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Research Progress in Gene Engineering Expression of Sweet Proteins

SHI Tianyuan', CAO Guogiang

(Heilongjiang Jinxiang Biochemical Company, Harbin 150040, China)

Abstract: Sweet protein as a kind of natural sweeteners, has low calories, high sweetness, and safety to eat. However, due
to the raw material growth conditions, short expiry date and other restrictions, resulted high production costs. Gene
engineering expression and production of sweet protein can improve its stability, contribute to expand the production scale,
reduces production costs, and improve its performance more specifically. However, the research of applying genetic
engineering to produce sweet protein, encountered many problems, including the loss of sweet taste due to improper folding
and lack of post-translational modification, and the lack of food safety certification due to non-plant extraction, which
cannot be recognized by the public. This paper systematically analyzes the application of genetic engineering in sweet
protein production and related hot issues for the first time, and provides theoretical data for the future genetic engineering
transformation of sweet protein.
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PEHLE TR
1 FHREBMIE IR R
1.1 RS

RIEGE NFRAT AR L YT, WA 1. i)
R E—Fe AV R EY)(Thaumatococcus daniellii ).
AHEE SR PR 3000 £, HHiE, RS54
TE R AP E WL S EHEE 19 2R L EHER 5L, R PRIRP R
SR A AR =R EE 1 IR SEH 1, G =
TR A PR D a, REEH b IR SE co L
A LKA 22 5, (HBTE B3R S A AR IR 53
TR/ 22 kDa, FIAHEIAOSEH & pH12Y, R I
I AR DEH 1T B EHERS A 207 DEIEWR, Z [AfF7E T
AGAIERRAL M 2ZE R, 43l J& N46K. S63R. K67R.,
R76Q F1 N113D", EFHFEHZH 16 P
BRI, 8 st
1.2 BENR

B8 RIZ—MIrAE TVGHEAE Y (Discorephyllum
cumminisii) "PIOTHIREL (1, UL 1. GHEERS R, 208
BHIY 3000 5. REIRELTI R 94 N2 IERRLH AL, &
H— g, NerE e, oyl
10.7 kDa™", 43 PO A HE e 2 32 10 22 IR G A%
A Tk B 4345 44 DEFERR TN 50 AR, B
AEE A FneE B BN EA SR, 0LEk 117, BET5 R
M R G5 AL B — A I 1 AT Y g A I — A
17 DERILH o-12E" 2, MBI R A 85 B £EiE
g R, SO E I, MNEI J&
BT R PARERTA ), HAA AL DS, AH o
TR, HA PR R RN O,
1.3 BRR

T R, e Y S A ARR R AR 1, S MO A A 4
(Capparis masaikai) P E82800, R 1. &
o R AEH R A 100 75, SR EH A S5
B BELH B RAK, A B 33 DEFERRA AL, B &4

i 72 AR N . AT PUFR R S AR, 1L 3.
4 RIYABERG EAATE, HA 2 ARG ER, 2 Bl
WREANEHWAERENHFTEREZN D ERE
7 HE R BEXYE 80 °C 454 F AR & /b 2 h>4,
L R4 T M 12.4 kDa™, 2 % 505 R FiA A
155 NEIBERIL, & —1 20 NEIEBRIES
R —A> 15 DNEIEFR Y N 5P T —4 14 4>
HIEIR I A BEF B BE 2 8] 1934 #2222 IR — A4~ C o
FOP R IEER!S, h e RAEE A SR ET A ) 55
P PRI e S BB PR AT R T
1.4 FHRETE

AHiF I, WA ARSI L A7 T —FhPEEE
HEREEA( Pentadiplandra brazzeana) ) 21 A 201,
DL 1o PSR EA IR S e, 78 pH iR B2
AR IR L R ERMR AR E P . AAHISTIE B 2% 19
FERHA R 2000 175, HE 10% BIREBRA ST 500 £i% .
B IR AR R SRR T AN R 2R T
80 °C 4.5 h Z&x M F WA S oL, A Hi 55
54 NEIEMR LN, 43r T H R 6473 DaP, REihif
TEtE— PP AR R ST R B ), 53 2 LRk it
ZH A, FHRE S RO, S5 X 51 Sk F A
TEIE TR IR A SRR, MR IE AR IR
S RS IR AP RS AL —
a-MEE (FRIL 21~29) F1 = AR AISEATHY p-Pr s (BE 1,
FRIEL 5~7; KA 11, AR IEL 44~50; £ 111, 3R EL 34~39)
DU B H AR LA #5355 (pentadin)
W —FPEREE 7, (B A& FUEAR RS
TRIIE AP IR RS 54 DS BB AR, IR
WEFHIY 500 1% . WEIES RISy ile e
1.5 ERR

PEZE R, WY A, A4 T Sk P g —
FPIEY) ( Curculingo latifolia) F, W3#&—08, FHE &
FEREM 550 5. Hi4rF o= 24.9 kDa, H 114 P23

R 1 AFITHIRE FURFERT H

Table 1 Comparison characteristics of different sweet proteins
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R 1.3, AR R RERE e, HAT
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PRZH o J2E B 73 J2 P A PR J it SV R 28 1l 1) ] 905
TERARNOY, FEFLRAERAE, 4E 50 °C K UL FIREEIETE
BEAIR, 2o R — PR 1, REAS R IR R 0T
ARERUY, EHBRAE 11 PN AT 4 T Lo SR s N
MR JGHE MK, WK, IF AT 4EFRF 5 min 22457,
Neoculin 5 £ 52 R BAT ALY EHBE, HBE 24 &
BEAY 500 1527, 5FEFL R B IX JIlJE Neoculin fZ&—Fh
FH— R PE IV R (NAS) Fl—FEARI V. (NBS ) 2H A%
A SRR R AR
1.6 HFLRE

AERIRZ, WY A7 SRR 1, e TRy g
HEN (Synepalum dulcificum) WSRSIH, IR 1. A%
REAG AEAT IR, (HAT LSRR ol R4 BT 24k
Sk B FHBREY, U FRERIR . BR . ZLIR . PR . BHR .
PPREEIR A . B EHARCR BG T 12 i R BE A0 pHP'T, ¥
BEH 4x1077 mol/L B ik 2% BN e gl /g i, LI RE
AHST 0.4 mol/L HUTFEHHIAK . TE 1988 4F, Theera-
silp F1 Kurihara i3 Hb 53 25 H 2l A0 i # R 2R 22 R R
A, FHEHASFHh 28 kDa, RS EE—1
EA 191 2 MR 0 sk 2 ik, BA W a 6
PSR MR A, N42 FT N186E,
2 FAEREIREHKREENNE
2.1 EHEFE

KA E R FRIA R G Ly SR B A Pt 3=
IR, Ak 00 B KA PS5 R S SR v R R
A 1200 f553, T 55— 7 T, RARER TS AR fekmk
B A2 A E R 50 nmol/LP3Y i ik 3 R T AR ek
&, S E AR DEgE 28R D21N, 31 nmol/L e FERLAE
SR BEPY, MNEI XA 4A ESON/Y65R Fil
E2N/E50N 5 3¢ 3L HY [ B35 A8 {4 ESON B2 & 114 i
JEB . IR BE RIA 1Y Neoculin ANMYEEFE & EHIER
JZE, 7 HRBTE /K B P RRAFAE TG 0 HEA TR IR
22 JBRAFEMAE

FRELIR R AE = IRIG)S 1 2~3 h N, XUBRTE Pt
SPRPY I, PR ZE SRR IE A R A
RS NER R . B RIS A S5 rE
T2, — B LR 2R TR R A P pp R SR 2, F|
JFRFE R A2, hZR3k T HA RS M i S5 20 th A
REBFE A, A e EFGARPRRR B AU
T HARBIR R G I R iy Al i HL A R R TR
BT AR HZ 2300, FIH®HA KEX,
BYUINL Y a-TE A B 43 0] 5 P8R DI EE Rl A, AT
T 3R 45 5 K HR Neoculin B A [A] #£ 3% E 69 & 2H
Neoculin®7, A5 R 75 22 DU A8 G IS
ASERZU B, A e IR AR AR RS R AR
ANEAIEPE HAE 57 i A LA
2.3 EARGESHNESE

BrkE, Y IRERE (Pichia pastoris) FIERTE
%5 (Saccharomyces cerevisiae) , 677t 7 1 B T H:

NEAZEY), A AN X B, R

HH -G B DNA 76 BRI BB v A2 77, -k /K7 ik
140 mg/L. 25 BF 2R 7™ 28 ) i ™ Bt vl ik 3

70 mg/LUS . AEEE SRR b H R AR T 5 5 1R

(B i /s T AERY . 534, ZLERFLER At AT

FHTERIERR ST, 2T R AT LIER T AT S IRl Lk

MBI BE R AR E, i vl LU= 22825 ( Candida

utilis ) FIRP ., R A 2 Wb AR 7= g 525 57

L FE AT LG T SRR B BT RO, AR ik

il &% (Aspergillus oryzae) . 2% 75 B ( Penicillium.

roquefortii) . SERNEALFN (Aspergillus. niger var. awa-
mori) TEIRERINFRIRM N FEPR B I B S 1Y 5.
Hh LR, gdhA JA 8 ¥ RGN I8 C 5%
PR, RDEIF=E Tk 105 mg/L*, [RIFERYTE 32
Hrit#Rik pdid FEH, PR AT 150 mg/LW,

TEF AR T FRIA I alifh T 5 R SR R
AR 2R T 1L, EELH A AR T I S5 R AR R T
1T 74 1 BRRIE VA B 2 X3 B T A 7= R TR )
PRI T BE IR A B8 0E S el 5 2 7 EEZH AR S
R fE 3, LT A MER AR AT IR S5 07
b, WAL 40%™,

3 ERFIREREEFHKREDERINWEMER
FRRINE
3.1 EHRRERSE

BRI BB 2 RS EITR . {2 1982 4F, Luppo
SN0 B RAE ARG AT R T Rk HH R AR Rk
AR, FEHIRR, FZIRR TE A TS Yk
i = Y BRI S B A, BB T AN B 5 | R T R B
R4 RATTRI S MR BT . IR L KRR
FFEY) G ., — B SR AR R AR AR AR =i
AR (HFIRAE P RR R AT TR T Bk, A
A EHRIE PEARARUS 7Y, TR R FRIA M E ST R
(NBS-NBS)#ZE 5 R 2(NAS-NAS) PR m] 5 A
HRAEAEIOR, WA HRIEH . 2000 4E7ERT A K
fitlh b, A A AR A D H AR e E4H A A T
SVEALIR, Ay T HA 5 IRSR R SR IR A El
R AR L7 R FE AR E R 1iE 32T 52
BLEAT E AT PR R SR 2R i A2 7P, MNET & —
FEI R RSR], (BRI AS B T i F T e 2
BB BEHIR, CLUESEX A 7 25 588 i) DA P s
[F] D448
32 BAS

FEAI PRI S 1 b T JSORHBR il A P A i 19
[AIR, BRI T AR RN ', 2020 45, Park 4614
DIEHES N (Daucus carota L.) BiiH 4 A4 Kl, &1k
RIS SWPA2 Ji3 Bl FIX 345 A AL P T #f1 A
RFFLA RIS, R TH Y N ge i T T L]
PRABIR R Y IHBLAE -5, Al R AL SRRl e 2

DB A UL P AR AL SR R AT R Beail . b Ah, R
CaMV35S Ja 3l i 323K g fith B e 2 1 L [R] 1 5% 5t
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A+ AR, BN, ARG T ™, #5455
HEAH SRR I ansa T RAAL TS I B, WA A ™
A=, TR B AUAAS _ S5 T L A T E 8GET R
FH L B B R 22 BE pfy (e @t ) A 8 R A Pe A
BRI P AIGFIR 2 1 20105 B — 5 ) B 7K S A
BES RAR = e Az TS FAH Y R A B
PRAERE A A AR RIS AU A, (H R Az e Rk
AR A B BB, alifb T2 2%, aifb iliAs i
S o1 PO (T = I 5 A E N S g i B Wzl 5 7= M b £
RO, F2 AT1IF R T 5L L R P 4H SR B e 20k
G AR IR FH ITSY . JT R BB S e fa]
1T alifbid f2, $8 & T A 58, AT )4, Fl
FHIH BB AR B IR D 23R8 91450 T BIHR SR &R
T I,
33 REME

BLTGR A BEF B £ o 55 L B 1, IR
PEEARNY LR TR =3 4 S R B (1 AN 5 5 R 19
PR PE R TR B P A TR, MNEIL 55277 R
ELAEAMLAOEREECY, TEREARXT {7 20, 7T S AP 1E E
T A A = N R AR TN e AR
LAY, A Z2 IR G R T =S, A LT
J45 R, MNEI HA7 B 5m py#Gaoe v, bt A 3551
N BUMYBE 2] MNET B35 R, [F
MNEI A R A HE p SR =2 —,
34 =EM

AL A TARE AR A ™ i 0 BB 4H A8 e Ak
T e S A A R RS G . BTE AT T E RS
1B AR 283k T A GHR R (), BRI T T /N
FRA BRI I0IE, (HI2 I RA9 2T ATl #H2Y4
—#B NIRJE N RBIESZ L HUETFE R IGAT R Rk iy
SRR LN FHFEAROSY, SliekaE S 248
IAA] B8 G 3R i WG REE B T A mNIE A B2
(Al —, B, FIFHEHB AR =AY R R
BT R AR L ARAG AR B A e R S LA I TA
IE, B4n3E E Y FDA FIRKEE 198 22 4 f 2 LA
AT, B A A IE WA PP B S A R A 7 2
I oa g R A B T ELER FLER B (Lactococcus.
lactis) J& T Wz I8 EFH B, JUE 4k — ELgE U5
il Tk, R A =477 0 MNEI 8 K Z 5
WL L R AR, HAl, R DERS
T4 R B REHR ARG AN Le a6, SRS T
B AV ST SRR R B
35 RKIUREF~FZR

JUETE— LR YR Hh T 3R T B gH 2R T
B, (H— BB i A W A P i T E . AR
FAAS , A 1 TR, P 8 B e O A e v M R 2
FE, AN, B TPREEE, FEA S M A
BEAFAE SR RIHE P 22 57, 33Xt J2feF A H [a) R AOAE )
BT IX — R T R A — . 3SXCEEARE
Mok S SO TERES A —E . 2021 42

Kelada 85055 $2 Hi 1012009 T 2800, T2 BHUFZ:
GO, B R Z ™ d A B R S H . R
KT RER 53T T B 50 A MR St 10,

b, Wbk BT SR FAZ A, th T

AR BT 5, SRR B, A KA, BT SRS 1
VRIS NI HE T o SRR G R o ik
GHER AR PR R g . Rk, AP an 2R =
BRI PR A5 X I 114 1 7K S5 1 L 2 8, 1 174 SRR
He P — 2 A AR R
4 ERETIEE~HRERRANNA
4.1 ESHME~NA

RO EHVE A —Fhica KR | BB Hen] #3109
BHIARER 1, 76 2011 AEFFEEVE SR 1 7
FEk R R, TR 2014 AR RE N P, S FRDEH
A T =g nl 3B B2 30 45HT, v] AN FHZFhEE
FLAE ) LG A W, Foin . AL W=, i
AT A FH 2P 40 B AL B A US040 R R
FFERTE EFER R DE, lhIAS T BAA SR IE R 5
PR, 2012 4P 26 BH, SR T bR S
BGIGIE, AREC B RAR B AT LI A &R E il i A =
SEHEP, & 2019 4R, R ET A PP RBEARR T Ee
DRI, AHH A P SR Al T A AW e 2
42 ENRESNA

By RALESEEE A2 A BLUR (FDA) HLHE
B “NINZE A7 (GRAS) B S INGRIT, 3273 Rl T
IR AN 52 F0 pH 254 i BRI, HLAFoT — B AL T
TR o X HEA 7 3L TR A mT 2 v HAR e T
IR ARV, FEAR AR = AR 7, e R T gk, 2 v
FEETSS ) R IE N T AR SRR A R 55T R
T B K AR oA ARG IR 3 10, 78 2016 4F, 47
FAY) AT RABETI R Y N s ol gere 1 HAE R
FERRRR P IR AR R, e e IRl R R G R
iR T AT EH S 5T R H, LI sr kA5
T R P AN TR AN T KB, Jia SE00 Sl A AL
PP P A QRN R AR R R, i T Bk
P H I A e e B SR AR S B T Ry, WA
Trp S B F 8k T7 lac Ji 8 FAE K FT e b ik 5Ty
RE MNEI & H, kK P Eik 45%1%, 2015 45,
FH Z A IR Tk A4 7= MNET ZE3E F e 584
EAG A, I Hy7 BT ik 177 mg/LY, 2018 45, i%
S8 S NG i A LR R R R, TR
TR TR, G A TR, I HAE K S8
S P MNET 2B F= 32, Bk = 4k, Jsnt
LAt ] DIAE SRR AR ) 3R & ok A2 e =
MNETI & [ 2848, ‘EAT T A 4y gk, B & ks
SEPER =R
43 HGIMIRERWES~MA

AR S 55875 R, HA TR AR F i
SR TR MG TAER B S AWHEDE . 2004 41
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Lamphear 5P 72 TR B RIB T AP T HEA,
E S AR5 B i R 2R n] e a5, X
A s RS A EHIAR AR AR SRAE B Tk 4R A 2
F4f, I BT B AR BT T L
FEARAAL AN, SE[EAY BioResources International
S FEIBF LS AR B R FIHE R.dulifera, 377 FH
T FRIBAE AR E . AN EESE, HAR
Y] Asahi DenkaKogyo 2\ 5] FI1 H A< 47 i 2% F{b 2 0F
FEIIT IE AN 2 5 R 3R 38 T 5% B EAE P O IB A F 1 -
AR AT PRV E A S R R P SHIR AR 1, A o
FUHE 7, AR 2T . ilad SRR T R G S )
A ay RIS RE bR IBF A= AR 53T 50%5, ZLIE vais- 4k
TRk R A AR AT R AT i 107 mg/L,
SRAC KR T2 HALTR)T a nyAn i ay R AT DAFIAE
B 2GR S B R A DR, FE B
Tk B RN AT S .
5 HEE5RE

H AT 2CFETR S it oY 22245 v ARSI RIS
PIORAE, RRARAE 7 A, 3 =&, A== 20 PRAbas
Jil. RN A EERE S R B —FP A AT = L il
BE AR R SHERRR LT PR RS nEH R SR .
FIFHAT & FH i Y 0 AR PR PR vk B
BT, Ty THERARIESZ . FIHEEY A = ayEl
BREE L BEAUA%_EA PR TJCie R A a2
Ay A AR T, N R TR s ERRE S LA
A6 B = ST R A R e

2016 4%, HLAHEHTZEERIME 3.472 {2355T.
MRHE 2018 4F consistent Market Insights 2 & H#2 LY

FEL, 2017~2025 4FRBREHE T G R

Tt 6.2%P, S & L BAT SRS &, GEAIR, &
4=, EASHIFERR A RETT=5 | AR NS . Bl
25 A MRFEE G, SRS A RS K B 1R 4
FRE B AT i JE TR R EL, E N Drihes
A= R I SV O s ES M ES L N BN % ey
i EAA BRI ML B AL FT 225 E FRysibE
77 i A JRE A A RHTTAR TR i PR DR SR AT AT SR Js0k T
P, B RS R AR g Ak E SRAAER T, RSk
TR IR (100 E PR SRR O, SRR SR (H nI T
FEWRERSR R Z

BRI I F o 7 1) — B TP AR BRI A AS | 2
AL SR TE . PR TR R E P AR
B o SRSk, AkSR s B, BRAIRA ™ sl A 2 3=
W7o BEAR, S sa IR IFEA AL A 2 M, JE A B T
FETF- B AR AR (A SE R AT va B, T ATAE Y
AR, I R Tl & B FORASA: 7= Bl il
ShASR AR P EIT R AR A AR 5540, alifk =y
PRAA R —JOHERT o R FH T, AR FH Z=Fh
BRI G2 il B, s, [RIRs, Bl B it
25, TR I RIT SR [a] B8 3000, BEARE 4 R e,
PR TF XTSI R AR S MR S TSR, Wi i, A=

Y T ARBAR T AL AR B AL 5 2 R AR E
QNI WS) =E N
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