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Tl Ak 5 W 5% BF (Saccharomyces cerevisiae YH] AR
X B AR RS i B (S, cerevisiae )S288C 1Y T i & it
I (Alcohol dehydrogenase I,Adhlp) A #ff 5% XF 4,
S SR R 8 v & TN A iU P AR S PO i
AW BN LU T LB e o, DA DR B
B G H G 1) 205 440 LA B il 2 P JB 0 B 4 8t Dy v B
WHHRE

1 MRERE
1.1 #REIRHF
LIl EPES Bk BRI B B: (Saccharomyces
cerevisiae )S288C. , B Il ¥ 1} (Saccharomyces cere-
visiae) HJ. K B (Escherichia coli)BL21
(DE3) Jiki pESI-T Fl pET-28a(+) , ¥ A 52 56
BIRAF . TR & SN IEPUPE R R B AN BE & A
& RV AR (1 BT R H SRR R AR,
1.1.2 K5 T4 DNA & DNA R 5 Nde
I NI BamH I WY1 , 5% & ThermoFisher Sci-
entific 22 7] ; DNA BB AL UK [l fieaa0) & (2l i
DNA FrB) Boki/h g 2 BORR &, RAR AR LB
(Abm0) A BRA A EEREE R R DR B R 2R, P
&3 B LE B Ay () SR 5 A IR W s Akl [ 24
e P 2 iR A BRA W) 5 28 S AR Wl R i 3%
B-NADH  Z [ it 2 g WKk TPTG, L= fl i T /f
R By A IR W) 5 e il5n 24 ok 3 A i A Ak
§5:971 8
12 N&FE5EE

AKTA pure & H2i4L £ 48 His Trap™ HP(1
mL) (3%, 36 [H GE 2wl ; =k #6 J& PCR X, 7T
I K 5 B A T AILAGEE B B0 A BR 23 7] 5 Amicon—
Ultra—15 #3845 (15 mL, 30 ku), 3€ [E Milipore 2
] 5 AL, SE [ SONICS&MATERIALS 2>
H BRI WA AN, 25 18 Bio—Rad 23 1],
1.3 F7iE
13,1 Bl DA 2 46 MR TR %2 BE (Saccha-
romyces cerevisiae )S288C Fl ¥ I [ £} (Saccha-
romyces cerevisiae) H) WARTETG LG, HEFh 2 B2
REIZ Ky R &G B (yeast extract peptone dex-
trose, YPD) HiFRAErh 28 °C 180 r/min Z 1 T #;
Feid W o AE ODgonn K F 2.0~3.0 1, 5.0 ICEE T
A, 2 B 7 5 2 e s 1 i B R R PR 4

1.3.2 B EEG Adhlp 25T 51 5 = 4E 4549 53
B (0 B I R R TR £ IR 55 4% SWISS-—
MODEL (https : /swissmodel.expasy.org/) ¥4 £ 5 i
2B Adhlp () = AESE ALY A5 HCIR] 5 A AR A
fdi F§ DNAMAN T H 347 2 FL /2 J5 51 LUt 43 07 il
It i PyMOL $ 4R35 17 & A &5 48 7 B,
fdi FH SnapGene T H2E47 ORL IS 34T
1.3.3 FHEAFUR A E AR YE IR R S288C
J¥ %1 (NCBI Gene ID: 854068) F1 % i £ HJ
{140 A 7 T S 50 T L I ADHLL 4 5 IX 7 41 4% 3 51
Y, EFEHAEK N 1047 bp, LIEBIHFES] .5 -
GGGAATTCCATATGATGTCTATCCCAGAAACTCA
=3’ T UWEEl W ¥ 5 .5 -GGATCCTTATTTA-
GAAGTGTCAACAA -3, FRIZEF55 %N Ndel
H BamHI W B VIO, 510 A= T A% TR ( |k
T ) B A A7 B2 /5 B

FIH Ndel #1 BamHI BR il 14 73 VI il %1 pESI-
T-S288C-ADHI 1 pESI-T-HJ-ADH 1 J5i ki i 17
XUEFO) I s 5 LR ™=, T4 Bk H 2k
725 pET-28a (+) %5 i KL i 4% #4) H pET-28a
(+)-S288C-ADHI F1 pET-28a (+)-HJ-ADHI
TR SR 3 B RS D) 90 UE K T 2 R
AKIHFFEE BL21 (DE3) /832 2 4 ™, 356 B BH
PSEREE, 18 S A 50 pg/mL RIREE R K LB Wk
AR B h i O IR, B ROE 25O R AR )
BHE A B0 P %0E 38, T -80 CH I 12 i .
1.3.4 20 TR B 1Y 755 3 38 FORE TV 179 35 B
W R B PR S R TR, 43 ol 4 e 81 5 ¢ o o Ak
50 pe/ml RABEE R () LB WA R 3k rh (B2 fb
& 1%),37 °C 170 v/min JR3% K5 5% 12 h, K iGLir
(IO e B2 T 50 mIL 2 4 R N 50
pe/mL RAP R A TB WK 5= &b (F2 b &=
5%),37 °C 170 v/min %} 5% 3 h, A S
IPTG Z AW N 0.5 mmol/L, [KiEZE 25 Cis T
12 h,

IR W 2 T B O L4 °C 12 000 r/min 5
L> 10 min & FW, WAEDTTE R K, FH 0.2 mol/L #
1 2% #p R %5 W (phosphate buffer saline, PBS)(pH
7.5) VRV 2 W, AT E R RAA , DKV S5 44 T M R
W e GE RS 45 1F . 400 W, TAE 1s, [aIBG 2 s, SRR
IF[H] 30 min) , B 22 1R R BT 16, 4 °C 12 000
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B B B-OR LB A R IR R BRI EHE T 0% R Rk BB A 85

r/min &0 20 min WA B, BV EE W , B8 R 30 FT
T o BE R B — 3R N M T M 6 K H UK (Sodium
dodecyl sulfate polyacrylamide gel electrophore-
sis, SDS-PAGE )41,

1.3.5 HHFEMEMN 4tk R H AKTA pure %
o B aiAk B A N 1 mL/min, 25522 b
BOHRAE AT P, AR 5 mlL B9 BEOHLER, 10
FEAE R BRI Uk 10 22 pP R FEAT R PE TR, dJm 2
B G RO BR AT RO . J3 T SCER 0 A £ 2
F, ] SDS-PAGE 46l 5 I3 2 11 A 53 1 Jo o K/
e R WS R Ve R CE T IEE T 4 C,
4 000 r/min #5.0> 30 min L EL W4 & 35 AR I
& H Bradford 3>,

1.4 EERiSEE Adhip MEEFEMR S

141 BB Adhlp BRI E S35 Aot
O BE I € S i NADH 7E 340 nm A ) W' (6 728
PEAH ODsso ™o BN A F8 AL G 9 E D 20 mmol/
L. Na,HPO,~NaH,PO, Z& #" ¥ (pH 7.5),0.35 mmol/L
NADH 2 mmol/L B JEEY)FALRE . K GG S A 5
15 37 CHEE 5 min, A5 B TG E T 328
Fa s Jm Sr B A Sl JF 5 i H 0, SOBE 15 min, 75
| ODsugp, TR XUWTE

VxODsom 10
xexb

Ao V——I B AR R AR (mL) 5 OD 50—
WG Ot BE 25 {H 50— W B [8] (min) ;e——NADH
F8) JBE IR T O B2 80[6.22%10° L/ (mol »min) ] ;6——%
F(ecm),

1 AEEIS P (U) 2 XA 1 min W20 1
wmol Y4 NADH T 19 i & . LS (U/g) i
Sy g Tl T LA ) I T A0
1.42  pH {E X B S B Adhlp B 16 /52 ) K H:
FaoE e WS W pH A /9 22 vh i - 20 mmol/L
Na,COs-NaHCO; Z& i (pH 9.0~10.0) .20 mmol/L
Tris —HC1 2% #f & (pH 8.0~9.0) .20 mmol/L
Na,HPO,~F7 15 R 2% vh il (pH 3.0~8.0), 5% pH
(B B U AdhLp B RS2, BRI 2
B PR pH E M AR R T M H 5 min
Ja S BN 40 wL (2R R B R 2 50 pg/mL) 1Y
4lifif . Adh1p™ i = BTG T € LR 100% , T
N pH B R feail R pH AE . A 0F 52 B B

U (pmol/min)=

Adhlp 0y pH HEEME, Kol W & 76 A W pH
(B2 MR R 1 b, 00 5 AR TS, Adh1p™C f i
() BTG T 7 SR 100% , F25%F R /9 pH 8 fefa
pH A 22 i 2 B U Adhp () pH—FH X i 5
K,
1.4.3 TR BEN SR Adhlp B G 095 K H
EVE SRR G RN AR R AR fE pH
B FWE 5min J5, AR EE(15,20,25,30,
35,40,50,60,70 C) 254 T f Bt AUl Adhlp
(TS . Adh1p™C 5 i i B o R 100% , HoxT
N7 ) T B Ry B N L K AR A
Adhlp B 53 0 78 A 6] 19 3 B2 (20, 30,35,40,50,
60,70 C)H i E 1 h, 78 fcid S pH E R BE 2%
0 7 R A R X S o Adh 1 p™C B Y S
TE LR 100% , FHoRT I 0 i B e feo B . 2231l
L B SR Adhp A I B —AF X il 1% P27
1.4.4 BB AR Adhlp M3 1222580 UL 0~5
mmol Y28 £ 18 Fl £ 1 Ry JIC W) it A7 I~ 2l 7 2 ot
58 Ml Origin 344X BT 31 B4 A 73R et
[ =281 1) A3 55 18] s (Lineweaver—Burk ) 31
B Ko, Vi A1 ki K o
1.4.5  HIMIE VS I A v 7= ) 6f BTG () 52 LR 2
TN T R W, 4 S A il IR 2R v Jom ACAS [ 4%
B B2 (0~20% ) FIR 21 (0~300 mg/L) , I
SE B E . R IR a0 W £ BE R OR O BE Y
Adh1p™*¢ BB E 53 5 LR 100% 2 il 5 20 i
JI U Adh1p 19 159 5T~ 6F T I
1.5 H\EHTALIE

>R FH R RS B AZASORT R Uk BT iR AT A b o il
Origin 2019 344X &4l #1748 i+ 73 H7 |, GraphPad
Prism 8.0.2 #£17 i M 22 5407,

2 BR55H
21 ERSE AN NEERFISRRREE
e AR

¥ ADHI™ /)28 12 7 51 5 A SWISS-MOD-
EL 72 IR 55 4% , R R A 45 S &2 B, ADH 1™ 5 R
T B BB SUE T (PDB . 4W6Z) (A BB ik
98.85% , 5 LL i i bE Sk 19 £F (Komagataella phaffii)
GS115 By Lk 1A B it =0 [7) T/ 1II(PDB:5YAT)
FIARLLBE 35 72.91% , Raj S5PIF 53 b 7 115 1
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2B 1(PDB.4W6Z) J& i 347 A~ 2 Jk 1% 5% B 21 1t
() ELA 4 AT 52 B 0 [R) U5 O SR AR, AN X R B
B 4 IR S | HES AR Bl — SR AA
Bl 2a U7, di i b 2 RN H R R AR
JIL I DU AR, D R A AR I s ) AN X R A A
2 AT S AL AR G I 254 . 254 rh A 45 8
ANEEE T IR 1 TR, RIS A IR AL 45 A 1
T VED, RiF%EE (Cys—43 Cys—153 His—66 1 Glu-
67) , 25 ke % 45 4 5k 3 (Cys—97 .Cys—100,Cys—103
Il Cys=111), 2,2,2— =35 £ BEAY 2 LA 28 LA DY T
K15 Cys—43,Cys—153 Fl His—66 Bt i 12 241k
BE L, AHSL, B R A G 00 L A 45 5 4l
fiti, #EALFES Cys—43 . Cys—153 His—66 Fll Glu-67
R IR +h B AT S8 B W S |E A7 o 3 5 Glu—
67 55 5FBYAR AR K 23 R #E K | TR I 1) 15 A 52
Bes

BETN PRPRNELL]

HI-ADH1.mt . S[IEHNE]
4W6Z txt B |PIETQ
SYAT mt

Consensus sipetqkgvi fyeshgkl eykdi pvpkpkanellinvkysgvch

e, WK 2b fs MR EE R KR 1) Gly-177~Gly-
183 Fl Val-268~Gly-Met—270 7 i fitf NAD, Asn—
31~Ala—136 Jy e b it i S T 2549 N ¥, Gly—
181~Ala—309 Bk BE NGB [ 4549 C i, iKY
G 2 Fis . JLAS KA B K 5% & Trp-
55 . Trp—93 Met-271 il Tyr—295 7=/ 1 4~ i ]
ZEONIE ), TN T 8 A B R B AU Adh1p!
P25 X B, 2 R 7 51 i A DNAMAN
ook A7 A UE P B X ek B ,ADHIY Rl 4WeZ
(ADHI™%¢) 5 5L 12 )7 5 E A s 58 (V-T), 127 (Q-
E),147(Q-E), 151 (I-V) &b 4 DB A %=
St o TR STt 110 A S 0 e v A 235 4 S 2 i, il
il 235 5 8 A 358 (SR A W A LA Ak 85 g 350 A £k
TG M 235 4 358 ( SUR A ) T ML AL 5 A R ) | %l Tl 45
G &R B Rossnman #7178, BE 1@ 1o 2 FL R 4% 5t

100
Ng 100

Znl g

HI-ADH1.txt Pe] 3 ALK ANT A% S GABVGGLGS LAY 201
4WEZ txt A BQG 18 §al 201
SYATae GST QevATADANCA [Pl L Caci|TvKAL AR I e vV AI[s G A gy 0
Consensus eycel gnesncphadl sgythdgsfqqy davqaahi pqgtdlaevapil cagitvykalksanl maghwvaisgaa

= %] u

m m *
HI-ADH1 tt Ef ILF RYI J§CF TKIFKDIf VEE VB KEITIBG GE'E 302
4W6Z xt FRE!I J§DF TKISKDIf VER VBKEITIDG GE'E 302
SYAT.txt G F VEEL] M OF TRIK DR VES VO I TN G Qi3 H 302
Consensus ggegkeel frsi ggevfidftkekdivgavl katdggahgvinvsvseaaieastryvrangttvlvgmpagakcesdvfngqvvksisi vgsyvgnrader
HJ-ADH1.txt 346
4W6Z mt 346
SYAT .t 346
Consensus

TE o 28 S R IR 0 Zn | MEAL P45 15 R IL A 5 008 PR s BRI  Zn2 - 5 K B 45 45 SR AL 45 1 09 15 R 0 5 B

1 SEBF I E

Fig.1 Comparison of amino acid sequences

(a)Adh1p™ Y5 (A4 4

(b)Adhl1p" HLEE AL
2 =HEMEINE

Fig.2 3D structure simulation
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3B B B-K LB A R R R BE B AR 1 097 R Ak BB AR 87

B BE 5 R A TR R AR B (NAD+
NADH ) %5 & e B i AU L, AL TE R 25 IR as &
PIHEACTE M Zo* B SR Z IR WM S &, XS
PRI R /INAR B | i A 305 e 5 g ) i R 0
A IREE R 60% , il 255 4 b 3 4090 Mlejnek
SGEPUE A LR R LT S 1Y 143~283 N B 45 A
DR, BE R AR 5L Y 41 1 1~142 F1 284~336 i
ARG PE X, 45 4 Zhang 25P2%F [ 307 78 B4 % [ 1
GS115 11 2 hr 44 1 I & /i [7] T 111 KpADH3
(PDB:5SYAT)#F5E , Tl 2= 5 & JL 12 vl e Ao T i
fRiE PE DR, X AT g S B A G Adhlp 1Y
=W A e
22 BEHFRNEREHEE

DL v 9 W RF HJ RO T % £F S288C Y cDNA
AR, E TR H SRR B IR
PR 5 v A 37 g 43 591 51 AN B VI #5 BamH 1 Fl

M 1 2

Nde 1, 2 TA 5ibEJ5, 44 pESI-ADHI™ Fi
pESI-ADH I | 251 ¥% PCR B i ) B 55 161,
Lk 45 SR UL B 3a, 3 Xt pESI-A DHI™ il pESI-
ADH ¢ 5 pET28a 73 k% o0 #v filg Y1) F1 g w10, 3%
PEREEAL SRR EAL TR, B H T A KB
W BL21(DE3)J& , e JE P T/ 1 15 44 4 pET-28a
(+)-ADHI" 1 pET-28a(+)-ADHI™¥¢ | H4) 1 53 7
H D) 90 IE 1 R VK 4 25 R AN B 3b TR AL
K AR 2 XUV IS AE 5 000 bp #1000 bp B i 34
WL — 447, Hidf 5000 bp BT 4 #4A& pET-
28a 2547, 1 000 bp B iy H W IE R 454, 42050
S MR A= W R 20 w0 e M S H AR, R B
ZE RN AR LT, 55 U, pET-28a
(+)-ADHI™ A5 UL 1l 4, B 5K ADHT
B G UIA 5 BamH 1 F1 Nde 1,pET-28a (+)-
ADHI™ 2K} 6 383 bp,

15000 bp —»

10000 bp —*

5000 bp —» 7500 bp —

5000 bp —
3000 bp —

2000 bp — 2000bp —
1500 bp —
1000 bp —

750 bp —» 1000 bp —
500 bp —
250 bp —
100 bp —»

250 bp —

(a) (b)
7E:(a):M:DNA Marker; ¥k 1.2:pESI-ADHI™ F1 pESI-A DHIZPCR 414 7=y Jk 4, (b) :M. DNA Marker; kil 1% Jiki pET—
28a FLRFY) ;2. pET-28a~ADH ™ Hf§ U] ;3. pET-28a~A DH ™ MLl 1)) ;4. pET-28a~ADHI"BamH 1 + Nde 1 A E§ Y% IIE ;5. pET-
28a—ADHI™*BamH 1 + Nde 1 XS EFYI4IE
B 3 EH A EKEIEE

Fig.3 Electrophoretic verification map of recombinant plasmid

23 EAEMESRESHBEANL H 15 2 alifk (3% 15 6a, i 5% AKTA Pure {X &%

FA R ART ADHI BEH 4w 6% 341 A2 5L,
M it U Adhlp 1953 F BTt 29 36.8 ku, # 4 £ ik
FARSL PR RIA R 42.6 ku,, HLEGE SDS-PAGE %54
WE 5 iR, 16 43 ku A0 FFAE 45405 8L, 15 i)
W 1 4 i — 3, T BTG I R A BRI
21 TR P R AU Adhlp B,

Ak B 38 3 o A2 AT AR Ay B Al Ak B 1 R

R BT AR RS, A5 R ORI AE
2 20%A4k , Bl 100 mmol/L WK 14 (1% 1 82 £k 2% v i T
O R — a0 | DX AL S R B AT
HEUE B O WA T K T R R B R S SDS-
PAGE %5 £ /8 Adh1p™¢ Fl Adhlp™ &1 i ¥ 1€
42.6 ku KA B — 4540 BRI H I 2508 .
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pET-28a(+)-HJ-ADH1
6383 bp

B 4 pET-28a(+)-ADHTY FHL B
Fig4 Plasmid map of pET-28a(+)-ADHIY

100

T T
—— mAU
Elution’

80

180

460

140

120

)
AR
Volume/mlL

(a)

15

35

180 ku —
130 ku —

100 ku —

72 ku —
55ku —

43 ku —

34 ku —
26 ku —

17 ku —

I :M:Protein Marker; ¥k 1. 25 ik pET-28a; ¥k i 2.
Adh1p" B 5 VKT 3 Adh1p™C A B

5 HEBREORKE

Fig.5 Protein electrophoresis of crude enzyme solution

180 ku —
130 ku —
100 ku —

72 ku —
55 ku —
43 ku _,
34 ku —
26 ku —

17 ku —

(b)

s (a)2lifb %I K 5 (b)M. Protein Marker; JK3E 1; Adh1p™® LB ; Uk 18 2. Adh1p™ A B ; k8 3. Adh1p ™ 40 i i ; Pk

4:Adhlp" SEFE .
& 6

F ik a2 E

Fig.6 Purification process of enzyme solution

2.4 BEESE Adhlp BB MR

2.4.1 BEWLEEE Adhlp (988 0 pH (H AfTES &
PRI SE R LW Adhlp (4 50E W pH {E N

7.5, 855 E 7a iR fE pH 3.0~7.5 Y5 R IS
B pH (E M THE e @, 24 pH (E R T 7.5, BigG
B . Adhlp R E pH AN 7.5, B Tb %
A B 6 S0 Adhlp 78 pH 7.5~8.0 B[ & 1 h
J& A 4x 80% LA E i, Ho AdhIp™ i % AH X
B T Adh1p™C; 7 pH 3.0~5.0 M ZZ bl i &
2 h 5, FIAEEEAS 2 40% , i B B S Adhlp
FEH I pH MBI 2600 T R E |

242 BEERE Adhlp YR 52N R AR E T

RIES R, Adhlp M 5EE MR R 40 °C,
Adhlp™ {15 (231.51 Ulg) tb Adh1p™¢©(203.48
Ulg) @ 13.79% ., 4558 WE 8a Fin , 15~40 CiuH
BTG B IR A T T R, MR R T 40 °C i
N R, Adhlp 19 AR 2 R 30 °C, [ 8b
T WA Adhlp 75 20~35 CHXMFMEH 1 h
J& AT 4 80% LA F (R | 24 I = T 35 CHY
G T A TEL 5 2 0 R T 60 CCHN | 3R A% il S
2 30%.,
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120 | ... Adn1pHJ
100}
80}
60|
40}
20}

AF XS it 17
Relative activity of enzyme/%

(a) ANTR) pH R BE 26 A7F T A i

1201 | Aan1pS288C

100} -~--»AdhlpHJ

80}
60}
40}
wl 7

X T
Relative activity of enzyme/%

pH
(b) AR pH K 25411 T i A

B7 BEliSEEAREpHEMpH EREN
Fig.7 Optimum pH and pH stability of alcohol dehydrogenase

I
< 140} —a— Adh1pS288C
% 1200 3 - Adh1pHJ
g f
e 100+
2 . 80
= =
=2 60F
<~ O A
T o40p e
[
2 20}
E
k5] 0 I L I 1 1
&= 20 30 40 50 60 70
i
Temperature/C

(a) AN [ FEE 2 IO 2% 1 AR Al

120 —— Adh1pS288C
= --e--Adh1pHJ
100 "
80
60

40
20

."‘\_

R X it T
Relative activity of enzyme/%

20 30 40 50 60 70
R
Temperature/C

(b) AN [ i B2 2% 11 Al 10 A2 1

B 8 AREIEET Adhip B i AR 38 E & 5 47 E
Fig.8 Activity and stability of Adhlp at different temperatures

2.5 EzfiSEs Adhip HIEBZEh hFE 4

51 5L 0~5 mmol/L (4 Z 1 FI T R KD
N 5 T 2 7 1 ) R B DA RS 0 vk B2 [S]oR X il R
B o b Y B T MBS SRR 9 R B
JRC e B (g3 o e e S Adh Tp B ARRT 1 17T X6
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Heterologous Expression and Enzymatic Analysis of Alcohol Dehydrogenase I in S—Phenylethanol
Biosynthesis Pathway from Huangjiu Yeast
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Abstract  Alcohol dehydrogenase is a key enzyme in the final synthesis of B-phenylethanol in Huangjiu yeast, which
comes from the Ehrlich pathway. To explore the differences and enzymatic analysis of Adhlp™, the ADHI of Saccha-
romyces cerevisiae H] and Saccharomyces cerevisiae S288C were used as templates respectively to amplify the target gene
by PCR. The expression plasmid pET-28a(+)-ADHI were constructed, and transformed into Escherichia coli BL21(DE3)
cells to obtain high expression induced by IPTG. The crude enzymes were obtained after ultrasonic fragmentation, and
then purified by affinity chromatography with AKTA pure. Finally the enzymatic analysis were explored. Using phenylac-
etaldehyde as substrate, it was found that the enzyme activity (231.51 U/g) of Adhlp"™ was 13.79% higher than that of
Adh1p™¥¢ (203.48 Ulg), and the K,, value of Adhlp™ (0.524 pwmol/L.) was less than that of AdhI1p™¢ (0.759 pmol/L),
which indicated that the affinity between Adhlp" and substrate was higher. From the k./K, value, it is found that the
catalytic efficiency of Adhlp™ [0.406 I/(pmol -min)] is higher. The tolerance of Adhlp"™ to B—phenylethanol and ethanol
was higher than that of Adhlp™* This study provides a method and theoretical basis for the analysis of the structure
and properties of Adhlp, and also provides a reference for the industrial production and development of B -
phenylethanol.

Keywords alcohol dehydrogenase I; heterologous expression; enzymatic properties; Huangjiu; Saccharomyces cerevisiae



