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Identification and Enzyme Characterization of a Urease and
Urethanase—Producing Strain

YANG Guangming, ZHA Xiaohong, TIAN Yaping
(Key Laboratory of Industrial Biotechnology , Ministry of Education, Jiangnan University , Wuxi 214122, China )

Abstract: A strain capable of producing urethanase was isolated from the mouse intestines and
identified as Providencia sp. By analyzing the 16S rDNA sequence and conducting the physiology
and chemistry experiment. The substrate specificity experiment showed that the enzyme can catalyze
both urea and urethane with the optimal pH of 4.5 and optimal temperature of 35 °C but had no
influence on the ester and amino acid. The fermentation condition was optimized based on single
factor experiment. Under the optimal condition,the acid urethanase activity was increased from 0.32
U/mL to 0.63 U/mL and acid urease activity from 0.87 U/mL to 1.95 U/mL. The crude enzyme can
effectively decompose the urea and EC in the Chinese rice wine and has little effect on the flavor
components.

Keywords: strain identification,acid urethanase,acid urease,enzyme—producing condition,enzyme

characterization

Wi B E: 2014-04-10
HEEMAB . BE%K 973 71X H (2012CB720802)
*HEEEE M (1964—), &2 7o B8N, T2t %, 325 A= Wil v e 5% E-mail : yapingtian@hotmail.com

RSt HRASIL 2015 FE M EE 1



RESEARCH ARTICLE

YANG Guangming,et al: Identification and Enzyme Characterization of

a Urease and Urethanase—Producing Strain

W R £ 1 (Ethyl Carbamate, 8 FX EC), X
FR IR %t (Urethane ) 5L 7€ 1943 4F  Nettleship"45 # 17
P S EIE R EC A WE B0, B
PERECR A DR EC 2 FLEERESUEY R,

EC J7Z A7 T A W i (A g 2L ) iR
BRI (AN VT ) A AR IR R (an s et
A )L A K 1985 4F 12 A ImE R TLAE 5 1
F| 2021 (Canadian Department of Health and Welfare)
HAMEARETH EC &8, HABTEEERR
ISR B 22 A ARG I LT G RN R ] AR 5 A
IOABREI 75, BRI &R EC 5T Wk A
KT 100 wg/L, PRI sE B K b B 7)1 3 ] ) 28
PLEE Y H ASF AR R E KT

X ECIE LI Y OF 7R WY, RS DORE R 90%
DL BB EC 2 kU8 T8 19 IR 2 L & B R Ak 27
O R o EC A T ok AN
— PR MR TP C LIE EC, ) — Tl
3 AL [ S T S R R R, R EC Y H AR
JRZ SRR CO, H0 F NHy, Ml EC i —
B, BATHER # LB T A I
52, BRIV 3 77 8 7 R A IO il ) G A 0 ok 4 o v b
1 EC, E A S AR, X150 40 35 e o i 3 31 7 iR
PEWR B ) B AR IEBIESE Tl R A O E AR
A -0 e ) — PR 8 7 R TR DR I 1 B AT T, O R
R P JOR Tt 15 ) T 552 s B BRI v RE A AR 709% 1A
PR ER 5 VLR R 2 1 X R SIS 4 TR il X IR 2R 1Y
R fi AN D REME AT RLXT EC BIWCBHE R, B RkaEsr T
MRS 3] 7= ) 6 00 o BC 75 %) 4 R 88 ) OR B
ST, 23 0SB U9 2 ) 1 — MR ™ 20 2k W R & 1
filk TR 1) 728 20 2 O X Tl ) M B 1 w0 2BE ST . E I
PN AR FH R DG % i Tl L4 25 B EC B F 98 4138 1
gD,

YR LA EC FEfgRE 0 B, 76/ BRI 1k
TH R FH A% G 08 A 0 s 35 T 1 AR AR — PR [R] B g
PR R AE IR G AN EC R A I B9 TR R L 16S rDNA 1k %85
J5 DUA 77 il 25 A, 25 %6 L 7 il 1) BE A R Mk S A
B ) A8 SR | Shy Tl ik 3R R TG 28 K T 1 o
H EC B9 29 Ll

NRIHL RS

1 #il5HE

1.1 LR
1.1.1 BA kR

112 BHRA EERFEL S gL HEE 2,
EC 2, W R — A8 2, LR e 2, 84k ah 55947 pH
5.0, 115 C’K A 20 min,

Pl 15 35 3 (415 /L) - BB 20, 2 I 10,
AR 10, AR 5, fkEh 5 B R A W 2, oW
1 2,EC 2;9875 pH 7.0, 115 CKE 15 min,

RN IR AL () o/L) AR 20, A K 10,
W5, BERETE 5,KHPO, 2,NaCl 5,NaAc 2, J&
% 2, MKFRER AR 0.05, /KR FRER 0.05;pH 5.5(H
30% HCl i pH), 115 CKH 20 min,

LB 8537 5 (470 /L) BEEE F1 R 10,NaCl 10,
R E 5;pH 7.0,121 CK B 20 min,

113 = %3X 0 w4 DNA fh$ K70 & .
A T AR TR S A s DNA A o A X 4 F o
DNA B IR & . BAEHE  PrimeSTAR max DNA
R AW . K% TaKaRa 24 7l 0 F O B R E A
JWr D [ Oxoid 23 Bl 5 HoAL 1A - 67 73 #r 4l

1.2 FENHB5EE

722 e R T WSS =A™
ritr 5 A6 P R A LR R IL - T R 2 AR BRI’ A
B2 w77 i s H VIR IR K W 40 . I BE YT SR A T
77 5 5804R 5 3 Ry B ¥ R B0 HIL (5424 R B
Bl #8 [ Eppendorf 22 7™ il ; BioRad 1000 % 41 1= 1
AE PCRAY . BBRHLIKAY . & A BTHLIK R4 GelDoc
B W% R 5 . 92 [ Bio—Rad A w77
1.3 LWHZE
1.3.1 EC %= A e ik FI0. ElFE
FHL2 ¢ NRE A, AR EC A — & IE Y
WA IR B FREIR B, 37 °C 200 r/min IR 35
7 24 h, HIC WK B & R B R e B W B &
ANE AR 107,102,107, 10,107, 10°,107,10°,
SRJG VR A FE ARG F 2 I, 37 CHE BB 77 40 Hh BE 77
36 h, 2 J5 W £ ali A H b 2 b R, &0 K b —
oy AR B R R A R BERE 55 D 37 CHR U 4
F% 24 h, ZJE¥ LB T 4 °C .8 000 v/min #.L> 10
min, 3 FIEW, FH 0.05 mol/L PR AR - B R =4
(pH 4.5) (% 28 vh s W 2 J5 VR Uk i A, B0 57 1T
W, FHE IR, Z S50 EC R ik i i) Bl
132 2oyl & R AP R I IR A
it 28 Fil 7 1% 92 3 of 37 °C 200 r/min 47 3% 15 5% 10
h, A% 2% (12 AR B o 800 A R B 1 57 2 (50
ml/250 mL) ", F 37 °C 200 r/min §& 3% 55 5% 24 h,

HEE JOURNAL OF FOOD SCIENCE AND BIOTECHNOLOGY Vol.34 No.1 2015



ML — AR P B LB b Rk TR AR AR T R W 8 R R B R A

Z 5 RBEWZ 6 000 r/min B0 10 min, WA H A,
ZEATIE IR 28 PR TR R, B0 AR TR, PR EE B R IR
— W, B RS AN
133 Bk 66 & K 12D ARAS 00 40 i A
PR 2 P R 00 AT R R, AR AL R 2 B0 2 R VR A
R 175, vk v o8 75 i i i /R WA 4 °C .9 000
r/min .0 10 min, W8 FIE W, BI A HL G
134 #Em 2 K Berthelot reaction H 6,25 1]
SE BRGNS, BTG 2 X 7EH R 37 °C pH 4.5 B &M
B R R Z el E EC 724 1 umol & 1Y il
K 1A Bl LA,
135 HBPREAEC XrhFeml g HEE IR
RO mANE R Sl — g ki, S B R £ TR
FBRRAME . WO FE 8 mL H F 20 mL 1Y T %S
R 2 T NaCl 246 F e SO a5, 7 A 25 R
3,76 70 °CF,250 v/min H P AEHL 45 min,
i AR R A 5 Gerstel Z2 W) REIERE R 45 A 3
SERL ., E IR TS [ AR T A B R ' AR B0 Y EC,
A 335 — T35 B T 2R A M = 4 B
1.3.6 EC Bftis > 2B a% e WEREKNER
AR AR TV FRAE BRI S (55 22 Qe (8 F AR
S E S RCH WA A 2R 5% 8 T,

20 A R R 2 ) B . T A 1 TRT R 4 A 20 mLL
B LB £ 3 h 37 °C 200 r/min $73% 55 55 3 9%, 1%
W E g A T SK8226 A 5 LA 41 DNA PR 4k 42 1t
U A AT AR UL B AR 1 L DNA

16S rDNA J¥ 5 4 34 5 [a i . PCR & i 1k & R
(50 pL):1 pL primer 27F (10 pmol/L) (5’ -AGAGT
TTGATCCTGGCTCAG=-3"),1 pL primer 1492R (10
pmol/L) (5> ~GGTTACCTTGTTACGACTT-3"),5 uL
10 xPrime STAR Buffer,4 L dNTP,0.5 L Prime
STAR MAX DNA A&, 1 pL #4H DNA,32.5 pL
ddH,0, JZ R FEJF M ;98 °C 5 min;98 C 10 5,55 C
155,72 °C 1 min 30 s;30 Mg ;72 °C 5 min, PCR
P14 ki A 0.8 ofdL 1) By i W68 e 14 4T F VK 43
Y1) H i 464 I DNA S5 msoR 70 £ alifk

16S tDNA J¥ 5153471 . ¥ 2lifk i) PCR 7™ 9 ol
A TR TR A, W A R i
Blastn 76 NCBI %4 & th 47K %, 38 4 Clustal X
I MEGA MR RGEREW

14 EC MR F 1R

il pH fE . FHFPG R AT R — 4Ll 0.05
mol/L, pH 3.0~7.0 MFF IR 2% vh ik ; W IR A 4
FBERR 24N BCH 0.05 mol/L f pH 6.0~8.0 ) PBS
Z2 b ; H Tris—=HCI BL i 0.05 mol/L ¥ pH 7.5~9.0
14 2% A o e B 1 DU 3k ) A AN TR 1 i
JE T il
1.5 EBEHHNHR
151 mR(WAB)RZREN FBAZ R 5
BILA1.2.3.4.5 g/dL (50 A R 28, oA B o A
A5 FE R 1.3.2 BRI TR IR D00 R TR T
152 RBRRERESAKRSBHO Y0 LUHEH
Wi R AR, 2 BILL 0.5.1.1.5.2.2.5.3.0 g/dL [ =i
AR U, HoAt o A R AR 4 1.3.2 19 7 ikt
AT ARG 7 0 5 T REL T VL 11 T
153 AEFRZREANFEHEN YR ZRXETHE
I EC %5 EC FEff B L 9 3R 3K A EC B %
AL 1 A A ™ A B S A B P o AR Sk i
i g 5 DXL ) e B T2 BIUR R S EIR R AAAE D)
155 60 T RE S 4 = PR Y 7 Bl RE ), IR R AE R EC
ZEF 2RI, A7 rTREXT T EC A Bl L B 32 3k
WEAESAER, X TR EC B 16 ) 2
oA e S FEAROE ST . LEAT T DL AL IS 00 d5c AR i 5
FREEB AT, a3 FR AN 0.2.0.4.0.6,
0.8.1.0.1.2 g/dL Y IRZE , ZJG+&E M 1.3.2 ()7 ik
TTHE R I K T AR eV 1) it 0
1.5.4 A2ds pH AL A B vy Hoa  FEMRILIN R
P 15 IR B LR 1, T 0.1 mol/L NaOH = 0.1 mol/L
HCI # H8 A [ AL 4f pH B, JE N 3.5~7.0, 4%
1.3.2 ik b AT R e s 3%, 22 Ji 0 e HH il 90 ) it 07

LR

2.1 EC MfEEsr=£E M iGiE

Fie IR 1.3.1 Bk iy 7 i ik B — Mk EC B i
it 3% 45 7 B T BR , WA EC R BRI 208 0.32
U/mL #0746 DR BS54 0.87 U/mL, il i A ML &
MEH LS ZPE  ZLA @k E W g8 5
PG Y8 6 52 B0 TIE B2 B O o 22 [ B v, LI 1

16S rDNA it 7 %0 . AR A DNA H
#, >R 16S rDNA i@ 5% 27F 1492R #47 PCR
P1G B W B S F UK R 56 ) — 4% 1 400 bp 24K
INY A B LR 16S tDNA FRAE | 411 K2 [ Wi 4k

RSt A 51k 201558345515 HEH




RESEARCH ARTICLE

YANG Guangming,et al: Identification and Enzyme Characterization of

a Urease and Urethanase—Producing Strain

JE kA T A TRA R, 158 Rk
168 rDNA J¥ 51, #5146 NCBI b 47 Al U Pk Lo
2. R Clustal X Fil MEGA 4% 1 Xt B #k 19 16S
rDNA AT R G R E I AR LB 2, RIERZE 16S
tDNA 53 F J¥ %1 53 #F %8 % N Providencia sp., 5
Providencia vermicola 1 Providencia rettgeri ) 3 i
PEfIL

B 1 BEBREEHE
Fig. 1 Colony morphology

Providencia vermicola strain AR_PSBH1

100[" isolation
92 Providencia rettgeri strain ALK058
Morganella morganii strain TJ-2

24100 Morganella morganii strain IRQBAS4

| Proteus mirabilis strain T2CR

100! Proteus mirabilis strain ZK 1

Yersinia pseudotuberculosis strain ATCC 29833

Pseudomonas sp. EC-V30-5

A
0.02

B2 ET16SrDNA FIHEZEL TR
Fig. 2 Phylogenetic tree based on 16S rDNA sequence

22 BHRWERE

o3 B LA R 89 BEC S5 2 MU 1 0 R,
Providencia sp.JJT 7 R W 2 TG, A% 11 i 7™
R RE A A0 B EC FIRE . 0 T H B By 28 4k
PR S5 4 A AL B A W AR A P i il B AR N i
MY —1k . D% RE A A0 5 BR IR R A
EC %4 FW B, WIE 3,
2.3 ABRAT kB Ae EC W AR BE B 5 R A FF R

Kl 4 R EC R A B B35 5 pH {8 5.0,
{EZAE pH G 4.5~6.0 EC [ A B 48 B A 50w 915
P18 5 2R W R 04 i 7 pH (ER 4.5, 7EfR 1

T E X EC AR ZERAT LU 0 o3 R, B0l
1) pH B — M 7E 4.2 247, PG R BT 7 04 Tl A 7
BT A R TR TS

120 ¢
ol et
80

60 -

AR /%

40t

2 F

(=}

%
o 1 2 3 4 5 6 17

JE&4)
LAJEH MRl 2. @AW OBE 3. WM T Ik 4. 25
Eﬁ@tﬁgg 5@%@& 6@%%5& 77—%%T@§ 8)77&%
3 Providencia sp.FiF=EE R K W45 = 1%
Fig. 3 Substrat specificity of the enzyme produced by

0

Providencia sp.

100
80 -
X
~
BT 60
=
= 40f -
—m— FTAE IR M
20+ —&—PBSZIK
—A— Tris-HCIZZ 1
O 1 1 1 1 1
2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9

pH i
E 4 ECKMBEBERNREppHE
Fig. 4 Optimal pH of the urethanase

100
80 r
o\\"
12 60
2
&
=40
—s— PRI DL
201 —e—PBSZZ i
—A— Tris-HCIZZ M
0 . . . . . .
2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9

pH {8
B 5 MREB/ERMRIE pH E
Fig. 5 Optimal pH of the urease
HIE 6 AT LU, IR AT EC R4 fifk il (1 fe o A
A BE AR E 35 CA 47, FF HAE 30~55 CHA AR

JOURNAL OF FOOD SCIENCE AND BIOTECHNOLOGY Vol.34 No.1 2015



ML — AR P B LB b Rk TR AR AR T R W 8 R R B R A

e A TS
1207

100

o
(=}
T

A B /9%
g

'
(=}
T

20— IR
—A— GG
0 L
30 20 50 60 70

RIEIC
6 [NREEFN EC MERE/EANRERE

Fig. 6 Optimal temperature of the urease and urethanase
24 REFHHMRNE

241 WABAEZFG MR T REAN TG YA
K7 R 8 4R RN, A A R i W 3 g/dL
BF B AR 7™ A= 0 il 7% e e, EC. R i ol 100 il 3% 55 31 1
0.50 U/mL, X Eg B9 E X2 T 1.41 U/mL, [ 7 45
R E AR R 1.0 o/dL B B e

16
14}
12}
10}
08}
& o6t

04t

02k —@— IR
A R
1

1%/(U/mL)

00 2 3 4
IR T VR B /(g/d L)
7 BEBERERENZBEHNZMN

Fig. 7 Effect of the glucose concentration on enzyme

production
1.6}
14}

S 12}

Eqof

Y,E 0.8

206
0.4} M
02l —o— IRTAHG

: —A— ECREREE

0035 1.0 1.5 2.0 2.5 3.0

TR WRIT R/ (g/dL)
8 EARRERENZE~EHNZN
Fig. 8 [Effect of peptone concentration on enzyme

production

242 RFEM B Y IRFEMER EC LK
14,5t EC R i i %) 7= A nT e B A e UEE 5 3
R ATTE DR it i A1 1) 53 27 38 He e i 5 70 A BEL 38 )
B UH ST, a0 Proteus mirabilis W UK B % [R 32 |
UreR & 195 5 A1 H-NS A9 B8 |, 24 R R 7718 191
BT REAZBE 1E H-NS (14 B8 7E FH , DA T 384 Jon O it 32
DRl 2 Sk ek i, B v TR - i, L 9 S5 R
Bt R R US & 380, Providencia sp. &% 1 7= i 1%
et Btk MIRETEIKRE R 8 o/l LA4THT,
% Bk BETS S EC R R BE Y TS R 0.59
U/mlL, IR 5 4 1.66 U/mL,

1.81
—@— JIR

Lo _a ECgg
1471

L2y

=

ERK

=)

2 081

= ool k—/A/‘/A\\A
04r
021
0.0

02 04 06 o8 10 12
PRER A BE/(g/d L)
B9 REREIREILE NN

Fig. 9 Effect of the urea concentration on enzyme
production
243 A4k pH AR B %o EC A1
Y EC 4324 CO, Il NH;, XA AR T ™ A= 1
7 55 TR AR [R] DRl xR 2% A P BE A8 4 IR 3R 0 M
9 CO, FI NHy, B BB 2% v/ FIPY, 72 A ) 1 28R
A Z A pH [0 T2, A Wy Ak T 1R 1 ) B 358
I, IR IR G2 i A T RE 8 O 47 B4R 0 52 R P B 055 114
T H AR TERR M0 A0 IR 2 AR B B BT R I
P A RGE R T IR B IR L R R RE A S R T AR
Az B 22 ) ik DR IR P05 A TR 1 7 1, 1 10 &5 2R
FW] YRR FRIEA R IG pH g 4.5 B, BEAR 7 Bl S )
fe s, EC [ i ) TG I5 5 2 A0 0.63 U/, MK i
%4 1.95 U/mlL,
25 MBMERBEPHIERBRMK

PE il PR 2% BT VR 2 25 mg/LL 1) B A,
A5 (0 KL 2 R 0.1 U/mL (1 i o) 3830 v 93 i AR
ity , O fr AL AR A B WA B T 37 CHYFREE T
PEATRCNE, o 238 1.2.3 4 d I PR AR 5Bk i
11 AT RUFR A A BT I B A B ]

RSt HRASIL 2015 FE M EE 1




RESEA RCH ART'CLE YANG Guangming, et al: Identification and Enzyme Characterization of
a Urease and Urethanase—Producing Strain

[ SIE K Tl 1 VR FH 0 380 SR % A B S g B, 58— K B3 InA — 20 LA, SN A 0.2 U/mL (1)}
M5B N 50% 4,50 RikB 6T% kA4, Z ) i \EC £BRFXT 25%,

REFREHREBTRE., 1 ECHRMBBEERTHNEC ERENIERARR
Table 1 Effect of the urethanase on the removal of the
2.1+ —@— IR EC in Chinese rice wine
L8l A ORI R EC | K WRALER EC | 4bEUE EC |
IR | e | mans | W |0 2R
515y (UL | 8 - %
E (prg/L) (prg/L)
2 0.1 200 198 162 19
g 09y 0.2 200 201 150 25
0.6 ‘/\\‘*\H\A 0.3 200 196 149 255
N T 2 Y2 0 2R 7 1 1 5 0
3 4 6 7 TS SR X PR RGP R AT B S R R, HL AR — 8 i

5

pH i
10 #0% pH EX =B B % T

Fig. 10 Effect of the initial pH on the enzyme production
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Fig. 12 Content of flavor component in original Chinese rice wine
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Fig. 13 Content of flavor component in Chinese rice wine processed by Urethanase
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2014 4% 11 H 25 B B 5% 4 )5 (EFSA ) gt 6 Fi i FH 6 42 fil b1 B % A i 0L

X 6 4 54 45 H HE R (Dodecanoic acid) \12—% % (12—amino-) . £ % 2 & ¥ (Polymer with ethene) \2,5— 1k M — fifi
(2,5~furandione ) \a-&—~0-F (4 ~-1,2- 4 — %) (a~hydro—w-hydroxypoly (oxy-1,2—ethanediyl)) .1-4 /i (1-propene) .

WK R i 22 4 Ry B SR AL B EAT S T SR R E—SE AR AR LA L SR S T o A i BB & 43 4 2091 1
it TR IR 4 BT A R Y X R AR R R T R B A AR X A BT
1 000 IR ER i Fr i B Sk i AN 50 pg/kg.

(15 BRI T Ak pF . B £ 22 4 Rl 6 Bl Jon 7 28 ol B2 il 4 B & A1 22 UL [EB/OL. (2014-12-9). http:/news.
foodmate.net/2014/12/287265 .html
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