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Abstract: A zinc-enriched yeast zinc-enriched yeast strain, namely HB54, was isolated from UV
mutation and domestication. Then the nutritional and environmental conditions were optimized
with single factor experiment and orthogonal design. A total zinc of 130 mg/L was achieved at 48
h in flask culture with the optimum conditions: 4 Bx malt, 25 g/L glucose, 1. 0 g/L urea, 0.5 g/
L KH,PO,, 10% inoculum size and 6 mmol/L Zn?** was added at 4 h after inoculation. The
results from the mechanical ball milled yeast cells and the leaching of zinc illustrated that more

47. 84 % zinc in organic and the rest zinc was adhered to the cell wall or dissociated in the cell.
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1 M#HE5F*

1.1 #i

1.1.1 ##% ®BEEBES (Saccharomyces cerevisi-
ae) HB52, fEHE T A LR B IR FF.

1.1.2 &AM  ZnSO W& (1 mol/L, WEER
WpH 4, F 115 CRHE 20 min); £ BB (A FE
99.8%).

1.1.3 &M% JeEEHHEA TAS990 RFR
W 606 BE 3 R IURH AU ER T A = 19 HQL150B
ARBEBRAGRER . ERAEMNHBE~H QM
TEXREN.

1.1.4 245 ZERERB.IFENHEAEEESF
B EFI R CRISTEH .

1.2 EWHE

1.2.1 $48F68# 4T MEER HBs2
HHEEK, RARERO T EHEHHFHZHE
JEHRATRINR BT, RIS 20 B RS, 3k
BUBR K B B ¥ 5% B T 0 0K 0 B AR EE AT AR AR
1, BRAR BB REFNER.

1.2.2 EE#F HMEEMH—FEASO mLEHF
8,28 °C 180 r/min 3235 24 h, 3 10X RS
BETRBEFRECGCHRBEEE 20, MA ZnSO,
PE&BEHE MW EF,28 C,180 r/min 335 48 h,
4 000 r/min B.0> 5 min, WEFHEK, ERHEEF T
KB®H 3K HBEHSTI, 60 CHRTEEESR
THRAYE.

1.2.3 &#&48FHME ¥ HNO,-70% HCIO,
(4 DBHEMAS,0.5% HNO, B A, B F KIEK
Wk E .

1.2.4 @ b46EE BSTH 01000 ¢ F
50 mL B0 B S, 45 MEE FKkMidE EDTA %
¥ 10 mL,28 CH# K 180 r/min #R ¥ 16 h, BUH
J54 000 r/min B> 5 min, FLEEM 10 mL EBFK
BOERBEEL, &F LER. LEBRMUELS S
HEFNEEE.

1.2.5 SF@mpsgsd THBRRIZFE(E

10%H il » 20 mmol/L MgCl,) & £ . ER B #1 400
r/mini% L BEFE 24 h, MR ES Gt 2B A M
BRRE, BREASFHSBNESBIXRI7TIH
7.

1.2.6 ABEHGHIL HEEREHRHERM
ERAFE 1T EREW L (2P X3DHME A:10% 8
ﬁﬁ'\B: ﬁ@#ﬁ(g/L)\C: Ei‘(g/L)‘D: f%ﬁ'
(Bx) .E.B¥8E S5 (g/L) . F: hngEat|a) (h) 3 B
EVBREHEINER, ETAEREHERE

.
F1 EXRBEE.KER L. (2'X3)
Tab.1 Factors and levels in orthogonal design

K A B C D E F
1 0 25 0 6 0 0
2 10 50 1 4 1 4
3 0 75 2 2 2 8

2 HREHH

2.1 BENBOWHEERARSSE

H R HBS2 BB Tf 52 7 ¥ B2 B9 5%, 355 3R B [A)
RGRILFARREA A, B T 32 2 0 52 A9 B 18] B
7772 h. 72 h N RE VL EE B VA A9 B AR BT Y
MW, FREFE L HBSZ2 M GF®RER 5
mmol/L., £ 253 I 1 J5 % W E K Z Yk,
BABEJLIKLE 25 mmol/L HREFFEFALKR
4,3 WHE TR G IR E N RER, &
5 HB521, HB522, HB523, HB524, HB525 f5 &
HB52 458 F 50 mL F KIEFHEH,28 C,180
r/min ¥ 5% 24 h J5, A ZnSO, & W, LW E
7 4 mmol/L, #kEE3E 5% 48 h G E LY R M & 4
B.GRIEK 2.

®2 REKBFVEHROIER

Tab. 2 Biomass and zinc content of mutant strains

B YR/ by B8R X E
5 mg TE/%  B/mg HE/%
HB521  65.9 260. 5 2.59 45. 4
HB522  76.2 301.2 3.43 60. 2
HB523  63.8 252.2 3.02 53.0
HB524  72.6 287.0 3.57 62. 6
HB525  56.4 222.9 1. 67 29.3
HB52  25.3 100.0 0.057 1.0
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BROHZE AYBEL REKRN 2~3 /4,3 H
HHLBRR M REHKRAN 30~60 fF, REHMENY
BEEESH. FEVMRRAEFEIBRA HB524
SRR ER. FREA HEREFEEFTHEY
BRE.FEMERSHMNE, REBRM pH EARNK
FE L, ATK 9.0 Ak, % KH, PO R BB A R 1E
pHE. IHENEHEREARH Zn(OH), B
RERESTESEN, BRI RE AN T BEXR
Bk,
2.2 FEEFEHESHUR

DHENMEFHHBERSNAERERE BR
BB a pHEB/NF 6, B3I FTTRHEZEN
BB FRED HBS24 ERRHE FRET KB
48 h BEER .,

F3 REUHBSUELRFARREPHEEFYR

Tab. 3 Effect of zinc concentration on zinc uptake of mutant

strain HB524
1:2:.3: ¥4 YR/ BhR/ 1=5:3°5

(mmol/L) (g/L) (mg/g) (mg/L)
1.0 8.72 1. 08 9. 42
2.0 6. 62 7.33 48. 52
4.0 4.93 11.58 57.09
6.0 1.36 12.14 16. 51
8.0 2.79% 15. 30 42.68

E:HRRBhBREAER ERKIFFRNEN 6 .

R 3IWBIER, HBs24 FEMERGTHAMR
FHEEEN. NYEHHOE YEFTHPEMN
5.0 g/L REBT RABEA R pHEN 8.5, HmMEE 1
mmol/L B BB & HA 1 mg/g &4 T R R4
WEMNFRIEFREAELBREAZE pH 3 BlRE. 4
MERNHE 7.17 mg/g. A LARMBHR T HE
VYRR, EXABREEENE, REP#%
HRAEKEHESE, HB24 EEEH P EHEAEFT
FEe,BH MR, 6 mmol/L BIFBHMAEREH
YRS LR 2020 L L, B S S5
RRAZFHENERE, MEFWRES 6 mmol/L,
2.3 EMERSMTMmMmERENERRXRARE

6 Bx FHFH 0% EMERIEK, S HIEE
#0,4,8,12 h AR E K 7= (AT 3 ABf[R] 5143 31
MA1,2,3 mmol/L BEE) A 6 mmol/L K5
FiEF S hMEEVEMEFR.ERVA L. B
CERMBRMEZHETAR &5 HX
HB524 A=Y BMEHFENE .

B 1 RT A, I e R B S W T SR BE R

AR, EXNENEREFRERL, SEYR
I A RS RO BRI TR, B
SR FH A5 B n 4 EPE O B & R B E] B O AL R BB
FEEMBEMEFRENFERMNESR. SHHSFE
HB524 I BEEFEG LAY EARRERHH B
R MESHEEERKEMXY., RUBRERK
ER A HB524 WRMEHFTETEHESE
H.
— 11
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Fig.1 Effect of the zinc feeding time on zinc uptake
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Fig. 2 Effect of the inoculum size on zinc uptake
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Fig. 3 Effect of the Brix of malt on zinc uptake

HEIAHM BEEEZFNARBEN MK,
HB524 4 ¥ B Z AT T W , T 40 i B 4% A9 86 1 20 S b
B BHARREEEMNEETANTHREES
RS, DR MEFFIEERT 6 Bx FHMAH
B, REFRECOHE, ZHETHREM—-EEHRAS
R EEA R B IR EEEN N
BREN-AES BEMEMERYTHRERS
EOaNREEE.

2.5 WEAR.RREBRENESHOEME

EZET 6 Bx FH M A4 FIR A % 8 (0, 25,
50,75,100 g/L) SR E M B BR & — 4 (0.5, 1.0,
1.5,2.0,2.5 g/LOM BEEAO W, &R LA 4~6,

BEER BB RN, HB524 4 Y BIFSE T,
T4 &SP RS BB E7E 50 g/L B A/ KA
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Fig. 4 Effect of glucose concentration on zinc uptake
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Fig.5 Effect of urea concentration on zinc uptake

o i T

2 S0r SSYLET S
= —— i -
®H 45 =
& S
] ]
- 40 &
~ P
2 s
el 3‘5 ‘.{‘F
s
koo

3.0
H 0 05 1 15 2 25

B R — 2L 9035 I Bt/ (g/L)

He BIBENBGEENEM
Fig. 6 Effect of KH, PO, concentration on zinc uptake
2.6 BORESFGNAKL
ERB HBS24 EEFHHHEREFNMEAE
VENEEER, EEXRITHETFITEI -4
AR, EREHRERRE 4.
F4 BEESEFNELTRR
Tab. 4 Orthogonal experiment for culturing of HB524

):d £9R/ BERE/ B8R
g ABCDETF lieoml) (mg/e) 8/mg
1 111111 0.79 5.56 4,39

2 112 2 2 2 0.81 6.23 5.05

3 1133 33 0.67 5.61 3.76

5 1 2 2 2 31 0. 86 6. 80 5.85
6 1 2 3 31 2 0.53 7.49 3.97
7 1 31 21 3 0.55 5.94 3.27
8 1 3 2 3 2 2 0.56 7.66 4.29
9 1 3 31 31 0. 66 4.67 3.08
10 2 1 1 3 3 2 0.60 7.92 4.75

1 21211 3 0.73
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#6H
2. X

B EYR/ BaE/ BEE
g ABCDETF eomly (mg/ey #/me

0. 83 5.52 4.58
0.75 4.21 3.16
0.52 6.35 3.30
0.74 3.66 2.71
0. 49 3.83 1.88
1.04 3.81 3.96
0.91 2.77 2.52
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i& J SPSS # {4 #9 Univariate Bt 3% 4 #H17
FESWMERES T, N ERE HE
BXNESLENERAAEEE(p<<0.05), KK
BMBEMRZ(p<0.1):;EENMNBEMAEE, Lk
HAREMEYR REEFR, BNERERRT
FHNER. BREMNFNENTREERHE
YR BE .

UEFABRIERN, BERERILN A B,
CD.EF, B RERAMRER, TUHERS
HB524 EEMIHFEMHN EFMN 4 Bx, HEH 25
g/LRE 1.0 g/L, B 45 0.5 g/L, AMEF
HoEME 10%,6 mmol/L FEAEEMS 0~4 h
WA, 8 8 EW 3% 130 mg/L, 53CER(9]#RE
) 133 mg/L # 4.

2.7 HENERBBERENSW

EYENSHETERSBEN NS ERERA®
ERHEN . REREERUEREBITRILEN
FH. fFH X 2% 8 S 51 A EDTA Xt
HB524 FREEHT AW RAE S,

5 EDTA MAXGEBHEEME
Tab. 5 Leaching of zinc with EDTA and water

FEBEEGR/ AREAE/ HRRE

&bgjij (mg/g) (mg/g) B&/%
EDTA &at 3.86 1. 82 31.97
EDTA &% 5. 36 0. 25 4.51

7K SR 2.54 2.92 53. 50
KE% 2.92 2.68 47. 84

MK SN, HBES5 EDTA BOBEHEMK,
AEBRMSLITNFRERRF; MKk 16 h 54
KBrFUBERKRE. RARGEREHENAR
AMBHHR, REH TRSEAME EHFTR
HEDTARSG BRI LHEBP. AEMK
PR ERERE SONU LN BB EARY: RY
6h)E, ARREFNGB AL, ARG THR

AR ZRERT AREEOHEFCESHSE
#0506 72 A B P73 BB B 7K Bk % R, 3X RUAT BB
RIETHMAH. X I AR AR AR B
HREFHWEFEEF D) TEHTTRIED
40 B0 308 328 1 398 R A SR AT L

AE-BRRABFHEHE GRS EHZK
THEEE SRBO R B 7 B A 230 AL 3 5 SR B
dfuEE, HMRAHR. Hp@s R RA %
80%0 A KA TE, ITERENEE, RS
RE M, NE 7,

o A
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B BERBUBHIERARLRER (40X16,A 1
A1h,B{EM 48 h)
Fig.7 Micrographs of mechanical ball milled yeast (40
X 16,A for one hour,B for 48 hours)

BEEE T 500 r/min fEFE 1 h, BEREER R 14%,
24 h B REPERRIK 95% ;48 h 5§ RET 4912 A
HEHEMRERR,.EELERARABUINE, THREHR
NERP KA T B RSHB 400 r/min BREE 24
h, R RBAEX D] 90% L E, HB524 2FEHH
BB EERESFESSELEMN 8L 455,
White 1 Gadd" AR, ZEA B4 4T ,60 %0 1
BRECTREP K2R S LN, BRERLT
EEERIERMRETNEENEARESS
PEFROAS . LA | 3088 7 3 DA ) I8 40 B 9
M7 HBs24 EHFTER, KESMNNELA R
H—BR.

3 W #®

DRBENEFHELYRMBAMERISE
FHRFREESMENER MBAMEEEREZ N
MBEMEFENT ARBEN SN T ERREFTAH
B, TREREZFH h R MRS HEERANER.

2) BREEYEV DABURRBE T 40 U Bk {2 A R R 9T 4%
MRS ESRERNERUAETFE, THRE4RE
RERBRUEZNEMEARRSBRENEER
FESNEGR. U BREEATHARPHMET

AN REGRESHEIRER.
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