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AN TR A8 52 R AL, PR A A 7= LAT A 25 1 2 v
77 CLA W EZIRAN, AR SCHER T 347K F) %5
ARG AR T L T AR AR A 7= Rt LAT, i i 4
= CLA & & I AHOCAFSE

1 FMAMERLZRS CLANSTE

TEZ BT, it A AR 75 1k 0 08 AR AT B4 T
P, 7 LAL B8 S A7 BR DAL R ] A g 28 15 AR A v
TR PR i RE ) 2 T 7 10, R AN S (Ultra-
violet mutagenesis, UV mutagenesis) . % &+
1% (Low temperature plasma mutagenesis) |,
W R 5 B K15 28 (Atmospheric and  room
temperature plasma, ARTP) %54 AR | A48 LAL 7~
AW, PR R LAL, M2 5 CLA 6 1k
AR IF R AL R B SR AT AR LA AL B2
CLA 74t
1.1 EBRKIFE

SHMRAE 260 nm P AT A 4R G EOC R AL,
S HMFATE UL W Rl P AR AT S TR WL
SENL RN Tz B T7 L, 5 A S T L5 ]
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Fig.1 Structures of ¢9, t11-CLA and ¢10, ¢12-CLA
F1 TEEBEMSH CLA BB
Table 1 The ability of different types of strains to synthesize CLA
R R ki JEA JEAD i A Z fmg - mL! CLA 7 %/pg-mL”
N/ AL LA LA 1.61 34.55
AR AL BR K AL SLAT H sp.SC-05 - - 98.96
HUES AL LA E 752058 LA 0.5 3124
NS B RE Qp LA 0.4 288.74
5B SLAFH CGMCC AT 7.5 230.12 +7.52
®A4E A FERAAE LA 0.5 394.1
BLL A% 42 B AT H CCFM683 LA 0.5 90.3+6.91
42 W B AF FFIND12M6 R IAT b 0.1897 27.219
& BRG] LA 1.8 1 360
+ 4L FLER T M9 LA 0.7 67.53
"B SLAFH CICC6015 - - 964.4
WK R T BR 1560
R SLAT A+ LAT A LA 3 319.26
A4 UV3-4 LA 0.76 37.28

ST RINIZR AN E AR S CLA s B TP AT N LA

RAETCIRZM TAELGWE , IR IMFE A H
AR 12 W T B AR AR IR B i A
— P KBE R RE SR T, & RS X A W A A BN
AR AR, 5 AE Y i R 3R LT 7 A A Ak
J2 7 P i 2 RGO 5 T S IR 7 A 1 AR AR A
SN 5 3 TG o

PLEEAR T ERAMRIF A | FE H AF DL B TR 3L
Rl R bR, 4 15 W 5414k 2 RIS, 15 %)
1 ¥k CLA &= B ak &t Hok e s R kT il Ae e, 7%
A TR TG DA R AR B R T 1SR X R R 3
[ 7= Wl A PR A TR S BTG B s T 1.1 A%,
SR T 22 HMF AR TE 35 °C,pH 4.0 &40 F 4

48 h,CLA M7=k 38.1%, =2 )& FHHE 7 i b P40
MiJE ,CLA W= fy W 8t . BLAb, w550
SR FE BRIt 1) 8375 28 %) 4 B 7 32k DL LR AT 1 M
R B, LB T, TR A5 B S MR IE 2848 B AR
Horf CLA PR N LA BOAAS RIS T 41.4%,
25 b G il YA R AN | T A AR
T R FAR S CLA LAT il 3% to A %t 3 v, 5 ELF
FHAR P I SO A7 i A A48 5 LAT 3G Pt
B B RO
12 EBFHFET
BT IRIE AR R AR B S IE R R
VAR E P B R B T IRIE A L, B
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T T Ak 2E AR T e RS B — SRR, SR
TV ERE AR B ARRUE , 2 N R AR BB i L
HEFHEABEEME, SEFERIETHEANS
PR 25 7 A A I B8 P S SR A Y e ek T 8 4
MR G, AR R AT LR RO 4 v A
FEWE 2R RAF AR ROR | FE U Y s A R v,
BRI 55 B 5 AR RN R TR TR A5 B AR
1.2.1 ARESFE S FARIEL IR S TS
AR 2 38 o e I R R Ol AR Bl st A%
Y, W] B MU B KT 0 T2 T AR
T 240 0 i T 42 5 e B P 8t A A SO0 dn i X
SRR AR AL IR 3 i AR AR TR bR SC-05 , 22 IR I 55
B RAL PR S 0 A B 2 A8 bR A-08, L CLA 7™
IR F] 119.24 pwg/mL, b & H K IN T 83.0%),
ZALAR KBS 3R 5 S AE bk A-08 1Y 8 fE Motk B B bt
PR P o B IS PR L2 58 A8 fk A-08 (185 R 5
R B DR 2% i) O T 9 AT R R AR A,
BT 64.60% , & Wit R FH At =X & e At =L n
KR AT R 9%, CLA Ry~ A 8] T 213.26
we/mL, AT UL R LTP 5748 % B bk, el
AL Re M IR FLR: 35 S5 (R BEA T IR AL e 445 5]
B CLA j=im B & 5

122 WiE RS FIRIEAL  ARTP BAREN
BB AR RR Bl iz N T R AR
U YR SR B 251 ARTP T4 T B A1
BRVET B AL e H, B ERCRE T
WOOLBEAR i, H U R AR R 5 k2 AR
WA, SH BB EM L, ARTP 28748 HAT H K
i) DNA 53473 F1 B g 1) 98 A8 28 | H 28 748 1] Pk st 1% AR
FEVELF TCTE g ARTP 7572 i FEAS i 72 an 14 2

JTR o

ARTP $ AR H R A 5 )iz, an
Liu 2528 4RA5 i 7 Gt 25 1 6 DA, XoF A 2 2 7
FEEHEAT T ARTP AL B 25 J 36 0 3% 1 Mk 7F 528
I 50 s B, A 85 1Y IE A8 % e 4 28 ARTP
RIZAEAR AT =y R AR R AS9, B E 71 H 6 835 U/
ml $2 5 % 8 433 U/mlL, #2 T 23.38% , 5 2 A59
B R Y B 5 15 14 026 U/mlL, J2& 5 Bk 19 2.05 4%
Qiu ZFEPIF] H ARTP 4 AR 7545 85 FF 2F JiFF 18 LA 42
5 QCG BRI 1-Z8 M = ik, 209578 Ji5 2% 1A Pk e
JFUB AR 3G 7= 47.32% . Cheng Z5P9F1 i ARTP i 78
1330 T @m0 Lo 2 R 0 T W TR R K AT T 5 AR
PR, LR s R i A R A R B MR B = 10.9% . 11
TE ARTP 578 825 LAL =i it gerh, sk 4560
X HERRFLAT B UEAT ARTP 485748 b | 0 i 1
Bk LAT 577 8 28 H Bk BS , 248 PR 28 5200 45 45 i
T 1t 90 6 L 58 AR bR AR K S5 R AT IR AR S AT
Ik F] 1 214.1 U/mL, 2 R U R0 2.84 65,

Br T S —FIFH ARTP 28 B AR RIFZ M AEY
ZH, EAEREMIF N BAKS ARTP 5 H & H AR
g DR A mﬁ%ﬁ&fﬁ%@i%i#$
W EMS-ARTP $ AR 25 5478 ¥ 5 % 7= DHA 2458
P ARTP-NTG BX & ik & 454 20 & i & H
fiff TR AP ARTP 55 5 A P 0 15 972 (MMC) B2 AR 1%
%ﬁ%nTﬁ%ZM%%%F%%WAMPﬁm
A ESFTET ST e AR ALK
ARTP-EMS Bk & 2 548 A R 46 5 1 50 R 75 75
FHLTE 93 % it B 0 77 HEPT ARTP-UV B & A B H
v 1 i 4 AR T TR KRS ARTP 55— 1R R W5 g 52 4
VEAR TR H MR = 7 R ARSI A I Y

3L

HERNE ARTPIEZ iasﬁmri& #E5F
Mnsi%#
3. ﬁ)ﬁ*

ﬁ@/
EAﬁt

E 2 ARTP#FEZEXRREE
Fig.2 Basic flow chart of ARTP mutation
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R VAR, e A5 B 1 1F 58 48 S i K F 98 AR %
HEFiE R —A Mk mRER, St 2Rkg
REEFRIG , o8 A8 B bR 1) st AL MR B2 R e 1, i
VLRI, B A AR BB Y B 3 & 1 28 AR 4, N
PSR 7= AL AR 5T T T 2 10 Jk P MR B A A, Dl
5

2 MALEAERS CLANFEE
21 HEFLET

2715 728 S R TR 1 ) S 2 A 2 i) Ak 2
i H B4 5 AR DNA 20 786 1 BBk & AEVE T,
TR PR A ™ A 1T st A 7 S A v TR R AR
AR R B2 A B AR Bl A e HL
B, kA TIAE A AR S b i o iz,
ULk B LA R 2 B (EMS)U RS JE AT (NTG )
L& (ED™ i iR — Z iR (DES) #1455 | Ho rh
NTG 1E R —FlBBRFEAR ], AR B35 51k
S8 iRV

FHRE BRI 2= 2850, DL s 5 42
Tk g A 0 07 SO0 R R AT IE AR SR 2 A oY
T WAL E R AR AT CLA 278 B AR 1L
TG AN YR LA QLR R Ok R TR, R
HMAI DES A5 ik, 3515 D-2-2 CLA
1 TR BR A 98 A8 AR, 7 I8 0.210 mg/ml, 485
B R IEAAL 35 0.267 mg/mL, TRk CLA H Rk A=
KA IS, 27 5 42 5 3 0.292 mg/ml, H %
S TR AR = P R PR R S AR AT . AR R AT AR Gt
gerh, FERAEWILUAE P FLFF 1R R R TR R, R 5%
ST DES B A EZE M T, A 0.1%0 & e B
LA W15, MM E i, RZ&8 8] L pian
H3-1 RAE#E , H CLA 7= &t &35 0.3067 mg/mlL, %
R TR R 264.5% , 7R ERI A 2 BERE TR
FLAF I HS111 A1 HS112 445 H NTG B 45728
PR HSILL B CLA & 3E 48 5 1 19 pg/mL,
i HS112 $2 55 T 27.7 pg/mL, 4558 F 0 2 BRIERR
A HEALE A CLA P2 #0425, R0 AN
[ RIS R TR FLFF BT, ™ CLA IRE It 25 5

R FH B — 1 ) A 7 w3 B — (R AL 5 AR ]
RETS 3 LA I — By AR 1K e 2677 CLA MRUR W
AT TR Y 5 2 2 G E AR T ik
g A RCVR AL — AR B IE DN R o TR AR

g s A EimiEE e CLA P75t
22 BFEAN

BT AR AR VA R B TE LS AR P gl in
FH 2 A A R B ) B T AR N E BT
FH BR Y IF UG — F 5 9 4 3R Ak A 0 A B AR
FHET Horfr N- 88 7 A5 A8 & o WY ik . N-
BRI BA R E RARE HEMN
U 5 T ARAS BAR AR S5 DR R S R 0

LB, B N B AR ) FLA B AR
TR R T N— 88 1 JOR 7528 | DIk 3 T #k
e CLA B H Y, angE R AESIUAE 9 FLAT R
KWk, 4 N-B FHREAIFREHFLE, 58 %A
Bk ANLP 9 CLA & i i % Bk 19 33.04 wg/mlL
L F] 103.26 we/ml, 1fij H. 28 48 # st 4 PR A8
R R AR R FLAT B P8 SR N- TR T A
AT A AR AP, S5 R W] P8 4 N5 F W if§
5 A3 CLA EZR 7 i bkSk 36 #k , s CLA it
HEWRIE R 02751 mg/mL, b FH 27.51% ; 11 %
A5 Bk AL 66 Kk, AR CLA R & ¥ % 4 0.0330
mg/mL, 503K 3.30% , Z )5 MR U 5% AR 4
FLFF B ANCLAOL #E47 N-& FiE A, 450 BN,
N-#& F i AMTH CLA =5 M 33.44 wg/mlL 42 5
66.67 pg/mL, HZ 5 UWALACE: % 5 2 72 W #k ™
CLA WAREE . F B ILIE Y FLAT W LL-ZS-
DS001 Bk M I s bk, #FATHE 137y 4 5m IR
I N-B FHROIFA LR AL B, B ZAAE 1 5] CLA
77 118.921 we/mL, 545 T Bk 54.234 pg/mL
FET 119.27%,

WU B R R, BT EABEE ARG
AR FLAT I CLA By 7™ 5, 15— 2 1
ABRESREAR, MRS kS s
A A AT R R AR B 2™ CLA 1Y
[EWARURAZ EWIINL G

3 FAERAIEKARS CLAWTE
o R EBR CLA 77 5 BEE 4= 8 ik
LAF7E AR BIAW A e, 3 LA @ i N TR 44
AR AR 7 B R R AT BOE T, 49 0 T PR RE 5 1 G Ak
PR B 2 AR AT T 1) 38 A 70 e FLA G R PR g 7 T
FERIPR , o0 0 A (ol A 0 ] 1 2 2 DA i A A5 1l
o BN TR AR RIS, X H bR AY
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FER AT RIS B A SRR, R EIE R X
R R
31 EREART

FN R A AR i PCR % ik H Y

TTTTTITT

l HEEM

DNA J Ber g | A Bl ZZ A, A 475 Bl 5 19 38 o A
B 0L AR AT H B AN A 3 s o S R R
AR PR R L F B9 EE H RTSR R AR, R R
ARFEARNE T LAT 2 PR v A 28 3 B,

l IR

TTTTT o Tl TT oo nT

1 WEEE

3 ERREFERETEHR

Fig.3 Schematic diagram of mutation principle

WFI W] LAL 7] LUEAL LA #4628 CLA, 4K
M ZE B 5 20 7 vh R A L6 T R T DR LA sl e vt
IRAECH , AR TR - B 52 HAE K218, T2
A A R PR TR TR R 3k LAT w42 7= CLA 1Y
N —H B AR B 5 AN R R LA B Y LATL 5
DRI T R A0 1) Ak, B e B IR 28 8 S )
WL IPTG 5 AL R IR 5, e e th 1 bR 4
LI-mut2, 0 & H LAL 3% J1 8 8.2 U, BB FLIT
B OLAL 3G S8 17.3 U, a] UL A5 i i 36 4 9F A
o, T — AR R LA TG 7 Pl e iy i o X
TR R Y FLAT T P8 L DR 2H Ay A5, 4G 7 E 4
B pQE30-LAI, £ LAIL 3 K ¥ 81 e %t 43 #r , #
193 {7 AN R E N 978 0 ki, B2 578 (L AE T
G T 588K pQE30-F193LAL, 45 5t 3k
B g AR A SR B M T AT B MR I R AR TR R
T 114 B A TR R 2 A TR AR BBURS ARG % 3PN A
MR 2507 , BB LAT Y943 8 363k, BTt 5 4>
LATL 36 M7 55 047 8 AR5, HLARRE 6% 1 2l
P AR A R G R W], 5 HFAE AL LAL AH I,
R AR GO8A -LAL JL-F 3 K W 76 f1, Ak

R107L-LAT (YBIS 5 BT, 528 4& H172P-LAI
) T 35 T B DTG0 26 A i 5 68 A L ER 107 i
172 A3 LAT B0 75 25 0R . i) JIOME A 4
FUAT B HACOT FUERE T3 R AT T 1 LAT 5 (5 B 2
ek, 45HBR pCold—gfp—yclai—p 41 b 7™ &
=R 39 S, CLA 77 i 0 (11.6186+0.0036 ) g/
mL, AR R & T 3.99 £

WL R R I, AR 51 b e R
Mk AR FE PR e 8] i A o s 272 T LA PCR A A
ARSI E 1SR R HE R | S R T 0 —
ZIBAE JEMAS 5] LAL 324 B AR, R4 sk
P T LAT MRS 7,
32 ERE=EHA

DR A B ARR A EE 24 DNA J5 ik, Zad K
SIS Y] PR PRI TR I S W) T R A T —
IR 5 A ARG N AT o B, O H
BRI Z AR Rah AR NS T 75 2 i ) Joit 5
A AN DLIA 30 ) 028 AR MR Y B e
JE RPN & 4 B o AR AP EZH DNA J7 6T 1z v
TA YRR TR AEAE W 25 Ao
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ENCE S 1]
DNA 4}

HADNA 41

B4 EREAREE

Fig.4 Schematic diagram of gene recombination

LKA B A GE  ERA TIZ B, ST
B AR,

JE PR A B AR Tz I T A T R R Y el
DU 3RAS BAT O R st G Re I B B bk, HORTS 1Y
A B MR AR 2 B ik, U4 R LAL (9
Mo Z/RIETSE L PCR ¥ 1815 24 9 FLAT 7 P-8
VR LAT JEIA 3% 82 2 R 84K pKLACT I, %%
b 2 LR vi & 2 BE1E CICC w7 %858, i
T ik LA R BERE L N TR R, 28 SDS-
PAGE Ry H—Z%at7 , MIAFEETE A (9.10£0.01)x10°
U/mL, I %5 5% e fifg 1 119 25 B3 32 E A7 pE b, Hrp s
i) 5 KA R pH B JELEE S X AR ST IRCT A
WAR R B AR AR TR LT R Fx i3
K20 DNA, &9 1 Je o b o #4453 2 0y S 4 Bk 5
23K UKL [F] B AT LR, 45 B 4 3R GA 2R
pET-DsbA-LAI, % PCR %7 M V)5 ik 2 K
JAFF R BL21 o 45 20 E AT LAT 35 M 0 5 4 1 bk
HAE %Eﬁ%ﬁ&ﬂwﬂﬂ,%%Mmﬁ%%
Fx WYy vi & LAT, H AR CLA S MR 1) LAT
ﬁf%ﬁ@mﬂﬂMkL%ﬁﬁ%ﬁﬂﬁﬂmw

mL, %57 SRR YRR AT TR 1 LAT JE PR 47 3 5]
KA R FIL, e dife B RCh Y LAL G K
2% K 170 F RN 55 ku, HUUKE S0 454 K
/NG LA R/ANHAF, AR (1A 2 2 1A Ak A=

A% t10,¢12-CLA , HLE§ 1 4 (34.775+0.07 ) U/mL,

28 5 BN A HOR RS UM A B AT LAL TR
PEME AR, HRER: RS CLA S HI{K 9,
t11-CLA .t10,c12—-CLA, #F1iiA St i LAT B 5
FEXE 52 me i 0% 1Y) 4% A R AT AL, A RRUE IR LT
RENHE R CLA PR ROR & — EH LSRR A &
BT
3.3 ERAEmRB

DRl 83 AR 2 A ST A R TR [ 5 B 2 B R A
1 T 40 i 4 R Atk L 8 — O 4 T A s
REHSHA —ECHITHIH DNA F B 532 R4
Ji 5 DXL 28 oy 500 A [R] SR AH S Y 3 R R AR ) IR TR
4, G F 2R ML R A rh Of A5 B A —Fh
AN DNA 5 AHAR™, CRISPR-Cas9 2 & [H 4 i
1) FZRIE A, BRBISE 1T DNA By Rk #E
P B3 R A R T R R DT R ) i R A R
me%MHbKEEEEWESﬁmO%lﬁ
B % HEAS 2 51 2 0 I D e AR E0 AP 51, 3 i ek
AL W AR B A #ﬁﬁi%%L&%WMmﬂ
e oz LR B AR 2R T RE, R IE Y Y he
HFM RN A ) T RZ 5,

B DR 83 AR R P i g S, ) R TR U R
175 VA b B ED (B o i SR R T e e 4
I, DT HE I 2 B R A o R v BT R A
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gRNA - /
=t % ) PAM F¥: 51|

o ¥iiah Virlalh e NN
o T R
H $#5DNA oLy W
FHZHDNA l

TTTTTTTT TT T T TTTT

A A0 i 8 1 1.3, A A 0. 0. 08 0 A 1.
RKAEDNA l
e T v R e uTwr Ll
| B B B IS B e - § B N BN . . . . .

B 5 CRISPR-Cas9 £ & i 7 12 E
Fig.5 Schematic diagram of CRISPR—Cas9 gene knockout

FHUS 2 G e 5T AR P FLFF T P8 R T, 43 5]
TE LAL &R L AR e P 0 53t 1 2 XF5149,
PR LAL L R0 40 0 TR U5 D iy
bR AR pUCIS ALAT VAR LAI JEH | [RI B
T T 6 AR 10 R PR 0 34 ke % TR AR A5 R 4
AR T LAT B35 DR Rl 53 Ak AR RS PR e B 7
B, X HEEE 110, ¢12-CLA 2%, PEX10 R fif % f5
i, 2 CLA PP HACR AT, BEED DL PEX10 4 iH
RVEMR, HE LAL 248 VUG TR bR IF I 15 2 1
PR 7 110,¢12-CLA BT PR PEX10/1292, 77t
22.3 mg/L, ZJR B INLLAERF A AL B 55, 45 2R s
t10,c¢12-CLA B @ 3 7.6 o/L, JE 48 I
BRI% 2 £, ELFE AR A 23.0 me/L/h, Rl ok B A X6 A
E CLA PP A5,

Mt A, R AR TE — o B bkt 1 T
RREG TAE R, WREAE XS ICY LA Y R fif i
BN GZ g AE R 6] I oK S A S5 3 5 CLA 7= i 4
BeF B, M Tl e A 7= CLA #2430t — 5 i B3 3
il
4 BEEMUEFREHGRS CLAFE
£ CLA (94 7= 5 0 FH v | HETR Bk 7™ il 25 1
B AR BLEA AN T b i S A A TR PR 1Y i AR
1R T B 3% A AR 1 B R L A R R CLA 19 77
SRR MR RMEEN T, BRI Z AN, — ik
SR TR CLA MG A W&,

B EFPUE R SE R RS B 1 AR CLA F= g
1o 11 B B BR A Quo, X R I B 35 i i i A TR 4k
&, KBEWH CLA 7 & i 5K 9 23.263 pg/mL
P27 %) 37.831 wg/mL, LA AL R4 % 2 6.31%,
FEARMALTTY 1.63 £ . 36 X B AR 19 & 19 2% 1 ik
ik ,CLA 7= 3k %] 40.953 we/mL, LA 4k %
) 6.83%, IR 1.08 %, Zeng 255K H
FE— KA E M ¢9,111-CLA A9 & 450
HEAT T AL, B 2 A2 77 9, t11-CLA 2
h 22.55% ,¢9,t111-CLA #1 t10,c12-CLA 11 ¥k J¥
IR 1 17.8 mg/g AT 1.02 mg/g FA 43 1) 2 Tt |
225.5 mg/g Ml 13.11 mg/g FA, ¥FE5EIR R £
11,4 3 R 57 T A A 2 X CLA Y 2 Fob 53 44 A it
7578, 45 R Bos i3 E 5 £10, c12-CLA 5
c9, tI1-CLA [/ HE &rik 2.47, H L5 W0 i iz i
N 97.3%, A5 T CLA By/= , X 4E 2
I FH e R TR P62 ORF ) A CLA 92 7= T 20 5%
1, B A4k 5 45T A CLA 4l N 53.45% 4% 2 %)
T 90.4% . Saber %1% ] Box—Behnken Fl1ZH & 1%
I, N7 T FLRR SUEFF I BB12  WE R FLFF 14 LAS
R H LB W AL CLA A FRIN A3 . 45 360 |
FERAESMETN, FLRR SUEAT I BB12 FiIIE W2 7L
B LAS A9 A  CLA 9553504 (110.03+4.58)
pg/mL F1 (82.42+3.66) wg/ml, AT UL 407 1 B AT
P BB12 FIFE R ZLAT I LAS HA R4 = A6
PE CLA By fg S, L SUE AT H BB12 7~ 4B Y
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CLA A1 = TVE MR L AT LAS, Ozer %76 A
YIFLFF I AB20-961 FIAHE ) ZLFT 1 DSM 2601 4=
PR T R R I R AR AL R B AR, DA AR A
o ) CLA, R RS FE Y FLFT A AB20-961
1 DSM2601 £ 7= i F i CLA & & 43 %k 4.15
mg/g g i A1 7.54 me/g B8 W5, HLH A9 2L AT B
DSM2601 47 1) &, K 5 1 CLA & & I 2Z Hif
MSE B CLA S 3 T 121%, 3 (@095 58 &
M ,Na* Fe* M7 B TH& & CLA /=&, Mx
Hg* . Co* ,Cu* Mn>* Fe** A Fl| T 58 3 3 R (1 &
o TR AR R ) FLAT TR L-29 43 85 Al Ak 15 2]
LAL, 70 T i i35 43 ku; xF Ho il 24 P 5 E 47 A ¢,

SESRL W R EAE 37 °C,pH 6.0 I, BiE I P 405
Co* Fe 1] $& /&1 i 04 1 14 , 107 Cu®  Zn® WX il 1% 7
A MEVE

B G AT O, KRR IR B RR ARG SRS,
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1T H LSS gk 2 s,

x2 AEEM™ CLAMERMALFZFMETLL

Table 2 Comparison of basic optimization conditions for CLA production by different strains

R B B 1] /h WiE R JE/C & pH LA i %/%

5 B SLAF 1 CICC6075 36 36.4 5.0 1.5
M SLAT P8 22 37 55 1.5
) T SLATE 36 36 5.0 1.5
SLELH M9 28 30 6.0 0.2
¥R LA 30 37 7.0 0.06
M SLAFE 129 28 37 6.0 -
iR EUAT ) SLBR T AT 20 47 8.0 1.1
A 5 B A 40 28 7.0 0.3
R EFH UV3-4 23.4 38 6.5 0.5
R SLAT B AL AT H 48 36.5 6.5 5
R AAF o R A A LA 32 38 75 0.125

SRR T Rl CLA A9 45 B R m LA

5 BESRE

WA NATAE 5 KB H 2 e e S Al i R R
TR, T CLA BA U b0 sh Bk il AL AE |8
HE 2 i ML G g2 45 o A A= BRI R, T 3% oK
RS SR I, RARR A CLA I 2 A T
ATTHY G SR AL SE 3R B CLA /) 5 2 kB 5 2
Uk B O A 7 A B B P AT AE CLA Y 53 4
RFP AL | o) g Al AL AR X IRIME 7 EL AT BEAF TR A
HYB; AEYE BOEBAL S A BE B — 5 i
CLA SR H ™ B A o, S8 G2 07 TR A Je K AR E
A7 CLA MR, TIN5 A7 K A H]
BEOR Bl Wy B AR AR B A
e RN R 7 5 % N D W & DS B - 35S e )
51 08 L B R 9 LAT BE DR A AT kot , o g At

LAT JE 3 45 TR MO = CLA 1=, i 3 iF oY
BB EA B RN LU AR & CLA By &, 4R
SR B — B 375 A8 O 1% 1T BB A9 B Y 58 AR 1A HL AR R
— 2T CLA AR WA AR iR &2 &
VAR Y7 3 | RE S AT SR A X — B B, MM AT %k
PE AR 2R AR R IR CLA Fo i, 2T
TR A e OB A A LAT LR AR SOFE , MUE
PRIUVERE , TR AR AEDS & 7 CLA, TEICIER B K
75 3175 742 w7 BT R 1) TR 0 3 5 R AR A Bl
Wi 2 AL, H CLA =i 415 3 3 KAy 48
o TEAJG CLA P50 i A& Jie | 2
A7 CLA e 2k, B B9 ot 42 & LAL
& MR 3 = CLA 1 a, () Hof b 228 v o AR
CLA BT E AR & 55T,
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Research Progress on Optimization of Lactobacillus for High Yield of Conjugated Linoleic Acid

Cheng Xiaoyan, Zhang Dingjie, Tian Aidi, Liu Ying, Chen Jialu, Chen Yingying, Luo Xue’
(College of Food, Shenyang Agricultural University, Shenyang 110866 )

Abstract Conjugated linoleic acid is a general term for a group of positional and spatial isomers of linoleic acid, among
which the physiologically active isomers are cis—9, trans—11 and trans—10, cis—12 conjugated linoleic acid, which has
rich nutritional and medicinal values. The isomerase of linoleic acid obtained by isolation and purification in Lactococcus
spp. and Streptococcus spp. and other Lactobacillus, Propionibacterium and Rumen bacteria as well as other genera can
catalyze the isomerization of linoleic acid to conjugated linoleic acid, and the synthesis of conjugated linoleic acid by
enzymatic method can overcome the shortcomings of the traditional chemical synthesis method. This article has reviewed
the recent research on the use of UV, microwave, plasma mutagenesis, ion injection and other physical or chemical
methods to mutate and modify linoleic acid isomerase, optimize enzyme production conditions and enzymatic properties at
home and abroad, and also described the related research on the use of targeted mutation, gene knockout and other ge-
netic engineering methods to genetically modify the production strain and optimize the culture conditions to improve the
yield of conjugated linoleic acid, so as to further screen the high yield. This study provides a theoretical basis for fur-
ther screening of high—yielding conjugated linoleic acid strains and industrial application of conjugated linoleic acid.

Keywords conjugated linoleic acid; linoleic acid isomerase; mutagenesis; gene knockout; optimization



