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FERSZLAT BIGIM1.208 p-A A HEE ESAY
RERIA, A REEFHERMR"

AEX TAR THZ RES I U
(BENIEAIUE S5 B TARSEBE, FESOMO AR SRR TARRORDRSE Ly, SENE R A ™ MV T H g%, B 550025)

WE  ERITE (Lactobacillus acidophilus) FE35 W, RIS & Lactobacillus acidophilus GIM1.208 JUT =4 1Y B-75 %5
Wi (BGL) H ARG, WU 58, A5 R PCRAKSNM 3 £ R 315 Lactobacillus acidophilus
GIM1.208 BGL ) HIFE, IFAE KA i D 2Rk, 2B R FUZ M 45 85 11 T 2l Ak 15 R ARAT 40 53K 90% LA L 9 8 11 A
L PRI R a6 REE: (CD) AR JR R 4 BGL ) 05 A6 A = 2 45 M HEA T I 5 Z0 A 9T IR L2 e . 45 3
M1, Lactobacillus acidophilus BGL 4> F- i A 52 ku, 4lifbJ5Hk R 1.88 /L, A5G 15.9% o lBE . 44.1% BT .
18.1% BAE A . 27.2% oAUl , H=24E85 R, ZE A BUA 8 BT 8 M 8 1 a i, #KSAHEIE . Lactobacillus
acidophilus BGL HAT R AP A 455 32 M 5 NaClif 324, Fedd RV N 47°C, Fddi W pH R 5.6, #F 20°C~50°CHE il Py Al
pH2.2~6.0 A E ke, BB . R BRI R, Fe¥. Fe XA B EFHIEMEH . LiRUFRER R

Lactobacillus acidophilus BGL 5 £: D RE & i AN FHAF ST HE T B S KA .

X BRI (BGL), SRS, difk, BEetbmr, B g, R

FESES Q782, Q81

WETRFLFT = (Lactobacillus acidophilus) J& T
FAFERFATEE, REENEAR, ) 2N
TR Tk A Y B ERW, L. acidophilus HATTR
SR R, RETE A LR TR TS AN B FR PR RS
SREER Ny I SN NG R e B 77BN R e
PA I TR AR A BRE 2 . Zhao 55 1 i@ AR
FIARINATS LR L. acidophilus TE 5 FEVE 1 A
FERAE .

B-H A MM (B-glucosidase, BGL) J {Z 1%
TETEA Y MBEE DR ), X85 G TR bk ik
TP Y B- D - A A A AR e e, REFE RS
HEBESL ) BGLIEVG AN /=4, nlfEiRSNS S
BN, WA A R S 4 v £ AR A T
fe 7 FITEEEANEI Y, FEEMS T
T BRI T (5152 B 98 38 G . Bl BGL
SR VAREN S S ) AN ES I P S b N G Qe R PA L a4V e 3Dy
K oetett . FLRR BRI BGL X & 5 & FRME
KT ReRE A W ERTHEN, Zattm, 2
BGL [ EEAER IR 0, (5 B i N AU ok
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J5 BGL Wy ot 58 = 2R e B i & (4spergillus
niger) . K&i@ (Trichoderma) 45, XFFLIR # KR
(1 BGL b HoAH JC Mg~ 1 B i 72 A il . T o
W], NaCL¥kFE . JREE . pH AR fL# A 7T e T 30k
I BT 25 0 i AR Ak, 2 T e S PR 0, R T
BGL 1y Tl A A= 7= Y SR IR R e B R R L S U
Tk M4tk L. acidophilus GIM1.208 BGL, A{Yn]
EARIIEA FERRETER BGL, i A] 46 S s
0] A L. acidophilus BGL /)14 5t K 25 e iff 5% A3 56
fith SCHE

AW FE M L. acidophilus GM1.208 1 i [ 4 75
BGLJE [N, #4# § 4] 244 PET-28a(+)-bgl, K HA%
WRIGFFFE(E. coli), BRI T L. acidophilus BGL

w [FR HRBLA IS (31860446) , Bt A& Bl AR IL 4 (R4 2
fili[2019]1104) Fn 5t M 48 BHE T B BHEF- 5 A4 [20181578145)
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S IRERIS, JFRIP R BGL I E I — . =X
gk 2 PE R, M L. acidophilus BGL TR A
WS HI L. acidophilus A Tl AN PR AL 2285
eHs .

1 #MREIE

1.1 #R5iK7F

g ¥ B GIM 1.208  (Lactobacillus
acidophilus GIM 1.208) W H |~ 748 T AE W s A A
Jty; K PET-28a(+). E. coli Rosetta (DE3) i

PCR =¥ 4iifbid ) & . SK3071 I T M E
FiE sl g . TMB Bl awatTAY T
(Rg) BMARAR; FAEEER (CSA) (46
JE>98%) WA Sigma; WG (4i>98%) W H
BRI FELEYPHA B F 5 TADNA % 42 il
(4l iFE>98%) W4 H < [E Promega /3w 3 HoAth 155
53l

LB RS H MM " It Rk R
FE g, BB 0.5 g, EAbiN1 g, INIAZER
7K 100 ml, 120 kPa K4 30 min.

12 (UFE5EE

ABI5700 # PCR JZ W 9 H4 4L (hn& Kk BBI 24
A]); DYY-8®IpHE Atk (BB
FR /N %)) ; SX Chirascan |5 — 45 3% % (2 K H
S FEANE] ) 5 TGL IOM AU £ =X 5 8 v R 5 0 AL
(KRR S ARAF); C600793 Ni-
NTA BB Ne W EE R FAE A (A TAYA
FRAFD .

1.3 FHik
1.3.1 L. acidophilus GIM1.2083% K ZH DN A FKH

a. Fe S PEg 1Yt Mef i AR S 50 3 AR A7
B PET-28a(+) I JE [ J7 51, | AR Primers 311
RS 751, belF 59 in bR 6l 44 ] Y Xho
I8, bgIR ST bR il 14 N UI BamH 137 55 .
ATGCTCACAACTAAAGATAAATATTTATATAA-3'
(N RIZbroR Xho LBV ) 5 RS (R): 3-
gtggtgetgetggtgCTCGAGTTACTTTCCTACAATTAC
TAATTCG-5" (NRIZAR/R BamH 1EFDIN ) .

b. HZE KA. BLAZ R % (MRS
Broth) 37°C & B & & ¥ #% M L. acidophilus
GIM1.208 K FFTE W 1 ml, A2 ml B4, FiR
8 000 r/min Z5.0> 1 min, WCHEDTE . {1 FH 40P JE R 20

5'-cagcaaatgggtcgcGGATCC-

DNA #2100 & HE HUE TR FLAT 7 GIM1.208 JE K 41
DNA, HAVEL B0 & i R T .

c. HIE 7 By 3 S a4l . K E B vg ik
FLAFE GIM1.208 2 [ 2 DNA 154 PCR 3 B 5 4 .
PCR L WAKZR W36 1, PCR FW &4 W3 2.

Table 1 The PCR reaction system

PCR amplification system Volume/ pl (Total volume 50 pl)

10xFast Pfu buffer 5
bglF 2
bglR 2
Template 2
Pfu (5 U/uD 0.4
ddH,0 38.6

Table 2 The PCR reaction conditions

Program Temperature/°C Time Number of
cycles
Predenaturation 95 3 min 1
Denaturation 95 22s 22
Annealing 55 20s
Extension 72 45s
Repair extension 72 5 min 1

PCR U7 W VA 1% B BE HEEE R F vk kil 2%
HPESHE T WEE . F ] San Prep A1 20 PCR P-4l fk,
e alifb PCRY 1 =y, HARERAE AL TR ik
e .

1.3.2 AR A S R R LS5

Fic JE PCR ™ W) il V) (K 22 FN A4 BV 14 R 53 031)
Xt 2l 4k J5 [ PCR 7= ) F1 2% A& PET-28a(+)
BamH 1F1 Xhol XU, A4 e & 4 i B VIR R A
37°CHERAKIEF W 2 h, ffifS PCR ™9 FlZk ik
PET-28a(+) 47 7843 ) . 23 5%5 FHl BamH 151 Xho 1
XU ) 40 3 B9 H B9 DNA A Bt F PET-28a(+) #E 4T
A%

W 1 B N IRZ S, IRAIIR KR
30 min Ji7, 42°CHGEL90 s, BRI RS ok B E
5min, #1250 ul LBIRAR T .04, BRIES),
37°CHR 157 60 min, K B0 T 4 000 r/min 2500
I min, 3RS LW, RN RS MR
W TF, BT, 2t KA PR A 2
£i T LB AR FE 5L (5 & 0 30 mg/L R ARE
ZM34 mg/LAEE), 37°CHEHRIESE, FHHEK
TS . PRBCATERE, FH San Prep #3050k DNA /)
AP S R BT R, R BED RN PCR %K 5E TG
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BRI
1.3.3 HHBGLHYIAEFHIL

B 1 pl #4109 PET-28a(+) 2k K %% 1k E. coli
Rosetta(DE3) /&% &, 42°C#PL 90 s J5 vk L i &
5 min, AT LB B (520K A 30 mg/L
R R34 mg/L AR ), 37CHEFRLK.

PRHUEK KRB E. coli Rosetta(DE3) Y PR 7% T
LB 53531 37°C . 220 v/min #3555 Bt i 8
TR TR HE 1 100 43 771 8270 F 10 ml LB 15 5% 3
(AU FE 30 mg/L RIFEE R 134 mg/LARR),
37°C. 220 v/min {5355 MROCE (4) {HikF] 0.6
I, AN M EE 4 0.5 mmol/L iY IPTG; 37°CiHES:
4 h. 4y SIAE 20°C . 220 r/min 5 1F T i St 1%
4 000 r/min £5.0> 10 min WAEBAIA, 5 LW, WEER
A, 500 pl 20 TR 248 T 5 4 B TR, M IR
6 min, ™ 0.5sf5%1.5s, 12000 t/min, 4°C, E.[»
20 min, 43 BIGAIDIIE, UOIEH 500 pl G4
R, 40 plBE S AT 10 pl 5x B A i L SR
MIRIRAT, WK 10 ming HE 12% B9+ kst
T R - R N I I e B C FL UK (SDS-PAGE) ,  Tris-
Gly HL Uk ZZ b, b AEfE 10 pl, W48 80 V,
20 min, 4FESHE 120 V, 60 min, ERCHL KSR %
O e (6,20 min, fiifn.

W35 R 00 A% 1 2 100 HLA 3R T3 LAY LB
WA IR (& 2k BE R 30 mg/L RIIB % & A
34 mg/L A& Z) . 1E37°C, 220 r/min 4§ 3% 55 5%
MAMHINF 0.6 B, W HI0ZW EE A 0.5 mmol/L
IPTG, F37°C, 220 r/minifEFid 0, B.OUHEH
.

1.3.4 E4BGLHY4lL

SR R BT, T O
FERHR] . B 525, fE49C. 12 000 r/min 244 F &5
020 min, WCHE b8 UEA TR BT W R I S A2 AT
itk

a. ¥ 5 ml Ni-NTA ] 5 f5 A IRARFR 9 45 & 22 o
W LA 5 ml/min 3 UG VeV AT .

b. ERIFIRE RS 1 hm BAE, IESER .

. SAEFE IR I 45 G 22 ol L 5 ml/min Yt 28
THIEETHE .

d. DA 2 ml/min 3R A5 VRS PR L 2R
WA VR .

e. A2 ml/min Ji A PEMEZE Mg, R TR
JI VR .

£ K 2R TR MR A 25 AN 2 AT HE R A AR

T, LAl 2R TRl FE (20,50, 500 mmol/L
Wk (imidazole) ) YE MG VR PE A9 HAn & 11, M7
50 mmol/L Tris, 300 mmol/L NaCl, pH 8.0 i ik
T 4CiEMT I . B M 4SS S H PEG 20000 & 4
1 0.45 pm P 85 432 1 ml/tube, —80°CHRAF
JFi##47 SDS-PAGE Kl . H A 2 111 vk i 4% i SK3071
BT PRI AR T SR A R A SR TR

g WAEE AR TE AL (Western blot)
.
1.3.5 BGLE§S Sl sE

K 4-1i 36 28 3L - B- Nk g 48 A5 B (p-NPG)
204 E BGL BTG 7, AEaX BL 1 ml #H B AE
37°C. pH 5.0 )XW 25T, 1 min g p-NPG ;=4
1 pmol XJHEFEAKE (p-NP) [MRgHE:, & SN —14
BTG 18007, DL U/mIZER .
1.3.6 L. acidophilus BGLIJEE#E ST

a. L. acidophilus BGL Hifi WV il & . 75 X RE
8 ST s, B 0.1 ml 5 4H BGL B 43 5 & T
20°C~90°CK it rh i B AL E 30 min, IS [ Yt B2
™ BGL WYt 7, 4 B Ak B I A R A v G )
H100%, FHEARSAE N AR EEE ] .

b. L. acidophilus BGL [AF#F2E M . BT mlHL g
W, 439 T 20°C, 30°C. 40°C. 50°C. 60°C .
70°C. 80CHI90CHM T, 4 AIfRIE 20, 40, 60,
80, 100, 120 minJi, WIEHHE S, LL20°CHT
7170 100%, THEARIZAE T AR G )

c. L. acidophilus BGL fiidi . pH. BT mHL
W, Ay E TR T pH 2.0~3.5 By BERR & 4017
BERZE thil . pH 3.5~5.5 1Y LR - £ BR N 5% vh Rk
pH 6.0~8.0 MBERRELZE mry v, DUE BTG 7, DA
b VAR Z2 F i G 1R 100%, TR R & F
(R AH XS T TG 7

d. L. acidophilus BGL ¥ pH F2t & 14 . B 1 ml#
R, 40 ) SRR pH 2.2~3.4 OB R Al 4 -
FPBERR 28 v . pH 3.6~5.6 1 LR - Z TR AN 2% ik
pH 5.8~8.0 HYBEIRERZE vii H, 4°CIF R 4 h), T
SEWEE F1, VL pH 2.2 KR 4 F BT S BGL
BTG 710 100%, RN S T BN RS 77

e. NEAMLIEFRNXT L. acidophilus BGL i 15 £
sz . 225k A U 0k, RSB B ml
LB, 2 3 E T E R 0%, 10%. 20%.
30%. 40%. 50% LKL, HEE, LFROFR. N
MAEA MR, 4CHEF 4h)E, WEERSG T, L
TEAHEAL 2 A 22 AR R 0% A HILIE 70 0 s 1 4
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100%, THEARFZE T BARXEE 7] .

f. &8 B 7 XF L. acidophilus BGL B 5 1 ) 5%
M. Bl mlAH B, o E TSRS A
0.5 mmol/L /¥ Na", K", Li', Mg*, Hg*. Ca*,
Cu®, Ba, Fe*', Zn*. A", Fe" B TR,
4CHH 4h)5, MERE T, Daad CRigng
JEEST) P S 1o 100%, AN E ST Y
FHX BRI T

g. L. acidophilus BGL BTl i 1 . B 1 ml AH Bl
W, SrAETARME (0.0, 05, 0.8, 1.0, 2.0,
2.5, 3.0 mol/L) (1% 45 WV W, I Wl % 7,
Phzs (gl CRES %0 ) Frill BGL 1B % 710
100%, AR ST AR B

h. L. acidophilus BGL [T 514 . B 1 ml AH il
W, AlETARRME (0.0, 0.1, 0.5, 1.0, 1.5,
2.0, 2.5, 3.0mol/L) NaClIFEW H, &/ 11,
25 H A (RE M NaCl) il BGL 1 i 1% 71 0
100%, AR ST AR B
1.3.7 L. acidophilus BGLI) — 245537

a. BRI I T SR L B I K 180~
340 nm AT R L A HE MR, SRIE R
£E 1 g/L CSA FRUfEHIATRAE 180~340 nm 75 Bl A9 [R] —
LT 2R AN

b. FES ISR . K H A L 2 mol HNO, R
Wi, REFKMETRERT, SRETR,
RS AWM, SRIGTE LA I A 200 pl ik
JE 4 0.2 g/L B AR T 7E 190~260 nm 38 K i [l 4
AT S AN R AR

c. FAHEELNEL . XS 19 A EE H Pro-
Data Viewer3.5 % 4 3 47 0 5 3& 28 (subtract
baseline) . [ F# (smoothing) Ab¥E . XfhruE i
PR #F CD B LUAEHEF T3, A BB FELy
(2.08+0.06) .

1.3.8 L. acidophilus BGLAY =22 ] Y5 AR5 A

WA L. acidophilus GIM. 1208 BGL %t it} ) 5&
oy 4k B, A A SWISS-MODEL - & %}
L. acidophilus BGL ) = ZELE A 7 [R] Y5 A .

2 HRE5HM

2.1 L. acidophilus GIM1.208 BGL 4% 53 & F iy =
PES5RIE

W 3% 45 0 H ZH 204K PET-28a(+)-bgl, FI FH B AR b
156 Jg L Uk R A T AU D) 48 0 . 7 4H 31K PET-28a(+)-
bl &K 45700 bp (1), 456 Uk 1 A 1) 5 41 5

Hi PET-28a(+)-bgl Az & 4 b %4k, 7E LB
S AR R O R T B R A

Ml Marker

bp
5700 bp—>

3000

1 000

500

Fig. 1 Enzyme digestion analysis of PET-28a(+)—bgl
M1: Recombinant plasmid PET-28a (+)-bgl after digestion.

M & 2 AL, 37°CHE S 1% 1 HE 4 SR PET-
28a(+)-bgl # 20°CF i 1L 1 1Y B 41 ki 75 F: 3R 1k
(1 H R SRR A, 3R =W 4 T BT ELAH 5
[ & B, 20°CHI37°CIE S &0 N s Lig i rhis
SR SR R UUNE I T AR
RS, 20T IR RULTE TiE Sy & R
37CIHEF YA S . L, nl IR E 7 37°C .
220 v/min P& FH RN, F SR MUIRE F RE
W AP AR B T T 5 SR W), &E R
K B A EAT I A LR A BRIV A 52 k.

ku
116.0

66.2 R
<«—Target protein

45.0

35.0

25.0

18.4
14.4

Fig.2 SDS-PAGE analysis of reombinant enzyme BGL
expression level at different induction temperatures
M: Protein molecular mass marker; I: Total protein before induction;
2: 20°C supernatant; 3: 20°C precipitation; 4: 37°C supernatant; 5: 37°C

precipitation.
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2.2 RIRBEHESEFENT AL

WME 3R, 1~5 KB EARR . i
L RS TR e (20, 50, 500 mmol/L imidazole)
Ve GEI 5 28 0 s i HAREE 1 BGL. 25 4 1 5
VKGE W S BOTE M, HIoAwHy, RSB ENE
SEMEHE4i{LfS, 7E 50 mmol/L Tris, 300 mmol/L
NaCl, 50/500 mmol/L imidazole. pH 8.0 A% ¥ & .
4CENTSIT, HIYE ARG 2k
k., FHR/NHR 52 k.

ki M1 2 3 45

116.0

66.2
<«— Target protein

45.0

14.4

Fig. 3 Purification of B—glucosidase by nickel sepharose
affinity chromatography
M: Protein molecular mass marker; [: Loading; 2: Outflow;
3: 20 mmol/L imidazole; 4: 50 mmol/L imidazole; 5: 500 mmol/L

imidazole.

2.3 L. acidophilus BGLFR A BI#iN
2.3.1 @A H ) Western blot/ AT

2% Western blot Kzill 73 H7 , ¢ HL Uk [ 55— Jk 38
LA MTHE 2] H R AR S0, Tl
52ku, RACHBLIEREHHMED (K4) .
232 EEE B E

ARl R R E N 1.88 g/, 15N 80%,
FUE AL PR AR | SRR RA Al ik A
FHENA.
2.4 L. acidophilus BGLHI5RIE KRR &

YL EE X BGL s2ma K 7 L AR N Ak, Bl
M LT, A SO AR R R G, SRR
VB T f5 3 B o R AR 25 5 Y B ST AL, 7E
20°C~40°CHT, BRI B T 5 43 (B) ) Al 458 A1 23R 34
Jmtel HohRERISE, (HEETE PEG I ; 7E 47°CHT,
S Sk B KA, H5.973 U/ml, BEEFA A
P P 5 R b T AR AR E RS MR AT

ku

180
140
100

75

60 «— Target protein

45
35

25

15

10

Fig. 4 Western blot analysis of B—glucosidase

M: Prestained marker; /: Target protein.

—_ —
x® (=3 553
= (=3 =4
T T T

553 &
= (=
T T

Relative enzyme activity/%
D
=3

0 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1
20 27 30 37 40 47 50 57 60 67 70 77 80 87 90
t/°C
Fig. 5 The effect of temperature on the activity of
recombinant 3—glucosidase

50°C, WG 1R . 25 R KW BGL 1Y p-NPG ik 2
N B Yk BE A 47°C.
2.5 L. acidophilus BGLEIFAF2E 4

HE 6 AT 1, 7£20°C., 30CIHIEIEF 2 h5,
LRl IS A AR, AR BTG ) SRR G AE 90%
DL b 7E40°C~60°C, il 17 P sl (i) S 4 2218 sk 557
TR A 14 T 65%, X K B AE 20°C~60C
BGL A B ayka e, 70°CH 3R A BEIE 10 40%,
90°CHT FR A WG S AR T 10%. A SCHkfE, WG
PEREARAY R, Jerrah T RS BGL = 2
SRR EE T = SR VR 0B s, B TE
e R . BGL B8R H i R k£ 254k, i
fHRREE R ET, (AR ARG TE 2

¥t 51 2 % B BGL3A4 1E 40°C~65°CHY BGL
() 5% B8 G 1 KT 60%. X SC IR A% 2 Bl gE kB,
it 5 Sk JE Y BGL 7E 85°CHE B AL FE 60 min Ji7, H:
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00:20C A 4:30C m@:40C 0-0:50C Rl 2420 [R) AR VR A9 BGL A Eb %8, L. acidophilus
AN 60T 00:70C  =—=:80C 4—+:90C 5
i JIF 7 BGL 1Y pH F& & PE AL 4F, 0 H B A — & it
xX N
2z 100 F TR .
=
g st .
2 S 140}
E or ? 1201 ._./q/‘\‘\‘//w-\
2 wf 3 100f
g g 30r
- 20 & 60Ff
~ =
0 | | 1 1 ! 3 40
20 40 60 80 100 120 Z 20
t/min T L e e e
~ 2226 3.0 343640 46 5056 58 6.0 6.5 7.0 7.5 8.0

Fig. 6 The temperature stability of recombinant

B—glucosidase

ARXT BTS2 25%. UL, L. acidophilus BGL 5
HoA YR A BGL AH LU AT B AF i AgeoeE Pk
2.6 L. acidophilus BGLEI51E & FZpH

SWAR Z2 pH OO B EA B SE MR, 2 55 I
AR 2 e A 2 1 A PR 263 . 1817 s, BGL
TE pH 2.2~5.0 5, BEMEA N AR R pH{ESE i, H
B PR BTG 5 76 pH 5.6 1), G SRR 5K
{E >} 5.605 U/ml; pH 5.8~8.0 i, Fifi {& % pH {1
I, BRI T REE

120

HIPERES e

60

—_
(=3
(=)

401

20

Relative enzyme activity/%

22 26 3.034364046 5056 586065707580
pH
Fig.7 The effect of pH on the activity of recombinant

B—glucosidase

2.7 L. acidophilus BGLEJpHF2 E 14

& 8 AT I, 7 pH 2.2~6.0 1, W% HA —
ERENE; TEKZ pH 7.0~8.0 ), BGL B AL T
AFREPIRAS, FABXTE IS 7 ST B 3. X
FE T ROVAR R A, X AR 35 O A T S A
BA—Enysemm, MR 5 Y 256 i
fefig s = ORFEIEA YRS BGL /9 pH i 32 PR FAR
FEME— A —E 25, BATRZ M TRV pH

pH

Fig. 8 The pH stability of recombinant B—glucosidase

2.8 BHLBFIXIL. acidophilus BGLEIEZ

BGL 1 fb. HL 57 119 185 01 55 5 260 W 35 2 B 1 1) 0%
PEATIC AL G B A — s YL R 9
WoR, AR HLE RN ARG AN [ R BE P i
AL HEE . 2R R . PIEX BGL B i /5
Bk, JoK SRR AR XTS5 . % E#E2H BGL
(BTG A VR R INBI AR . TOKGBE. TR
R, Wi, LR TR .

120 -
S 100}
z
2
S 80
[}
E 60}
S @—® : Absolute ethanol
L
2 40 A—A : Methanol
% B—a : Ethyl acetate
~z 20F
O—0O : Acetone
O 1 1 1 1 1 1
R Q N A W o
<
N
A%

Volume fraction/%

Fig. 9 Effects of various organic solvents on the activity of

recombinant B—glucosidase

29 BB FIL. acidophilus BGLHI SN

BGL 75 Tl A 2E 7 S HAH G 0% i o
AT 5 4 T 5 1 AH ELAE FH I S e g PR 2’10 f
/N, Na', K'. Li', Mg”. Zn™, AP X} H 41 BGL
A AR FEEEAMHIVE . Na*, AP BGL (75
A 0 4y B4Rl FE 4 BGL 15 Tk R AL 21.34%
21.02%. K*. Li', Mg> . Zn X} F i P ) /8 FH 4%
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55 . Becker Al Evans " WF5¢ & ¥l 45 J& 25 X BGL 1)
SER 5 AN B AR G, I Na Al LS B i
FCINE 5 B 45 R ) R G A8 AR DT 2R % . Hg™ .
Ca”. Cu”. Ba®. Fe'. Fe’ X} BGL A R[S
fEHEVER, HirFe | Fe IBIGIERR M B3 . X
e KR 4 B R -5 A A EAE TS AT R 2 7 22
YEH, AFFIRYIE BGL iGN 545G 2 . 54k,
WA, Ca™ nliE I Fe BGL MG A7 5549
%, KRS SR G R

%@Q@ FOWE S SF
>
Metal ion
Fig. 10 Effect of various metal ions on the activity of

recombinant B—glucosidase

2.10 L. acidophilus BGLFET S HIFF R

A 2 RO R Z2 B0 A W R U ) BGL A 1kl 1
L BRI R Tl e A 2R R Y E
1187w, 54 B 7 0.0~1.0 mol/L B, 4 25 4l
XF BGL AL I P A TR 1 ,  JF 76 fi A vk B A
1.5 mol/L B}, [l 73k B i KB . 76 H A B
2.0~3.0 moV/L i, BEIGEMEEM T REBHE, X5
Singhania 55 ' [UBF ST 45 R —2, SRR AT B4%
(151 57 /i 8 7/ S G S A Lt O Y ) P VA
MR

[

(=3

(=1
T

—_

D

(=]
T

[
(=1
T

o®
(=)
T

'
=)
T

Relative enzyme activity/%

(=1

%‘O\Q NN N I S - B

&

F

c(glucose)/(mol-L™")

Fig. 11 The influence of glucose on recombinant

B—glucosidase activity
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Fig. 14 Far ultraviolet CD spectra of B—glucosidase

Table 3 The analytical diagram of the secondary struc-

ture of B—glucosidase

BGL secondary structure content/%

Interval/nm

a-helices  B-sheet  B-turn Random coil

190 ~ 260 15.9 44.1 18.1 27.2

2.13 L. acidophilus BGLE) =4 Z5#)32HR

W& L. acidophilus BGL % it 3 [H] ) 0] 7 2%
(ATGCTCACAACTAAAGATAAATATTTATATAAA
GATGGAAAAAGATTCTTTTATTTAGCAGATACA
TGTTGGGGTGCTTTCGGTAGTATTGATATGCCG
GATTGGCGCTATTATCTTGATTCGCGTAAAGCT
GCAGGTTTTAACACGATTCAAATCAATGTTTTG

CGTCAATGGGATTCAAGCTTACCAATCAGAGA
GCCGTTTGCTATTACTAATCATGAAGATGGTAC
TTATGAATATGATTTTAATAAAATTAATGAATCA
TACTTTGACAATGCAGTTAAGATGTTGGAAGA
AATGCAAAAAAGAGATATGGTTCCGGCTTTAG
TTCTTTTATGGGGTAATTTTGTTCCAAATACATG
GATGAGTAGATTTATTAAGAATAATATTATGCCT
TTTGAACAAATCAAATCATATGTTACTTATGTAG
TGAATAAATTTAAGAGATTTAATCCGATTTGGA
TTGTTAGTGGGGATGTTGGTTTTACAGATATGA
AAGGACAAAAGAAAGATCCTGCGATTAAATAC
TATCGTGAAGTAATTAAAACTGCCCAAGAGATT
GATCCAGAAGATTTATATACTTTTCATATCAATG
GTGAATCAACTGAAGTTCCAGATGAATTATTCA
AGAAGACAGATTTCTTTTTCTATCAATCAGGCC
ATGGATATACTGGTCAATCTACAGCATATACAAT
CCCACAAAAAATGCGTAAAGATAACTATGGAG
GCCCAATCATTGATGCAGAACTTTGTTATGAAG
GACTAACTAAAATGAAGGCTCCGACTGCTGAA
CGATATAGTGCTTTTGATGTTAGAAGGGCTGCT
TGGCGTGCAGTACTTTCTGGTGCAGATGCCGG
ATTAGGATATGGCAGTTTTGGTATTTGGCCATG
GAAAGATACTGTACGTCCTGAAGAAAAGTTAG
ATTCTAACTTTAATGTACAGTTAGTACCATATGA
TTGGCGAGATTGTTTGACTTTCCGTGGTGCAA
AAGATGTGGGATTTATTAAAGATTTTATCAGTG
AGTATGCTTCTAATGGATTAAATCCAATTAATGA
TCCAGTTAAAGATAATCCAGAAATTAGAGCTGC
TCAAAATGATAAGTATATTTTTATTTATTTACCA
ACTTCAGGAATTATTAATTTTGATGATTTAGGA
ATTAAGGTTAATGAATGTAAGATAATGGATCTT
GATAAGCGTCGAATTATTCAAGGTAAAGTTGA
AAATAATGTTTTACAAATGTCATCTGTTATTGAA
GACGAATTAGTAATTGTAGGAAAG), LIBEF /K
f# i (glycoside hydrolase, PDB 5 5MSY.A) Mti
#e (L. acidophilus BGL FIUEEAR 4 7 51) b X 45 S DL
Kl 15) , & # BGL = 4 £ A . F 1 Hr KK
(Ramachandran plot) ¥F# J7 ¥ P-4 B0 4 & 38 M
Ramachandran plot F T~ AR 25 [ 5t = 445 #4) v ikt
P ou il J5E -~ B B [ (B) AR B R T % B (y) X
o B FRR 7 Z (B AR TR B (), LAFE W
A1 Bl RS TR U R 1 SRV AR SRR A 42
FEEATIF R o w T A 7] LA A Ramachandran
plot i, AL T 90% 1 o w 1 1 53 Ai 1E
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The table value at row i, column j equals the number of residue
matches between sequences i and j, divided by the length of

sequence j.
Chains 1 2
1:5MSY.A 21.8

2:BGLp 20.1

S5MSY.A  GAQKKTQKTYIPWSNGKLVVSEEGRYLKHENGTPFFWLGETGWLLPERLNRDEAEYYLEQ
BGLP  tiiiiececniiiinnnn MLTTKDKYL . YKDGKRFFYLADTCWGAFGSIDMPDWRYYLDS
5MSY.A  CKRRGYNVIQVQTLNNVPS.MNIYGQYSMTDGYN. .FKNINQKGVYGYWDHMDYIIRTAA

BGLp RKAAGFNTIQINVLRQWDSSLPIREPFAITNHEDGTYEYDFNKINESYFDNAVKMLEEMQ

5MSY.A  KKGLYIGMVCIWGSPVSHGEMN......... VDQAKAYGKFLAERYKDEPNIIWFIGGDI
BGLp KRDMVPALVLLWGNFVPNTWMSRFIKNNIMPFEQIKSYVTYVVNKFK.RFNPIWIVSGDV

S5MSY.A  ........ RGDVKTAEWEALATSIKAIDKNHLMTFHPRGRTTSATWFNNAPWLDFNMFQS
BGLp GFTDMKGQKKDPAIKYYREVIKTAQEIDPEDLYTFHINGESTEVP .DELFKKTDFFFYQS

5MSY.A  GHRRYGQRFGDGDYPIEENTEEDNWRFVERSMAMKPMKPVIDGEPIYEEIPHGLHDENEL
BGLp GHGYTGQSTA. . . YTIPQKMRKDNYGGPIIDAELCYEGLTKMKAPTAER. . YSAFDVRRA

SMSY.A  LWKDYDVRRYAYWSVFAGSFGHTYGHNSIMQF IKPGVG.GAYGAKKPWYDALNDPGYNQM
BGLp AWR. . AVLSGADAGLGYGSFGIWPWKDTVRPEEKLDSNFNVQLVPYDWRDCLTFRGAKDV

SMSY.A  KYLKNLMLTFPFFERVPDQSVIAGQNGERYDRAIATRGNDYLMVYNYTGRPMEVDFSKIS
BGLp GFIKDFISEYASNGLNPINDPVKDNPEIR..... AAQNDKYIFIYLPTSGIINFD...DL

SMSY.A  GAKKNAWWYTTKDGKLEYIGEFDNGVHKFQHDSGYSSGNDHVLIVVDSSKDYVKKDCYQI
BGLp GIKVNECKIMDLDKRRIIQGKVENNVLQM. . . . . . SSVIEDELVIVGK. . v v veeenn..
SMSY.A  DTHE

BGLp

Fig. 15 The protein align between BGL sequence and the
template SMSY.A
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Heterologous Expression, Purification and Enzymatic Properties of
Lactobacillus acidophilus GIM1.208 B—glucosidase”

YU Yi-Hong, DING Xiao-Juan, DING Zhu-Hong™, SONG Yu-Ting, WANG Yi

(School of Liquor & Food Engineering, Guizhou University, National Forestry and Grassland Bureau Prickly Pear Engineering Technology Research
Center, Key Laboratory of Agricultural and Animal Products Store and Processing of Guizhou Province, Guiyang 550025, China)

Abstract Lactobacillus acidophilus is a kind of probiotics. The previous research found that B -glucosidase
(BGL) produced by Lactobacillus acidophilus GIM1.208 has high activity. In order to elucidate its structure and
characteristics, the target gene of Lactobacillus acidophilus GIM1.208 BGL was obtained with PCR and
successfully expressed in E. coli. Protein samples with a purity of more than 90% was obtained by nickel affinity
chromatography. Then the secondary structure of BGL was detected by circular dichroism spectroscopy (CD) and
its tertiary structure was analyzed by homology modeling method. The enzymatic properties of Lactobacillus
acidophilus BGL was also studied. The results show that the molecular mass of Lactobacillus acidophilus BGL is
52 ku, the concentration after purification is 1.88 g/L. The secondary structure of Lactobacillus acidophilus BGL
includes 15.9% a-helix, 44.1% B-sheet, 18.1% B-turn, and 27.2% random coil. Homology modeling analyzation
showed that 8 B-sheets and 8 a-helices were included in 3D structure of Lactobacillus acidophilus BGL, and the
whole protein is conical in shape. Lactobacillus acidophilus BGL has good glucose tolerance and NaCl tolerance.
The optimal temperature and the optimal pH of this enzyme is 47°C and 5.6, respectively. Lactobacillus
acidophilus BGL has high stability in the range of 20°C -50°C and pH 2.2-6.0. The inhibitory effect of ethyl
acetate and methanol on enzyme activity is obvious, and Fe’* and Fe** have significant activation effect on
enzyme. These results provide important reference basis for the subsequent functional exploration and application

research of Lactobacillus acidophilus BGL.

Key words [-glucosidase, heterologous expression, purification, enzymatic properties, CD spectroscopy,
homology modeling
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