35 A1

Re#MEALE5R

Journal of Tianjin University of Science & Technology

Vol.35 No. 1

2020 452 A Feb. 2020

DOI:10.13364/j.issn.1672-6510.20180184

GAP1 EF G5t FHEAZBEELE S REZH S 8E 180220

WER, TEH, TP,
(AR R BT

HAK
OSSR, RHPHIE Y TARARE, K 300457)

W OE. AFALBABHETLEKSIT AMNE, AT GAPI — /515 A B3k T E 4 S17G #= GAPI ﬂi;/x\%?
LA F A AR S17G2 A BEERE. S REV . HFAAMMIL, ARk S17G W EHEABRARTHE
17.47%, o~ IK KAV A 58 1 AR 13.67%, & 5 454 A48 1 R4 31.08%; 404k S17G2 49 & Aiﬁ?iﬁkfﬁ?@];—-
AR, A B 21058 mg/L, B FAHAEALT 21.98%, o RIL KA AR A EAKT 18.47%, £ F 4 A AR A EIKT
35.14%. TLAE# S17G . S17G2 #9 HAe X B Edb 5 F AR 4k S17 A0 A K A R E 69 T AL,

KW : LIHUKBEELE; GAPL; oI ; AR % b

FESES: Q939.97 MERERERE: A XERE: 1672-6510(2020)01-0010-08

Effect of GAPI Gene Deletion on Higher Alcohols Production
in Top-fermenting Yeast

SUN Zhongguan, WANG Mengqi, WANG Yaping, XIAO Dongguang
(Key Laboratory of Industrial Fermentation Microbiology , Ministry of Education, College of Biotechnology,
Tianjin University of Science & Technology, Tianjin 300457, China)

Abstract: The fermentation performances of the mutant strain S17G with one GAP/ allele deletion and the mutant strain
S17G2 with two GAPI allele deletion were investigated. The results showed that the mutants have the following advantages
over the parental strain S17. The production of higher alcohols by S17G was 17.47% lower than that of the parental strain
S17. The utilizations of o~amino nitrogen and maltose in the mutant strain S17G decreased by 13.67% and 31.08% ,
respectively, compared with the parental strain. The concentration of higher alcohols decreased to 210.58 mg/L in the mutant
S17G2, reduced by 21.98% compared with the strain S17; o~amino nitrogen and maltose utilization in the mutant strain
S17G2 were 18.47% and 35.14% lower than that of S17,respectively. Other fermentation performances of the mutants
S17G and S17G2 were consistent with the parental strain S17.

Key words: top-fermenting yeast; GAPI; higher alcohol; amino acid permease
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PR T A R 1 P B DA R ek b =E i B i
i, FEUR S R R S R A 300 mg/L Db TR
22 WS P R R i —FRE 100 mg/L LAR, ARt
WML Somg/L 24", mgmE s Bt
P BTG 742 e SR SRR, AR TR
(i A B , B M/ A2 WAL ) 2 el

o G T R TR MU PR AR b, R R B
(Saccharomyces cerevisiae) ;= i) 5 KUKRA G =4
Z— WA R F AW SRR . — R LN E R
AR IR BRI A LA RNR AR s 5 — 2 DL
LR R AT (R 0 S R R o A Rl AR, dnfsl 1
AU H T A G G AT AT A P X
W gk A B AT S R TR ARRR | AU Qi R
e PRI S ) (R 5 3 B A 41

TERREEEEE R, GAPT JEDR4ifis () B IL RS 18
[ — il A () s kA, Be R s =
B HIAERE U R LAY D BRI L R G IR ia 3]
EEREANM P, B EE A KA BT ) Chiva 251
WIE R IR, GAPI BEDR i 2R AN AN 25 Wi PR T B o
RIRHIFI T, % HA S R i A kA T
oM. GAPI JE X RIB e bR 2 SE R A B A 40
FEIVERT, XA AT R R R I R B R G B AR
R, (B H R A WA GAP 5L 5 R i
RIZ KR,

AWFFEUA L 1H K e RE: S17 R H & kR, il it
¥ GAPI — A5 IE R R AR GAPT WIAN46
P LR BRI bR, 58 GAPT B PR Bk Xof i e Bk 15
P RE 1 S R e BRI 5.

TSR R
ADHs PDCs CHAL ILV] ILV2,ILV6
SFAI THI3 T
@ VI T o R a-CRAR
gtuds e ILV5 AROS
‘ ] o T ARO9
a-ZWi-a-F TR a,B-— M-Ik I
A 7 R AR
ET 1 ALDs
1L ILVS | a,p-—FH-p- PDCs, THI3 -
S ST
G R ﬂl‘] Ey—
13 T PDCs
BATI P ADHs, SFAI ARO10 o
- B % R s
i a5t PRI O---—-- >0 KL
J o ppes LEUI e A
ARO10 B AR R ADHs
THI3 SFAI
. LEU2
O 2T ¢ BATI )
a5 R
ADHs T BAT2 PDC VA2
SFA1 — THI3 ALDs
S Uz-%-————»ofvﬂz&
ADHs 1
SFAI

T ROSEAFTREIER IR ; K OSCAFTRHERR SRR REBLIFIRHINIRR A& IR
B EREESSREGMNEE

Fig.1 Biosynthetic pathways of higher alcohols formation in Saccharomyces cerevisiae
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17 Horb, bR EREEE S17 W rh [ Tl 0
FPORTE .0 (DRSSl CICC1929).

®1 EH
Tab.1 Strains
AR itk
s17 AR TR PR B Tl TRTRR: , TRy P
(Saccharomyces cerevisiae)
S17G S17GAPI (n-1) /Agap1 : : loxP-KanMX-loxP
S17G-K S17GAPI (n-1)/Agap1 : : loxP: : loxP
S17G2 S17GAPI (n-2) /Agap1 : : loxP-KanMX-loxP
S17G2-K S17GAPI (n-2) /Agap] : : loxP: : loxP
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Tab.2 Primers
AN ;g1
GA-F GGCAGCCTCACTAATCT
GAR CCTGCAGCGTACGAAGCTTCAGCTGTGTCC
TTGGTCTGTTCT
GKF AGAACAGACCAAGGACAAGCTGAAGCTTC
) GTACGCTGCAGG
GE-R CAAATACAGATACACCCGCATAGGCCACTA
) GTGGATCTGATA
GB.F TATCAGATCCACTAGTGGCCTATGCGGGTG
GTATCTGTATTTG
GB-R TTCATCTCGCTGTCTACT
G1-F GATCCGGTGGAATCTATG
G1-R TTGATGGTCGGAAGAGGC
G2-F CGTATGTGAATGCTGGTC
G2-R TTTAGTTATCGGAGTGGC
DGA-F TTCTAACTCAGGAGCCAATA
DGAR CCTGCAGCGTACGAAGCTTCAGCTGCAGC
CAACTCACCCAGAG
DGK.F CTCTGGGTGAGTTGGCTGCAGCTGAAGCT
TCGTACGCTGCAGG
DGK-R GCTCTACGGATTCACTGGGCATAGGCCAC
] TAGTGGATCTGATA
DGB-F TATCAGATCCACTAGTGGCCTATGCCCAGT
) GAATCCGTAGAGC
DGB-R ATGACAACCCAGACAAGG
DGI-F GGGGAACTTGATTTGGTA
DGI1-R CGATAGATTGTCGCACCT
DG2-F ATGCGTCAATCGTATGTG
DG2-R TACCATCTTGGCTTTGTG
K-U CAGCTGAAGCTTCGTACGC
K-D GCATAGGCCACTAGTGGATCTG
GAPI-F GTCCAACAGGTGGTTACAT
GAPI-R AGCGGTGACGAAGACAGA
UBC6-F GGACCTGCGGATACTCCTTAC
UBC6-R TAATCGTGTGTTGGGCTTGA

.12 =EMEHE

MS204S HLF- K-, MR —FE R A3 AT PR
H]; PCR L AR5 HT L, SEE Bio-Rad A+ ; 4 [ 3
HE R ZR BT, 25 2% Bioscreen /A F]; 1100 FR3 5
SRR T 7890A RIS AH AL , 36 R L)
HABR A 5 SERTHEOGRE 7 PCR X, SEE AB A ).
1.13 3Rk

W BE B 75 55 (YEPD, /L) « #i %54 20, 5 M
20, EREE R 10, HER pH.

PEIEFEL (LB, g/L) « JRER PR 10, & 4L4A 10,
FEREIZ NS 5, 4R pH.

LFUBHAE SR 955 (YEPG, g/L) : FFLBE 20, %
FIR 20, BEEREIR A 10, F4K pH.

HTEV R IR RS /N 2R i 1 4
M REK H, 30 C B IF PR 4% 30min, 65 C R %
90 min, 78 ‘CLEHF 10 min, £33 38 . ik B HEER

AEHEAREEE H358 FH1

J& , VRHE R 2 12 °P.

DA b BRI 0 [ AR B SR BT 0 20 g/L 3.
1.2 XWHE
1.2.1 B&RBEGTH

DAL ERERE S17 BRARAYIENZL DNA HB
e, F A5 ¥ % GA-F/GA-R . DGA-F/DGA-R . GB-
F/GB-R . DGB-F/DGB-R 1 GAP1 JLH [ 4% I i
U5 GA 1 DGA ., Wis% MiERIE)F 5] GB Hl
DGB. VAFikL pUG6 Atk , GK-F/GK-R . DGK-
F/DGK-R W5 |99 1 KanMX . KanMX-D J Ek.

1.2.2 BEFWEEALFe T 40T 49 it

i 79 i 1 (1) 5 £k R B LiAc/SSDNA/PEG 1:0117.
FIFH G418 kb 71, ML T REE A 4T PCR
E R
1.2.3 "B R BRI

W H s h AR R R 82 2 YEPD 3055 R
30 CHEfbREFE 2d. BUEILIERHE RN 1 35, b
FHAT 50mL 12 °P ZZ ZFH RN 250 mL —ffiil
N, 24 CHRPEREFE 36h. A FIRZ O O K e
2 WIRS R BEEEYR , F 0.5% M4 Rl B A A
150 mL #2336 250 mL =N, 20 C
R
12.4  KanMX #ube ik B o9 Xk

FKH Cre/loxP A 3Rk R 5, SIBRBHTE
AL PR I BEFRIC LN KanMX. F S ENSEARZ:
it G418 HUrkFITER L+, LI K-U/K-D J5195%f
HEAT PCR KIE.

1.2.5 5283 k% PCR (Real-time PCR)

B#EE RNA BHEEUE A Yeast RNAiso Kit BERS:
RNA #2BUR 7 2 (TaKaRa A7) , K PrimeScript™
RT reagent Kit with gDNA Eraser if#] 4 (TaKaRa 2%
A TN 4] DNA BZRBRH cDNA W&,
SYBR"Premix Ex Tag™ 1 X7 £ (TaKaRa 23 +]) 3k
TR & PCR, i AAC () {E7EX] H B3 A
KNZHE UBCs 175 F IR T /34T
1.2.6  F547M %

AR SE ;. DL YEPD WAARE IR 28
X RE SR 4 A sl AR il e 4SO 5 PR VRFE B
600 nm AL GREE. LIRS R AREARBR , W GRE AL
b, il A 4.

CO, HEFBCR AN AE « K BT P C AR it R AR R
i, R R AR 12 h BRIk, FREFHTN 68
SR, DLABR R BRI COy, S/ N T
0.1g i}, Fon ko gaim™.
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WEZS Y 0T 0 2 - A0 | 22 2P 2 OB
R SR P R OB AR ik AR €3 A
4 : Bio-Rad 7\ w] B Aminex HPX-87H f& % £
(300 mm x 7.8 mm, 9 um) , JBIAHA 5 mmol/L HIF&
BilR, it 0.6 mL/min, FEIR 65 C, Krllgs AR 2247
SR B, KM B IRE 45 °C. KRS BRI A0S 1Y R
HUE (IRF 1000 mg/L) IFH 0.22 pm A IERE L IE
PEFERE 20 pl.

o HE R TR I RE < SR BN R B k)
FE. 2mL FESRFRBRRFOINA 1 mL A5, #AkE
Jn# 16 min, 7 EPAE 20 C/KIBHEH 20min, T

570 nm I & WK S
WIS r S R R I - Y R TR 7R TR S

A5 B R b A A A g el . 335 5514 : LAP-
930 {aif4: (50 m x 0.32 mm x 1.0 um) ; Kl g Ry Ak
Y4B ALK I 2% 5 PIUR AR 50 °C L, A 4F 8min, LU
5 °C/min (FHEHETFE 200 C, f£4F 5 min; JEFE &
1.0 uL; 3 b 10 ¢ 1.

Hofth & FES RN AE < R T4 BE LA
J 2z 1 A R 5 AR AT D 2 & B il
TR 04 Sk 5 TG B2 B R TR 2 1) U AR i M 3 Ar 7
i m

2 HER5ITE

21 GAPI M EEERBREARKNEE

¥ GAP1 JEH FW#RIIEIT 5 GA Fr B T il
JF%) GB A Bt Fl KanMX F Brih Ak b i & Be i Lk
S17, [FIIEE A FEANE] 2 P, XIHE G418 JiTit ik &
i 50mg/L 1 YEPD Pt A KA1t PCR
Bk, RIS M BAM: LT 444 S17G.

FHRE S17G Ay PCR K iE4s RunE 3 fr
. M S17G SR AR, L G1-F/G1-R
HG I WIREE Y AR RS EE S 1304 bp BB, DL G2-
F/G2-R N5 | IREMY MGG 2 E 1012 bp B B,
WISk B S BB —30G mRAR R EkR S17
FER A AR IO RS 5 H W R B B 4401
] At AT 9 3 A5 3 oAl K B 9 A BE. PCR I IE 4
HAESE, KanMX Fr BRI M AR S17 B3R
A I, HEEAALLIER.

¥t GAPL WA S LR B (M B A TR bR, T 22
DI RER S17G MR, IF AR A KanMX Btk
FE PR Ry i e b i, DRI T 200 530 ok A7 A F 2 21 B i
S17G FEH4 Y KanMX HtEIER. M Cre/loxP

e SRR G0 0] LSS KanMX HUERRIC R SIBR
ISR

GA KanMX GB

GA DGA GAP1

GA GB
GA DGA KanMX DGB GB
N
7z
DGI-F DGI-R DG2-F DG2-R

(¢) TAHHM S17G2 244 T I H
B2 REEEHTE

Fig.2 Homologous recombining process

M 1234 M 12

5000 bp

(a) (b) ©)
(a) FLHHIFK S17G 9 PCR B6iE. M. 5 kbp DNA marker; 1. LA

S17G N4 A, GI-F 5 GI-R K5l ¥y 3 pr i i B
(1304bp); 2. LA S17G HEEZH AN, G2-F 5 G2-R K519 1
S A BE(1012bp) 5 3. L S17 ZENL BN, G1-F 55 GI-R Jy5|
Py regh g 4. DL S17 JERAUNENR, G2-F 5 G2-R K519 1
ZEH

(b) HIBR KanMX HirE3EH T TEAR A KIE. M. 5kbp DNA
marker; 54 K-U 5 K-D; 1. DL S17G K4 it , ¥ 147
BRB(1613bp); 2. LA SITG-K HKe[H4H Mt , ¥ st 1.

(c) BAFERE S17G-K bk GAPI — A LN PCR BIE.
M. 5 kbp DNA marker; 1. DL S17 3£ 4 ABitk , DG1-F 5 DG2-R
JEI P AR R B (2 148 bp) 5 2. Lh S17G-K JEPH 4 AR,
DGI-F 5 DG2-R A5 194 14 745 Fr Bz (2 148 bp.. 755 bp) .

&3 EAE S17G 8 PCRIGIE
Fig. 3 PCR verification of the mutant strain S17G
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HEA R S17G FEHFAH KanMX Ptk LK 5
F&AY PCR BAESS 40l 3 (b) FizR , KA i B
¥4k S17G-K. UL K-U 5 K-D H514y, LIELH
WMk S17G MR, ety 3 KA 1613bp 1
KanMX $ivESREH B DA S17G-K s,
ToEY Y KanMXx $ivEREEKE - HB
B g RS E A MR S17G B4 F il KanMX i
PRI 2SR

BEARK S17G-K bk GAPI — A5 SEH
PCR HHEWE 3 (c) Fin. LA Z MR S17 MR
AR, MG 9 DG1-F/DG2-R BEfEH 415 1 4%
KN 2148 bp BB, H B KSR BRKEKR
N—3. DIEHBEN S17G-K R4 Wit , fE
PIRR] 2 KB 2148bp F1 755bp MUK
B, AR B 5 BB R/h—2 PCR B
sE R EAFE S17G-K i GAP1 — AL H
o o P 4 AR
22 GAPI ANENERRBREARKNE

K AR T R A r =, BIRIET 4] DGA

M FFEFS] GA T EXIEL, [FiEF45] DGB i T
[ 5 GB Y e DI, HLIRIIEF 5048 e = ) 3 0
HE X, K BUFRIIETF S DGA R B Fi#RIIE T
5 DGB F Bl KanMX-D F BEFE LB FERE S17G-
K, FE RS IRE 2. SR80 G418 FitkHik 1
2% PCR Bk, 25 R A 4 FiR.

DI EE S17G-K A K EIE, FkEfT
GAP1 FEDR i85 , W A5 21 i) PH A 3 20 TR vk i 44k
S17G2. VAFELHFIE S17G2 KLDH2H Asis , 1) P %t
5% DG1-F/DG1-R.DG2-F/DG2-R BEfEH Wi 3A5K
FEAY 51 1394 bp F1 1033 bp WIHBE, H A BKES
Wit A B —8 MR R FE R S17G-K 38R 41
X, TCIAY RIS S B R B E S R B
] - AT 9 3 A5 2 oAt K B 9 A BE. PCR B IE 4
HUESE, A R B RS B R PR S17G-K 13
M, BHBEANMSIEM. EHEK SI17G2 H
KanMX $itERE I HEHAFEK S17G2-K 19 PCR IiiE
WE 40b) Fis. L K-U 5 K-D ~519, IEHFEK
S17G2 At , e I KGN 1613bp 1Y
KanMX HutEIER A B IS4 R S17G2-K Mt
e, Ty 5515 KanMx fitEEERKE—350W H
MR B 25 R SC B A Ak S17G2 R4l b iy
KanMX bR E 85I,

DI RERE S17G2-K A93E R4 AR, F 5|
¥ DG1-F/DG2-R ety HE1R R B 43512k 1705 bp

AEHEAREEE H358 FH1

M 755bp WA BE, FrfS i Be K S5 R BERE R
/N—E, PCR B R4S RBFAS I EA FHE S17G2-
K N GAP1 P35 B DR B 1) R AR Rk

M1 2 3 4 M1 2

5000 bp
5000b 5000 bp — 3000 bp
3000bp 3000bp—— 2000 bp

P— 2000 bp—— 1500 bp
2000 bp—— 1500 bp— 1000 bp
1500 bp— 1000 bp— 750 bp
1000 bp—— 50b 500 bp
750 bp— 500 bp— 250 bp
500 bp—— 250 bp— 100 bp
250 bp—— 100 bp—
100 bp——

(a) (b) ()
(a) FEYIPEPE S17G2 () PCR BiiE. M. 5 kbp DNA marker; 1.

LI S17G2 LR MR ,DGI-F 5 DGI1-R N5 ¥¥ B s H B
(1394bp); 2. Lh S17G-K FH AEHR ,DGI-F 5 DGI-R H5|
Yy seasat; 3. DL S17G2 FENAUANBN , DG2-F 5 DG2-R Hy5|
YIS B (1033 bp) 5 4. BL S17G-K R:[HZH kR , DG2-F
5 DG2-R A5 45 4.

(b) HIBE KanMX PibEILHEH A IEUE. M. 5kbp DNA
marker; 5|¥):K-U 5 K-D; 1. DL S17G2 H:HZH ity , ¥ 14 fr
BB (1613bp); 2. LA S17G2-K R4 F AR iy 12 5.

(c) EALHERE S17G2 MifR GAPI Wi4Ai%LHE M PCR K.
M. 5 kbp DNA marker; 1. P4 S17 3&HEZ ik ,DG1-F 5 DG2-R
B Y TR R B (2 148 bp) 5 2. LL S17G-K &K H A iAR,
DGI-F 5 DG2-R 5|94 #9775 7 Bt (2 148 bp 755 bp) 5 3. LA
S17G2-K FEN4 B, DGI-F 5 DG2-R N5 | ¥ s s i Bt
(1705 bp.755 bp).

Bl 4 FEAEH S17G2H1 PCR IiE
Fig.4 PCR verification of the mutant strain S17G2

2.3 GAPl1 EFEFFRKFE

h TR GAPT JERAE R A bR ik i, Al
HSERT 2t f# PCR $0AK, LI GAP1-F 5 GAPI-R
518, S EAHE S17G.S17G2 A S17 1)
GAP1 FEPREGSEACE#EATINE , 25 R K 5 Fos.

1.2

1.0 ¢

——

0.8 |

0.6

GAP IR s K-

04t [

0.2 1

S17 S17G S17G2

B 5 GAPI EE#HFAKE
Fig.5 Transcription of GAPI gene

GAPI — A2 R , S oK 2RI

T 65% , GAP1 W5 JLH B e , HfE KR
0; SLIEERKH, GAPI KA ARG R IR T HoA e iy
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FERFE AR S17 H YR
2.4 BEHEKRERMEBESW

PUBIATERE S17 AXFR, SRR GAPT —A~%547
FEREHER S17G FEKE GAPI WiA-Z 3L
IR ZH AR S17G2 MEATAE K 2R pil g , 455 sl 6
PR, BARMRRAERKBREZ 2] T — e EE
. SEIAERA L, EAEE S17G LY =RA
R E WAL T EAI K S17G2 14537 5
TR, BRI ARRS A T B X AT RE R
T GAPI R4k 58 4 i bR o B R 24 SE R 1Y
W CRE F1 32 3 T 520, DI RELAS T A A .

1.6 F
14}
12}
_ Lo}
< o0sf
0.6
0.4t —S17
—— S17G
0.2 —— S17G2

0

0 2 4 6 8 10 12 14 16 18
[ 18] /h

B 6 EAHE S17G . S17G2 K EAR S17H 4K 4k
Fig. 6 Growth curves of mutants S17G , S17G2 and pa-
rental strain S17

25 BEHEKREBMERESWN

X B LH R MR AR RIAR A T 4 /N2 22 2R T R
R 12 h R 1R, e R BRI CO, B, 4528
wE 7 fis. AR S17G.S17G2 5 EAH K
S17 Mtk , 7E8A K FE P B R PE S17G 1 CO,
B BOE AR S17 WA, ALK S17G2 1)
CO, B I I s (HE AL PR S17G S S17G2 (&R
RIERAP G SEA TR S17 —2, Ui GAPIT KR Ay
BRUAT S 25 52 T DR PR 1) R Il

CO. B lilttt/g
(%)

—=— S17
—— S17G
—— S17G2

0 24 48 72 96 120
JETERE 8] /h

7 EAEK S17G . S17G2 K FEA S17H CO, B =
Fig.7 CO, emission amount of mutants S17G , S17G2
and parental strain S17

KA A, RE 25 TR R K I P 3R DO 5 4
AR B R B, St — 2P IR B 2 IR HEAS R T

AE, 4R IR 3. MR AP BRI T K, 4R R E
MGG EATER S17 KBRS L | 38 IRt &
PAR R FE Yo i 22 5, U] GAPT S DAY REER B
S A MG A T P Bt .
*®3 BHEEH S17G.S17G2 RFEAREH S17 MR EIE
BELLER
Tab.3 Comparison of fermentation properties of mutant
S17G, S17G2 and parental strain S17

[EskS W (gL TR EE/% RIEE %

S17 5.83 £0.058 4.06 +0.021 69.37 £0.11
S17G 5.90 + 0.000 3.99 £ 0.050 69.25+0.19
S17G2 5.90 = 0.000 3.98+0.071 69.22 +0.38

2.6 AEBERKKY R 5B

T TR AR 5 SR A TRAR A ™ AR o B AN 2
iz, Wk 4. SR S17 ML, AR
S17G KB M B m R it T 17.47% ,
WS TR AR S R B BRIRT 46.01% , 55
Hh, FETRZEY) TP 4R 5 TR R A2 R = BEAR T
52.61% ; EALFER S17G2 K& FEr= A 1) s s s & 1
HE— AR, BRAR T 21.98% , FLr B & TR AR il i
SRR B AL, TR BN EE SO EE AT N
R B2 A RRAIS, TERR R v, £ 1 S 3G Te 1 A il
FRAR T2 45.76% . XM GAPI FEPR X ERims Eet
ARG EAT RN (B2 5.

F 4 FEBEERREEY RS BE IR Lb

Tab.4 Comparison of flavor substance produced by dif-
ferent strains

Rk - Jufﬁfziﬁ/ (mg'L™) -
ik S17 bk S17G Ik S17G2
EHNEE 17.40 +0.32 1639+0.42"  1557+031"
5T 91.88+1.09  49.61+1.97"  4821=1.34"
)i 10649+ 1.18  103.54%0.63  97.92+0.49”
T P 26.48 +0.71 23.60 £120° 2226+ 1.02"
LB 27.64 +2.08 29.61 +0.64 26.62+1.19
S 269.89 +2.40 222.74+3.30" 210.58 +2.38"
LR g 16.75+1.13 14.45 £ 0.26 14.68 + 0.54"
RSN 6.28 £ 0.97 2.98 +0.02° 3.41+023"

E: CFOREYAIERS R RS KUY T 22 e (P<
0.05), "FREFMEBE (P<0.01).
2.7 o-BERRELEMRHNA S E
I FH =0 L 00 1 K e R b A R AR S
SRA TR R TR o d BRI i, AR e H
K 8 fitn. HopAmEE S17 HtL, AL FE M S17G Al
S17G2 Xf o2 KL A WA IR 1 B R a5 , AR H]
A AN [ R B DR 22 , R e 2 R I KB o
AR S EW B ERN. 455950, GAPI JEH T
WAy el B R AR XS b R BEREEE S17 I o2
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FERRES = A2, (EE A R - BAT itk (9 2 g
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Fig. 8 Concentration of a~amino acid of different strains
during fermentation
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Tab.5 Comparison of metabolic capacity of carbohy-
drates different strains

Wk R R/ (gL ) _
itk S17 Btk S17G Hkk S17G2
EXaii 0.74 £ 0.00 0.97 +0.02** 1.00+0.11°
Gkt 0.00 + 0.00 0.00 +0.00 0.00 + 0.00
Ea 0.00 + 0.00 0.00 + 0.00 0.00 + 0.00

Ve CHOREALE GRS R TR R R R B (P<

0.05), "FRZEFNEE (P<0.01).
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XT 22 ZERRI AT, B4 PR S R A AR AT 0 2
25t REFSSHG , AR S17G B2 2P0 Hfe
FIFEAG 31.08% , TAHFERE S17G2 A2 ZE0FI FAE
FEAIK 35.14% . X UESLIRZE K], GAP1 HEH 53
RN AR BERERE S17 FIFHZ ZRRERE )
FEHE T —E R

EHFE S17G 5 S17G2 oG S A N7 2k
(I BB T 4 2 B0 B 3, X Hi 4 PR R I A et
REAAE KRR 28 T —E s2 ), [R50 1 E a4 i
WA B i P K B2 ) Jo Sk A G P W e g 0 X
A e A R Ay o 4 TR R R e U5 R 2L DR FH BB T 1R
AR AT TR IR 0™ W) 65 BLRE 077 A i 25 52
1 R 5 T IR BAE ™ P )& liae

3 & it
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AEHEAREEE H358 FH1

GAPI FEP B HLEBR ARG bR, EAH R S17G K&
S17G2 1= =G B RE 145 2R R AR BE )l 55 .
AL SR8 B G ImS FE  GAPL B3 558 4 i
2 BE 1% 553 TR 1% B ) o S L R B R RE AT, TRl Es
P22 ZERE R FHRE 77 A — e R EE R e ). e ek
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