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A TR T VAR TR B AMGI . FHTEAS 5  ve ELTR I A A 0 S 18 SY 3R /b ke Al A B A DA B SR e B SR 3D R ik R T
A7 OlE AR R, R R o-TE R R 40 BETE Ry BE Y ALK Z. mobilis (pAmyGA)HI LI 5547 g/L, K5 T
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Co-expression of a-amylase and Glucoamylase in Zymomonas mobilis and Direct
Ethanol Production from Sweet Potato”

WANG Guangjun, HE Mingxiong & ZHANG Yizheng"™
(Sichuan Key Laboratory of Molecular Biology and Biotechnology, College of Life Sciences, Sichuan University, Chengdu 610064, China)

Am; The gram-negative bacterium Zymomonas mobilis is one of the best ethanol producers found in nature, however, this
ethanologenic bacterium cannot hydrolyze starch abundantly existed in nature because of its narrow spectrum of fermentable
carbohydrates. In this research, three genetic recombined strains were constructed to express amylolytic enzymes: (1) a-amylase
expressing strain Z. mobilis (pAmyE), (2) glucoamylase expressing strain Z. mobilis (pGA) and (3) a-amylase and glucoamylase
co-expressing strain Z. mobilis (pAmyGA). Most of the enzyme activity was detected in the medium, and the enzyme activity of
amylolytic enzyme in co-expression strain was higher than the sum of each enzyme expressed individually, suggesting there was
combined effect between a-amylase and glucoamylase in the hydrolysis of starch. For recombinant strain Z. mobilis (pPAmyGA),
59.5% of the enzyme activity was detected in the extracellular fraction. Using the raw material of sweet potato xushu 18 with high
starch content and good storage character and adding 5 g/L of glucose as medium, the direct ethanol production was determined via
fermentation of the three recombined Z. mobilis strains. The results revealed that the recombinant Z. mobilis (pAmyGA) exhibited the
highest level of ethanol production, 54.7 g/L ethanol in 3.5 days, which was 83.2% of the theoretical yield. Fig 5, Tab 1, Ref 20
Eeyrwands Zymomonas mobilis; ethanol production; sweet potato; a-amylase; glucoamylase; co-expression
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I, BEA LA AT SR IR QB =
it 52 Ak e L XM I S R e A B AR P AR B sk
1% B Jifg 14 7] i 1J Entner-Doudoroff (ED) i 72 b s £ i 7 24
Wl RBE SRR, SR T X R RS 1 R RS A 9 L A
ANRERE A AR L eb T IZ AR S A 2 0.

TEM SR TE HAR b I AR AE BRI, AR Z R n 5 28
B OHEORER B KRR E R & AR R, XL
R T OB B AR ™. H 3 (Sweet potato) AN
T ZE AR Tl FURHEY, i HLRT & SE R b s, I S
RIBWARF 6T, RG-S AE R S AR 7 J5ORE. 3R 2 1t
FERRMHEEE, HERERES L RIEY, HEN™
TR A 2 R 2 P o X A R R 5K 1) i TR
LA RAEEE L.

T 28 A 7 0 R TE A 1 SR IS 4 & T A 7 LT 1 7
A MR —Fh A Z. mobilisF K fif UE M3 1Y il 28 B0 40 T
TRA HEAT T oy — b VU2 ) 3ok £ ol o 1) O 1, o 4
i VE Y B AR S HE P B A Z. mobilis™. i T AR 21
R EENATCBEW 232 Ak R R Jr . BRTC &4 JLANTE R
[ i A DG L B A Z. mobilisth, U0 Bacillus licheniformisiy
a-VERY G SL K™ Aspergillus nigeri) 7 % BE TE B il 3L PP
Xanthomonas albilineans) f-1E ¥y He A", UL & Aspergillus
awamorifi) 4 % WU A Tl 3 R 1,

A R NT R B T e I D R I R AR, i T
A B R BIR E $ F 7 1 SR Z. mobilis T RE A FH A0 7 254, XA i
Pty B a-TENT . B-TE R | 0 % W TR Ay it A5 il 1 L (R A P 2 T
HIBIEFEHER RAEZ. mobilisth 3K T —Fp 3 My 7K i il , X LE TR bk
HOAGE o ROF FHVE A9 77 A= S . ABIESE T, FATTHEZ. mobilis
CICC 10225 [a] B 51 AT I T4 55 28 F0FF 18 ( Bacillus
subtilis) 1 o-JE H5 3E RFR U T 10 38 th 25 (Aspergillus
awamori) 14 % BEVE A LN, M E T 0 Z. mobilis CICC
10225 (pAmyGA) FEA IR, AT Z B AT T HE R B
OB S

1 MR EF*E
0141 R 7 NE R AN SR B

E. coli IM109H1 Bacillus subtilis WB500 3 7 52 46 25 {4
AE. Z. mobilis CICC 102250 [ v [ Tll 14 A= 1y 7 b {5 5 o
L (CICC) , ALI FELRATF. pGAO, A LI % 4 1, $iE It
Aspergillus awamorif) i) % W UE b 1 3L B ) S A X )15 323K
A& pBBRIMCS-2f{ Dr. Michael E. KovachZ{ 4", RMGH; 55 4L

(1% EEHS, 0.2% KH,PO,, 2% % 8 ) .
12

PIZ s BTN M DNAKRE N, 5 #%Ppde-
F1+Ppdc-RANPpdc-F2+Ppde-RAyr 5§ 14 H4 Ppdcfi 3 1 A B
Ppdcl 1 Ppdc2; FAB141130-F+130-R1H1130-F+130-R245- 51§ 14
Hizmol1303 B (=B Ik FE 411130 (1)F1130 (2). 4331 LU B 2E 7
FF 14 S DNAFTUR pGAO N AR, FH 514 AmyE-F+AmyE-RF
GA-F+GA-RA» 34 8 11 a-SE Ky i AmyEFLF (2 162 bp) FI
HJHEVE RS B GAKE (1920 bp) .

4 Ppdel, 130 () AmyE R B 45 B JRIR G VR AR , 51
Y)Ppdc-FI+AmyE-RE 17 5 ZPCR, 155 o-JE K} i 2 K 3 ik
T Ppdce-130-AmyE. #4-Ppdc2 . 130 Q)F GAF B 45 B JRIR A
YERBAR, 514 Ppde-F2+ GA-Ri# 17 5 £ PCR, 14534 4 HHUE
K53 1l B [K] 3 35 FATT Ppdc-130-GA. PCRE I 5 fi EPCRER 4 fiff
KOD-FX (A #:95) , F£F 94 CHIAE 2 min, 98 °C 30's, Tm
-5 CiR & 30s, 68 CHEMIT[E]2H30 s/kb, 304 BEHE R )5
68 CHE{H110 min.

7% K pBBRIMCS-2HIDNA H Bf Ppdc-130-AmyE4y 3l Fil
BamHIJ Y1 0105, T4 DNA% $2 i 1% 32, i3 8k a4 0
pAmy. A pBBRIMCS-2F1DNA H B Ppdc-130-GA%y 5|
Xbal i VI, T4 DNAE B2 % 715 2 3 A pGA. ¥ [k wy
J Be Al 3% 4% ApBBRIMCS-2, #4)4 H # fA pAmyGA.

# (K pBBRIMCS-2HIDNA } Bt Ppdc-130-AmyE4y B FH
BamHIEFYI [0, T4 DNAE 22 [ % $2, A5 & ka4 0
pAmy. # K pBBRIMCS-2H1DNAF B Ppdc-130-GA%y 51 FH

=1 5|MFFIRTERER

Table 1 Primers sequence used for construction of recombinant plasmids

5|94 F% Primer

5|#FF51 (5°-3°)  Sequences

14 7B Fragment amplified

Ppdc-F1 CGGGATCCTTACGCTCATGATCGC j
o PpdcJasht
pdc-F2 CGICTAGATTACGCTCATGATCGC
Promotor Ppdc
Ppde-R AACCGCGGGACTTTTATCATTGCTTACTCCATATAT
130-F ATATATGGAGTAAGCAATGATAAAAGTCCCGCGGTTCATC . A
130-R1 TTGAATCGTTTTGCAAACATATGAGCTGAAACGCTTTGAGAAAGG Z;‘:;lz? ;i :ﬁ;ﬁﬁiﬁu
130-R2 AGAAGAGATCGGAACGACATATGAGCTGAAACGCTTTGAGAAAGG
AmyE-F CTCAAAGCGTTTCAGCTCATATGTTTGCAAAACGATTCAAAAC AR
AmyE-R CATCATTAATCATCCTTCCAGGG GGATCCGC a-amylase gene
GA-F CTCAAAGCGTTTCAGCTCATATGTCGTTCCGATCTCTTCT AR AL
GA-R CTACCGCCAGGTGTCAGTCICTAGAGC Glucoamylase gene
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Xballifi Y1, T4 DNAZE 2% 1215 2 AR pGA. K L ik W
J Be[F] ] 3% 4% ApBBRIMCS-2, #4) £ 1 2 A pAmyGA.
417 3B1= 51 A B B R il ) R s A

PkBLZ. mobilis ATCC 10225954 y5 55 3% T°5 mL RMGE;
Federh, 153 @ 4 W R T 100 mL RMGH; 3R 3Eh, 1555
2 Do 0.3~0.4. T4 °C, 6 000 r/min 10 minfit R4, FI10
mL 10% H i ¥EE A, T4 °C. 6 000 r/min 10 minit £ @4,
BEEWGEVE— K, FCE S TR EIE T2 mL 10%H i, &
2 A A& 5 A

1 ugfiki 5200 uL Z. mobilisi il &2 SR A 12
500 V. 250 Q. 50 pFa&MF L, s o 0w s i B 2
3 mL RMGH R PKE 3 h, H100 pLE B R A T & &
F# (200 pg/mL) M9FAR, 3 dZ2 47 HELFG AL T PRICH M 5
P T Y5 PCREGIE, B 3 ¥ 4L T Z. mobilis (pAmy). Z. mobilis
(pGA) F1Z. mobilis (pAmyGA).
4 R

Sy BBk Z. mobilis (pAmy). Z. mobilis (pGA) HIZ.
mobilis (pAmyGA)HE 21 T RMEE TR H:H130 CHE R 2 Doy p
2.0. BLUT S L E M AN AN, W5 T R ET TR S R,
BN . 5 3PEF0.1 mLjE N FIAE AR 50.1 mL 0.5%0] i
PEWEBIR A, 7E30 °CJZ % 10 min, & F ok 42 1E R M. JiTA
0.2 mL DNS (3,5- i K125 g, Kl g, WHLEEE10.25 g,
WA FREN100 g VAf#7E250 mL 0.5 mol/L NaOHHr, HI/KiE %
%500 mL) , 540 nm I W GAE. 1B & 207 BN T3 2%
PER =41 mgly il J5ORE Ir i . & A 25 Ak 9 56 fL 7 Z.
mobilis (pBBRIMCS-2){E Hy it 8.
18 5 b 5 5 g

ARSI SR FH ) SO R 8, TG, %1
—E LK 3, ARG & BES ¢/L, 7035 T 115 CKE
15 min, & 54 AT, kBRI 30 <C.
16

FELTE Ry 5 B A 0 2 SR P 22 - e i 1P
17 SRR

Z:IBGB5009.7-85Fx i 1 S5 14 ) 7 .
SR Z 2R EE I E

KM E@IEE. UEN B AR, 20K BT A

s ETIRGE

#%, GDX10338 7, HAH IR EE150 °C, #l#% R 250 ¢, #F
FE2$250 °C, JEEE3 pL.

e ERRIL RE R E

HFAEZ. mobilish 335 4G 3L 1) 2 A pBBRIMCS-2
S PR [CIME B P ) 1 AR, SR FEUER, %
KA Z. mobilish BAT R AT A e Pk, & A ReiE £ 5040 35
Fa g, Ppdcli:Z. mobilisTh i 12 B 32 T 422 (8] B 40 1 250 58 )3 50
T, BEME B /KT 59 2 38 r R 4 A 25 9 Y. 3 5 il A PCR I
¥ 38 T Bacillus subtilisit) -3¢ A J R F Aspergillus awamorifty
R 70 R U Y T 2 38 BT, IR 20 ST Y R 3K BT 43 A
I [A] % 5 78 25 A pBBRIMCS-2 |, #4% HH #{ApAmy. pGAF
pAmyGA ([#1) . #iE&pAmy. pGARENSTEZ. mobilisth /3 | 2%
K o-TE Koy Tl A 2 W E K3 I, BUARpAmYGAREETEZ. mobilis
P [e] 2 35 oo 3 493 T AR 26 AR DR A0 R, AT ) O A AR A
JETFZ. mobilisiizmol 30155 K A8 22 037 43106 21 it 1.
aa

i 3 o LK A pBBRIMCS -2, pAmy. pGAl
pAmMyGAHE A Z. mobilisth, 73 5| Pk B 52 % FH 51 9) AmyE-F
MAmyE-R, D) GA-FHIGA-RIE1T B 7% PCREG TEH: b7, 45
RUWEL2FT 7R, BENS 1S 1 1E 8 1Y Amy ESE R GASE R B
EWRRZ. mobiliski k7. 2, AR 134> R I8 VE 8 i Y
Z. mobilis AR : 1) Z. mobilis (pAmy)FRika-TE Byl 2) Z.
mobilis (pGA)FE Ik # 2 WEVE K ; 3) Z. mobilis (pAmyGA)FH:
7] 22 35 o- TE H93 Bt 14 25 A VE 3 Bt 3 Z. mobilis (pBBRIMCS-2)
R F % BE B R

KT B AmyESE I FI GABE A TE Z. mobilisHh (136 351
O, AR B Z. mobilisTE HTF M F &7 RIRE K 200 pg/
mLARMES FR L, AR 2 0,0 29 0 2.0, B3Rl AL 745 L300
wLIF 73 B3 M N F B A8 43, IF 43 531 i 47 SDS-PAGE Fll Native-
PAGE. 45 RANE3[T /R B4l T-Z mobilis (pAmy)IEfIZEIL T
AmyERER (M, 72x10°) ; T4 TZ. mobilis (pGA)IEHIF LT
GAKEH (M, 67x 10°) 5 T TZ. mobilis (pAmyGA)[a] I 3 ik
TAmyEH I GAE . P\ Native-PAGERJEH AT LUE H, Tk
K (0 VE Fy B B AT I

pAmy — | HEEOHIRO—

B BE Ry R s oo F s B IR
Fig. 1 Construction of pAmy, pGA and pAmyGA
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2 7% PCRIGIEZ. mobilis’i {b
Fig. 2 Colony PCR of the Z. mobilis transformants
M: Marker MEcoT14; 1: Z. mobilis (pBBRIMCS-2); 2: Z. mobilis (pAmy); 3:
Z. mobilis (pGA); 4: Z. mobilis (pAmyGA)
pe
H T Bk B E A S Z. mobilisFE AL LN R MY
TE M B P HIDNS I X024 A T Bk 45 30 23 ) T Moy I 220 31
HEAT T E . M E 25 (K4) W, (575 Bkzmol30RE i 14 I
ST 55 4 U 3 AN ) R e 35 B i A1, 60.1% ) a-GE ¥ il
T P 1 47, 3% 114 76 26 W 0 o il 0% 1 T A TE B A T 2 1. L
XHFALTZ. mobilis (pAmyGA)RIINE 45 R B, a-TE ¥ B
] 0 W VE B i AL [ 2 3R B9 I M (M IN37.8 U/L, H14156.7 U/
L) KT a-VE i 8 10 4] 26 M0 0 o g 20 01| 2 3 P 2 F (N
30.7 U/L, Jg4139.3 U/L) , HLJ AN 745 0 30 64 3 A5 il 135 1
(56.7U/L) i SUE Y EEE (94.5 U/L) 1959.3%.
A1l 2 3 4 B.1 2 3 4

¢c.1 2 3 4 D.1 2 3 4

3 Z. mobilisit At AmyERE P FI GAFE PR 2 361 Bl
Fig. 3 Expression of AmyE and GA in Z. mobilis transformants
1: Z. mobilis (pPBBRIMCS-2); 2: Z. mobilis (pAmy); 3: Z. mobilis (pGA); 4: Z.
mobilis (pAmyGA).
A: JfB #8531 SDS-PAGEHR Uk ; B: il #1543 (19 SDS-PAGEHRLIK ; C: it/
HR 43 i Native-PAGEHL YK ; D: il #h #5439 Native-PAGEH, Jik
A: SDS-PAGE gel of intracellular fractions; B: SDS-PAGE gel of extracellular

fractions; C: Native-PAGE gel of intracellular fractions; D: Native-PAGE gel

of extracellular fractions

TARF P H 5] IR A B R A OB

W R R H AP M AS o/ LIy 45 )5, &
7% $ R 43 3R Z. mobilis (pBBRIMCS-2) ., Z. mobilis
(pAmyE). Z. mobilis (pGA)HIZ. mobilis (pAmyGA), %512 h
HORE I E 2Ll 77 . 2853 132 i) R %, Z. mobilis (pAmyE)FIZ.
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Fig. 4 Distribution of a-amylase in different genetically

VEMIGEE Amylase activity (A4/U L-1)
3%
S (=]

engineered Z. mobilis strains

A60 [ ——%B& Control

2 —&— 7 mobilis (pAmyE)
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K5 Z. mobilisTe 53 B 2% 35 B AR & B £ 7 i

Fig. 5 Ethanol production from sweet potato by engineered Z.

0 12 24 36 48

mobilis expressing amylase
mobilis (pGA)3-51345 130.5 g/LFI27.1 g/LAY L=, 1M Z.
mobilis (PAmyGA) £ 1 7™ it fx i, 547 g/L (E5) , ik
TIHN 2Bk, H B TE R B (R 290 83.2%. 45 R UL, a-
TR T ] 2 U A9 R S ] 4 P e ot D 400 A B I3 e T3 2%
TE 3 T 43 31V P B I fe U A 1) i

3 it it

TEZ. mobilisZ BETE R T E L EER iS FE R, JEM X FERY K
43 AR MESE I 20 B R A AR R ), R, R K
B 43 U o) gt W A A A EE L. AR 5T R TphoC (IR LB IR
T4 ) B zmol 308915 5 k™. zmol3015 5 Ik J& T 1175 43 Wb
WAR, AR AR 50300 22 46 Ph 22 /0 L2ROAS (] 04 35 (R = ) FA K
WL T -T2 EALZ AR, REAE AR MR 5T, 7T
TN A A A S B 3 T ) 4 g R

AR TR, BRTTZ AR YE i A ——



I JE Mo il 5 et PR PE A A TR S AN 8, R
HH TR J A A T A R RS K R SRR SR, R
HRAPE . A SR R HOGR — AR IR 18, 2105
SE T FL AR RS A SR B0 VR L. B kN 26.3%, i SRR
TR ON0.15%, FEARE Z AT — B W H S KR RE2.5
i, B WERER 400 g/ Lt JEURNAR B2, 3B 7 3 9106.2 /L.

KL &/ VEM B Z. mobilis= AT Z. mobilis
(pAmyE). Z. mobilis (pGA)HIZ. mobilis (pAmyGA)TE B4 H
SRR B BE S N ESRRR AR K IT AL IR R 8%, XA fig &
I TR 18138 JEUblE & s AR /D, 0.15%, FiRE2. 5% 1 4 19
WA 0.06%, PRI 42 i 355 37 5 b L -F- 3R 7T R ) sk
VAL AEZ. mobilisie A7 A= TE My i , o A RE S 4 M VE 3 ,
PRI 5 T BT E S A IR TP In S /L) 1 25 .

XoF T oI 53 T 1156 70 W DR A9 T 1) 4 FH K A D8, LA
R IEE B S BB IR KA i Je, 2 B4R TP A X S B8 e Mk
RIS L, JERID AR T o-TE o il F R 280 Wi TE 6 il D ) 4
FHR AT, B o-VE ¥ Bl TC 22 5 M0 D)5 o- 1,485 15 8, DX~
BEHER I T RvE R DI AR 2 1 B, A # A WHUE o il AN T 2
RS 0 =1 DA i, B v R A AR UE ) T O I A VR 5 [R E
T 2 EVE B D) 1 o 1AM T B R - 1,605 1 5, ASTIH AE a-TE
oy R 007 1), o TE 53 D) 350 1 80/ R B — 2 K ik b )
Bl PR, TC V82 7E X T (4 7K A 383 30 S K A 1] L, a3
53 T R ] 2 R DR R L ) TR A9 L ) A 2 T UE g K i R
A Sk O o A AR T AR ST B 2 SR AR T oS )
7 B VE 3 T B 408 BIB ) 4 P8 R 100 b 2 A .

BT, FI Tz 3 A& 50 ME B K UE B A 7 S BE BT 5R
FEZNKEZ. mobilis TG fifk ¥ Fy (1 i 25 0l 2 240 DR & HE AT R
T, T H U2 53 7K fige AR DG R TR 5 LA 38 Bl 1 i T ) F 5 D)
B, FTA W50 —Fh E ¥ i 5% 1h s 3 & B SRR, A
R 0 250 R KA R A A 7 R R S R IR i 3B B
P B i A 3R 5 LA O I 40 T %9 20 U o T 2H R 114 3 A9 L i
VKRR, BRIETE4 dIN LL83. 2% B3 K H 2 0 b e Ak ol i 2
Wi, AR .

PR L T 32 B2 Y R 2R FH R A 1 A e R A AIG
JILAS (1 JEURE A B 3 R AR A o AR i SR, PR 18R TR
Jz BB B AR, 2 R R TER R A
FVE R S AEGH A7 AR AR W B8 R, AR S S R
AP IRRE T AT ST BRI, AR S 184 By Y A 3K 7 1 LA
SCREZ. mobilisth) AL T BT B R TE R & w2 Ah, 18
Fr & R AR 5, W LAIFZ mobilist A AL g h
HE BB AL T B A B (E 1 83.2% , XL Bt H
A X Z. mobilis i P A MR BT, X KRR T AR
JRET Y AN R R £ .

S5 EIHRA
4 % it

32 8 K B PR Z. mobilis CICC 10225 (pAmyGA)RE % 7]
ioF 3¢ 3K - U o T8 T4 250 W U8 o 18 , 92 VR AR R A% BB 1 A58 A A
FUFHVERY, 2= ik 5547 g/L, ik 5] T i 14 183.2%.
BT H S AR, I H LKA AN 3 i & i A 7, Rt R
Z. mobilis CICC 10225 (pAmyGA)FEAT L A& FE 0 A ro s i 12
g e
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