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HFIEEE elol A olel G52 TBERIIEEEL Amed] 5B EHRHIK
pH Tif 3 &¢
F A, e EE e, Y, s

IR RAE R R SR ERE SRR, T L 214122
PILRRFHE T T A Y E AR B AL, V9 e 214122
STLR RS E DS TR, VL8 B8 214122

WE. [ Hio ] B h Ak E 5Med15B (ORF CAGLOHO06215g) /15 14 I 17 12 A 35 52 M ' T8 BR300 1 1
(Candida glabrata)iif ZAKpHWN A W AEBEHLE] o [ 7k 1 ERRIRE Amed 15 B 1o 5 3% 15 g 5 i 408 e g 56 K]
elol (ORF CAGLOL08184g) Fll A9 2% 1ty il fiff 3t [H olel (ORF CAGLOI00418g), #4 # it % ik W &
Amedl5Blelol-olel, SR S WMk Amed] SBHUEARFRATCCSSXT o3 M ik H elo Iflole 1) iB K- B
5 BR 20 40 He 5] . 40 M 5 4k TR 2 B J1 £EpH 2.0 FIpH 6.0551F FRUZE S, [ 458 ] & B, fEpH 2.0%
T i IRk Amed15Blelol-olel . (1) 3:[HelolFlolel ik LU ¥k Amed 1 5B53 5] L8 T 4. 145 A1
3345, SEAREMRATCCSSAH L4353 I T 2.565F2.26%; (2) IRIBR K ERK E17.4, & TR
Amed15BI)16.8FIEATHARATCCSS17.1; ANHRAIRE 7 R 5 10 R0 AR 107 R 1) LU AR L T Mk Amed 15 BRIE A
RVRATCCS5 3 4 iR T 53.1%M141.5%; (3) AL IE (PTG (041 A 45 7 S il 4 A gy L o), 574
Pk Amed 1 5BRIZEAR B RRATCCSSHLA B R B T 60.8%F137.7%; (4) 4HAEEI0HIpH (H8) (ICso)fE 1k
FpH 2.3, HWE#kAmed]5BRIpH 3. 7HIEA R RATCCS5HIpH 3.1 HA BB T 268 11 . [ 4516 ] ZE itk
Amed15BH it 3Rk KK elo I Fllole I RE 1:f £ 5 K4 B 7 B FUAS T AR D R 75 3k, 184 5 4t %R pHIPM 38
T 52 BE )

KA LIRS, MedISB, KEENRIIN, MORISHIRR, 1% pH il fE

EETIH: HFEARPEESOEI T BHARE 3 4:(32021005); ER AARIEH4:(32070124, 22038005); EEHR THAS T
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O T BR UL B 2 T kAR 7 A HILIR 1Y) B
Tl B RN FER & EE A A HLRR A Tkt
FErb, KB pH 23 BEE ATHLER 1A B AR 2R i i
WA, BCA 2 M T SR AL B 2R A LR i
LU R R UE YT Z AL pH Bhif
B4 A AL A 64 200 R AR 200 i 5 ) e B A I
NN BTl % . DNA KB = | 5 5%
T R GE PRI A5 A A RR € B 5% R 0T 8k
TP o i BB A R T 4 LR 5 A IR A
ARIRGER , TR A S & AL, 14
R 0Ny o eI 1B i O N T T B (3
pH 8 .

Tl Y 20 B IR o 8 AR . AR AN 5 1
W, RN T2 EABEER . fEEN
SN, DR B A i T 2 1 5 0 2
R 0 A BT B R M A M R e R | R sh P
WA, Konas SECHTSLALIIL BURE AR Sk B 41 AL
FEPEANTR], X TR 51 76 A 4t L FSEA53 43 7 g 10 A
A, 7EMEERE |, Tan ZEBYE KW # (Escherichia
coli)yd I VB NG Wt 22 2 B2 (PS) 5 Wil PssA MY
KA, $Em BEIRIE £ B e (PE)RY & &, R0
T R XS =7 TR (C8) R TR 52 BE ) A& 3 3 il 4 v 1
29%F01 46%. 1M Yin SR RS (Saccharomyces
cerevisiae) P LAY 1 2R 38 M AT B BR - —WEH I
(CDP-DAG)4 Jili i Cdsl FI CDP-DAG-#2 % 1R
O-W a1 4% 4l Chol , {58 L H AR XS NaCl [l
1 ICso fEIEF] 1.19 mol/L, &35 TR A WRY
1.01 mol/L. 55—7J7Ti, Sherkhanov %P7E E. coli
Wl PR BRI L aas , 48 IR IEEE -2 8E K
PR TH B 1 A 77 TR B 38 ) 400 e e 460 5 I 7
IS T 20%, Bergenholm 5 S. cerevisiae i
WA R IK AT A RIEH Accl. Elol Al

actamicro@im.ac.cn

Olel, BEHEEAIAIAGH ™ &, HWORAWERER
T 5.8 % BT EGENE A LK, Tan FUE
E. coli 157 IR R K KIRT Pseudomonas aeruginos
I B S A (Ct), 5T A RN AR TR &
358 5 40 T oS B AR S ) (0 2 R AN T ) 22 Ao
8 (AN R A 2B 52 68 ) o TR BTG U AR
Y5 2, IR BB LA AR B A B A28 2 A el
705 240 R S At i 2 552 Wi AR 3 TS 52 B T 1 SR g
HA—EMRBRME. ik, 27 & os 4
Je B s DR DT 2z 974 g I A % A8 56 K e )
FSE I 5

H AR A W) (mediator complex)fFE A ELAZ 4
fh EE A LR R R EATY, EidS RNA
KA 1L DL R s R 1 AH 5 G DT 8 3 6 ] ) 4%
SEII R, TR M A A FA T 52 PR A8 5 T A 44 TR
FAE MY, SR B R (electron microscopy)
Xof P BE AR BEAT 3D 55 A B e B A A
G WAL g3 3K - R - R AR AN [ B A A X
B, RS RO BAE AT R AR R,
SRR 5 2 A A s 4 TSR B, R
PR R R A B2 M A2 PR 2 38 2o A AR AT 53 5
R HBROR, BB LT ik =gty . Sk
5 AL TR MR B, TR AR AL T
(ENi I C S L A EN Rt/ NP Bt Sk i
Med6. Med8. Medll, Medl7. Med18, Med20,
Med22; B EZALHE: Medl, Med4, Med7.
Med9. Med10, Med14, Med19. Med21. Med31;
R EAHE: Med2, Med3. Med5, Medls,
Med16",

A A Sk AR AR B () 25 4 5N B S AR AL
Med17 W7 LR E X 35 Med11, Med22 HAf,
1 610-660 FRELALTE AL B S 4itl, M b5
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ey N R IR EZEH Med18-Med20-
Med8 WIEE AW ; Medl7 5 Med18 HFIR
S5 I H AR P i 2 IR R “Neck™ 1, X — X
AR AT S A A AR R
o2 i 55 K Med4/Med9 1 Med7/Med21 j# i
P JE AR i DR AT SR TE X B DU SR AR, I
SR A . Med7/Med21 1Y W0 43 51) i 2%
Med10 5 Med31, Med31 ¥4l 1 H A7 e 41 1)
53, Med14 Y N o % 45 S TR 1) SR T AR IX
C 3ty W] AR B S S e pry <33 U T SR, AR
KA R R I S R G, A
Med2, Med3 Fll Med15 B AETE B — M4 2350115
PSR A R 5 B SR T R A AR AR R
S 3 3o e FR W KR i A g AR A Sk e Y, PRt
A0 AR R T A 2 it R 4 0 R op R 45 AR
U, WS R, Medl5 BE B 4% 55 505 N
F(Gend) . THBR LIS 5% 5k Bl (Oafl) . i 2455 5%
7 (Pdr )PP L A M AR, SR R4
A B YOS DX, O A R R R R R
IS 5 U5 L e o g i 22 24 2 1222405
MRS B o FERTHIN R AR A Med2, Med3 .
Med15 5 Medl6 #E47RBRBGS & RIAN, &
P, Med3. Medl5 Fl Medl6 25 T #ihiat,
B —2 R BAE pH 2.0 244 T, Med15B REl
T VR B B A A G I R ) Rk KO, R e A i
HEERE BT 20 43, T 5 e ' 1 BRI EE B X AIG pHL 1Y)
i 32 58 1112° {0 BRI A IR ASEHT Med15-
LR FR 3K N8 5T 40 3 728 Ak - 38 Bk =22 [ B DRI AIL
Wil M, ABFFELL Amed]5B N H L FHvK, @it
FIRNG NI BR AL Elol M AEE Olel BiAr K
R TR AN R G DT R 1 5 o, FR TR T2 4y
AL XoF A it 32 A1 pH E A5

U AM A
1.1 MK
L1l AR5 BRL: OLIEERIUBERE ATCCSS
Karl Kuchler Zi$Z 2 mals! dafh A7 5 Med15B
Wk AmedlSB TERTIARFFE Ay - RAF, &
20 Bk SERE R R IAFF R IM109 R AT -t
BRPIERE ZE MR AR pY 26 ARSI E R Ao
1.1.2 BRESFEF I KBFENERS
P KA LB 5 9R3k, FigRiflE oy 37 °C, AR
IR RS I FLF 6 A 200 r/min. 78 5 087 A Ok AY
IM109 B, ¥RINZYRIE R 100 pg/mL &R 5 5
R HUA R R R SR BRI Y
BRFR A BRI 30 °C, HERMBARES IR AL
A} 5% 39 4 200 r/min, fE YNB (yeast nitrogen base
without amino acids)35FEFEPEFFERT, T Z NN
LA SE N 200 pg/mL BT LR . ARSI T
BHETR AT pH BLHUIK pH Wil 4105
113 FEBEGFIMTEMR: FE THBA rlag.
Primstar. FR#IMF. RNA f$2ilH & . stk
M & POt R PCRIAN &5 H % H EA Y+
AR (L) A PR 7l (TaKaRa Hi[E); R 3E H 41
DNA #2HU. PCR /¥yl aifl, . o2 i St
& B AL RARA Y HOR 2w 5 [R] 6 2 3]
& B R MERR A VIR A IRA A s AR
B EERY I H P2 Oxoid A H); YNB, N R
AL N E (P1, propidium iodide)ly A A& T4 4 T.
PR B A BRA A 5 47730y o0 B i 5 62
AR B R E 2R
1.2 BIBERPIBEEL S RIXEYR Amed15Blelol-olel
H

DA BRI R CBS138 3 K 41 )7 41l Ay A
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M, witE 1 51 TEE elol F olel 213Kk
PR PR O RG) E J S0 o 5106 ORI Y A H R 3R
AR (R A R A 7] 58 o

PGB RE RN 241 DNA $RBGR ) & i i 2
BOGH ERIEERE ATCCSS R [F4H DNA, 31 FAER
Me, [ 1 F514 Elol-kz-F/R il Olel-kz-F/R
YA RV elol R olel FEMH F BeIfaifl
I, KRR 4K pY26 FIBR I Not 1 F
Bgl 1LY, F) R U6 8 24850 604 elol 3L R
BUAfi AR pY26, 5ALE] E. coli IM109 J&3Z 3
AArh, TS 2N R POk B B
ALY, 514 Elol-yz-F/R #E47 7% PCR F1
D7 56 AE , K 18 1) A R 44 pY26-elol .
SRIG , B FURL pY26-elol FABRGIYE N YIEE BamH 1
M Xho 1Y), I FH [R5 55 413050 S06F oled JEA
F Bl A BRL pY26-elol, ¥:4LF| E. coli IM109
EZASANME T, e N R R PO AR 0

VTR E T, 519 Olel-yz-F/R #H17HV%
PCR AL 7 56 30F , K 1F 9 A0 25 41 R i 4
pY26-elol-olel,

B E A TR pY26-elol-olel ¥54k 2 61 ER L)
BERE med1SA WRZ AT, LEAEA PRIERE
) YNB AR 0k PS5 b7, K R LT
TR 2R S A W AR SR B PR B A o . DAAR
VLA B 2 5Ok RN S P BORL R B AR L {51 )
Elol1-yz-F/R #1 Olel-yz-F/R #F17 PCR ¥&:1iF , 5%
TEH 5 F K H Rk Amed15B/elol-olel .

1.3 3:MHA elol F olel 5 F K43 #r

A ORNA $RHC Brlebkan st s 2avE K
B, 4y 3% pH 6.0 Fl pH 2.0 By YNB 5%
FrEE, KigE 6 h, SR URER A4 °C, 5000 r/min,
5 min) o KO S5 I IR B TR AR 28 2ok VR R DA R I
WP, WeRRAnRE , i RNA $2BGAH] £ 3R HoR:
bl RNA, FFXF RNA ()3 Ao o R A TG

F1. KAREAASY

Table 1.

Primers used in this study

Primer names Primer sequences (5'—3")

Elol-kz-F

Elo1-kz-R

Olel-kz-F

Olel-kz-R

Elol-yz-F GATGACCTCCCATTGATATTTAAGT
Elol-yz-R AATTGGAGCGACCTCATG
Olel-yz-F TGCAACCTGCCTGGAGTA
Olel-yz-R GACCTAGACTTCAGGTTGTCT
Elo1-dI-F GTAACGAAGGTGCCTGGAC
Elo1-dI-R TGTGGCAGAGTTGGGAAGTA
Olel-dI-F GCTTTGTTCGCTACTTTCTATT
Olel-dI-F GCCATTGAGTTGATACAGAAGG
B-Actin-F ACCGCTGCTCAATCTTCC
B-Actin-R GGTTTGCTCCTTTGGTCTATT

TCTAAGTTTTCTAGAACTAGCGCGGCCGCATGACTACCATTATTCCACTACTAAAG
GGCGAAGAATTGTTAATTAAAGATCTTTATCTCTTTCTTCTTCTATCTTTGGC
CGACGGATTCTAGAACTAGTGGATCCATGTCTAGGGTTGAAACCAGAA
TGACATAACTAATTACATGACTCGAGTCAGTTCATGTGTGCTCTCTC

F: forward primer; R: reverse primer.

actamicro@im.ac.cn
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cDNA 1l : FIH B 5158 €5 Prime Seript 11
1st-strand cDNA synthesis kit X} & RNA #7172 %
S cDNA,

qRT-PCR : ¥ & L) cDNA W JE 7 B =
100 ng/uL, ¥ H T 96 & PCR (qRT-PCR)AY
BEAR , FIHZE 1 F #5149 Elol-dI-F/R .Olel-dI-F/R
il B-Actin-F/R, il SYBR Premix Extaq"™ i3
& 1T qRT-PCR JE R EEH elol Fl olel )3
KKV o B actl 1B R ARSEHG 05 BRAH
1.4 AR BT FR 4 43 o A

e BF A0 R 4 - R AN Y K5 3R AIRCEE
1.3.1 Frid, WU i mERE R A, AR TR
PR

RENIRR P ORI . BALW . PRI 9 g
HAAENET 30 mLABLEK, FHNA 30 mL H
RE); HIEEW: B 65 mL 6.0 mol/L fYE:
iR, 555mLHERS); B0 : ¥ 50mL
BEFT 50 mL B =TSR ZBHEST; e :
1.01 g EAALEAE T 100 mL HiztiK .

JI 3T 4 B R A B R YA VR TR S B TR A
50 mg, & FIHHGE T, A2 mL 2, W
Kty 30 min, BT UK EPRGEE AT, A 4 mL
FALER, WRAT, 80 °C /K¥ 10 min, BT UK L
POE R H L, A 2.5 mL RBURH, #BAIRY
10 min, #EBERD)Z. ¥ E2EWEER 2
M, A 3 mL B8 R VAN L A AN S AL A
W, ATEIRIRG AR IATE 5 min, $E BERS
2o W H BJRWAR TR E T, TR
W, GRS S % Yang FPIEE T —2
., BARE : fHAH E3E 4L (GC-2010AF,
HARBRAW, HA), B#& PEG BHEHRE
s fHEASEREA; K 1.0 L FEMTEA

250 °C HyHEAEAR T, PITRHEIR Y 100 °C fRiF
1 min, BlJ5LL 4 °C/min R TR 250 °C F4%
Ff 5 min, K& IRIFAE 280 °C; d At AL
Hig 1V B FP T A O BRI ) 5 2 R o Y R B B
(], 5%k i s R PP R A 7 26
1.5 40 R AT

TG A 7 . B A0 i P 5 55 RO
131 Frik, BRI ODeoo TR 0.5,
B 500 pL, JIA S pL (R YLEL PI, 7 HIRS]
FEREEIE T 5 min, ] PBS 28 0P (pH 7.4) ML TE
2 %, FH 500 pL iy PBS B M sd & . A
Ve I 0 R VPt = LSRN AT I R 43T
FE b % 20000 4R, B4 8 ] Flowlo 1A
PEFT 43T o R Yk PT R R A LA 5 45 41 it fi
AR, BT, P Y (o2 55 o RS0 4 45 b
9115, 0 L S P 2
1.6 AAEE4mE pH (38)2Hr

FEEESE IR | Ry ian 1.3.1 Frik, A
WeER PR I 15 K5 373 pH oM 1.5-6.0, [EIF& 0.5 > pH
o MEAIE pH Z5AF T EEREAMLAATG %, FEXT
B RE 20 M A TG R AT IR R L, 15 BN LAE TG
MR . X iR pH (HHE) (ICso)
(B A BB 20 M AF 15 R 50%HT, BE 32 L0 pH E .

2 HERAAAT

2.1 JERBRIEMNES Elol FIEIAAIEE Olel 1 %3k
zdibLfe:s
HEVISEAR M ATCCS 5 JERH MRk, 43
MAHE 1 By 51 Y Elol-kz-F/R
Olel-kz-F/R #1341 A [Al IR i 2L A elo] F olel
Wit i 3 3t — A i) Y T 2 R ok X 2 A3 R B

http://journals.im.ac.cn/actamicrocn
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RV 3 12 3] D B o e it 1k R i Rk 3 A pY 26
(pY26 J& TE+E gk, #H RN s+ TEF Al
GPD J& T 583 3 F, REf% = ok i b 58 RS Bl Y
S 7 S Bl WY 1 A ) [ ¢ I =S LR U 38 Nl [ 4
pY26-elol-olel, ., JEH elol Fl olel 4355
Ja3h¥ TEF #1 GPD ¥ . FRbs B4 okl AR
Pk Amed15B 1, TEJRWENEGRFE R YNB FAk i
Wit FIEF R Amed15B/elol-olel . 43525 3%
7 3k 2 3 PH A e Ak 7 rp BB FE A R Dy A
B, Wit UES 14 Elol-yz-F/R il Olel-yz-F/R ik
T PCR GBI, 1 RIBFEH elol Fl olel H
AR 2541 KN30 1525 bp (] 1: UKiH 2)
11880 bp (K1 1: kil 4), XFHRSAH KN 9K
414 bp (K 1. K& 1)1 355 bp (K 1. JkiF 3),
iR PCR K45 SR KB, FH elol 1 olel WL
PR Wbk Amedl5Blelol-olel 8.2 .

2.2 ARXEMRIENTRIEMHEGEE elol FMEM
FIMGEEEE olel FE357K 461

B BT ATCCS5 . Wk Amed] 5B Flit

bp M 1 2 3 4

<—1880 bp
<~ 1525 bp

<414 bp
<355 bp

1. PCREZEEME elol N olel i3 FKEE ¥k AmedI5B/
elol-olel

Figure 1. Identification of genes elo! and olel
overexpressed strain Amedl5B/elol-olel by PCR. M:
DL 2000 marker; lane 1: control of elo/; lane 2: elol;
lane 3: control of olel; lane 4: olel.

KR Amedl5B/elol-olel 43 H)4E pH 6.0 Fl pH
2.0 ) YNB WIKIGFIEP S 6 ho RIFFIH
qRT-PCR #5il| 3 #REIE elol Fl olel HFRIEIK
-, ZERANE 2 BiR. 7E pH 6.0 £, ibFkik
Rk Amedl15B/elol-olel W IEH elol F1 olel F2ik/K
SAY B SEA R ATCCSS 32 T 1.4 15H0 1.7 1%,
[l i) L Bk Amed15B #5517 2.6 fi5F1 1.9 %
(#l 2-A). Jbb, HEEREFE pH TR, X 3 B

E
0

6 -
WATCCSS EAmedl 5B
\C0Amed15B/elol-olel;TIAmed]5B/elol-olel

*

W

N
T

(O8]
T
*

[\
T

Ju—
T

mRNA level relative to act! at pH 2.

S

elol olel elol olel

2. AEIEWRAEE elol #0 olel HIFRIEKTF

A) s 4
o |RATCCSS B Amedl 5B
% COAmed15B/elol-olelilI Amed]5B/elol-olel
E 3r *
Y]
3
8 *
22t *
5 .
B
ERY
2
<
&
0
elol olel elol olel
Figure 2.

The expression level of genes elol and olel in different strains. Quantitative reverse transcription-PCR

(qRT-PCR) tested the mRNA levels of elol and olel in parent strain ATCCS5, strain Amed15B and overexpression
strain Amed15B/elol-olel, calculated relative to the actl level at pH 6.0 (A) and at pH 2.0 (B). Data represent the
means of three biological replicates, and error bars represent the standard deviation. *: P<0.05.
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WA elol Fl olel WIFRIBAKFEERE A BE I
Vo 1 FRIRFRR Amedl5Blelol-olel HIEH elol
Hl olel B2 5 LAE SR AR Bk ATCCSS Hp
P 1 2.5 5 2.2 4%, RIS LT RE Amed 5B 2
BT 40 5 3.3 f5(E 2-B).  FaRSE R RS
P Amed15B Wit FRikHEH elol 1 olel REVRAD
Med15B S& R fr S 80 SR 3Rk R, IRk
— e m T RE B FRIEIKE
2.3 R FRIKTEBRIR R L 73R

E AR U 3 R IR L elo] F1 olel A BIF

(A) pH 6.0
W ATCCSS

| Amed15B

60 [0 Amed15B/elol-olel

**
40 1
*
%!
zoiT ﬂ
0 N

C16:0 Clé:1 C18:0 C18:1

Total fatty acids/%

© 197 marccess

B Amedl 5B
O Amedl5B/elol-olel

) /H_X—‘ '+
15 6.0 2.0
pH

& 3. EM&A elol 0 olel 3

Average acyl-chain length
3

Figure 3.

KA g 7 2 AR IR AR IR 1 & O, S TR
MISEA elol T olel 3 22k X} 240 M RS RE i R 20 43 1)
SO, B SEARHRE ATCCSS . itk Amedl 5B Flik
F kR Amedl5B/elol-olel 43 7E pH 6.0 1 pH
2.0 1) YNB W AR 2 56 15 5% 6 h, SN A
Ji R HEA TS BT I F ARSI, 25 2R 4N I&] 3 fiR . 7€ pH

0 &M, W RIBHE Amedl5Blelol-olel
C16:1 1 C18:0 F/r& it Stk Amed]5B FISEA
Wtk ATCC55 FZEAKR; C16:0 A& & 5wtk
Amedl5B FIZEAE M ATCCSS Xttt 435 F R

pH 2.0
W ATCCSS5
W Amedl5B
= O Amedl15B/elol-olel

B) 8o

60

Total fatty acids/%
=
(=]

C16:0 Cl6:1 C18:0 C18:1

®)  12r myrcess
W Amedl 5B

O Amedl15B/elol-olel

* *

*

[ —

UFA/SFA ratio
[e)}

6.0 2.0
pH

X5 AR A AR S AT ER 4R 5

Effect of genes elol and olel overexpression on the membrane fatty acids. Percentage of fatty acids

in different strains at pH 6.0 (A) and pH 2.0 (B). Changes in average acyl-chain length (C) and UFA/SFA ratio
(D) at pH 6.0 and pH 2.0. Data represent the means of three biological replicates, and error bars represent the

standard deviation. *: P<<0.05.
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T 64.6%F 47.1%; T C18:1 A4rS MR 2.9 FISEARE ATCCS5 19 3.7 43 4% T 127.6%
T 51.1%H126.2% (& 3-A). 7€ pH 2.0 4F T, 1f  F178.4%; 1 pH 2.0 5T, UFA/SFA M EAELE
FIRHEMRT C18:0 AASRSHEIE AmedI5B h#l  FRIBEHK AmedI5Blelol-olel W2 7.5, 435I LT
Fo, B BEES; C16:0 M Cle:l WEr&HE Pk AmedI5B [ 5.3 HIZEA R R ATCCSS ) 4.9 $¢
Bk Amed15B #ALL, 433 FRET 66.1%M1 13.4%;  # 1 53.1%M 41.5%. LIREFREY], LRk
ifi C18:1 HArEr MR T 50.6% (& 3-B), A4k AmedI5B Hid RKiEFEN elol M olel REAMEHEA
SEARIBE ATCCSS ML, #1556k Cl16:0 A1 Med15B BRI T 2004 A1 M IS B i U A AS i An
Cl6:1 WES T ELEELEE . C18:0 HAow T  MEWRG S, SE& % pH Mria - 240 S iR
BT 29.6%, i C18:1 BILLBIHERS 16.7% (8 3-B),  FUFIIEER Y 17.4 I UFA/SFA [N 7.5,
X BRI R PR KA o007, BRI FGE 2.4 RBE R MRESE AR 1Cs, EA-RT

tk Amed15Blelol-olel HINRINITRF-HA5EKTE pH 6.0 W T HRMIEDE elol F1 olel fI3L 5% 40
2 169, WifE pH 2.0 RINWPERE 17.4; Wk gk, KEARRK ATCCSS | Hkk
Amed15B WIBENBRF-34EKAE pH 6.0 BF N 16.3,  Amedl5B Flit 2Kk Amedl5B/elol-olel 435
16 pH 2.0 K 2 16.8; JEARME ATCCS5 I8li 7¢ pH 6.0 F1 pH 2.0 /Y YNB Wi iA R F7 3L b 1535 6 h
PRI HEICAE pH 6.0 IS4 16.8, fE pH 2.0 MG 5, FHAZER YL PL X 4t it B8 A 453 4 i i 4 7 Y £
£ 17.1 (K 3-C)o 73— 5, 16 pH 6.0 BIAMIFD R F I X 20 A ASCXF 4 M B2 50 48 Pk 1A 7 43T
NEWiER(C16:1 F1 C18:1)SIFENTHR(C16:0 F1  Z5RANK 4-A /R, 1€ pH 6.0 2514FF, PI Yo
C18:0)AY FL{H (UFA/SFA ratio)fEid ik mtk M SR 40 H 8 FU B AE SR A Tk ATCCSS .
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Figure 4. Overexpression of genes elo! and olel affects membrane integrity and /Cso value. A: flow cytometry
analyses of membrane integrity in different strains at pH 6.0 and pH 2.0, cells were stained with PI; B: analyses
of ICs¢ value in different strains by testing cell viability for each pH value. Data represent the means of three
biological replicates, and error bars represent the standard deviation. *: P<<0.05.
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Enhancing low pH tolerance of Candida glabrata Amedl5B by
overexpressing genes elol and olel
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Abstract: [Objective] To investigate the effect of mediator subunit Med15B mediated fatty acid metabolism on
Candida glabrata low pH tolerance. [Methods] Overexpression of genes elo/ and olel, encoding fatty acid elongase
and A9 desaturase, in strain Amed5B we obtained an overexpressed strain Amedl5B/elol-olel. The expression level
of genes elol and olel, the membrane fatty acid composition, the membrane integrity and stress tolerance of parent
strain ATCC535, strain Amed5B and overexpression strain Amedl5B/elol-olel were determined and compared at pH
2.0 and pH 6.0. [Results] At pH 2.0, the expression level of genes elo/ and olel in overexpression strain
Amedl5B/elol-olel was increased by 4.1-fold and 3.3-fold compared to those of strain Amedl5B, and increased by
2.5-fold and 2.2-fold compared to those of parent strain ATCC535, respectively. The average acyl-chain length of
overexpression strain Amed15B/elol-olel reached 17.4 longer than that of the deletion strain (16.8) and parent strain
(17.1), and the ratio of unsaturated fatty acid to saturated fatty acid (UFA/SFA ratio) increased by 53.1% and 41.5%,
respectively. Furthermore, the percentage of propidium iodide (PI)-stained cell in overexpression strain
Amed15B/elol-olel was decreased by 60.8% and 37.7%, respectively, compared to that of strain Amed5B and parent
strain ATCC55. Similarly, overexpression strain Amedl5B/elol-olel exhibited more tolerance to low pH and the
half-maximal inhibition (/Cs,) values for pH stress was reached pH 2.3, which was pH 3.7 of strain Amed5B and pH
3.1 of parent strain ATCC55. [Conclusion] These results indicated that overexpression genes elo/ and olel in strain
Amed15B can enhance cell tolerance to low pH by increasing the content of long chain and unsaturated fatty acids.

Keywords: Candida glabrata, Med15B, long chain fatty acids, unsaturated fatty acids, low pH tolerance
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