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The Mutation Breeding of Streptomyces avermilitis
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Abstract ; Spores and protoplasts of the original strain Streptomyces avermitilis 76-12 were treated with nitrosoguanidine ( NTG) ,
acridine orange, ultraviolet radiation (UV) and LiCl respectively. Then a series of high yield avermectin producing and stable
mutants were obtained through mutation and rational selection. The avermection productivity of the mutant N-1-2 was 2. 47 times

of the original strain. Furthermore, several special mutants were obtained. Mutant strain G-32 produced only “a” avermectins;
mutant strain Ave8 had higher lever of avermectin Bla content than original strain; and mutant strain UA-G developed bluegreen

spores.
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1 #B5FZE
1.1 B

PreEss |BW 76-12, A LB FRF, H
ATCC31272 B ZRFEEHG .

1.2 ExE

I IEFHRER A YMST! FhF R Bt R 2t
SRS, BB R I R YEME (75
Wy 25%)  RARKBABREN
RM14"77,

FARIEFREERR YMS $EFREELISMER

MA BEFREE(L L) 3EH 20 ¢, BE R 2 g, &
#2 g KNO, 1 g,MgSO, - 7H,0 0.5 g,KH,PO, -
3H,0 0.5 g,NaCl 0.5 g,FeSO, « 7H,0 10 mg,
CoCl, - 6H,0 5 mg,pH7.0~7.2,

MB 3EFR5(1 L) AT TER 30 o, X5 2
g, KREEHR?2 g,CoCl, - 6H,0 5 mg,pH 7.0 ~
7.2,

MC 3R 5(1 L) AT TER 50 o, X5 2
g, KREEHR?2 g,CoCl, - 6H,0 5 mg,pH 7.0 ~
7.2,

MD B33 (1 L) AR 20 g, A2 g,
B¥RFE 2.5 g,CoCl, - 6H,0 5 mg,pH 7.0 ~7.2,
1.3 #EFHE
1.3.1 ZAERARFHFELE BHRAT
BB EH 5 WA EI BB A B S B SC
BR™) RSN B N 1 mg/mL
1.3.2 R84 LC S RERKCYELLSFEL
2 RAERENH &SRR . BB %
B R A AR, TN LiCl B R R &N
0.4% ,7E85MT T 53 A4 3 30 5,40 5,60 s F190
s(IMTINE N 15 W, IR HTEE R 30 cm) , W
AW TRAEEFE L, #ET 28CTHEFT ~10
d JE PR E
1.3.3 TRENRTHFELE SRR
Tl & T B, AN RERE VSR, i HAWRE R 1
mg/mL, 43 #]4E A 30 min.45 min,60 min,75 min
190 min JFE.L, THEK R ELZRER, MG
W TP EFFEE L, 28CHEF 7 ~ 10 d JFHEH
LN P2

1.3.4 R8P LCANRTFHILSATLAE
&R T BBATT ESMLA LiCl WE A4
B, 5ER 1.3.2,

1.4 fHEA*
1.4.1 FHEBHFMHF FESHETR
1.4.2 BMEABEF FEBRE®,

1.5 mRFEERE

1.5.1 BH#AMERENEIHR FAEERR
ERE T HW P, M RER. HHMAR
YMS AR A, LW E RN 0.5 /L, HIB-F
W E T k.

1.5.2 FaRMAEHEFRBHOT LT W%
BB B4 5 S RO o KT 4
REK YR H M S S A S] YMS 84
B, BB R 0.5 /L, fil B AR E R E A
Tk

1.5.3 BF#HAFTRBROGELIH BRREAR
BRIMAZ] YMS B A SR, R E
7 0.5 /L, fill B AR R EE T 6o

1.6 PT4EE &A%

1.6.1 #EEAM*% HWREEI RIS
HSG F254 B (M E W% TR ) , BERE
PR T N IE B b R B =90:101

1.6.2 ZHZRMEEEXR OEEHSH
ScEk™
2 R

2.1 FRYMBHERILE

N T EHEBRE RO, B
it U AN (B S B3 SR B B S ARIE SRR 7 A AT
THB i AR 76-12 BT BB E—E
WEEXSRAT 4 FFiRsksr 2,28 CHER T d
JE MR FRE , [FiN R EITR I, LA
R LR AR RES, HRAE 1 H
T7E MC $hgr2E b y= P 4E T R i BE ) B3, H i
KRBT MC sEsr s PAERERR, “RERE, ®
2R, BT LR MC 337 B4R N T e 5%
ZERRE AR SR SR IR A

2.2 HREEMEHENBIRILR
B HEAERNAET 2SR, L3
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®1 FEFEEHE 76-12 E/LMIEFE FHEEFEUR T REN
Tablel The phenotype features and AVM productivity of S. avermitilis 76-12 on several culture mediums.
HIRE YMS MA MB MC MD
WAL HERRR KA WERKE HEELE.AR EEERRKKA EHEDNATRE
FEREEH MC > YMS >MA > MD > MB

I E) > 75 min, BEEHRy 95. 8% , M B — e W R
JE ¥ SIURAT T 50 5 7 AT A TR R P 4 A A K A
YRR @R ORERY 0.5 &/L) B F iR 2
BB B Y R AL B X, 28C R T ~
10 d JEREDLPEER 50 > SR , #if A B J5 HPLC
e KB B, THIE AR (M3 5 R B H
RER= BT 10% L EE U RIERDE) M
RRCEBRRER,

PR A b 3 IR 2 75 T4 Y IE R AR AR AN B R 7
BHRER, GRWNE 2, UMAEERE TR
IHYIBIIERAE R B, N 32% , 7] ) o] 448 B 3K 7™
BIEERUERE, H51% ., HA L3 Mk y
T LA H 015 15 P 2 T R 0 1 SR AR B R T 1k
T HAPFITE.

®2 mRBYRERRE

Table 2  Screening of antimetabolite mutants.

Ty ERER RRTFEERE

W & 32% 51%
FT4ERE R K 24% 26%
RRER 28% 62%
oy 22% 23%

2.3 MEREESEKRINEE
2.3.1 TAAMRKNTC-12-FHHEET FEMH

HATAHE 76-12 BT T2 (M 10°4/mL)
YEF 75 min, }FEHE N 95. 8% , A B IEH LT B
BRB—CEREERATHENEMEREEN
YMS FARIEFRE L, 28CHEFR 7 ~ 10 d, PB4
KR, =R KK 6 % B AR s R &
(&H 5% TR MC 3555 ) |, 28CIEHKT7
d J5H TLC &, 258 AL 38 T 600 ZA~BLEE
%, KRR 1243 B A BN I B E (W0
B 1HR). UESREEBER, R4k 1-24-
3 R BERIER T 96.5%

2.3.2 P EALCALZSHFHEN 243 R AE
JRR LSRR T 24-3 M R E AR, Bl R RA R
&, e R 10°4/mL, FEATEAMER LiCl H4
25 BRI 50 s, BBLE Ny 93.9% . ALH G RA
FEARBBHEE—ERE R A TEAEERRE(E
B S%PTHERER) , LT 28CIHEF 10 d JFHREL
BATEYE . M 300 ZRREBKR , &P AR 50 0
MBEEAER A REAMERT 53.6% 1
RAEMR B-1-10, {HREZ &R B-1-10 HiR
BB E, =& Tk,

2.3.3 ree#Est B-1-10 F 894 % LA B-1-10
St R E AR, Y e AT (T SRk E
10° A/mL) BE4T % 28 AL B 30 min, FFC R Ry
92.6% , AHFHTBIERHB—EWERRA

CK1 2 3 4 5

6

7

8 9 1011 1213 14 15 16

E1 SeIHkRY TLC MIK4L5 R
Fig.1 The TLC test for mutants’ AVM productivity.
CK Jgxf BBk 76-12; 1 ~ 16 3 NTG FEAE Rk Horp 2 Sop ik 1243,
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T&EH 5% 4R R MC 355 |, 28C 5+
7~10 d JEPRBUAE % . WY IE ARG H B R
AERR AR E 2, B AR IR I A A
EE S, 76 100 SRR P IHBA MR- 8H
HA B 48 R 9 AR AR, RO 3 — k™ 5 & 50 HY
RAKR G-32, B ™Y HPLC EIE LA 2,

mv A2a
6
5
C Bla
4
3|
- B2a
2 E Ala
1 E
E J min
0 1 1 1 1 I 1 1 1 1 I 1 1 1 1 I 1 1 1 1 I
5 10 15 20
G-32

B2 Mutant G-32 Z B~y HPLC Big
Fig.2 HPLC chromatograms of the mycelial
extracts from mutant G-32.

2.3.4 TAEEMAB-1-10 F8#E RAS
2.3.1 [FEHERF 2 B-1-10 M F TR 5
PREAE AL, M M F BB R BE—ERER

mv [
400 -
r A2a
300 -
L Bla
200 —
- B2a
100 [~ Ala
C B2b Alb
L B2b
0 ——/J b\'l min
E IR N N T T O B B |
5 10 15 20
76-12

BT MCEARE(EE 5% MAERER) ,28C
£ 7 ~10 d JFEREBCREETE . B FARIRFR P
PR BEE I, A\ 200 ZRAEHE P IRAG N-1-2 &
iR, R BT 76-12 BERRAY 2.47 £, BK
AR, RIRE T R Ave-8, Ave-8 K
BRI 76-12 19 2. 20 £, B B X HJE Ave-8
Bla 4H/0 253 44. 3% , W R B #k 76-12 (Bla
FEN36.T%)BET 7.6%, HREF=YH
HPLC 3% LI 3,
2.3.5 %A LiCl 5 B-1-10 BF 8 E A% E
B-1-10 X BI85 & B i F 3£ 47 % SM 4R AN LiCl
R, BN EN 75 &, BIEE R 89.4%
AR T BB R — R E R IR AT MC 3%
FE(ETHE SPAREE) b, #ET 28CHF
7~10 d JEHREBCABE o L ARG TR W I AR
R BRI, M 300 24 RAE MR i 4845 3] UA-2
1 UA4 RS, H UA2 B REBERNLZ 76-12
BRI 2. 35 £, UA4 [ R BESAL R 76-12 BE AR
19 2. 37 £, R FEE SR, B RE T — R e
flF =AM UA-G,UA-G R B2 76-12 1Y
2.06 £,

2.4 REBHBEMEER

¥ 11-24-3 B-1-10,, Ave-8, UA-2 , UA4  UA-G
I N-12 REMRHIGTESERER UL EILTE
R M, IR R WA 4, 1243, Ave-8 UA2,
UA4 Fil UA-G SREEMRFE B AL V)R R B4 R

1000 — mv
u Bla
800
- Al
600 |- B2a 274
400 — Blbj
200 — b
C B2b Ala
o~ min
E PN T T T T N O B A A |
S 10 15 20
Ave-8

B3 S. avermetilis 76-12 F1 mutant Ave-8 & BEF=4j) HPLC B
Fig.3 HPLC chromatograms of the mycelial extracts from S. avermetilis 76-12 and mutant Ave-8.
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Fig.4 Effect of cultivation times on avermectins

production of mutants.

E 1B B-1-10 SRAE MR B9 R BE A2 T FRAR IR, 2
R EERNAZTE,

3 g

HEWLEFETEN SRR REATR
SE R | BT 2 A PR T S B
SR EEBRANY . BRBEES AT
L XRE IR R BT S R KB R —
MNERE T o FIAFEITT X bt B 1T
A5 G AN, L T K 1 600 AR
o MPREBT =B B REHRER, H
B N-1-2 BRI REHRE 2.47 5, BRBA L&
SRR R AR A RRE , W E A R AN LiCl
BAEEFEAERKBIN =R B-1-10, 8
B0 E, EPORERUBILEERT =
PTHEPR R RE S o

TP KRBT A BN RER, I
Ave-8 , ZZAFRRA Bla M-S BiAF) 44.3%
TR E Z+ Bla R W IE MBI, H XA
IR B IEFEAMER . G-32 B—k Rk
HER a M RTHR, 5 a doABMHERXR X
HEAEMERREY A RERE T, ZSER
TR RER, R Y 58 AR R o T 4 5 2 R R A Y B
FE—ENBEXLVA-GR—HEGBHRTH

FARMR , JEARAE , X EF AR BB AR B AR B R R AR AT —
PR SR AT 8RR, B R R R LS
HPRIRE T 100 24, BRARIMNXKES
MESAETRERNBRRBEAMAERT
2.06 %, BH#E— R FHEMR I RRF R ™R
AR
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