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Isolation and Identification of An Exopolysaccharide—producing Sporidiobolus and Optimization of
Fermentation Process
MA Yan-shi, LIU Han, PEI Fang-yi’
(Research Office, Qiqihar Medical University, Qigihar 161000, Heilongjiang, China)

Abstract: In order to screen new high-yield exopolysaccharides (EPS) yeast strains to meet the requirements
of industrial production, the EPS—producing of strain was screened by WL selected medium and sugar medium.
The strain was identified according to morphological, biochemical and 18S rDNA sequence methods. Response
surface methodology was adopted to optimize the EPS—producing condition parameters. The results showed that
a Sporidiobolus strain with high EPS—producing ability was isolated and which was identified as Sporidiobolus
pararoseus , and named it S. pararoseus PFY =Z1. The optimum fermentation condition was found to consist of
glucose 17.34 /1., MgSO, 1.98 g/L., and initial pH 5.3. The bacterium grown in the optimized medium yielded
(6.74 +0.13) ¢/L. of EPS, which was increased by 1.63 compared to that obtained using the unoptimized
condition. This study not only provided the source of bacteria for EPS production, but also provided a theoretical
basis for the large—scale production of EPS using S. pararoseus in the future.
Key words: Sporidiobolus pararoseus; isolation and identification; exopolysaccharides; response surface

method; optimization
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AR FBEL, A LM HRTRUE YR HURR AT o
BUAA g8 7, T B M R O 1004875 05 AR 42 Tl A o 45
YERN, (HA R H AT, B EETE EPS AR Z RS
FUEAT, AT BER: EPS HA B8R 1) i 50 4+ 71 Al
TR A SRS o PINGE 25 DR S 38 P 43 185 1 ] 7
EPS M2 th 52 45+ (Candida guilliermind )HS-]9,
XJ BT EPS $AALBE I #EAT WS K B EPS2-1 HAY
R A BT ETE HE AA J5 7S, T SO MR LL I B
(Rhodotorula mucilaginosa)CM—l 1 CICC 33013 W1k
BrFR A 4300 03 B A BUKIEPE EPS, H &4
7.35 o/ Fll 6.2 o/L, %} H: EPS Z5#4) A= 1% M M i st 4
RIRZE AT T 00T, 3540 T R. mucilaginosa 7 EPS
XU AR 2 P

P A0 2 £ & (Sporidiobolus ) £l 7 8 48 761 i £
(S. johnsonii) TR 2 R (S, microsporus ) T
A B fEE R, (S, pararoseus ) . &7 B P 16 1 )
(S. ruinenii) i CBIHAREELE (S, salmonicolor ), Hor
S. pararoseus V£ R—AE 5 FURER: , AT EEE
TEG3 7 B AR 25534 55 7 T, (H BE 25 BIF 5 AN TR
A R ILMEREREE IR SR B AR YRGB S R 2
LA B 2 IE I, S, pararoseus AHEANY AT LA
UG . = A T LIRS EPS 45 25 ARl ™
Pyl g n] ] SRR B K R s — ik EAT
JEFIEEZRTE T S. pararoseus , A HLERE 7K 11 FE IR
A AR HES 2510, ORI 845 28 1 B 20 27 B AR X
S. pararoseus HATIRSMEMREIEF R (patulin, PAT) B
G, HB RSl HE Mk 1 B e A PAT AU — 5 5T
TR, PEREDL R A TR, 55 TR DA AR DL RC A & T 454
TRE A it R A O, R st R A B IR AN R IR A S
I BEFREERR) AR pH RN A TR I R A SR 4R
SESCIERE EPS 7 i 1 OCHE P 3R, AR DA 2 el
8RR R, B YPD FI WL 4545 55 L0k
= EPS B TPER 8 B 0B SR TS I AL
B A AL S 7E L K 18S tDNA F2 A X T 345 B Fh k4 7
Y I LOZ R & B Rk 3 e o T i 0 AL T
FRFE EPS 444

1 #MRl5H®
L1 ARG EGH
L1135k
358 W SRR R T R e A e
1.1.2 35
A PRAE AR A LS S R

UM CFUME T M S O AR TR R OB R
ZEWE KT CHO O AORERE LSBT R LB L
M ERIR AR AR I ANRRER IR R G 5 R R
it - AU AR BRI A R ) 5 Tt B0 TE R
D—-FATHEAFBE (L-FTRF s o S AR LG 2
PR UK fige Tt A A - 7 25 i B TN el v 12 W
RABRAF ., HHEE SRR SRR SIS R
AP EAREN R BRER L ER I Al
TR THARARR A A

iRk LR 4 DNA #2557 & (DP307-02) \Lyti—
case T BERE (3000 U)(RT410-02) .6xDNA HL K Load-
ing Buffer (RT201-01),Agarose LE (RT101) .50xTAE
Buffer (RT204).GeneRed #% 2 4% %} (RT211).D2000
DNA Marker (MD114 -01).D15000 DNA Marker
(MD110-01) .2xTaq PCR Mastermix (KT201-02) : K AR
AR (L) A BRZA F] 5 LAY buffer(DZSL0332) :
e A R AT,
1.1.3 Bt

YPD Biflg i3t (485 HB5193) . YPD #iMAks 3%
(5545 HB5193-1) WL 55 (525 HB0300):
By e BHE Tl bl Vi A U H R A R A ) o

FERESE R G SR A (/L) M BE 15, BRIR B 15, B
FREE 1.8, 544 0.28 R & — 41 0.24, S fkih 0.6, 7%
187K, 1 L,pH {H 7.0, 121 CKH 15 min, T 7= Bk
MG 1
114 (U5

FE B0 HL(22331Hamburg ) A R KA %
B ML (5804R): il [E Eppendorf 23 #] 5pH i1
(FE28) LT RT-(AL204) : MpF5 i —FC | 24 1A s v] L
BT (V=5000) : ¥ TCAT AL AR A BRZS ) 5 o 34
TH IR FRAH (DHP-9162) V& M4k ¢ (HZQ-211C): |-
TR A BRZA 7] s PCR 1L (C1000-touch ) .4 [
B RIS 53T % 48 (ChemiDoc MP) : 36 [
Bio—rad; Y27 B8 (CX31) : HAS Olympus A Al .
1.2 5k
1.2.1  S. pararoseus FWHERIPIE 51 B i

PR 10.0 g A2 el HPoRAE B 4, A 100 mLL TG
WK NIRZ 1SR 1 h, TR AR, MR R 2 107, 43
SRS B6 E A BRI 0.1 mL 3454 T YPD [R5 55
B b B RBEEEAE 2 A FATHE 28 CHE R 3 d, Pk
PREVE IR

PO AR ] YPD WA R B TE AL IS, = X
LI RAER T WL AR IR 1,28 CHigR 7d )&,
PRI TR AT H
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B RN R YPD WA RE FE 3,28 CHE 9% 3 d,
FE S U N AR AR T AR RN BB T T =0, 433
P EMR = X RIZET YPD WL ARG I3 [, 28 CH 9%
7d, WEHIE R IE Bt i R IER Gh&IE
B R FEFFLE AR AF L0,
1.2.3 &7 EPS TH R Ak

I PR I — B R 0 7 & TR EPS 75 12, i 1B
HUE S EPS U RE . B 1.5 mL R BER, 12 000 r/min &5
> 10 min, K FIEBGE Y BEE 1 mL 5 1 mL /AF
I3E 6 DI 5 mL RBRRRIA IR S, # B
HIZE 25 CIa, TP 490 nm AL WG . DL %
A bR v Vb v i 220, MR A v i 2R T R TR
HEPS [ & .
1.2.4 ERAECRIESE

Fie B Gl W 5 K A R, HE RN A Ak
A, 28 CHEFE 2 d e M2, el Akl gs il £ 2
ALFEHIAINE P ZLNE 2 2R0E R e R AL
Wi EF4E 8 A —0E R T0E S ek AZE AR
D-FA[HAFR L-FaT R frobs | BRZE0E KT H e
RIS AZWEEE AL (LAY | H R B LR BT
SRR o R EAT TR SRR , VA 7R 5 Rt 22 it
FRH LG ERRAUKS . Hoe A = 2 dE IR
il A AR R A S

1.2.5  18StDNA J¥4 ot it R 50 & B

FERIZH DNA FEHC T AL FFIZE 12 000 v/mins
O 1 min [T . % HEIE 2] DNA $EBURT) & i
B3, $EHOENZ] DNALA NS1:5°GTAGTCATATGCTTG
TCTC 3°;NS6:5” GCATC ACAGA CCTGT TATTG CCTC
3 R W4T 18S tDNA R4 F 541G . A HEE
JZ . (polymerase chain reaction, PCR)# 44K £ : 2xTaq
PCR Mastermix 25 wL; f&4i DNA 2 wL; b RiiF5144%
1 uL; AN ddH,0 % 50 wLoPCR #4544 : 95 “CHAE Pk
5 min;95 CAEM: 30 5,58 Cil k 30,72 CHEAH 90 s,
35 AMIEFF ;72 CHAEH 7 min, PCR 774 485 I 56 1E
J& ik A T A ARy . P A5 SR % % NCBI
BAEPE IR GeneBank %55 . #F NCBI £5dl % ik
T BLAST, #| ] MEGA 5.0, Neighbor—Joining 77 V14
FRGER T B0 TR R R A2,
1.2.6 Placketi-Burman(PB )i 411

FRYEILRE AR TR IR RSy, 7B P R 1) 3
fili b B e SR EPS P 1) 8 NP R (R ARk |
TRAREE AALES B A AT SN R TG pH
1B, SRR ZE7KTSERL DL EPS F7 i Y i N,
W BRI 50 A8 (+1) AR (=1)2 7K. Plackett—
Burman (PB) {8 5 HR 2 5K DL 1, 3817 15 41
RIS, B3 A FATE2, DL 2 %Ry R R, 28 C
140 v/min JRFHHTFE S d.

1 AKEHERBEEZSKE

Table 1 Factors and levels of factorial tests with two levels

BTy A XGBRRREY XGRRRREY  XJEREY XSBERE T XJAEMEY X Rkl Xy 914
(g/L) (g/L) (g/l) #/ (/1) (g/L) (ml/250 mL) pH {i
-1 10 10 0.9 0.12 0.3 50 5.5
0 15 15 1.8 0.24 0.6 100 7
1 20 20 2.7 0.36 0.9 150 8.5

1.2.7  HOdl AR (central composite design, CCD)
HAE PB RIS (945 5, L EPS 4 Y Wi AR, %)
EPS 7 & I 52 e K 3R ) 2 4 B R BE 90 4R pH {HL, #F
A5 M 57 1 A AT AR BN BT 58 e g e i T
KR 5K 2,
1.2.8 IRk
RIS I DU S5, BRRLA 2 %42 R
AP RIS 1 R BERG FRAE , 28 °C 140 v/min JR1%
Rigt 5 d 33 A BN . 4 °C .11 000 t/min &5.0> 20 min 25
BREAR . 76 LISH P InA 3 fHARELAY B4 IR AL 4
95 % LI, 4 CiE K ,4 °C .11 000 r/min &.0> 20 min

F2 PLAFEITEZRSKE

Table 2 Factors and levels of central composite design

Rk — IR
X, HERE (L) X BURREE/ (/L) Xy WIkh pH fH
-1.68 6.59 0.29 448
-1 10 0.9 5.5
0 15 1.8 7
1 20 2.7 8.5
1.68 23.41 3.31 9.52

WA TTE , FH A 2 B F /K R i 2 M 0TE , A S5 4R
BUR 10 % =H L1, FTafite,4 CHrE 24 h,4 C
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11 000 r/min &0 20 min, ZRTIVE. 76 FiFHinA
AT TR AT 8 95 % i) 1,4 °Cid K ,4 °C.
11 000 r/min Z5.0> 20 min WA ZHHIIE 5 T 50 mL %
BTk BB, 4 CBT 2 d, B 8 h i 1 UK.
1.3 Fdlageitot

M 1 1 R 152 11 Design Expert 8.0; RGEAH
RF AT ] MEGA 5.0; G810 i SPSS 19.0, D) p<
0.05 K225 3, p<0.01 A 25 30 i 3 2 R FH Ex—
cel 2016,

2 GERE5HH
2.1 R bR

T 3 T i T A O AR AR Ty — R o o 2 P A
EPS i, 53] 4 BREA P HERE 0 S. pararoseus,
EPS F=1 53 14 PFY-B1 B (3.58+0.12)¢/L. .PFY-F1
FRE (2.92+0.19) o/ . PFY-G1 itk (3.27+0.22) g/L.
PFY-Z1 Hi#k(4.14+0.11) ¢/L(p<0.05), FLIALL% M H
SR BE RS 1 R AT LA™ EPS (W 7R 7 Bl B (1s—
satchenkia orientalis 720, EPS ;=4 K 1.137 g/L™, P
W 4 2 T8 vh 43 B9 43 25 R EPS 1 C. gual-
liermind HS=J9,EPS ;=g }y 0.137 /¥, 5 [ iARWF5E 1
Fb  ASBIFGE 43 B AR B 0 T B TR W 8 ) A R 58 o
I, e PRY-Z1 Witk R TR T e 205
22 WHRIEAUEE

Wk PFY-Z1 76 YPD WL [ {4 55 52 38 |- /E KB
AIE 1,

a.YPD AR b.WL FH.

1 E#k PFY-Z1 7£ YPD. WL iR M EERS
Fig.1 Colony morphology of strain PFY-Z1 on YPD and WL agar
plate

£ YPD P-4l 55956 3 d 5 HE IR ik T
8 D), B AN B 5 % N ) SEE T e 78 2 6, WL B
VRIS R i AR B Y GG A
o ZATEICAS GA A% R AR AL S P B A
FIHY S. pararoseus Y16 EA—F®, 7 WL e L, 3
TRV AR PR T A R A RE AR VIR, B R 4 d
J5 AR TR BB A 2% , R THDGH

G EREE AL LA 2, 4 SR IRDE |, 5 — i

RERIRL, 2B B A9 1 25 A 5

B2 Ek PFY-Z1 BHEENEE(640x)
Fig.2 The microscopic morphology of strain PFY-Z1(640x )
2.3 A SE
S 25 (WL 50 LRGP B CRERE T I RAE 5 2

SE TN, X BRR PEY-Z1 (738 53 A 3 A= A M A 7
T, AR LK 3. RbE PFY-Z1 75 28 “CHiFRITAE K
LA, ] M B DR S5 D SR AR B, A
Kotiaahtt, IR B

R3 EHEPFY-Z1 AR AL RS

Table 3 Physiological and biochemical results of the strain

PFY-Z1
G5 Ei=ta1 SER || i EiEtan 4
1 T W 18 Kt -

2 b - 19 i -

3 2 2F - 20 IREEHERE w
4 TR W 21 ey -
5 T B W 22 A -
6 I - 23 LAY -
7 FLuE - 24 R -
8 1Y - 25 J[NizS -

9 Ty =¥ - 26 S +
10 Hi ¥l w 27 I PRIR -
11 S50k W 28 fiE R -
12 TER - 29 AR ER -
13 bk - 30 R R +
14 N - 31 L-FEERIUKSE o+
15 D-Ffifihl - 32 PRET +
16 L-Brhrinws - 33 MR R) -
17 B - 34 LA -

VPR R B , - ARF RIS R BIRE , “w IRt
PSP
2.4 18S tDNA FPBI i MR 4o & & AL

PEPUA PR PFY-Z1 Y5 2H DNA,PCR W47 1
FIPRIY 18S tDNA P31, 35 7 Wy 28 SRR WHEE S i UK
J& 7€ 1300 bp AbZRISIE M 557 , 45 S UL 3.

PCR 741k 1A T A ) T RAT BRZA w2k 47
B, BT 255 5 GenBank A0 BB HEAT X,
8 e R BOZ R R S, pararoseus AU &, [A]
JEPES99 %, 45 5 T 445 NCBI £04 4 , 3543 GeneBank
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5 MN956988.,

v F MegaS.0 #4H1 9 Neighbor—Joining % #4 £
ARG KB W KRR PRY-Z1 5 25 FRIA AR 751 iF
FTLORS  F 22 R R T, WA 4. DIHORAZTE
¥RAn 4 S. pararoseus PFY-Z1,

2.5 PBiIRE

A R EPS A2 H B PEITE R, 597
RS A I pH E X H EPS P2 it B 2 i,
WEY RATERE R 250 T A RE™ L EPS, JEH AR
(22 P R TR EPSPY, PRI, A 38 7 %o B
Bk PFY-Z1 7 EPS BP0 Al 1, 8231 PB 15,
e XA PFY-Z1 7 EPS HAT B . i
it AR WK 4, A R W3R 5.

MKO050411 Sporobolomyces sp. CGMCC2.5621
MKO050410 Sporobolomyces sp. CGMCC2.5620
9 MKO050412 Sporobolomyces sp. CGMCC2.5622
MKO050413 Sporobolomyces sp. CGMCC2.5624
MKO050414 Sporobolomyces sp. CGMCC2.5625
MKO50415 Sporobolomyces sp. CGMCC2.5626

MKO050416 Sporobolomyces sp. CGMCC2.5631
|JX188237 Sporidiobolus metaroseus P34D006

- ; .
91 MKO050407 Sporobolomyces sp. CGMCC2.5687

AY364837 Sporobolomyces beijingensis

KY558347 Sporobolomyces roseus KT156

AY364838 Sporobolomyces jilinensis
| AY 188376 Sporobolomyces ruberrimus E-028.3B

95— AY 188375 Sporidiobolus pararoseus EE-0118.3

MNO006697 Sporobolomyces roseus WUT61

MNO006819 Sporobolomyces roseus WUT182

23

JX188236 Sporidiobolus sp. JPS-2007a

77 FJ755245 Sporidiobolus pararoseus CZ410-1
19

DQ7552451 Sporobolomyces roseus

KX067832.1 Sporidiobolus pararoseus RP2477

KX096693 Sporidiobolus pararoseus RP3016

MN956988 PFY-Z1

MNO006774 Sporidiobolus pararoseus WUT159
MKO050408 Sporobolomyces sp. CGMCC2.5627

52
6 70I
30
—_—
0.5

[
95[IMK050409 Sporobolomyces sp. CGMCC2.5619
59" MKO050406 Sporobolomyces sp. CGMCC2.5675

Fig.4

Bl 4 Neighbor- Joining ;£#JZEE#k PFY-Z1 £ 18S rDNA REZBH
Phylogenetic tree of strain PFY-Z1 18S rDNA base on using Neighbor—Joining method
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Table 4 Experimental design and results of the PB design

E X, X, Xso Xo Xs X Xo Xy EPSPER/(gL) ||AEE X, X, Xy Xu X5 X¢ X, Xy EPSTR/(g/L)

1 1 1 -1 1 1 1 -1 -1 5.12+0.16 9 1 1 1 -1 -1 - 1 -1 6.57+0.17
2 -1 1 1 -1 1 1 1 -1 4.48+0.11 10 -1 1 1 1 -1 -1 -1 1 3.59+0.09
3 1 -1 1 I -1 1 1 1 3.56+0.17 11 1 -1 1 1 1 -1 -1 -1 6.74+0.18
4 -1 1 -1 1 1 -1 1 1 2.49+0.11 2 -1 -1 -1 -1 -1 -1 -1 -1 3.08+0.22
5 -1 -1 1 -1 1 1 -1 1 3.24+0.16 13 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 6.35+0.16
6 -1 -1 -1 1 -1 1 1 -1 2.99+0.17 14 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 6.47+0.12
7 1 -1 -1 -1 1 -1 1 1 3.08+0.21 15 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 6.40+0.17
8 1 1 -1 -1 -1 1 -1 1 3.54+0.11
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Table 5 Results of the regression analysis of the PB design

Tt USRS TEN 3 F{H p>IFl
R 4.04 12.33 0.031 6"
X, 0.73 29.78 0012 1"
X, 0.26 375 0.148 4
X, 0.66 2421 0.016 1"
X, 0.042 0.097 0.775 3
X; 0.15 1.29 0.338 4
X -0.22 2.68 0.200 4
X; -0.18 1.79 0.273 8
Xq -0.79 35.04 0.009 6"

11::p<0.05 A3 *;p<0.01 AL =,

H 3 4 A]J1L,EPS 77 N (2.49£0.11) /L FH 5
(6.740.18) /L, VB3 5 B W50 0 2 e T 1R 7™ EPS
BRI, HHE PB I 2h 5, 15 2R & Rt
T 2 EPS 5 fiF =4.04 +0.73X, +0.26X,+0.66X 5 +0.042X , +
0.15X5-0.22X —0.18X,—0.79X .

H & 5 AT, AR F (N 12.33, 7K R A5
BRI i 2 (p=0.031 6<0.05 ) , 7 I iZAF R A H 5
X ,R*=0.970 5, BLWATEAE 97.05 %oftyiR g6 Bt ol FH i
AU RS, A4 R?=0.891 8, {5 M H=10.465(>4) , UE W%
BERYA] LIARGF AL A B0 B . e p (B PRI &
AT EPS S0 ) 25 M T, 45 AR X EPS S20 ik
ERRER TN XX >X>X>X X >X5>X,, BV 250
(X)X PRY-Z1 1Y EPS j= 520 8.3 (p=0.012 1<
0.05), HATIERW 5 SRR EE (X)X kE PFY-Z1 () EPS
LI 2 (p=0.016 1<0.05) , HLAT TER ; 91146 pH
{ELX EPS P s Ml i 2% (p=0.009 6<0.01), HA7 5k
N HAt AR BEAE PB RS S5 F N X RBR Y EPS J7 i G
2SR, N R PR AR RRREE W1 4G pH E 3 4>
HZ 1T CCD REe . RIS R M 2 97 EPS (1)
BRI IR A i ELESE I EPS B &R AR
LT XTI ortentalis 720 FEAERE IR LA KB, 3,
WA IEASR R F A 5 EPS, 5B R A A L,
HAHA R T EPS X E A I s T UL A L 45
R IR0 8 QAT EPS P2 it KN 2.046 /L,
BRI SR, S. pararoseus JD-2 7= EPS A G
H (NH,),S0, 8 FI T EPS FLE, Al KUEHF5E &
B, Mg X EPS (7 it A R HEEH , Muin 0.01 %1
MgSO, i, BERER YF-01 Y EPS J* 5 4.672 /1, 5
SCHRIASGE B, 24 MgSO, & iR 0.1 %I, R. mucilagi—
nosa CICC33013 [ EPS j= 1 K 6.2 g/LP, X BEA LGRS,
AR LLAFE A3 JRAER i Al A BIF ST 1 R W iR

pH fETE 5~6 5 BT, fo A7 Al FlERE R ™ EPS, 54K
B A2
2.6 CCD 5

PPk PFY-Z1 = EPS & 2 CCD iR Ja 45 5% W3 6,
[l 23 H7 W2 7.

£ 6 CCD KWK RER
Table 6 Experimentaldesign and results of the CCD

EPS P=Ht/(/1)

e o W B
1 -1 -1 -1 4.09+0.21 4.03
2 1 -1 -1 5.07+0.19 5.37
3 -1 1 -1 5.45+0.16 5.19
4 1 1 -1 5.58+0.17 5.97
5 -1 -1 1 3.58+0.11 3.13
6 1 -1 1 4.12+0.13 4.33
7 -1 1 1 4.07+0.13 3.72
8 1 1 1 4.35+0.18 4.35
9 -1.682 0 0 3.59+0.17 4.23
10 1.682 0 0 6.45+0.22 5.89
11 0 -1.682 0 3.89+0.16 3.86
12 0 1.682 0 4.76+0.14 4.86
13 0 0 -1.682  5.77+0.09 5.52
14 0 0 1.682 3.08+0.11 3.40
15 0 0 0 6.58+0.15 6.52
16 0 0 0 6.64+0.16 6.52
17 0 0 0 6.49+0.12 6.52
18 0 0 0 6.42+0.12 6.52
19 0 0 0 6.61+0.18 6.52

20 0 0 0 6.39+0.22 6.52

F7 CCDRIEMIFNHTLER

Table 7 Results of the regression analysis of the CCD
i [EVERTEN F{H p>IF|
Y 6.52 18.33 <0.000 1
X, 0.49 20.34 0.001 1%
X, 0.30 7.36 0.021 8%*
Xy -0.63 33.08 0.000 2%*
XX, -0.14 0.94 0.354 7
XXo -0.036 0.064 0.805 0
XX -0.14 1.01 0.338 4
X7 -0.52 23.56 0.000 7%
X7 -0.76 51.28 <0.000 1
X¢ -0.73 46.63 <0.000 1

1 :p<0.05 A3 *,p<0.01 MR

5% 6 FIZE 7 Al 0, CCD IR 2 (p<
0.000 1),R?=0.942 9, UiHHFFTE 94.29 %I I vl
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