBodo moAupopdlopol pUnKkous Bpauvoudtwy
(RFLP). Ztnv mapouoa epyacia ta peyedn twv mpoidovtwv PCR opadomowibnkav o 8
opadeg pe unkn 340, 390, 500, 600, 620, 750, 800, 820 kat 850 bp. Me TNV XprHon Twv
neploplotikwy evdovoukAeaowv Hinfl, Haelll, Hhal kat Ddel i Dral mpoékuyav 6
SladpopeTikad TPOTUTIOL TIEPLOPLOMOU Ta Oomoia avilotolyouv ota £i6n Candida gabralta,
Hanseniaspora guilliermondii , H. opuntiae ,H. uvarum, Saccharomyces cerevisiae, Ko
Torulaspora delbrueckii (Esteve-Zarzoso et al. 1999, Nisiotou and Nychas 2007).

Nivakag 3.7. MeyéBn tn¢ 5,8S ITS meploxng Kal Twv BpaUoUATWY TEPLOPLOMOL TwWV
QTOMOVWHUEVWVY UMWV,

Eidog MNpo | Opavopata MEPLOPLOUOU META TNV Spacn Twv eviupwvV (bp)
(SO Haelll Hinfl Ddel Dral
PCR
(bp)
H. 750 | 320+310+1 | 750 340+190+ | 290+180+90+8
uvarum 15 170+60 5+75+50
H.guillier | 750 | 320+310+1 | 750 340+190+ | 360+180+85+7 | 420+150+
mondii 15 170+60 0+50 130+30
H. 750 | 320+310+1 | 750 340+190+ | 360+180+85+7 | 420+280
opuntiae 15 170+60 0+50
S. 820 | 360+340+1 | 320+210+1 | 360+120
cerevisiae 30 80+130
C. 850 | 400+180+1 | 670+230 360+270
gabralta 60
T. 800 | 320+210+1 | 800 410+380
delbrueck 40+100
ji
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3.4 AvaAuon ¢ upoxAwpidoag

Kat otig dUo yewypadikég meploxeg (Zavtopivn kat ATTikr) onwg daivetal otov mivaka
2 1a Kuplopxa €ibn mou amopovwOnkav amoé ta otadio BF avrikouv oTo Yévog
Hanseniaspora, To TiLo cuVNBLOUEVO YEVOC TTOU ETIKPATEL KATA TNV apxn TNG LUUWong.

Mivakag 3.8. AplOUOG KOl TOCOOTO TWV AMOUOVWHEVWY CTEAEXWV O TO 0TAdL0 BF Twv
auBopUNTWV LUUWOEWYV, TWV TECOAPWVY SLOPOPETIKWV TIEPLOYWV.

EiSoc Zavtopivn (AcUpTiko) (za[?[;:: ::lvé)
Onpacia BoupBoUAog MAatid
C. gabralta 24.20% - - -
H.guilliermondii - 25.00% 49.00% 3.30%
H. opuntiae - - - 50%
H. uvarum 75.80% 8.30% 36.70% 46.70%
S. cerevisiae - 65% 14.30% -
T. delbrueckii - 1.70% - -
AplOuOG bWV 2 4 3 3

Onwg daivetal otov mapanmavw mMivaka,otnv EPLOXI TNG ATTIKNG EMKPATEOTEPO £160C
elval to Hanseniaspora opuntiae,evw otnv meploxn TG Zavrtopivng to &idog mou
ouvavtnOnke kat ot 3 SLabOopeTIKEG YewypadIKEG TIEPLOXEG €lval To Hanseniaspora
uvarum. Afloonuelwto e€ival TO Yyeyovog TwC OtV TEPLOXN Tou BoupBouAou
ETUKPATEDTEPO £160C e TTIOCOOTO TNC TAENC TOU 65% NTav To Saccharomyces cerevisiae.

3.5 Evioxvuon twv interdelta aAAnAouxiwv Tou Saccharomyces cerevisiae

JuVOAlKA evioxUBnkav interdelta aAAnAouyxieq 84 oteAexwv €k Twv omoiwv ta 8
T(POEPXOVTAL ATTO TNV ATTLKN KOl TA UTIOAOLTTA ATTO TOUC AUTTEAWVEG TNG ZAVTOPIivNG OTWG
€xeL meplypadel mapamavw. OAa ta oteAéxn mpoékuav amnod tic avbopunteg LUUPWOELG
YAgUKOUG TNC MoK iag AcUpTiko, KaBwg n Upwon and poUoTo oTadUALWY TIOLKIALOG
ZaBBatiavo v oAokAnpwOnke, dtavovtag PEXPL TNV HEon TNG LUHWOoNG, OTwE PpAvNKE
kal ota Staypdppata 13 kat 14. Méow TNG avaAAuong TwWV EVICXUREVWY aAAnAouxiwv
amokaAudpOnkav 12 dtadpopetikad mpodiA (yovotumol). Ao autoUg TOUG YOVOTUTIOUG Ol
8 ntav povadlkol kol €bkOTEPA 2 amd auToU¢ cuvtoavtnbnkov o€ povaxo o 2
amopovVwHEVa oTteAEXn avtiotolya (OST2EFWS kot OSVIEFW16).
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Ewova 3.1. Amewkovion Twv SladopeTKWY YovOoTUWY Tou Tipogkuav He Bacn Tig
Slapopetikol aplBuou Kal poplakol PBapoug pmavies. Asfia mapatnpouvtal ta dUo
6l yovtumikd mpodih oteAexwv tn¢ ATTKAG. Ta urmoAoina mpodiA mpoépxovtal ano
OTEAEXN TWV TPLWV MEPLOXWV TNE ZavTopivnc.

3.6 AvaAuon twv nAnBuouwv Saccharomyces cerevisiae

To mooooto BlomolkiAdtnTag tou Saccharomyces cerevisiae TOU TPOEKUPE QATO TIG
SeypatoAnyieg mou €xouv meplypadel, cUpUPwWVA E TRV OXECN TOU GUVOALKOU aplOpol
Slapopetikwy PodiA mpoc Ta oAKA oteAe)r, NTav ¢ Ta&ng tou 14,29%. O aplOuog
TWV SL0POPETIKWVY OTEAEXWV Kal n ouxvotnta epdaviong toug dpaivetal otov mivaka 3.
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Nivakag 3.9. NpodiA tou S. cerevisiae Baoel Tng evioxuong interdelta aAAnAouxlwv Kat
Too00oTo (%) epdaviong Toug.

NpodiA ‘ %
| 14.29
] 7.14
1l 25.00
IV 3.57
Vv 2.38
VI 3.57
Vi 9.52
VIl 1.19
IX 4.76
X 19.05
Xl 1.19
Xl 9.52
Ta 4 mpodiA mou evtomioBnkav o€ mapamavw Tou evog delypatog sivae ta ILILIV kot V.

YYnAdtepo mocootd epdaviong napoucioce to npodiA Il (25%) kot apéows LETA TO
nipodiA X (19.05%). Ta rpodiA VIII kat XI pe to xapnAdtepo nooodoto, 1.19% €kaotweg,
avtlotolyouv ota oteAéxn OST2EFWS kat OSVIEFW16, mou avadépbnkav mapandvw.
To npodiA XIl avtiotolyel o€ OTEAEXN TIOU AMOUOVWONKAV Ao TNV MEPLOXA TNG ATTIKAG
Kall €lval To povadlkd TTou cuvavTABNKE oo AUTHV TNV TIEPLOY]).

Yta U0 MaPAKATW SLAyPAUATA TTOPOUCLALETAL N KATAVOUH TNG BLOMOLIKIAOTNTAC TOU S.
cerevisiae ava deiypa (dtaypappa 3.17) kat ava neploxn (dtaypapua 3.18). Ta mpotuna
TIOU amavTwvTal Hovo o€ éva delypa avamaplotwvtal e AEUKO XpwHa, EVw Ta TECoEPQ
Sladopetikd xpwpata mou daivovtal ota Slaypappata umodnAwvouv TO MOCOOTO
e Aviong Twv (Slwv yovotumwy mou anavtwvtal o€ Vo dtadopetikd delyuata.

MNapatnpwvtag ta pafdoypdupata Slamotwvetal nwg évag dlog yovotunog Ppédnke
oe Vo Sladopetika Seiypata, alka otov (blo apmelwva (LwP xpwua). Ta untdAouta
plo kowad mpodid mou evromioOnkav oe Siadopetikd Selypata, TPOEPYOVTOL
avtiotoa Kat anod StadopeTikolg apmeAwvec. EmutAéov ta tpia mpodiA Tou apmeAwva
™¢ neploxns BoupPBouAog eival povadika kot Sev evtomicOnkav otig AAAECG epLloxEG. To
(6o LoyVeL kal ylo To povadikd mpodid mou eviomicbnke otov apmelwva and tnv
TLEPLOXN TWV IMATWV ATTLKAG.
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Awaypappa 3.12. Katavour tTwv yovoTuTikwy ipodiA Tou S. cerevisiae ava Ssiypa.
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Awdypoappa 3.13. Katavour Twv yovotuTikwy mpodiA Tou S. cerevisiae ava Toug TPELG
OQUTEAWVEG TNG TEPLOXAG TNG ZavTopivng.
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Onwg daivetal oto daypappa 3.17 to Kowo nMPodiA pe TO MPACLVO XPWHO CUVAVTIATAL
ota Oelypata OST1 kat OSP1 kat eilval autd Tou €xeL To MEYOAUTEPO TOCOOTO
eudaviong ota duo Seiypata. Ita dla Selypoto cuvaviwvtal, o€ UIKPOTEPA TTOCOOTA,
Kal oL U0 aAAol kowvol yovotuTmol (yaAdllo Kol TOPTOKAAL XpwHa).

MNa kaBe OSladopetikd yovotumo Onuoupyndbnke €vag mivakoag pe TpéEG O kat 1
SnAwvovtag £ToL TV amnouaia 1 Tnv mapoucia KABs moAupopdIKNG Umavtag EExwpLoTd.
ITNV OUVEXELD xpnoldomolBnke 1o Aewtoupykd PAST yia va Bpebel n yevetikn
anmooToon TWV TPOTUTWV He TNV dnuoupyla Sevdpoypappatog (swova 1).Ta
5evOpOYyPAUUATA KATAOKEUAOTNKAV WE TNV Llepapxlki HEBodo opadomoinong UPGMA,
ue Baon tov cuvteheotn Dice.

Sirnilarity

= L0

o L e
- - - T =
1 1 1 ]

O5TIERMNA
. I-E O5TIERWE
QEP2ERWE
_[ OSTIERWS
OETTERNT
— 5 T2ERNO

| D5 TERAN
 — O52ERN

| O5T2EPNE
OAKERA
OETIERWG
DEVTERNT G

- 20
- £'0

Ewova 3.2. Asvdpoypappa pe Bdon tnv pEBodo UPGMA kat Tov cuvteleotr Dice yia ta
12 Sladopetikda podil. O opildvtiog afovag MapLOTAVEL TO TOCOOTO opoLlotntag (Dice)
Baoel Twv UTIOAOYL{OUEVWV YEVETIKWY QTTOOTACEWV.
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3.7 Evioxuon uikpodopudopikwv aAAnAouxtwv tou yevwpikou DNA tou €idoug
Torulaspora delbrueckii

Mapakdtw amelkoviletal To mpolov evioxuong Sladopwv otedexwv (6ev avadépetal

mola oteA€Xn) KaBWE Kol To akPLBEG UAKOG TOU EVICXUMEVOU TIPOLOVTOG TOU OTEAEXOUG
E11SL8.

Ewkova 3.3. Amnelkoviletal To mpoidv evioxuong yla ta 7 {evyn ekKvnTwy. AT apLotepa
npog 8e€Ld ava Vo 8la otedéxn yia kabe levyog. Ta 5 teAeutaia amoteAovv npoidvta
SladopeTikwyv oTEAEXWV EVioxuong.

Nivakag 3.10. AkplBég unkog (bp) Twv mpoidviwy evioxuong tou oteAéxoug E11SL8 mou
TiEPLYpAPNKAV APATIAVW.

EKKLVNTEG Mnkog (bp) ®Oopifovoca Multiplex
1A 185 HEX M1
1B 139 HEX M2
2A 261 FAM M1
5A 131 FAM M1
6A 278 FAM M2
7A 252 HEX M2
8A 211 FAM M2
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4.2YZHTH2H-
2YMMEPAZMATA



4.1 IVotacn {upoxAwpidag twv pn-Saccharomyces (UPWV OTO OPXLKO OTASLO TNG
{UpWOoNG anod auneAwveg TG Zavropivng Kat TG ATTIKNAG

2TO OUYKEKPLUEVO KOUMATL TNG gpyaciag amopovwdnkav oteAéxn VWV amo TECOEPLG
SL0pOPETKOUC AUMEAWVEC, TWV TIEPLOXWVY TNG ZaVTOPILvNG Kal TNG ATTIKNG, OMWG £XOUV
nieplypodel. OL molkiAieg mou e€eTaotnKav ATAV TO ACUPTLIKO Lol TNV ZAvVTopivn, EVW yLa
NV ATTIKN TIEpav amod To ACUPTIKO EeTAOONKE Kal n MoLKAla ZaBBatiavo.

JuvoAlkd, toutomolOnkav 5 &lwadopetikd €idn un-Saccharomyces, oplOUOC OxL
dlaitepa peyaldc. Ta €idn kat ot mAnBuaopol mou amopovwinKkav Kol Tautonolionkay,
KOTA TLG TIPWTEC MEPEC TNG auBOpUNTNG LU UWONG, eEMBEBALWVOUV TAAALOTEPEG EPEUVEG.
(Nisiotou and Nychas 2007).

Itnv Zavtopivn emikpatéotepo €idog Atav To H. uvarum. Autd Ta QAmOTEAEopATA
€pxovtal va emiBeBatwoouv TNV ~ maykooula kuplapxia” Tou eidoug og wplpa otadUAla
Kall ota apxka otadla tng Lpwong (Sabate et al. 2012, Clavijo et al. 2010, Chavan et al.
2009, Drumonde-Neves 2017, Nisiotou and Nychas 2007), 6iw¢ og mepLlOXEG e Bepuad
KAlpata. tnv Attiki to H. opuntiae PpéBnke oe mooootd 50%, evw evdladépov
QMOTEAEL TO YEYOVOG WG 0TV avtopivn 6ev cuvavtiBnke kKaBOAOU TO GUYKEKPLUEVO
€lb0¢ yla tnVv ouykekpLuevn xpovid. To H. opuntiae BpeBnke oe mocooto 93,75% oto
Selypa OAM1, evw oto deiypa OAM2 (i6log apmeAwvag ATTknG) to H. uvarum Atav o€
noocootd 100%. Auta ta Sebopéva €pyovral va evioxUoouv TI UToBéoelg mepl
oavtaywviopol twv dvo ebwv (Drumonde-Neves et al. 2017, Settanini et al. 2012)
(Qupwoelg anod otaduAld motkiiag ZapBatiavo tou idlou aumedwva), kKabBwg pavnke n
ETUKPATNON TOU €vO¢ amo ta Vo €idn oe kABe mepimtwon, xwpig va Bpebel to dAAo
€VTOC ToUuG (6lou delypatog. AuTEG oL evOEei€elg, EMOUEVWG, UTTOPOUV VO ATTOTEAECOUV TO
€VAUOHO ylo UEANOVTIKEG £pPEUVEC MAVW OTNV aAAnAenidpaocn twv dvo eldwv tOCO
dalwvotuTikd, oANA Kol Of HOPLOKO emimedo (MeTaypadWULK KAl TIPWTEOUIKN
avaiuon).

4.2 30vbeon petay tng nopeiag avdopunTwV UPWOEWV Kal TN PKpoxAwpidag

MapatnpwvTog TG KWNTIKEC Twv €&l upwoewv, amd Toug Tpelg SladopeTikolg
OUMEAWVEC TNG Zavtopivng, BAEmoupe twg Sev UTIAPXEL KATIOO oTtaBepO HOTIRO ou va
eTUKpaTel og mapandvw Twv dUo Upwoewv. Tautoxpovwe, ot TAnBuopol Twv Upwv
otV apxf (mepimou 107) kat oto téhoc (10°-108 yia S. cerevisiae kot 10%-10° yia un-
Saccharomyces) tn¢ Opwong oakoAouBolv ta &edopéva TOU UMAPXOUV OTNV
BBAloypadia (Fleet 2003, Nisiotou et al. 2007).

Amo Vv neploxn ¢ Onpaociag n LWpwon tou Seiypatog OST1 dupknoe 30 PEPEG , EVW
n Upwon tou OST2 dupknoe 35 pépec. Kat ota dvo delypata o pubuog Lupwaong ivat
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OXETIKA LPNAOG PEXPL TIG TIPWTEG 5 péPeg Tepimou, AOyw TNG APXLKNG KATAVAAWGONG
COKYAPWV Ao TI¢ Aypleg (UpEC (Fleet 2003), evw oTNV CUVEXELD O pUBUOC AUTOG TTEPTEL
eh\dylota Kal otaBepormoleital, Adyw Tng emikpatnong tou S. cerevisiae. Ol LTUPWOELG TWV
Selypatwy amo tnv meploxn tou BoupPBolAou oAokAnpwBnkav ce 29 (OSV1) kot 25
(OSV2) . O puBuog Twv UUWOEWV ATOV UEYAAUTEPOC O OXEON ME OQUTOV amo Ta
Selyparta tng Onpaociag. TéAog ta Seiypata and tv neploxn tng MAatidg mapouvaciaocav
“ISlattepa” amoteAéopata, kabwg wvtag, Ta otaduAla, amd tov dlo aumeAwva, n
{Opwon tou OSP1 nAtav n mwo ypnyopn (23 uépeg), evw n LOpwon tou OSP2
OoAoKANpwWONKE PeTA amo 50 UEpEG.

Juykpilvwvtag Tig Vo JUUWOELS TTIOU TIpayUTaTOnoOnKav amnod tov 8lo apumelwva, Kal
ouvuToAoyilovTag KoL TOUC TOUTOTIOLNHUEVOUG WLKPOOPYAVIOHOUC KAaBe &élypartog,
UTOPOUE VA CUUTTEPAVOULE TTwG Ta Seiypata OST1 kat OST2 €xouv mapopoLa opELa,
UE TOov S. cerevisiae va erukpatpel oto TtéAog (EF), evw oto apxikd otadio (BF)
ETUKPATEOTEPO €160G NTav to H. uvarum. MNpémel va onpewBel mwg avta ta &vo
Selypata Nrav ta povadikd, oAOKANPNG TG Tapoucag epyaciag, amo Ta omola
KatadEépav va aviyveuBouv kol va TtoutomolnBouv uikppopyavicuol (H. opuntiae,
Candida gabralta) oto otadl0 TwWV WPLLWV CUVOALHEVWY oTtaduAlwy (G). Ocov adopa
ta delypata amd toug aumeAWVES NG MePLoXAG Tou BoupPBoulou (OSV1 kat OSV2),
TIAPATNPOULE TIWE KOL AUTA £XOUV TTApOUOLA KoL Taxela topeia LUpwong. Afloonueiwto
elval to yeyovog nmwe oto otadlo BF tou OSV1 ta emikpatoUvta OoTeAEXN AvnKAV OTO
€ldog S. cerevisiae, KATL TO omoio pmopel va e€nyel tnv amoAuta opaAn (CUYKPLTIKA LE
TIC uTtOAoLmeg) mopeia LWpwonG. Avtiotolya, emikpateg €idog tou déypatrog OSV2 (BF)
Atav to H. guilliermondii. Kat ota §vo deiypata, oto teAko otadio (EF), mépav tou S.
cerevisiage amopovwOnkav kot €idn un-Saccharomyces, to T. delbruecki kot
H.guilliermondii (OSV1 kat OSV2 avtiotolxa). TéAog ota deiypata OSP1 kot OSP2,
eTUKPATEDTTEPQ €16 Tou otadiou BF Atav ta H. guilliermondii kot H. uvarum avtiotolya.
Evw to H. guilliermondii tautomow}Bnke kalt oto teAlkd otadio tng (VHwong Tou
Selypatog OSP1. Avtibeta oto otadio EF tou delypatrog OSP2, Sev amopovwOnke
Kamowa aypta {0UN, KoL 0 TOAU MIKPOG pubuog upwong mbavwg odeiletal oto
HOVaSLKOU YOVOTUTILKOU TIpOodiA, amopovwpéVo OTEAEXOG S. cerevisiae.

Ta amoteAéopata amd tnv avaiuvon pe HPLC €mKUpwVOUV TA QMOTEAECUATA TWV
HETPACEWV TNG TTNTKAG ofutntag (odeiletal kupiwg oto oflkd). Emopévwg ot
Slapopetikeg TpEC (0,72 kat 0,41) twv deypdtwyv OSV2 kat OSP1 avtiotolya mBoavwg
va cuoyetilovtal pe ta oteAéxn H. guilliermondii mou amopovwOnkav oto TEAOG TNG
{Upwong (Sgouros et al. 2018). AuthA n elkacia adrvel TtepLBwWPLA YL TTEPALTEPW UEAETN
TIAVW oTa BLOSUVOLKA XAPAKTNPLOTIKA TwV SLAPOPETIKWY CTEAEXWV.
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4.3 BlomowAotnNTa TWV oteAeXwv Saccharomyces cerevisiae

Me Bdon tnv avaAluon twv interedelta aAnAouxwwv mpoékuav 12 StadpopeTikd
HOpLaKA TPOTUTIA, TA Omold CUVOUOOHEVO HME TO TOCOOTO €UPAVIONG TOUG OTLS
OUVOALKEG QIMOMOVWOEL €dwaoav €va gupl GAaopa BLOTOKIAOTNTOG. ZUYKEKPLUEVA TO
Too0oTO PBlomolkiAdtnTag yia tig dUo meploxég (Zavtopivn kat Attikn) Atav 14,29%.
Kovtivo mooooto pe auto €xel avadepBel oe apmeAwveg tng neploxng Vinhos verdes tng
MoptoyaAiag (18%), OpwG e poplakn HEBodo avaiuong tnv mt-DNA RFLP (Schuller et
al. 2005). Tétoleg Epeuveg €xouv MpaypatonolnOsl o€ MOAEG MePLOXEG pe tapadoon
otnv apneloupyia (Mnopvto, Kaumavia, Tappayova, Tookdvn, Zikehia, Matayovia).

Emopévwg Sev eival Suvatov va yivel oUYKpLon €PEUVWV BLOTOKIAOTNTAG TOU £iboug,
TIou €xouv BacloTel o SLAPOPETIKEG LOPLOKEG TEXVIKEC TOUTOMOLNONG. EMiong o Tpomog
Kal n mopeia Stadikaciag Twv avBopunTwyv UPWOoEWV TIPEMEL Vo €lval opdAoyog amo
HEAETN O HEAETN YLO VO UMOPECEL va TipaypatonolnBel ouykplon. (Sabate et al., 1998;
Torija et al., 2001; Csoma et al., 2010).

Itnv napovoa avaiuon dev BpEOBnKe KATOLO TPOTUTIO TIOU VOl ETUKPOTEL aloBnTd oe
oxX€on ME T uTtoAouna, kabwg to VPNAOTEPO TOCOOTO (25%) dvnke oto podiA Ill, evw
ta ipodiA X kat | eupeBnoav oe mocootd 19,05% kat 14,29% avtiotoxa. AfloonuéLwTto
elval to yeyovog nwg ta untoAouna ipodil Atav o€ mocootd pikpotepa tou 10%.

AvoAlovtag EeEXwpPLoTA TOUG QUMEAWVEG, TapPATNPNONKE TwG oOTNV TEPLOXN TNG
Onpaotiag nposkuPav 7 Stadopetikd mpodiA, evw to delypa OST1 Atav autd PE TV
pHeyaAutepn PBlomowihotnta, kabw¢ TtautomowBnkav 5 Siadopetikd oteAEXn S.
cerevisiae Ttou oAokAnpwoav TV {UPwon. 2ta uroAouta deiypata cuvavinonkav amno
€va ew¢ Tpla SLopOopPETLKA OTEAEXN.

4.4 AvaAuon TwV OMOTEAEGUATWY TG EVIOXUONG TwV pkpodopudopikwv
aAAnAouxwwv tou Torulaspora delbrueckii

210 6e0TEPO KOUUATL TNG Epyaciag eywve avadelfn kat aplotonoinon tng uebodouv PCR
KOl avAAuong TOU HUNKOUG TWV EVIOXUUEVWV Tpoloviwv Me Bdon tnv péBodo mou
neplypadnke otnv evotnta UAKA-pEBodoL. Auth n HEB0OOC, emOpéVwG, amoOTEAEL TO
OgpMEALO yla TNV PETEMELTO TTAUONOULOKN YEVETIK QVAAUCH TWV OTOUEVWV OTEAEXWV
Tou eidouc Torulaspora delbrueckii amo SLapopeTIKOUC AUTTEAWVEG KOL XPOVOAOYIEC, e
OKOTIO TNV QMOKPUTITOYpAdLoN TwV eVOOELSIKWY €EEAKTIKWY KOl GUAOYEVETIKWVY TOUG
OXECEWV.
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