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B OE:RF T HRERRBANEBA S B8 (CGTase) 0 F 1+ ¥ Sx B 4,2 16S rRNA &
ﬁ"z)‘#ﬁ,%@‘ﬁﬂllﬁiﬁéﬁﬁ/’f&%ﬁ.%ﬁ-fi%ﬁﬁf]ﬁﬁ ¥ 384 ¥ (Bacillus subtilis), st > 8%
FHEBFRUEFTHL. RAH. % 1 g/dL LN H 2 g/dL 35 %% £ %, pH 6.5,
30 'C,220 r/min,60 h #) &4 F, B # 5 & CGTase B &4 T4 5 596 U/ml; % 8 & 30~50 C,
pH 5.5~9.0 FH&H¥4%E, £ 50 C,180 r/min, pH 6.5,CGTase 8855 A% 1107 U/mL &4 F
#F 20 mg/ml. # 5 K444 48 h, 8 8 KBk P o) K b2 K 55 8 B K 09 1 AH (RA/SS) 44 1L 3T 49
0.45 L4 %] 0.53,
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Screening, Optimized Fermentation and Enzymatic Properties of
a Bacillus subtilis Producing Cyclomaltodextrin Glucanotransferase
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(1. Jiangsu Key Laboratory for Bioresource Technology, Nanjing 210046,China; 2. Key Laboratory for Microbial
Engineering, Nanjing Normal University, Nanjing 210046 ,China)

Abstract: A Bacillus subtilis with high cyclomaltodextrin glucanotransferase (CGTase) activity
was screened and identified on the basis of physical characterization, 16S rRNA sequence analysis
and neighbour-joining tree. The optimized conditions of CGTase production were obtained: 1 g/
dL maize starch, 2 g/dL defatted soybean, 30 C, pH 6.5, 60 h. 5 596 U/mL CGTase activity
was achieved using submerged fermentation, The CGTase activity remained stabilization at the
temperature 30 ~ 50 C. After stevioside (20 mg/mL) was incubat‘ed' 48 K with 1 119 U/mL
CGTase under the condition of 50 'C,180 r/min, pH 6. 5, the ratio of RA/SS increase from 0. 45
to 0. 53. .
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RAYHF S A KA, SR LW, HpLUFH
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WIFENHRARIERC ), EEFRRFRITH
(Bacillus macerans) s B M ZEHFF B (Bacillus ther-
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FIeEFNFEERBFRITEMEEFR
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Fig.1 Chemical structure of stevioside and Rebaudioside A

1 EHhbEEHLk

1.1 Bk
ZEMAFH Sx, Xb, Nx, Nx2, Bl, Yxb, Jx, 902,
. 903, Xy, X6, fF T ELRENE KT S5HF.
1.2 BER '
, FERBIERE. TEEER 1 ¢/dL. BB K
. 0.5g/dL, B2 &% 0.5 g/dL, K, HPO, 0.1 g/dL,
MgSO, » 7TH,0 0. 02 g/dL,%ifig 2 g/dL; pH 7.0,
REEMERE . EXEN 1 /L. EAKO.5
g/dL,. & 0.5 g/dL.,K,HPO,0. 1 g/dL,MgSO,
*+7TH,;00.02 g/dL;pH 7. 0.

.2" HHEF ik

2.1 ##

2.1.1 #HHKES>50%) HBEMERERER
FRA R4,

2.2 mEARY MEEASY KLK2: 8
RERFREARARRE; AN g K713, L
R AR RAERA AR,

2.2 ik

2.2.1 BAHER ZEREFEER S hWERK
A K713 XM & B DNA., B F 16S tRNA

BB MM EE R YR K15 —aactgaagagttt-
gatcctggete-3', K2, 5'~ tacggttacctigttacgactt — 3,
SR FARBFE 16S rDNA # 2~25 nt f11 479
~1 500 nt,

PCR [Z i f& & (50 pL): 10 X PCR & s ¥ 5
uL,dNTP(5 mmol/L)1 puL,10 pmol/L 5|47 ITS4
FIITSS & 1 uL, 4% DNA 2 uL(20 ng),Taq B
1.5 U, mAK# % 50 uL, PCR R &M HR:94 CH
A8 ¥ 5 min J§,94 'CZ# 1 min,59 CiE A 1 min,
72 "CEEM 1 min, 3t 30 PMEIF,72 CHEM 10 min,
2.2.2 HAHE 250 mL W=AMBEENER
50 mL, M TF 30 'C,220 r/min 1B IE 1
#F, BT BPE 1 mL,6 000 r/min BS.{> 10 min, | ¥
WA AL R R '
2.2.3 CGTase 8 #MME B 10 L BYURKR
BB, WA 0. 2 mol/L H 2 #-NaOH-NaCl 2 s
W(pH 9.0) 0.2 mL, BMASREEREK 0.2
mL, ¥ %, F 40 'C/K % 10 min, SLEFHIA 0.5 ml/L
FERG 0.5 mL RIERM.ARBIMA 0.005% BHE
@9, FIEHAZ K N B, KRB R 3 B,
#E 700 nm F & T E R EE (OD), — NG A
PLRE X RERKE TR 0ONHER., TR,

— A EGIEE B (U/mL) = (a—b)/a X 1000 X
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Ko BT RBBCHEE 6 FRERHRICE.
2.2.4 CGTaseBiti4tit WMIMBRETHHRE
WEBE 20 L B, AEFEWIAE pH 6.5,/
ARBREZELCEREEER 10 mLOER CG-
Tase B§E AWM E R 5536 U/mL, MY RARKE
3 20 mg/mL),50 'CF 180 r/min ¥4k 48 h, #1k
GRE, Bl mL REBEMA 4 mL ZF, &% 5
min, A& 2 min EHERERBFENRRER K
B¥%, AT HPLC b,
2.2.5 #HK%R  Agilent 1100 B IEHEE
4% , Kromasil-NH, (4. 6 mm X 250 mm) & j% &,
KM P K 210 nm, F SR ERSEK 80 H
ZIEKEBE,H#EN 1.0 mL/min,

3 RELSERSE

CA-1390- 1 ZHEERRESH TS, LRI
HHMRA A H 1 s GNP-9080 KR {ER M L
BRELRBEARAAH E; HD-930 RA AR
SRR AAKREB T EEFLRNE MG ES

SIS EEXKRKER: HA TOMY A F#&E; UV- -

9200 BB SN ET WA J RV - SR FR A 44T AR
F i 1& ; FA1004 8 F 43 47 K. Ll KF {028 )
#;HH-2 HRERAKBHR: FMELLRMEH
7 5 Agilent 1100 2 iBUAH 2.3 1 : Agilent 22 R] il i 5
H 37 H600 BVE ST H185: H 4 Hitachi 23 R il .

4 BREHH®

4.1 FEHEHKNGE

4.1.1 CGTase®g&E6y @£ FERTH LAEMNERY
LBRET-MERITE, EWHHER LR K%
# 8 Sx,Xb,Nx,Nx2,Bl, Yxb,Jx,902,903,Xy,X
BRRESERMEREFE LRE RBFTEE
BB /N P R A 4 Bk R RE D R W EF R
Sx,Nx2,Jx,903, %% 4 BREHEM P M R Pk
%,%Wﬂl#?ﬂﬂ% CGTase E&ﬁ&v%%ﬂf 1,

F1 4HFRITET CGTase HAFE

Tab.1 CGTase activities of four Bacillus sp. strains

CGTase (U/mL)
Ll 24 h A 48 h
Sx 543 3983
Nx2 732 2 896
903 388 1226
Jx32 360 3174

mELAR, X 4 BRFMRTFEHE™ CGTase
MERIBE S, P L Sx RN B SR E R R, =R R
HER.2BFWE, SXEEALEKTFR. EHE
FEEEFHNEEGO KRG, GEBR/N KT
BREY%. Sx Bk EMNTETHARESRAE 2.

2 FHATE Sx( X 6000) A4

Fig.2 Morphological characteristics of Bacillus Sx

KT SxBHRTBE NIRRT FELRU Sx
BIRRTE B IE X R 3% 24T 16S rRNA %58,
4.1.2 16SRNA AR WAL AZAARE £
K183 Sx B # 16S rRNA FF KK X 1 407 bp,
GenBank FHWEFE R, ZEHSHEFRTH
(Bacillus subtiliis) FF 3| B B YERE) 99% . B N-J
REEFWLE DR, ZW (SO 5HEFRA
BILEBE—232.

Bacillus subtilis strain Fs32b
Bacillus subtilis strain 3425

SX

Bacillus subtilis strain SCEL02
Bacillus subtilis strain CGMCCI18
Bacillus pumilus CICCHLJQ90
Bacillus licheniformis KL-164
Bacillus amyloliquefaciens
Bacillus megaterium partial
Bacillus cereus

Bacillus mycoides BGSC6A420
Bacillus weihenstephanensis100
-Bacillus thuringiensis
Geobacillus stearothermophilus
Brevibacillus brevis CICCHLJQS51 |
-Bacillus polymyxa

Bacillus halodurans strain XJRML
yporolactobacillus laevis
Clostridiumsepticum strain CNM1
Clostridiumsepticum CNM1300 06
Bacillus firmus CECRI-9/07

0.05

B3 FRAERDHIWHRET 16SrRNA FFH N-J R
%% B B ,
Fig. 3 Neighbour-J(;ining Aree based on internal transcrip-

tion sequence some Bacillus strains
M GenBank rh 3R 4 Bk 4l 5 2F A1 4F B 0 3 10
FHERN 16 M HAMFE 16s (RNA FFI A THE
REREN. BES 4 B EFRFHLERRA
—SXHREKREEERIT HAERREELS
G477 5 SE B N W B 2F AT B (Bacillus subti-
lis),
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Fig.4 Time course of CGTase production by Bacillus
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subtilis Sx

HE 4T, FHFE SxERFE UL EHE
CGTase BEfYIEMH, ZE 60 h ZHTBMERE L F, &
60 h 4k =Bk FAE FiE(4 152 U/mL). 2588
WA TR BEELEN 24 h AEREE
3000~3 500 U/mL 4, BB ZE R E
HEH.

HAl.-BHN A X CGTase I EF K £ H
ERMERTFE, K ERKRELE 2 000~4 000
CU/mL™, WK S AESNRAEEBR AN
Bk 7-12, 2@ M KR 40 h 5, P EEIE H M5 400
U/mL, 7€ 10 L % & B o 8§ 18 ¥ 77 35 5 820
CU/mLY, R E BN S 5 R P 7 R
B4 152 U/mL, Rt F B KHHE .

4.2.2 BERESERFBH YR ERBEMMER

HERHERE DT AR . SRERR . EXK

VEB A R 2 0 RE M L MR TR, B Sx BT b

Bk 60 h, MBI E B KB ERAE 2.
%2 FERE Sx EHEHHKH

Tab.2 Effect of the carbon source on the CGTase activity of

Sx strain

BE CGTase {&J1/(U/mL) #H&/(X10° 4/mL)

ABHES - 3639 31,52
SRERER 464 4.86
EXER 4 152 40. 60
EECE 3 904 28.23
i3 4 106 27.62
B 4024 32.23

MR2AH,BREN Sx WEBEHNEREEN
., BEIR 60 h g, LLEKIEH R AU & h Bk
BEFNBINBEERR. FERE-MEEFR
AWK B U, TE 9 U 3 B A K T LU IR A
4.2.3 RABRMEKRTGGYH ERBEMESR
R L, AL 2 g/dL WEHKF . BEE . HE
BOERE EMB . AR EI, B Sx BREF
60 h G E W RMEH, SR ALEK 3.

M3k 3 AT, LU MM O R B, BBk A 7 B
BB B . TR PR B A0 BR K AR S A, U A
BANEA Bl ELE UG HE I RE.

%3 TRARBEMNEHT@ROHKR
Tab,3 Effect of the different nitrogen source on the produc-
tion of CGTase

B#B  CGTase & H/(U/mL) H&/(X10° A/mL)

E4=1:3 901 12,75
ﬁﬂ# 2015 17.65
Rk 4 201 30.75
EXRE 690 15,05
il 823 371 2.89

RE 97 0.02

4.2.4 BESEHRFHO Y0 ERBERMERF
HEyRME 1 g/dL B EXERM 2 g/dL W T
ﬁ%ﬁﬁ%ﬁﬂﬁﬁ,?ﬁﬁ Sx ﬁﬁvﬁ 25,30,35,40
‘CF 57,60 h J5 BORE I 2 BRI 01, S R LK 4.
*4 BEXEETHHEE
Tab.4 Effect of temperature on CGTase activity of Sx

BE/C CGTase & #1/(U/mL)
25 4 764
30 5 233
35 3 490
40 2163

B 4 B, Bk Sx 7E 30 C ATk, i

HHBRE.A5233 U/mL. EBREMNAS, BIE
ATHEHE,E 40 CRBIEERZ 2 163 U/
mL, FEBRES R AR, FEERYE0 C
#17.
4.2.5 M pHUES R EHOYH HERER
RHEFROER E, 1 g/dL B EKRER F 2
/AL T B I REMER, S B K ERF W H
pH R RSP IE, DL E R E AR IR R
FERET AR 60 h, U EME N  BZRAES.
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Tab.5 Effect of pH on CGTase activity of strain Sx

pH{E CGTase 7§ J1/(U/mL)
5.5 3 665
6.5 5 596
8.0 ) 4 207
9.0 2 846

Hi1% 5 AT, MR APk pH {H 6.5 8, Br
72 CGTase Y IEMHERE N 5596 U/mL,
4.3 BHRFTF CGTase Byt
4.3.1 BABEIHE HNERZBF CGTase B
FEA R B T B9R8E o  H JL B 7= B VR 7E R R 8 BE

TR 30 min, Jil & FRMEY, SR LA 5.
100

WX BT N/%
8

ol ! L [ S J
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BT

Hs BEXNBREENOKSE
Fig.5 Effect of temperature on CGTase stability

B 5 AT W, % B BT 7= CGTase BEFE 30~50 C
MEEBEANRARERS, BEAZA RN, B
S TR,

4.3.2 pH {i*f CGTase BiE R ¥a 1M
AR pH HKE P T 40 CRIR 30 min, il E
BABESE SR LA 6,

g1 6 AT ,CGTase ZEFE pH 5.5~9. 0 M
FHENEBREE, B CGTase Xt pH HERME
EET B AR REE.

4.4 CGTase Bix} KR

%45 4L BOBURE 4T HPLC 4047 , B 35 W WP

f RA/SS HIEMEEILBTRY 0. 45 EFHK 0.53,18%

& % 3k (References) :
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Fig. 6 Effect of pH on CGTase stability

T 17%, B BB P RA () Lo 938 o {2
HEH. EEFEAETAFEAMHERARA
RUEMEEFERL M GT-1 MBI,

- IR SS & BB N ALRY)  7E pH 6. 5, B K

55 C,¥ 3} 200 r/min B &4 T 44k 12 h, £ &
EHARE BT - RA/SS i LM AT UM S 4L 8T 19
0.29 FAERAFM 106U, ABFR A F KA
Sx i i) CGTase BEFT 8Bt TR 24U A K BT H
B RA SROMEHE BRHELERHER.

5 & &

D &4HEREENE SIS 16S rRNA
XEHREREWN IV EEFTIEFENT ™
CGTase M T H Sx MM I M E F AT H
(Bacillus subtilis) ,

2) # 1 g/dL EHXRFEH,2 g/dL TH#H,30 C,
pH 6.5, %8 60 h B &1 T, % E ™ CGTase B
B35 5 596 U/mL, FEGHRA, TUEBR
pH EH &K THIT.

3) F7® CGTase M7E 30~50 C,pH 5.5~9.0
HHEENERRFRENEE, BERT 50 CH,
BENTHRAS.

4) # 50 'C,180 r/min, pH 6.5 FT#4L 48 h,
FHEWMBEA P RA/SS LM ILATH 0.45 &
F+34 0. 53,
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