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cerevisiae 1 [ PDC1, ¥ @& T LDH X & Ul 3 B 2
PDC1 (2878 #k  (HFL IR R R 13k 5] 55. 6 /L, 7R
Xt 8 4 B P R RN 0. 625 g/, Rl S R
$9:16.9 g/L™ o HE— A RS /INAL A 4R S
P~ LDH ¥ DU [F] ) i B 1 PDCS , ff L-2L iR L R
Wik B 82.3 o/L, L-FL MR XF i A E L B ik F)
0.815 g/g. HE,FfiF PDC1/5 (LIS, 40 M 4 K
PR A R 2 58 4 4 36 52 0% 1) BEL OB 12 4 it C2 33
W32 B % R GA 216 h L B REFST
TR T L-FL R A A A R R 8T & 7 £
B RURRE . FEBR b, B R 2T Bk AN AR
T OCHERE PDC 16, B B T g N NADH 454 [H
T-He¢ B, Nielsen 28 3 i3 % % S. cerevisiae 5 N
NADH/NAD * (] H il S B AR T C B BUR Ak 00
i PDC1/5 W S8 S. cerevisiae M=K BE F1 I 55 o
R, 7 — 2D B AT R 7 ) & I AR 3R ) 3 W 3 7 4%
P ML A NADH S5 48 P 7 i 9 2 FOE

BT, AR 50 R TR G 3R 08 R IR Ok IR T
Bovine [) LDH LR34 %] S, cerevisiae 14 3 [ 4 T
A I R T PDCT, Mgt T H 45 L3R AR R fE
528tk CEN. PK2-1C[ LDH |, 7t KL Al | ia i I
BRI T, B IE T Streptococcus pneumoniae [
NADH & fk i ( nox ) 3 1A F & 48 #k CEN. PK2-1C
[LDH ] ¥ % T g 4 NADH/NAD " [ 3 i 25 B A%
548 #k CEN. PK2-1C[ LDH ] -nox, A#F 5 fE B AN
R AR A - 2 AN 2T b AR R R TR AL
() 3t 1] A B, S T L-FLER Y K 2 A R AR Y
CTEFRBARRAR, X—FF5 A LL S, cerevisiae J 5
F 3 o AR U 4 B LA B RS AR i AR
TR M AR A 4

1 AR %

1.1 ##
1.1.1 W5 kL. S. cerevisiae CEN. PK2-1C
(MATa ura3-52 leu2-3,112 trpl —289 his3A MAL2-8°
SUC2) Wy T EUROSCARF & A [ 58 0>, K A 18
JM109 Il F 5 A 9 T/ (KR3%E) 22 7] 5 pYI3TEFL Ity
H SR FAEYRHA R A, pY IAMET2S Sy 1 & 4
##,pLAZ10 "' iy & K F % Ok 2% Michele Bianchi
WA, pYX212-nox ' PR B K R
FAR 0 ) Jens Nielsen 2 #% 15 4, i ki & pUGT3
ENS W S

L1.2 BigpdESE R 60F B coli ¥5 3 SIRMFRE F7
B0 LB B3R dk (g/L) (BEREE S AR 10, Ak Hh
10 IR 7 % R 19 LB ] T i e % 1L 1, 37°C |
200 r/min B% IR, S. cerevisiae B 52 45 ) £ M AT
IR IR YPD (g/L) BEREF 10, 26 11k 20,
% B 20; PDCT @ bR 5% Ak 7 19 0 2 0 B % A
SC(g/L) %4 20, YNB (A% (NH,),S0,) 1.7,
W IR L 4, T 7 2k IR 3 b 5 W B & W 1% 9% 4k YNB
(g/L) :YNB (‘A& (NH,),S0,) L.7,JRE 1,44
100,

L1332 B0 A A - BR P4 3 U0 i L T4 DNA
% 4 B Ex-Taq DNA %%@@J’yrobestm DNA &4
it TR /) et e B ) R R DR A I H
AW TR (R IE) 2> w5 IR AR & | BORE $2 1
TR B AR A A 4R O R & Y A G-biosciences
(St Louis, Mo, USA ) ; LiAc /& % ¥ 1k A PEG3359
(p3640sigma) F11 % & DNA ( D1626, Sigma-Aldrich )
W T Sigma 28 w) 5 51 ) b bl AR AR ) HOR AR 53
A28 ml A s e MR SR 3 11 02 w7 gy
Hréabi

1.2 S. cerevisiae CEN. PK2-1C[LDH] {32
1.2.1 Bovine LDH #5315 v BUAA £ R TR &
PCR 15T KL % 2 AH 25 5 1 J5 15 4 1 XSS 4 Jr B o
Bovine LDH f1 PCR 4" #% 43 %], LI FURL pLAZ10 Ay 5
Me, st 51y 1% LDH, 5195 : LDH-F (K X£h
Xbal F U107 &) 3 LDH-R (N X &y Clal B 1) iz
#5) . Jil Xbal Al Clal X ks pYI3TEFL B4 4 0
LDH #E47 XU VI )5 3% #1531 pY13TEF1-LDH, & 3
SEEL LDH CYC1Terminator Fil His3 & £ — 2, SR )5
Wit g i G PCR K Bk 9 R Be 5 PDCI
Promoter il PDC1 3" & Hzke ok  # AU e fr B, B
REEAET LS. cerevisiae 3 TR 2H i #R AR, 1% 11 7
SCATRE S PCR 433) PDCL J33h 5 v B (K 1-B),
51%15 PDC1 Promoter-F #1 PDC1 Promoter-R, T I
LA B2 5 B B LDH-CYClterminator-His3 |
TWEABFES (F 1), FFELLS. cerevisiae FH
R i, Bt S 74 51 ) PCR 15 3] PDCL 37
End (K 1-B) ,51#2% :PDC13" End-F (TRIZ% 25
F Bt LDH-CYClte -rminator-His3 {4 N iiF H b i /%
%), PDC13’ End-R (% 1). L& K pYI3TEFI-
LDH y K& H v it ok 57 97 38 51 ¥ PCR 43 3| LDH-
CYClterminator-His3 H B, 5| % &. LDH-CYCI
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terminator-His3'-F ( {4k & 5 H Bt PDC1 Promoter
(49 W 54 1 )5 31 ) , LDH-CYCI terminator-His3-R
(FHRIZ 25 B B PDC13 end 1 b B AN EF) o
1% 35t g W% &E ¢ B 3K [ e PDCT Promoter, LDH-
CYClterminator-His3' 1 PDC1 3'End 3 Fp J Bt , FH B¢
Jiz [l W iR & 24k PCR R B, Ak 5 sk o A (&
1-B) Jf i BIO-RAD 7% #] Quantity one %, X J5 K¢
%1 LDHES&

Table 1

3AMSIY G R BUIR A (RO EZ <800 ng) , A
25} PyrobestTM DNA R4 W . dNTPs F1 MgCl, 4H % 19
REGW AT PCR 15, PCR F£J¥ Jy 94°C, 30 s;
56°C,1 min;72°C 4 min; JE47 5 DA, AR5 LLizke
PCR F=¥) R#Ete , 5| %5 PDC1 Promoter-F,PDC1 3’
End - R, 4% BN [A] (% 72 77 96 25 28 W5 15 21 % &
ik R B, nE 1-C s

ERREERESIMEEFT

The primer used to construct the recombinant fragment for LDH integrated expression

Primer name Primer sequence(5'—3")

LDH - F GCTCTAGAATGGCAACTCTCAAGGAT

LDH - R CCATCGATCTTTAAAACTGCAGTTC T
PDC1Promoter-F GCGTTTATTTACCTATC TTTAAACTT

PDC1Promoter-R

PDC1 3'End-F

PDC1 3'End-R GCGTTGGTAG CAGCAGTCAACTTAG

L-C-H-F

L-C-H-R

GAATCAGCTGATCCTTGAGAGTTGCCATTTTGATTGATTTGACTGTGTTAT

GCTCTTAAAACGGGAATTTATGGTGCATTCTACCCCATTGAAGCAAGAATA

GCAAAATAACACAGTCAAATCAATCAAAATGGCAACTCTCAAGGATCAGCT

CATTCTTGCTTCAATGGGGTAGAATGCACCATAAATTCCCGTTTTAAGAG

|\a
=\

(A) ﬁ '_g—;

LDH-CYCI1-His3

Stepl

PDC1 Promoter .
[l toucyciis B
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1 R& PCRIQE LDH &
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Fig. 1 The construction of recombination fragments for LDH integration expression. A: The map for fusion PCR; B: PCR artificial

synthesis the PDC1 Promoter , LDH-CYCI-His3 }% PDC1 3’ End for Fusion PCR. M: DNA marker; 1. PDC1 3' End; 2. LDH-

CYC1k-His3;3:PDC1 Promoter; C: Fusion PCR artificial synthesis the integrated expression segment for LDH. M: DNA marker;

1: Integrated expression segment for LDH.

1.2.2 #E5FRBR B AL T 50 E >R
Lidc # Ak i P00 gl ik i % & F BE i 4L 3 S
cerevisiae M, F XU AZ P i JR B, B S AP 5 S.

cerevisiae 3£ K 21 [F) VR 19 7 BE £ PDC1 {5 o5 & A %
4B 8 @R PDC H% 4 338 LDH () H 1y, H
LDH % PDC1 J3 8 708 ¥E . 5L ALBT 43 5 DL 2s i kE



AR A SR I Saccharomyces cerevisiae B i fE ¥ L-FLER AL 8. /A= 9244 (2011)51(1) 53

FAKAEXT BR 90 31 5 16 2805 RN i B - M o 5 fb Tl &
JE¥EFR G R AT AL = RR B R SC T AR, i E T 30°C
PRI FRA R 953 =S d e KB, x|
ToFEA T o PRICH P B V5 R W e A 1 R 2 T 1)
2 2 R i 1B - MR AT AR ARG IR, R R AR ERAE 3
Ko EFXTRLG IR R B R S, CRHE 2 WP 5 &
BN 2 - A iR BRSS9 o BF XA G 3 A
A5 YZ1 . YZ2 1 YZ5 Y76 (£ 2), KA N
S TR RS TR 21 RN G AR 7 i 6 R 4 o B AR E 4T PCR
P, e 5 Ak 7 3 B AL 3R A5 /N 43 i R 897 bp
(& 2-B,ykiE 8) F1 1179 bp (& 2-B, ykiE 2) i 4
Mo ZEMRl M, DAY K B R 3 A R B AR BB
YZ3 \YZ7, 4" 3444 %) 544 bp (& 2-B,iKiH 5) 19 5%
o A A T (E] A 1 min, A DL K TR R R TR 4
RIS YZ4 YZ7 3545 %) 1152 bp (& 2-
B, YkE 3) By AT, T LA A 5 DR 2 Sk B ) T 7 3R
HEL B (B 2-B,JkiE 4) . k45 W E 2-B

iz
(A YZ7
| | | > control
Y71 YZ3 Y76 YZ4
LDH integrated
expression
(B) Ml 12 34M25 6 78

2 AL FH PCREIE

Fig. 2 PCR verification for positive transformants. A; The primer for
PCR diagnostic; B: The results of PCR diagnostic for control and
transformants genome. M1 :1kb markers; 1. primer YZ5 and YZ6 for
control strain genome; 2; primer YZ5 and YZ6 for positive transformants
genome; 3 primer YZ4 and YZ7 for control strain genome; 4: primer
YZ4 and YZ7 for positive transformants genome; 5: primer YZ3 and
YZ7 for control strain genome; 6: primer YZ3 and YZ7 for positive
transformants genome; 7: primer YZ1 and YZ2 for control strain

genome; 8 primer YZ1 and YZ2 for positive transformants genome.

R2 ESRERIESY

Table 2 The primer for verification

Primer name Primer sequence(5'—3")

Y71 CCGGCTTCCTTCCCGATTC

Y72 TCCCTCTTGCTGACGTGCC

YZ3 CGGCAATACCGTTCAAAGC

Y74 CAACAAAGCACCGACAGACAA
Y75 CGCTCTGGAAAGTGCCTCATC

Y76 GGTGGTAGCGACTCTGTGGGTT
YZ7 GACGGTGTCTTGATCTACTTGCTAT

1.3 S. cerevisiae CEN. PK2-1C[ LDH ]-nox HJ#y &

¥ B pYX212-nox A1 pY14MET25, M
BamHI F1 Sall il X} P R ALY | 100 alifk , 3% #
(16°C i ) J K5 i 2 7 Wy e e IM109 Je 52 25 41 i
S IR A ZOR B LB AR, 48 37°C i B
It , PRI AL 7 BCBORE U7 36 3R 56 5iE , 2 B34 O BH
PesEpe (18 3-B) . # B pYI3MET25-nox (& 3-A)
O BT . ¥ Bk pY14MET25-nox | LiAc 3%
e A CEN. PK2-1C[ LDH ] v, % A Trp @k FE F #z
KA R E R A3 L b, PGS 5 7% AL 7 3 fh T
i 3 3% 6, B USR5 0iE, 45 B T T A R
CEN. PK2-1C[ LDH ] -nox.,
1.4 faR NADH/NAD * il &E

B30 mLAb F X 22 K b 0 K B W, T
10000 r/min 4°C F &> 10 min, £ 7§, 3F R
S TRCA T DL BH B A A, B BT - 20°C
TRAF# 0. NADH 21 1) A inA S mL $iv& i)
& A 50 mmol/L KOH, 30 % (v/v) Z [ Hi
22 mmol/L#lJifiz (pH 10) MW . VK ik & 30 min
J&  BIZ s FE ] 3 mol/L i HCL % pH 755 9. 0 -
9.4, 10000 r/min,4°C &.0> 10 min, 3 ] & 75 ;
NAD “$2HL: [0 AR A 5 mL W& 1 & A 70%
(v/v) Z, T 10 mmol/L pH 6.5 f# KH,PO, ZZ npif ,
ZERE 30 min, AP, H 0.5 mol/L ) HCI
PR pH K F 7.0, 10000 r/min, 4°C B .0»
10 min, W I 2 b SR A R AKOR M 8 3
(HPLC) ] 52 , €0, 3% 4> #r £ 14 M : Agilent ZORBAX
SB-Aq C18 I A#HH# (250 mm x 4.6 mm) ; i shAH :
£k 2wl (10.93 g NaH,PO, 1 3.04 g Na,HPO,
Tk AT T BR A ER 3.22 ¢, T pH
6.5, HAEIEFEAE 1 L) M LIERL Ly 86: 14
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(A) CEN/ARS
Xba 1 (552)

pY14MET25-nox

ColEl ori CYC1 ttrminator
Sal 1 (2159)

Sacl (3962)
MET25

Cla 1 (3552)|

BamH 1 (3545)

nox

(B) M 1 2 3 4
bp

10 000—
6 000—

4 000—

2 000—
1500—

1 000—

<—1 500bp

3 pYI4MET25-nox F#HIE L (A) #0 nox (B) &I IE
Fig.3  The plasmid map of pYI4MET25-nox ( A) and enzyme cut
electrophoretogram. (B):M:1 kb marker;1,2: pYI4MET25-nox without

cutting with enzyme;3,4:pY14MET25-nox after cutting with enzyme.
P i# 21 mL/min s £GP0 P < 254 nm; 4E i :35°C, B
A RE S ABR M L EI ] 0,22 w3 B O g S E AR
10 pLop#r. NAD® (NADH 7£ 5 min 4 A LL45 5] 53
#5o M NADH HI NAD " ¥ B %8 /b 2 = Yl 7 $2 X
WA E
1.5 NADH Sk BN E

NADH S AL 75 52 5h 73 600 BE T il 72 |, I
Ak TR HE K R 2 B, T 10000 1/min (4°C
TG 10 min, ZBR B, B A BN, 25°C
FMET LA pH 7.0 #9 %2 v (NADH EDTA Fi
K, PO, By B 43 %) 0.29 mmol/L.0.3 mmol/L Al
50 mmol/L) drill5E 0D, W IEE AL ™,
1.6 KEREEF

M B ARL TR 4 — 38 S, cerevisiae A\ B ¥ 15 7 Jk
(80 mL SC/250 mL #JEIH ) , T 30°C .200 r/mim #%
LR FRE X (24 h) )5, LL8 % fEfh i (v/v)
BARA 700 mL YNB 53R 3E 0 1.3 L % Bf G
(NEW Brun Swick/BLO FLO 110) ., kK E#45 pH
5.5, KEEE R L 8 mol/L iy NaOH Z4% pH fi#

5.5, @A EA 1.5 L/min, BAFEHI N 50%
1.7 SAE

FLIR | & T B 7 45 B8 1) & 1R F Agilent A1200
OB 3% (HPLC) A 5E . 354 : Aminex
HPX-87H (Bio-Rad) ; i 3l #1: 0. 005 mol/L H,S0,;
P 0. 6 mL/min; 8 B B [H] 0 1 min; 4 98 :35°C 5 if
PGS pL Rl 2% 7R 22 P A 28 .

2 #Xx
2.1 LDH3E&%RiX5 PDC1 sRRX WENER T m AR
7 43 7 B9 R

Rk LDH H 8tk PDC1 | %€ 75 Bk CEN.
PK2-1CLLDH JA] 1 2 15 o/ L-FLR , i 7 th & B ik
CENPK2-1C % % T e vh JC i 6 I 31 L-ZL AR (1] 4-
A)o X — 45 R LW, 4IE LDH 5 A il S.
cerevisiae H24 m R B L-ZLIR S RE 1, 5 &
B ¥k CEN. PK2-1C #i H, %€ 45 ¥k CEN. PK2-1C
[LDH ] iy W™ & f1 27.3 ¢/L [ 16.2 o/L, T [
T 41 % (W 4-B) ;i — 15 &3, W% LDH 1) 3%
ik, R HE R IR A Bk CEN. PK2-1C [y 2 15 X 7 %
Bl =243 R 0. 31 g/g F10.183 g/,

20

>

—o— CEN.PK2-1C
|~ CEN.PK2-1C[LDH]

—_ —_
+~ o] S o)}
1 f N

c/(L-lactic acid concentration)
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[}
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383
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Fig. 4 The compariation of L-lactic acid and ethanol

accumulation between the parent strain and the mutant strain

CEN. PK2-1C[ LDH]. A :L-lactic acid;B :Ethanol.
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2.2 nox REMAMBT R RiFRS MM

nox WY it & K ik g A NADH B9 9% B2
0.48 wmol/g DCW [& 5 0.24 pmol/g DCW, ifij
NAD ™ A9 ¥ & I A 5.94 pmol/g DCW | Ft 3
8. 10 wmol/g DCW , fi 4 T E(ji /9 NADH/NAD * [t
FREHN0.03 (B 5-A) . LBFENE &I, NADH 4
Ak Bt 3 P 5 #1 10.7 U/mg 2B [, J& CEN. PK2-1C
[LDH]AY 2.9 1% (K 5-B), 5 CEN.PK2-1C[ LDH]

(A) 0.10

0.08 4

o

(=3

>N
1

NADH/NAD+
j=3
[=)
K

o

o

2
L

o

=3

S
I

CEN.PK2-1C[LDH] CEN.PK2-1C[LDH]-nox
Strains

(

N
[\
=

—=— CEN.PK2-1C[LDH]
20 9 —=— CEN.PK2-1C[LDH]-nox

L-lactic acid concentration

0 20 40 60 80 100
i

B 5 nox tEFREX S. cerevisiae 4 IB ST IS

WA, nox 1Y 3354 2 48 #f CEN. PK2-1C[ LDH ] -nox
A L-ALRMEE % T 33 % (20 ¢/L, K 5-C),
MW T 49 % UM 8.2 ¢/L (I 5-D),
Sy HTE 5-C-D $udi , &3, BEF nox i ik (1)
L-ZL 12 X ) 45 0% 77 R R ¥ 0.165 g/g 42 & 3
0.289 g/g; (2) i & B X 4 %5 Ml 1 7 2% 28 000 A
0. 183 g/g FEEHN 0. 119 g/g; (3) L-FLIR/ LEEHI L
Bl T 2.6 1%,

12

101

]
1

o~
L

(S}
1

The activity of NADH oxidase
(U/mg protein)
(o)}

(=}
1

CEN.PK2-1C[LDH] CEN.PK2-1C[LDH]-nox
Strains

—e— CEN.PK2-1C[LDH]
J—=— CEN.PK2-1C[LDH]-nox
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(g/L)

Fig. 5 Effect of nox over-expression on the physiological behavior of S. cerevisiae. A ; The value of NADH/NAD * ; B

NADH oxidase activity; C; L-lactic acid;D ; Ethanol

3 itk

AT T AE S, cerevisiae T 3K A 335 Bovine
LDH JEH M8 T —#R 2k PDC1 H H 4 L-ZLIR R
ZAESHYTE R CEN. PK2-1C[ LDH ], ff A i 2 15 5
R B U U ) L-LTR , R MR L-FLIR M B2 15 ¢/,
TR 7 ) B B 7= N 273 /L (8] 6-A) BRIk
H16.2 g/L (& 6-B) o ik 43 4 PR 2 19 Ak 4%
S B B XT NADH (9 Km {8, % 3R 5 T Bovine
i) LDH [t S. cerevisiae §1 ADH Xf NADH 3 ¥ 1}
SREEA ), B LDH B 5 FH NADH 254 , 5T 3%

— R ANEERBERETIRT S. pneumoniae [ nox ,
B ERELM N NADH/NAD * Lt 45 1R, A%
) NADH/NAD ™ [t 22 ff fifk i DA 3t 1) & B2 2% ] L-L
M2, L-FLIR Vi FE 3R 3 20 g/ L, 1M @) 7= 1) & B 5 ) i
% 8.2 ¢/L ( 6-C).

A5 L # A R IB VT Bovine 1) LDH 1y [+]
iR Bs PDC1 iz A5 #k CEN. PK2-1C[ LDH | {F 3515
—E [ L-ZLI2 & BUAE 71 04 [ B, 4 9R BR 28y vk B 11
Rl CBE, HIFHAET 0 S, cerevisiae T 2 il 4
Tz i lg (PDC) W3 H A PDC1 . PDC5 F11 PDC6,
Hrh PDCY K% FBA/E R/, PDC6 (W AE FHEL 3, 104
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(A) (B) ©
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Fig. 5 Manipulation of the carbon flux distribution by metabolic engineering strategy on. A ;The parent strain CEN. PK2-
1C;B: The mutant strain CEN. PK2-1C[ LDH ], in which LDH was integrated expression with PDC1 knock-out; C: The
mutant strain CEN. PK2-1C[ LDH ] -nox, in which nox was expressed on the basis of CEN. PK2-1C[ LDH].
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Modification of carbon flux in Sacchromyces cerevisiae to
improve L-lactic acid production

Liangliang Zhao',Jun VVangI ,Jingwen Zhou® , Liming Liu' ", Guocheng Du’,
Jian Chen'*”

' State Key Laboratory of Food Science and Technology, Jiangnan University > Key Laboratory of Industrial Biotechnology,
Ministry of Education, Jiangnan University, Wuxi 214122, China

Abstract: [ Objective] We developed an engineered Sacchromyces cerevisiae strain to produce L-lactic acid efficiently by
using glucose as carbon source. [ Methods | For construction of the strain CEN. PK2-1C[ LDH ], we integrated an LDH
gene coding L-lactic acid dehydrogenase from bovine into the genome of S. cerevisiae via homologous recombination and
meanwhile knocked out a PDC1 gene coding pyruvate decarboxylase. The carbon fluxes were led into L-Lactic acid. We
analyzed the Km value of these key enzymes to NADH and over-expressed an NADH oxidase (nox) from Sireptococcus
pneumoniae into the cytoplasm for the construction of S. cerevisiae CEN. PK2-1C[ LDH ] -nox. [ Results ] Compared to the
initial strain, the yield of L-lactic acid in CEN. PK2-1C[ LDH ] fermentation broth increased from 0 g/L to 15 g/L and the
concentration of ethanol decreased from 27.3 g/L to 16.2 g/L. Compared to CEN. PK2-1C[ LDH ], the yield of L-lactic
acid in CEN. PK2-1C[ LDH ] -nox fermentation broth increased from 15 g/L to 20 g/L and the concentration of ethanol
decreased from 16. 2 g/L to 8. 2 g/L. [ Conclusions ] The carbon metabolic flux was redistributed to efficient
accumulation of L-lactic acid through two-sided control that heterologous expression of the gene LDH and decreasing the
ratio of NADH/NAD *.
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