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B AL B 89 R B T AP SR B LAY KL B OABEAL ) O B ARIA AT R
AR BB R BN R e A B S, BRAN,
IEF T PR KW o B AR L Ak FH T B EE 0
LD06. 38 3¢ % & F WA o F % £ & Biolog % 5% # %€ % 1 #h
AR KE. AZEREE T T OB A B AT A B %
R FEAEARK MR RERA R 10 g, 2R 1.5 g,
BEE A 2.0 g BRAF ML g/100 g« AR A B 0.2 g K
MK 10 mL; 3R & 5 #) 4 iR B 36 °C (B 45 h, i &4
TR KRE F BB A A 9.32 g/, 5% @ s
WEAL A ARG T 22.55%.

KW Ak E BB B ) T B R

Abstract: The aim of this study was to screen high-yield strains of es-
terase from Daqu in order to increase the content of esters in Daqu.
Medium-temperature Daqu was used as material to screen high-yield
esterase producing strains and identify the types of strain. Then we
studied on enzyme production conditions of the strains with the target
value of esterifying power. The result showed that high-yield esterase
producing strain-LLD06 was isolated from medium-temperature Daqu,
and the morphological and molecular identification results confirmed
that the strain was Absidia. Esterifying power was used as reference
index to confirm the culture media, which was summed up as
follows: 10 g wheat bran as culture substrate, corn flour as the opti-

mum carbon source with the contents of 1.5 g, yeast as the optimum
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nitrogen source with the contents of 2.0 g, flaxseed oil as inducer
with the contents of 1 g/100 g; other composition and addition in the
medium with 0.2 g (NH;)>SO, and 10 mL H; O. With the increase
of fermentation time and temperature, esterifying power showed sig-
nificant increase firstly and then decreased. Culture conditions which
concluded temperature and time was confirmed at 36 C and 45 h, re-
spectively. Under these fermentation medium and conditions the
highest esterifying power was 9.32 g/L, which was increased by
22.55% than the control.

Keywords: Absidia; esterase; esterifying power; fermentation con-

ditions

M (Esterase E.C.3.1.1.2) W4 PR 1E &2 LR B8 . 76 2
Al v i Bk TR A Tl B TR 20 Al 2t — 2 R IR L I TR AL
LR 00 2 2l W R A L BEgEY SR R K A
TE T W BE TR 5 D b A 48 TR A I8 0 L BE AT LUK AR R
FeA T LA G AR SR T FR BR . 0k B Rl b S A R
e (1 BE A 7 TR A I 1) T B T A A v L B R R A
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TR 47 F A W2 07 12 DN 2R A B 1 R il B v A R T
KX E T ETEEACEE ) Schlegelellasp Fl Absidiablake
sleeana BFk ;s Li &1 5@ i 1TS rDNA R HFH S8 E T
mEGGERE KM P IRy, FEERNZETEA
Hex H AR B AP ) DNA JF 17 $2 00 38 13 2 7 BT 42 B DNA
Fh 2 i e H AR D RE A Rh 2, 2 H R0 A AR W T e P
Mo FAEW =TT . I BREE T EY AR A W KR,
FIF ITS rDNA 3 [ 7 5 % 3 242 P 47 F0 R %@ B 2R
T 4304 A5 2 7 ok A 2 A L A

B FEE e A AR Ak Y T vk e I R K it e A T
BRIEAT 025 0 1 43 5 07 3%k HE R 08 i ™ TR AL B 1 1R Bk L SRS
R AT ITS rDNA K& B (9 73 5 Az ) 2 7 13 % 18 Bk 2R 47 %
FE S IT B K T R I K T B 3R Bk A RN R BE A5 1 TE TR AN
AL Sk 53 43 B9 55 0 S5 AH DR WF 9 25 | i Bl b L AR AR AR 3
Rl A AL Sk B 1 R T A PR L DA O 4 5 Kl TP R B i
T 2 i 1 o TG 3R S 450458 1) 7 PR 4R AR B
1 FeLS 5%
L1 #R5iKH

H AT T A BR A

SanPrep £, DNA J&& [ Wi 7] & . DNA Marker: 4 T.
A TR CEME) B A BRA W 5

DNA R4 8 .pMD19-T Vector: 54 ¥ T (K A IR

/L\\#

&l

H

Ezup 2 20 S 5 41 DNA S5 £« KAR AR LR
em) A R A

SALE A EDTA L, CTAB, SDS 4 H Aty A= 4k i34 71 «
GrpTal . i

AR O B TR IR A 3 g AR 10 g AL BN
5 g BiIR 25 g A& MUK 1000 mL g il B 373 AR5 8 32011
LR = T W H AR R 9 L LR B B 14
B FUAL TR - B J oH B R S FLAL O B 4 T TR D IR
¥157,121 “C KB 20 min;

Pl 55 FR 2k - Bl 20 g MR 5 g HIATHE 10 ¢ DEIR —
S 1 g BRREE 0.5 g.1/3 000 i 7 B 2T % W 100 mL, %
7K 1000 mLBA¥A G 121 CKE 20 min;

R A B 5L 5k 7 1000 g, BokOB 100 g, oK1 200 g, B
W2 %% 20 g, 7518 7K 1 000 mL Y& & ¥ 57 )5 121 'C K 20 min,
L2 UHREHE

LR 8 KOF - AY 120 AL U SRR 2 R KA BRA A 5

K4 : TOMY-SX-700 %, 26 [ Tomy /A H ;

H I TAE G - SW-CI-IBU 5, 55 M 5 4 42 11 5

5 B O ML 5418 B, 5 2% Eppendorf 24 A

pH it :Orion 3 STAR #!, %[5 Thermo 24 ;

62 WA : Eclipse 801 B, H 4 Nikon 2 7 5

ZUIREREIR : HYL-A B R 5 R 2 30 A 2 A PR 2l 5

PCR X : PTC100TM %I, % [ Thermo /A Al ;

755 FL U FL UK X : PowPacTM HC164-5052 %1, 2 [ Bio-
Rad A:fif B4 7= G A 7 5

42 B Bl B B R AR 4 BT A . JS-380C B, B EE L

HRATH .,

1.3 R HiE

131 BRI Ol OB S R 60 H 0L FREL 20 g K
i R I B354 200 mL Az FEER K 19 T2 B 4 JE O, 25 °C
Bt 1 h, 3 2200 IR R TR . 43 0 U8 R B B TR
BEEMBEN 10 7 ~10 °A/mL W& W, RJEH 0.2 mL
AN [E) B B B BB BOT S A0 A TP AR R B g A B BT
RERRBEAR 3 A AT IR A I 1 P AR B SR E T 35 CHE R
LR SR 4 o 23 e T TR B B E W R (D) 5
WEBEREDMLE, %% D/d BRNEERETH S A5
P AL T 20 % A H A& b .+ —20 CRIM.

1.3.2 WA Wk 2 0 AR AR BTG AR S
Hil 45 R 1X 1074 /mL P98 2K ARG IR B 1 mL T
100 mL /9 B 7~ 3% 3% B b, W B R SR AR Z O 35 °C
180 r/min £ F 157 2 d. B 2 mL WA T {4 & BE R 35 3%
WL TE 35 CRESR 3 d U JE 50 TCHET, SR 5 I R AL i
w1,

1.3.3 3% Jy 2

(1) Fg bk ) 2% - AR 4% Sck (16

(2) BRERIE R AR EN
1.3.4  TAPR%E € 7 ik

(1) JEA VLSS R 26 W6 e AT 9L 4, 18UE 7 4b 3
J5 T 40X T WER L 10 s AN NI AR AL VAN D | 2
. BT UOGEIE WA T #E TR AR S B R RIS A
15 AT B A 2 SR

(2) HEPZH DNA /942 B 8 A BB 55 ()T Ezup 4
EL R 41 DNA il 823050 & 3 47 32 B R R 241 DNA (1942
T, 25 1 %6 B A A IS HRL Wk A U 14T PCR 9738,

(3) ITS rDNA 4F %5 i F@ 514 5 -TCCGTAG-
GTGAACCTGCGG-3', 5'-TCCTCCGCTTATTGATATGC-
3P rE NS B X 1 A 2, PCR RN R &R 25 pL. PCR
P RN S 94 CTRAS P 4 min, 94 C ARk 45 5,55 ‘CiR
k455,72 CFEAH 1 min, 30 NI, R G AE 72 °C & i
10 min,PCR = ¥ 4 1% 35t i H B B B 0k & 0, o R
100 V, #4%4 R H DNA JB s ] & (Omega) #£ 47 U1 IR
[ i 26 2 T AR 9 TR ) A R 2 w10 )

(D) ARG EF WM K5 7 5] 7€ Gen Bank ' ff
Blast )5 #4748 1P 43 87 . J ClustalX 1.8 #4722 )3 51 %t L
3BT I MEGA 4.0 R 5 & B W,

(5) Biolog % &« #k % 85 #% - dr b iy B0 A1 % R W
Biolog % i 4% 77 34 1 #k 31647 404k, T0 ) — 48 A R 3 1) 7
VR R T R o R S M E MRS R — E I TR] L & Biolog
1.3.5  Hikk LDO6 [ & B & 1F i

(1) e Y5t 18 B B o 305 VS 0 o ) B < ARG 11 o TR B
IR I WE ) T 2 5 0 0 A VE A L ORI A0 L R R
hy B VR T ) [ A e T B 75 3k VR 1 8,36 CHEFR 4 d J5
W Wl 0, W s PR R . AR S 3 B o 1 A R S T S

41
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PMGE RS - I Ol 7 P A A A Sk B ) 20 18 M8 8 IO AR AL

0.5,1.0,1.5,2.0,2.5 g M, M 2 B & 1 LA i o die AR Bk U O
it

(2) VR 0 B B B VS R A B o AR Al 1.1 o R A
FeELMTC K 5 A DI AR A F R R SR R R R
TR B SERURY O 80 U5 TC R AR R T B SR L IR NEE Y 1 g
36 °C HEAR 4 d 5 8IS ) o AR . AR S R
FERBE RN 1.0,1.5,2.0,2.5,3.0 g B, il & Fi & ) LU
TE B AR A IR RN,

(3) A 2R LA 52 ) AR S 1.1 o ] A % % i 0 I 1 7
o B AL B A8 S W R e A e R R TR R LS R L
WINKEM 1 g/100 g » ¥E355, Tween 80 1 g/100 g » ¥ 3
B WIRRAFI 1 g/100 g « KrFRH, BEAEFFIH 1 ¢/100 g « K557
. LHE S g/100 g« BiFRAE, FLER 0.4 g/100 g « KA, BT
5% A [R) B9 8 o 0 %o TS g s o T

(4) REEAAE X H Bk LDO6 7™ B 1 52 Wi - 78 6 o [ 1K &
WG 5 LA B Ll b (BR Bz 10 g, Bk M 1.5 g, B BE B
2.0 g JERRAFI 1 g/100 g « FrgR B B % 0.2 g 221K
10 mL) , [ 5 & BE R EE 43 3 2 32,36,40 “CH A [ & BE B[R]
36,39,42,45,48,51,54 h X B Bk 7= I Ak BTG 0 00 R
14 #iEgGit

It A 04 A AT Microsoft Excel 2010 3 47 % B K A 4,
R I BRI SAS 8.2(SAS Institute Inc., Cary, North Caro-
lina, USA) Gt 34T J5 22 43 Bt (ANOVA) K [6] - #4 {5
Z AR H Fisher's fie/)h i 3 22 59 (LSD) #E 1T 25 57 | 3 HE K
B (P<C0.05), A ik g #R 2 FEML I 3 A E & (n =3) HEAT
BRI T
2 RS
2.1 FEABEHRHEKNTL
2.1.1 wFRER KR AT 35 CHigE 4 d AR
RIS F AR D/d MEATER M 8 AR Mk, LR S 5 L3R 1,
M1 R E D/ d BRI A A BT R 0 .

®1 EHMIEER

Table 1 Result of screening strains cm/cm
Tk 2 D/d VR 5 D/d
SGO1 1.964£0.15b LD03 1.53+0.19¢
TGO3 1.79£0.10°¢ L.D06 2.3240.10%
YHO1 1.52+0.22¢ LD08 1.22+0.18¢
Z1.05 2.0940.08" LGO03 2.05+0.11°

T R TR KR 22 57 B 3 (P<<0.05),

2.1.2 BEURER W 4 TR AN B R B R A R R R
MR 2 d R UM T RERIE R 1,35 CRprE iR 3 d, 40
WE AT AR ER AL S W 2, N 2 nT LV E W, W Bk
LD06 & 5 & ils i 718 7.605 g/L, Btk 36 FH 3% & bk 1T
J& GEIBIFSE

2.2 BIEEELEEN LD MESHTEREBEEVERE
2.2.1 PAMRMIESHRRAE B Ak LDO6 7E - AT 8 57 5 LB

42

F3dlE . HLEAGRKER. A OR, BA MR % H
ERHE, WA 1 (), M 7ERHMETUETUAE R
(b) 1. Bk LDO6 1 22 A7 75 5 2 14 73 3¢ . 01 ) 1 22 AR
NS ) PN AR R

®2 EHRERER

Table 2 Result of re-screening strains g/L
TPk 2 P 1k 1 Tk 2 T £k 1
SGO1 7.10740.156"¢ LGO03 6.96740.139¢
Z1.05 7.28740.114° 1.LD06 7.605+0.1772

T ORI BE KR 22 5 B 3 (P<<0.05),

(a) TRYEHRHE (b) MFEE
B 1 LDO6 A#eE %EHE
Colony morphology of 1LD06 strain

Figure 1

2.2.2 w7 HRACEE LDO6 BRIk T 16S rDNA FER Y 73 T4
Yt g NIE 2 AT LI L Bidk TS rDNA B R B 4
W29 29 600 bp (195 — DNA ZH7 . 5 5198309 H Az i
BeR/ANEAT . A B 0E MR I DNA 8] W50 & Inl e B Y 4%
i JEHF) pMDI19-T A b AT . P45 R R W), 3
FrBORE R 666 bp AN 2E P51 .

M 1
1. rDNA
B2 ITSrDNA R PCR ¥ 3 =4 & kB
Figure 2 PCR agarose gel electrophoresis map of

the ITS rDNA regions

M. DNA #R#E4rF &

W AR LD06 ) ITS rDNA 3 [ /3 %1 1% 28 GenBank %§
P 2 £ 4T Blast HoXT, BEHUS i #E LD06 ITS rDNA 3 [H [H]
PSR 0 9 TR AR B TTS fDNA 5 31 #E 47 Lo X, R DNA-
MAN M@ R G LG R (B 3, 4R B/, Wbk LD06 5 Li-
strain ( KY072930. 1 ). Lichtheimia
corymbifera strain F49 (KF278648.1) ALl & #1599 % ,

chtheimia ramosa
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99 —LD06
499‘_1:Lichtheimia ramose KY072930.1
Lichtheimia corymbifera KF278648.1
{Absidia corymbifera DQ118980.1
82— Lichtheimia ornata KF278648.1

Rhizopus oryzae KY606251.1

0.1
—

B3 ATITS:DNA KRB MEe RAL TR
Figure 3 Phylogenetic tree derived from the
ITS rDNA sequence

B AR IR A2 A Or T A W 255 o B 9 0 M 0 TR Bk LDO06 2
Lichtheimia corymbifera 8 Lichtheimia ramosa .,

2.2.3 @7 EE AL EE LDO6 4k Biolog % & Biolog % & Jr
B — MR R UE W R Tr vk HATE )z B T ok L
TS MUAE I 43 8 a4k V2 . AWK LDO06 J@ o Biolog
AW ENEE, Rk L% 3. WX 3T LLE ., i
LD06 &y Absidia corymbifera (Cohn) Saccardo (A FLSLE) ,

% 3 Biolog $EHR
Table 3 Result of Biolog identification
DIST Fli

Absidia corymbifera (Cohn) Sac-
1 1.000  0.707  4.454
cardo

PROB SIM

b
Jq

Syncephalastrumracemosum Cohn
2 0.000  0.000  8.239
ex Schroeter

3 0.000  0.000 13.759 Aspergillusbrasiliensis
Rhizopusoryzae Went & Prinsen

4 0.000  0.000 13.987
& Geerligs BGB

2.3 B#k LDO6 By & B &1t
2.3.1  BiFREAL BN B Bk LDO6 7 [l (4 5 i

(D BRI B 4 af DIFE WL 388 M T k8
FE ik U5 BB 35 & T B Bk LDO6 = Be ALl . L 2 Ak I8 AT L
15t RO AR R B IR B LDO6 7 iR 1k il 1 58 7 Juc 5 43 AT
JE R BRI AR U T B A H A s A A R R SE
RAERKEF . Fk A5 3 B EOKR B VE S LDO6 7™ s Ak i
KRG SR AN W R

TE R TS 35 B b, AN [ 1Y K 3 35 Jin & X B8 Bk D06 7
i Al 6 114 BE 7 A B2 IR 25 SR LI 4. (b) o 24 TR B IR I AR T
1.5 g B g 8 35 A5 vh B R o AN L 2 ) T B BRI 2R K
KrE AT T Y E KRB A BB AL 1.5 g i, 2o i kR £
AR R Hb £ T AR 1 A R T A A A I B O T R A
MREAR T ERfL A A7 . Rk, Y BoR B IR ity 1.5 g B,
fiE W B2 S bk LDO6 7 ER AL G Y RE T

(2) FIE ST e R W 3G R B s m 1.5 g £ ok 8
PRt U8, VR B 25 % LDO6 7= g 1k g Y 52 W 45 SR W
Bl 5Ca), I 5C) B LIE ) B BE R 2 1A Bk LDO6 7™ g 1L il
R T B 77 B b de A 9 LR L LU B TR R SRR .

T BE R VAS 0 e 6) D06 7™ I Ak i 1) 52 i 4 A LI 5(b)
MR 5 (o) AT LA H 5 BB B 7 0 it % R b A B 3 i (P<C
0.05) 5 M 3¢ I B Bk 8 i 24K F 2.0 g/ L B, Fig 4k ) 12

o
&
gm R
o
&
=
4
Species of catbon source
00 Ca) BIEFN R Ak J7 11 5 1
T; 851 i
22
S £ s0F
€ 75F
Z
70l ‘ ‘ ‘ ‘
0.5 1.0 1.5 2.0 2.5
KB R
Com flour/g
(b)) KM IR 4 0T 1R Ak 01 14 52 1
AN 7 B R 22 57 1 35 (P<<0.05)
B4 BIR AR E 2T B AL A 6 R
Figure 4 Effect of different carbon source and content
on esterifying power
A
R
=
?‘5
)
5
HEER AR BN B R BRSO
Species of nitrogen source
Ca) ZUBRN X TEL 1 452 R
9.0 a

oo
wn
T

Figft 71
Esterification/(g * L)
N o
i =3
T T

X
<)

1‘.0 1‘.5 2‘.0 2‘.5 5.0 ‘
P B0 35 o
Yeast powder addition/g
(b)) FEEERH S 0 2 X TR A 77 04 52 i)
AN [F) 7 B R 26 57 1 3% (P<<0.05)
B 5 RRAFIENEA NG R
Figure 5 Effect of different nitrogen source and content

on esterifying power

2 (P<C0.05) 3 fin . 17 >4 [ 5583 45 fn & 48 5 2.0 g B, LDO6 =
Jis AL 3 (P<T0.05)REAR . Rtk % #% 2.0 g M EEEE 1R
PRk LDO6 7™ [ 1 Bl & e 1 % 56 1 U
(3) HAh v iniy - N 6 7T LU, 5 %k B 4L 48 L, i g
FF I RS 3 (P<T0.05) 4 % LDO6 7= b i (1 &€ 71 . {2
43
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PMGE RS - I Ol 7 P A A A Sk B ) 20 18 M8 8 IO AR AL

SR MG LS (tween 80) \ LW FLIR A LDO6 7 i £k 1 ) 52
WA o 2B PR Sy o 7 R il v e R o 2 8 g AT
DA S 5 AT B R 1 A R R i . Hama S5 B2 290 90
S I ANE AT LAAE o T8 A 5 R 4 7 ) » 408 32 TR 6 B #) i
AT 5 3 T LA e R A 0 O A R e 4 IR 1Y
FHA e T 10 ) 20 ML S 20 . DRI AR S S Y WE ST R R
I 100 W JRAF IR A RR D06 7 it £ i ) % I 1% 3 990 I

1071 b a

— cd ed be
L5 91
0
= 8
b=
B
=)
& R S R R
4');\‘ >§‘07y\ zg};b ggég\ )Qzég\ 1}@( %@‘
ST %
ENEN R
Different inducers
AN B 3R 22 57 . 3% (P<C0.05)
B 6 RE#F-FH3TEA S 6 Fh
Figure 6 Effect of different additives on esterifying power

2.3.2 REEHAEXT R LDO6 PREFRY W WK 7 n[LLE
.36 COZ2 Ik LDO6 1 fix i & BF B, 3o 8 B2 1K 4R 43 %
MR BRALET A A8 1. 53 Ah FE AR K B % 2% 1 R L B
# R I ) (4 € 4%, T AR LDO6 7= i 1k i 1) R ) 2 e 1 G
FefRtash . RN REBEIREZ R 36 C 3= H Jy 36~
45 h i, B R WA () A9 AE K U E IR R P R RAE K LR
Y TR LDO6 A ifk 55 % 5 o, i R 1K 7 & 2 (P<C0.05) 3 i
TR s Y R B T 45 h 4k 22 B i Ak B RS R
W7 AR 2 TR A 5% % I i) o K 4 5 0T R 1 T 22 5% T
L HEAE T RENMT . BT MR BRI B, &
IR JE 36 °C VR EERT ] 45 h 2k LDO6 & % 7= fiff i) fc il
1

B, 25 ERESR AT LA L WAk LD06 7= ik fL il 1)
[ A T 1 7 B A AR < R R (3 D 10 g, TR (Bl TR
1.5 g BB (R 2.0 g WA Il G 900 1 g/100 g » B
FeBE R ER B 0.2 g 788K 10 mL; & W 55 9% 4 1R T
36 C. I IH145 h, % & 1 F 15 21 A lg 1k 1 #9.32 g/L, 54)

1or ——32C
o 9r —e—36 C
i
. —5—40 C
£
Rz
S E
%.g 7/\
S
L 65
)
5 \ \ \ \

36 39 42 45 48 51 54
9% BEI (]

Fermentation time/h
B 7 RJRR BRI A A BB A 0
Figure 7 Effect of different culture time and temperature

on esterifying power
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AL 1A LR 5 T 22,5500
3 i

AR L bl A A JEORE S DA HR 5 15 BB 5 7 i AL i )
% 1 o 5 28 EL R S L AF 2 T b I R R P T R R R A
AN K Ao BT 35 2 WL AN 4 T 48 5€ I Biolog % &
L5 R0 % B bR O Bk B E— PR SE T WS R R T R R
SEJTIEMER AT &L . 53 b AW ST AR AL ) O H ARG LA T
TR PR T 2 T B 3R B L I e e R A0 ST IR R A ) AR
PCER T 22,5500, 5 X0 Ak 8 AE e AE % 7 AL Il
e R I 2 AR ) BF S 45 SRR LAY 7 22 e 20 T K 7 i
il R B AT G WF IS A D TE

ABEFEALW B T ALK B 19 73 1 28 B 7™ di v TR A
5 1 AT AR AL R W B BIZ B K 5 7 TR AL T 10 285 4
YRR 25 045 o TR 6 T2 R o Al P O 30 % Al 2 5 1 258 A o 20
— B IRADF

£ % STk
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