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JEpLW105 5 #5 1 BE S MR BEEUGT LI EE A 1 BRI HeAL K AF IR BL21 (DE3) Mg RIL TRE W« fEAN AN
UDPGHE# JRZ A — % (uridine diphosphate, UDP) 251 T, DA_F il XU e 1A TR B 4 200 Jf 4 Ak SR el A
(RA) FRAG IR BE R AR K T-80%, RDFZRIAFI930 mg/L. B i 4 XUEEHE K] R 1 5 R pL W 108 B WU L 3% 1%
KRBT HBL21 (DE3) TRER . I ER I BRI E 1 TR B AL OR 5 ORI R R AL AR ] o SR I SR SRIA XU TR 1
AR R IR R R AT AL, 5 R R CURI G AEAL PRI RE AL AR 2R, O K 200 MO 0 A A 2R P 75 v O 2 K R TR 0 P 2
FFRIRES @/100 mL, [F7E AR IS UDPGHI % T S BIRDIN R MR, RAJRYIEE /R ¥ RILF193%,
RD= 241 051 mg/L.
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Construction of in Situ UDPG Regeneration Strain for Biosynthesis of Rebaudioside D
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Abstract: Sucrose synthase 3 from Arabidopsis thaliana (AtSUS3) was used to regenerate uridine diphosphate glucose, an
activated glucose donor required in biotransformation of rebaudioside D (RD) from rebaudioside A (RA). The AtSUS3 gene
was cloned from the cDNA of 4. thaliana and assembled into plasmid pET28a to construct a expression plasmid pLW105.
Co-transformation of pLW105 and plasmid pYF09 harboring UDP-glucosyltransferase EUGT1I gene into Escherichia coli
(E. coli) BL21(DE3) generated the engineered strain pLW105+pYF09-BL21(DE3) co-expressing both enzymes. Using the
whole cells of this strain as a biocatalyst, more than 80% of RA was conversed to RD without exogenous addition of UDPG,
yielding about 930 mg/L RD. Then a plasmid harboring the genes encoding both enzymes was constructed and the resulting
engineered strain E. coli BL21(DE3) showed the same biotransformation efficiency as the strains containing two plasmids.
In order to decrease the amount of sucrose used in the bioconversion reaction, the cell lysate instead of the whole cells was
used to catalyze the biotransformation of RD. Using the cell lysate of the engineered strain pLW108-BL21(DE3), about 93%
RA was conversed to RD with a yield of about 1 051 mg/L at 5 g/100 mL sucrose concentration, which used only 1/8 of the

amount of sucrose used in whole cell catalysis with a comparable RD yield.
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Fig.1  Structures of rebaudioside A and rebaudioside D
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BLFFAE, AT 3 2 RDAE W) & RO B2 Hp X v 4 4 T 1 75
R, R A3 S P A s B G W 5 B2 S B R T UDP
FERK S B 7= Pk RN, AS Wi 4 Bl & B2 [ RD A il 3k
17 (B2) o 2% H i S A W0 0 R W FE R 4 T 1 T 2
ZHPP, I EEUGTIHEL IS B4, B IT
KR ASUS3IZ 5 BB DAL A BURD IR 8258

EUGTI11
RA

RD

UDPG UDP
AtSUS3

Ex FEbE
2 OWARMERE & BRRDR B
Fig.2  Illustration of biotransformation of RD by coupling EUGT11
and AtSUS3
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Fig.3  Schematics showing plasmid pLW105 (a) and pLW108 (b)
RIENCBI_EASUS3 (NM_116461.3) HIFF b 3¢
HE240~266 9 bp/7-41 LA K M4 N E AR pET28af7 B BamHI-
NotI ¥ %y 17 N 51 0%, IE514): 5'-AGCAAAT
GGGTCGCGGATCCATGGCAAACCCTAAGCTCA-3',
JIA51%): 5'-TGCTCGAGTGCGGCCGCTCAGTCATCG
GCGGTTGA-3". i 5 DL F I+ cDNA N B i 4T PCR,
50 pL R R PR II25 pL PrimerSTAR Max. iR 7]
¥ (10 pmol/L) %1 uL. PG IFcDNARIARO0.4 uL, 255
TFARANER AR, RBZAH98 'C 3 min, BHJE25 M

/98 C 10s. 55 C 15s. 72 °C 30s, ##72°C 10 min, P&
W16 Co PCREZE W 5 [ B =Mk AT LUK FF VDR [T
244k [1IPCR 4 LAInfusionZ: 24 it 2 24 A pET28a BamHI-
Notlfr fi 2 18], ¥ FikipLW105 (E3) , #4b KT
DHIOB, #4550 ug/mLF 85 2 LB E /A 5; 7535 TR,
37 Cil BRI fa PR e B XU T) LA S PP 3 o
132  IEIKEUGTI 5 AtSUS3JF FipL W 108 [ 44

A TAE P M I pYFO9 /2 LLpETDuet1 N#AA, 7
P11 % M AT S A EUGTIIE R, % FpETDuetl &
BUE BT ok, B I AE P2 22 50 B AL A4 N R BE A
fgAtSUS3HE N 3R 15 LR B FiRipLW108. tRIENCBI E
AtSUS3 (NM_116461.3) HIFF 8B 524240 ~2 669 bp)F
HI) CA K 3048 N 2 AR pETDuet1 P2 T~ ¢ Fsel-Kpnl v B 7 it 1)
A sI %, 1IEM5I4): 5'-TCAATTGGATATCGG
CCGGCCAGATGGCAAACCCTAAGCTCA-3", [ I35l
). 5'-CTTTACCAGACTCGAGGGTACCTCAGTCATC
GGCGGTTGA-3", LIpLW105 N 47 PCR, Z1F[FH
FIEEpLW105. PCRZS W =4k AT vk H DI [l . 4k
1k J5 IFIPCR™ 4 EAInfusioni 5w [ 42 i KipYF09 (Fisel.
KpnDWBEY) , Bt BikipLW108 (&3) #4k KAt i
DHI10B, #4100 ug/mL &% 7 5 & FILB [ 14 5% 97 3
PR, 37 Cad G 7R FE R S - I SR
1.3.3  4HfiEfEfb & RD
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BE oK ks 7R EE 16 °C, 180 r/minfE #5718 he 597
SRS B DT, LL100 mmol/L pH SHERR AN 22 M ik
GG Y2 S T A0 R B, A R N2 mL,
HEALAR 22 LL100 mmol/L pH 8 BRANZE pR AL, =T
0.2 glE A 60 mmol/LATAER =44+ 1 mmol/L RA.
10 g/LE B JE 5 F68. 0.1 mmol/L ZnCl,, LAK i Sk E
40 g/100 mLEEME. (AR NRBEREST C, RN
INFE]24 ho ~PATSESES IR, FASFE a2 i K Se it J5
1.3.5%,
1.3.4 B A HKRD

LA B AL TR 20 B RS 5 O 2 R A A i AL . TE S
FREEHUG B DR R, F 100 mmol/L pH S FR 22 i
TIE P2 38 Jm E R T 100 mmol/L pH 8T ER N ZE M
W B N = T IR B0 gl Ak, BTk
T A 2 T VRS VR o e DL S A R A R R A I At
RN HEAT AR, AR AR R & ISR 4 5 &R
1 g/L RA, 0.1 mmol/L ZnCl,, LAKAN[A] 5 & 5 755 b
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AR50 054 1.5 g/100 mLAI10 g/100 mL. [ ik
37 °C, NIEFIAI24 h, RFHFKAPATSLIRS Ko
135 il 5 git o

RA. RDH & 800 AR G A7 R0 . 3 #E Thermo
Hypersil Gold AQ (250 mmX4.6 mm, 5um) , Al
K205 nm, FEEZEH40 C, FHFERE40 uL. i %&1F
. AMIK, BHIZE, 0~5 min, 25% B; 5~30 min,
25%~65% B; 30~34 min, 65% B; 34~35 min,
65%~25% B; 35~40 min, 25% B. ArifEfIZE AIRA
RD A5 #E & il 14 - RAARE il 28 77 #2 4y=0.260 6x—
0.931 8; RD#RHEMZE 52 4y=0.202 5x—0.135 7. LK
S48 R R R SR R B0 B BB, 0.2 pig it 368 i gk
ATWAR ST Hids i SPSSHF 1 GLM One-Way ANOVA
17501

2 HRSHH

2.1 JENEAEEILIN ASUS3HI T %

5000 bp
3000 bp|
2000 bp|

M1. DL15000 Marker; ¥ki1. AtSUS3 PCRY 4 i3k 45 % : M2. DL5000
Marker; ¥Ki&3. 4.FH{PE 5 pLW105 BamHI. NotTXLE U) 46
E4 R AEASUS3HRE 5 RBLpLWI105HH 8
Fig.4  Cloning of AtSUS3 gene and construction of pLW105
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NoTUEFYIpLW105, B Ik EE R IR2 4561, BRI
ity RINAAPET28a 48 (415369 bp) , BU/INAISEH K/NE

2000~3000bp.2[H], 2500bpZcti, HASUS3SERII2 430 bp
ok, A MTaER, RWTTRpLWI0SHE ST
22 WEREERSEERE R 5 ASUS3HE K] f I ORI 2 45 R
RATHERE G b f5, K H S5 EILRAA BRD
WL MG EUGT 13 K8 XU 3 1 FURLpETDuet] |3
ARk, o g R B A 1F F BRipLW108. M T-3Rik
EUGTII I RpYFO9 A £ 1l /& L pETDuet 1 A #5414 i
K, IEER EpLWI0SH), WK AtSUS3FE IR [+ 51 3
e 2% XUE B F AR 2N G 3h 1 R R #%181.3.2
W EAEPLWI08 )5, BT AtSUS3FEK ¥ 41 N 77 1E
KpnUR B FF 1], R 1 g U7 56 00F B 328 U RE b 5 A0 A B
— {7 s BamHI (7 F FAI107 bp) LA EcoRI (ST i ki
2373 bp) BHATXEEVIIGIE, VLALXUEE ) S %3RS
Frir, KN 592 266 bpFl6 928 bp. HIEISTI %1, HLuk
45 B IR 2 460 4 WA T K402 500 bp L K2 7500 bp, 5
T A W KNS, S a T a5 R, BikASUS3 E 4 R
G HARAiE .

MI. DL5000 Marker; 1. pLW108 BamHI. EcoRTAFY]; M2. DL15000 Marker,

HS5 EHERLRE R pLW108 i Es )% I
Fig.5  Restriction digestion of pLW108 co-expressing EUGTII and AtSUS3
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(DE3) #HAT4 Mttt 255K M EiE R T RDE &
WREEZ)930 mg/L, RAJRMIPE/RFALZE RN T80%, il ik
WA /DERA (X6~20mg/L) (6. 7) o TixfHE
pYF09-BL21 (DE3) 7EM[F%MFF, RDEIKIELN
23 mg/L, JEMIEERIEAE23% (B6. 7) o X455
85I\ T UDPGH A 2 Ja, MR N PR T
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M, B S A T R IA XU BRI pLW 108, AL AR
MR B R EER (D .
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Fig. 6 HPLC chromatograms showing biotransformation of RD by
different engineered E. coli strains
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Fig. 8  Effect of sucrose concentration on RD yield by whole cell catalysis
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F &, 25 RS AT LR 3 2 08 U 1) T B 200 P s o kL
T AR HEALA RRD . LR AT B N K S 06
RO~ 10 /100 mLIPFJFEREFH &, o 7N B BE i ik e
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Fig.9  One-pot biocatalysis of RD by raw cell lyse containing EUGT11

and AtSUS3
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WS EASREEDY, 4561 RISUDPGH] & il 51 3
UDPGHIE £, 53— 724248 B 28 A ALY Fh I UDPG
A Bl 5| N JEA A S UDPG Y &

BB JE B 20 il CLF UDPGAE W) A5 BROS 12 B30I B
FEAHARE, SRUDPGH M4 b1 AW RE
A A UDPGHEA Y, I B B euE R 5
HMIE S N H A A 25 A T S5 I B AR UDPG L 25 . 151l
UDe BruynZ5” > L Bifidobacterium adolescentis\ Rt
FRALEE (EC 2.4.1.7) B R AF i AL 5 e HE K i
B, AWK 5 UDPGE B JT T & 42 UDPG & U 4
1-BERR T &I B, PR K IAT I A UDPGIIAEY) & ik A%
THFE - IR 1 T 0 iR 40 2 AN BE IR DA S UDPG [ fift il 5 [4]
ushA, FJ45& 1 35 AL T4 1-BE R 4 & 9% 2E ) UDPG
FTUTP- 1T 8 ] 4 W K 1 e R Bl R 2 T B AL 2 B AR
WAL Ty AL 2 . Weyler 5™ A mitt b 1 i 1k 6- 1
% 7 26 B 5 1 -l R G 2 B ELR I BRI NG, 45 Aok
Leuconostoc mensenteroides ) NER TR AL ERA L T B30 &
JRUDPGHI M, TEARRIMATPIIE B Tk F] 1 54% )
WAk . FsL B R AL O UDPG 1 B508E FHER AR 5
AUDPGH BB KB, FEA LU E)#/E. Pei Jianjun
200 1 8 41 Bifidobacterium adolescentisfEREEFR1L
ity 45 3 X UTP- 1194 198 W 26 4 PR e R g S L 1 U
PEUDPGIE 4, VAL AE i s &1, B
1.7 g/L, JEVEAZ91.9%

T REPE B RILEY (EC 2.4.1.7) W= 72 S pE A
UDPG (5 7K 1- B R % &1 0%, 8 b 51 N A% B 14 [ ) 55
BN SR UTP- 1 -5 98 1 2 0 JR 7% 7% Bl (1) 8 05 A R S 3
UDPGIE . 1Mk 7 REMEBERALEG 2 5h, &H —ANf
W UDPGE &£ 50, RISINERESHE, [FIREHEAL fe
TE AR RS AL T AEUDPG . W 4 Jlg 0 = Ak SR 1) o
HR A XA, — T3 T il LV #EREHE AT UDP 4 UDPG,
F— 7 H#E 7 UDP A7 1EUDPAR 5 4058 Ak S
{2 FENE O WA AL 1 S SR AT, OF HHAE A bE
OB B R IZ AFAE, X T UDPG & 4R T 7 1 JRE B
ZLARTT B ) SRR S A AN, BRIk RS H AR
FE AN S L HE TEC A5 L 1) TRE AR 5 il B g XU v 28 TR A A
FeAL =W 5 . MasadaZsP ISR EE % (Arabidopsis
thaliana) fASUSTH TR TR, 7R KFEK
SMRUDPG IS & £ A AR 1/10. AtSUSTRE
HF A& RRAPIHRGE, B4k R N 7 ZARINUDPY,
Huang %™ I BUOR: F K 51 B A B GmS US# £ UDPG
BAEFE, HTEWREZMEEREL N T, HhEHHT
PR 599% . ASER I FEAU R T AtSUS3 5 Bk e 72 iy
EUGT1HER, KI5 HoAt CA7 4138 0 E0E & B 1 B4
PEMILL, AtSUS3H LLZEEUGT1 L IHE AL A N w2 i A

UDPG™. 9zfrah b H W AtSUS3 SEUGT1145 & Al £ AR
AN ITUDPGELUDPH 26 T = AU AL RD & i o

e U VR AL G BRD AT 8T i i VA PR S T — R
5 IRE L LRSI, LR R R N YR UDPGHE S . Ask
ISR FE R L — B RS BEEUGT 1L, B & E EE 3
SN A TR B IR A - A- UDPG I BE M & iEAtSUS3, 512
LT AR IR YR AR BE A S 46 V0 RD 5 RUE i
NI R REF R MA 0 A =324t T % 3.
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