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Pichia stipitis2| Xylitol Dehydrogenase Defective Mutant0f] 2|8t
Xylitol &t =8 &kt

E QTN E B &2 xylitobd A7) 181 P stipitis CBS 5776223€] xylitol dehydrogenase(XDH)
2] ¥AJo] AR Wo|FFe] /ML xylitol WA SAol A7 AY-S $35}%1c}. EMS(ethylmethane sulfonate)S
Ae]3led XDH defective HolFF¢]l PXM-4E HFH o2 HH3lgT, Wo|FF PXM-4¢] XDH ¥A4& 34
24 XDH 4 o] &A% AAR WoldF U g Fasigch WolFF PXM-49] xylitol A 714 A g
cosubstrate2 ] galactose® 443} Galactose} xylose] EFF w4 xylitol BEE 83 A}
galactose®] FE7} 20 g/l o] 4ol HE xylitol FAke] 2312 WolA L, 20 g/9] xyloseE ©]4-8F xylitol L&A 7}
Z AP galactoses] FEE 20 ge]glom, WAIE xylitol] FEE 14.4 g/lOIATL, THL 97%0|%F. =g A=
3R xyloseZ 3] xylitol2 AFAIF)7] 8] xylitol ‘557 F7151A] g A7)0 galactosed HH§Ho24 HF
xylitol2] F=3& 25 g/I2 JAF I o] 2} 22 Al ule} XDH defective ¥ ol FF2] g wiof AL A=A}
gozn L 59 xylitol YAk 7H5TL Falsigo
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H)AECl gk xylitol®] Akl thek A= Onish®} Suzuki
(107} xylose AR Fofl =8 BAEZ xyliolo] A2HgS B
L% o]F F2 AR 2 xylitol Aol thEh W& A7} o] F
oJHT}. Xylitole A" thA] 824 948k 71540l = B3}
T 857} 3E o]f= xylitol A4F 71EZA xylose?] ©717}
HI37] oot wabA] FAZAE xylitol2] 2FF Q0 AR 9]
g & 9 ALY STl Be A7t EEe] HegE 3 ot

axol 93t xylose®] 7] WAlFAL WA D-xylose”}
NAD(P)H-dependent xylose reductase(XR)ell 2l&}] xylitol= £+
Y3, S22 NAD*-dependent xylitol dehydrogenase(XDH)
ol &J3ta] xylitolE D-xylulose® AFIA17]= F @7 vks-o|t},
ol3t WS- ARE F AN xylitol A4HolA Barbosa 5(1)
NADHE cofactorZ AHE-319S wl, 59| xylose tHAE ¢
3421 stoichiometryw TR} #o] VERATH

126xylose +30, +6ADP +6P +48H,0—
1 14xylito] +6ATP +60CO,

KN
-
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o133} stoichiometry®l] 218k xylitol2] ©]&2H1 &2 0.905 ¢
xylitol/g xylose ZFal H3IHTE YWEHAOZ xylitol A4t F8
g JFE A fRloEA e Bkl Ao HuHD
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At kA Az A HE U] NADPHS} NADHS] 557} &
oFAIA Hof D-xylose®] o] fr¥ o] xylitolo] 32 HTKS).
Furlan 53y w14 U] SF4AS 0449904 0.80%2 F7H)
7L u), A xylitol B 2 o] 7k B aalgo.
W, HE3 Nolleau 5(9)¥} Winkenlhausen S(15)S Candida
guilliermondii, Candida parapsilosis, Candida boidiniio| 23+
xylitol ®TEoNA HiZ] W) F713-8 7AAAIZ 22 A ethanol U=
xylitol®] A2 B g0 FrRitta B sl Xylitol &
£ Z7MA1717] $3%F & & 221 0.2 M= cosubstrate®] H7}
olt}. Silva S(13) C. guilliermondiiZ ©]-83F xylitol A
glucose?] 7= xylose reductase(XR)S] &8 AJA|A|7]7] &
o] xylitol FEe 74T B uslit). 18y} Yahashi 5(16)
2 3143V C nopicalisoI A cosubstrateZA] glucoses H71gHe.
24 xylitol2] AARE 2 ELEr) Zobeltiy Husigon,
Z1 4902 XA 2150 glucose”} xylose T T W] 4-H]g
© 23 pentose phosphate pathway®ll4] NADPHS] A§/3-& 5714
A xylitol A2t F&o] F7FIY7] W2 A8ttt whebA
B AT ME xyliol A & FTHE FAHOR P ospitis
CBS 57762 2%E] xylitol dehydrogenase2] ZXdo] 2| +€ Hold
FE astar, o) o]&7 xylitol REIA v 21& HAHs)

o2 M T 4789 xylitol A2kl B ATFE FF3HAAct
Mz oW oy

XX =Y

G
B Aol M= Pichia stipitis CBS 57762 ZFE]  xylitol
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dehydrogenase (XDH)®] &4& ¢443] AAAZ WHoldF
PXM4E A3 oRTFe] Eag viAl= YPX (10 g/l
yeast extract, 10 g/l Bacto peptone, 20 g/l xylose)°ll 20 g/l agar
£ 7R APAu|RE AMESIE o, ol PXM-4 xylose
)4l glucose”} H7HE WiAI(YPDYE A3t 79| A=
AbAE| R FE HEAA T wdTIelA 30°CE 24X ulf
g & gocol] BpstAX AR oM, 47t FUE 249
AR A o)) AthuokslRTh XDH defective mutant®] XS 9
3} ¥ A= YPDX (10 g/l yeast extract, 10 g/l Bacto peptone,
20 gl xylose, 5 g/l glucose)?] HiAE- AMESIRTE HE8 T
o] vjoke 250 mi 4+2t flaskell YPD wiFulA] 50 mi& F7Fst
o A F FFE HAFs 12217 52 30°CHl A 150 rpm
o7 g wFsle] ATt BE ol 2 HEE 93 HE
& 50 9ke 02 gnE 3Tt

Xylitol &4&

Xylitol A4S 98t DEH| A= 5 g/l yeast extract, 5 g/l
Bacto peptone, 5 g/l K,HPO,, 2 g/l (NH,),SO,, 0.4 g/l MgSO,
7TH,05 A3, xylose B cosubstrate®] FEE Qo] wet
HEAA ARSI Z1' wi<k7]e] 9%k xylitol HEE 10~
100 g2} Zo] ¥k WFulx) 200 miE 500 ml A7} flaskol
Y1 30°Col A 150 rppm o2 kst

E£91H0[2| RE ¥ XDH defective mutant2| A&

E49wold f5= Ryu 5(12)9] w1l wfe} 7]3E ek vj=]
oA 12 AIZE B9t s AE 5 mis Y4 Estd MEE
FHsl BarE 23] A3 F ARl AEE A% ARE
ARE-ELTE AlB ol 3%(viv) ethylmethane sulfonateZ *]2}3}e]
HolE fFEstgom, EMSY A Ak AlZtel wE AbdE
g AT F 99.9% o) APEES vEE 208 B¢t
Aelstdch. e TY F3] 5%(wiv) sodium thiosulfates
7¥sted ¥ol T8l A3 3] ste] AHufA] 9
ek 5, 30°ColA 3 3F udsted AAE colony FollA AFTH
2o g A2 colonys AT dApH oz EE Wo|dF
= xyloseZ7} E3HE vk vl R4

=)
T

(o3 st =1

= T

S

E Z}7t 20 gl glucose &

Table 1. Selection of XDH defective mutant from P, stipitis CBS 5776

Xylitol dehydrogenase 2] Holg=roll 2|3t xylitol A4t 171

replica plating %S o]-83l 53] Azt F xylose HiAl
ol SR E3ls WoldFE HFHoE AT

XDH #4&3H

XDH] 842 Han 549 WS WIAA tat 22 W
Hoz =AYk a8 Fule BauAAA AP
vl & wjkas A4 EEjEte e AASL AXE
FRERY. 433 MEE 50 mM potassium phosphate buffer
(pH 7.0)Z 23] A3+ 5 bead beater (Biospec. USAYE ©]-8-3}
o 4,000 pmOE 387 AEE TR Fol] A4E2 (12,000
pm, 15 min)3te] FEAS FALNOZ o] gaiFirt BE G4
gofo] FH|FFL 4Co A ST XDHE] E4L 50 mM
phosphate buffer (pH 7.0) 1.5 ml, 0.1 M 2-mercaptoethanol 0.2
ml, 4 mM NAD* 0.2 ml, 28N | miE ¥ 712EA 05
M D-xylitol 0.2 miZ 715k ¥H3-8 A|ZgE § 340 nmoll Al
ERTE =AYt ojw] A9 1 wites 15 1 nmol?]
NADH7} AAHEE 27|&52 o3t Egh 49] specific
activity:= unit/mg-protein® 2 WeP| At} GAgfo] Thalz] &
TE Lowry-FolineH(6)] 2l&t] SA3}3 Tt

=4 UH

A Fe] =4 L spectrophotometer (Shimadzu, Japan)E 620
ol A FFEE S8t FR=s) Az TAFe] REFA
osle] Az wAFoE FEATh Xyliol E EE &
carbohydrate analysis column(Waters Co., USA)S ©]-83}
HPLC (Waters Co., USA)°l| 4] Refractive Index (RI) detecter=
234} 8o ZAL BT acetonitrileS 15:85% S35}t
ARSI O™, 42 2 mimin® 2 STt

al
=

3t % 0F
XDH defective mutant®| F=

Xylitol AAHE S8 71-ZA] xylose= @77+ HIREZ] wfFol
xylitol ABAF &9 T2 5ot} x| B A=
E59] xylose AF 34 F xylitolZHE] xyluloseZ 28 oF

Strain Residual Xylose Xylitol Conc. Xylitol Yield Specii_ic XDH Activity
(g/h (g/D) (%) (unit/mg-protein)

P, stipitis 0 02 2 107
mutant PXM-1 25 4.5 60 56
" —4 42 57 98 ND*

" -7 4.8 49 94 ND

" -8 49 4.7 92 24

” -13 5.1 4.8 98 ND

" -15 4.8 52 100 ND

no =22 3.8 45 73 49

” —45 2.1 35 45 88

“not detected.
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718z xylitol dehydrogenase?] EAjo] A|AE WolFFE F 5
ST YatF ez AWk HoldFE 22} 20 g/l glucose %
xyloseZ7} 3EFH v Bl XA replica plating W& o]8-31]
53] Al bzt £ xylose iAo A 3R] Hehs HoldFE
HEHoz AHIATE P stipiris®] wild typedt AEEH WHoliF
FEE 10 g/l xyloseS} 10 g/l glucose?} H7FEl Wau)A]o)A
HjoFslHA XDH &4 2 xylitol A4 J=E v)33kd Table 1
o JeRSItt. XDHE] 4L glucose”} 25 AHIE & xylose
7F ARlEE AIZRQL wi <k 244300l S A ol
PXM-4, 7, 13, 155 XDH®| /0] 23] AAHUSS 2l
STk = g 49 F AT xyliol FEE A3 A
PXM-47} 5.7 g2 7PF 978t on, o] o] 482 98%°]
At wapA oleidt Ao SASE xylitol BAF 2 0] §-
F8lal, XDH 2/do] 433 AA" WHoldFl PXM4E HF
Hoz Adstiict

Cosubstrate2]| 414
ol PXM-4e A3 A3 F2] 2 xylitol A4S 9

—_
N

Dry Cell Weight(g/l)

Sugars & Xylitol Concentration(g//)

& & <
0 1 2 3 4 5 6
Culture Time(day)

Fig. 1. Profiles of cell growth; ( O ), galactose; ( @ ), xylose; ( 2 ), and
xylitol; (A ), concentrations during the batch fermentation of P, stipitis.
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St cofactor?] FHS 3AE xylitol TENA] cosubstrate] 3
Vb Holnt, wEba] AEE PXM-47F €49 B oiR9)
OS2 o8 7FEdlHA xylitol A343E 1% cofactors Al
T AUE cosubstrate®] A #HI HPS FHFHh
Cosubstrate 34 A8 7|2 s AR 2 o|dF4Ax, Z
Z} 10 g/l cosubstrate®} 10 g/l xylose7} H7}E 2F vl x| o] A
xylitol HEE 733+ AHE Table 20 JERRITE AE Ao
cosubstrate2A] maltoseS A8 A9 7.3 giE 7 8
O}, xylitol A4HS- A8 cosubstrate 241+ galactose”} 7
ek o= Rl om, o] wf YA xylitol®] FEE 5.6 g/
P13, 48 99%°] ATt

B3F P ostipitis®] oPETT9} WOl PXM4E o831 10
g/l galactose®} xylose7} E3HE HHE iR A xylitol BHEE
o] & o] 8] AT} xyliol A5HE HESH Aol A] of
Aol 749-(Fig. e w1k 195H) galactose$} xyloseE 25
Z2B5FH o xylitol> & AW A] ekt wiw WHoldF
PXM-42] 73-$-(Fig. 2ye wl%F 19%ho] galactoses 25 AH]E
AL xyloset galactose”} =5 ARH o]FTRE o] && 7] AJZ

12

Dry Cell Weight(g//)

Sugars & Xylitol Concentration(g//)

¢
0 i 2 3 4 5 6
Culture Time(day)

Fig. 2. Profiles of cell growth; ( O ), galactose; ( @ ), xylose; ( 2 ),
and xylitol; (A ), concentrations during the batch fermentation of
mutant PXM-4.

Table 2. Selection of a appropriate cosubstrate for xylitol production by mutant PXM-4

11 Wei idu Xylitol Conc. Xylitol Yield
Cosubstrate DryC(eg/[) ght Resmh( ;/lli(ylose y (g/lc)‘o C 3 o
Fructose 6.2 52 44 92
Galactose 6.4 44 5.6 99
Glucose 6.4 43 5.6 97
Mannose 5.3 5.8 43 100
Cellobiose 0.2 9.7 0 0
Lactose 0.3 10.1 0 0
Maltose 7.2 7.6 1.1 43
Sucrose 6.5 8.6 0.7 53
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Table 3. Effect of initial xylose concen@tion on the production of xylitol by mutant PXM-4
Initial xylose Conc. Dry Cell Weight Residual Xylose Xylitol Conc. Xylitol Yield
(g (gl (g (& (%)
10 4.7 47 5.7 100
20 49 6.8 13.1 99
50 4.6 32.1 18.7 100
100 4.5 80.1 21.6 100

Table 4. Effect of initial galactose concentration of medium containing 20 g// xylose on the production of xylitol by mutant PXM-4

Initial galactose Conc. Dry Cell Weight Residual Xylose Xylitol Conc. Xylitol Yield
(g/D) &/ (g (8/D (%)
10 28 15.2 4.6 96
20 5.0 5.1 14.4 97
50 83 109 8.8 97
100 14.1 16.4 34 94
SFh. 7 ui 4 o] Fell= xylitol B8 &7t F48] 10
2FAT, M 52 o) FolE o ol xylitole] o] Z71elA : i;:’se 50

ko] AAHE xylitol?] U2 <F 6.0 g/l ©]3L, AHIE xylose
of gt xylitol AAF &2 100% At ol A=
galactose”} xylose] transport® A ZMN galactose’} ZF
AH)El o]Fof xyloseZ} MIX U2 FUHOZMN xylose7}
xylitol® == AA o 83k NADPHZF F53H7] wfi#<]
2oz AL HTKS, ).

£7]| xylose ¥ galactose s =2 ¥ &

EEA xylitol2] HHe AT 271 xylose F5=2] &l o
3 A FAEATE. 7] xylose FEE 10~ 100 g/= WS}
AZaL, o] W galactose®] FET xylose?] Fx2} 1:10] EE=
A7¥sl 59 B2 xylitol FHE 3Y3IH T} Table 304 LE}
Wt ZAXE 27] xylose®] FE7} 20 giolA AEAAE 49 gl
22 71 4319, xylose] FE7F 50 gl ool A
galactose?] =7} SV B6lal MEAA ] HAS
o), L o] P stipitis7} Bl thgh WAo] vir) wjEgl Zlo
2 AlEE oSk Al HIFo] 27] xylose?] TR 20 off
7t 71 AR Aoz dASITh T3 27) xylose?] H57F
S7hgel we} AESRe xylosed] w27t AA SRR &
AT, ©]#13F 2= Vandeska S(14)°11F Meyrial 5(7)°] &
318t Candida sp.olX 27] xylosed| X7} 713 ubg}
xylitol®] AAF gl o] Feithe diehs Aolst dus o
ok 1 Y9e 1FEE /M galactose”} xylitol AHARE 9
3§t cosubstrateZ2A19] AR U= xylose?] transportE &A1+ 7]
o2 Atgdch wEbr xylose?] transports AA|3FA] R
galactose®] HZ 27| =g AAFY] A% AYS FheI,
1 ZFAE Table 4°] JEMIUTE Z7] xylose TEE 20 gliE
IAEAI, galactose?] FEE 10~100 g/= WHIAA H7)13
% 59 F<b xylitol WEES 538IHTE Table 49 VERG A3
2ol xylitol A2 918 galactose®] FEE 20 g/iolA] 7 $-

Xylitol

Dry Cell Weight(g//)
Xylose & Xylitol Concentration(g/ /)

0 1 2 3 4 5 6 7
Culture Time(day)

Fig. 3. Profiles of cell growth - = ). xylose; ( @ ), xylitol; ( A ),
concentrations during the fermentation of mutant PXM-4 with 10 g/
galactose feeding. Arrow means feeding of 10 g/l galactose.

Fatdon o] wf HE xyliole] FE E 58S 27} 144 g/,
97% otk e, galactose®] FETF F74shol whel ME A
G2 S8k 100 ¢l galactose BRAONA 14.1 gne] ME AT
S HERILO U xylitol®] A4k 237 galactosed] FE7F &
7Fetell wheh FA43) Fdadigich oleigl daE Hol asxe)
galactosex= xylose?] transports A8} xylitol A4ko] {3l g
S g8kt B3 10 g/ galactose MIAIONAE 4.6 g/1<]
xylitolgte] A2k =] o] H71E galactose?} TiRE A
/37l o]-8= o] xylitol AJ2HS 913 cofactors FH-3] o38HA|
F37] e g Alg T

Galactose2| feeding0]| 2] &t xylitol UE
Fig. 29] Azl A vehd AXHH P stipiris®] WHolFF PXM-
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4ol oJste] FIHOE xylitokS A7) aixle A&
xyloseZ £H313] xylitolZ FHEA7|= Hhgo] Q7HT) Hold=
PXM-4°l| oI5}t xylitol IRl A FHESRE xylosed] FE7} =&
olf= Ml %7190 galactose’} 5 AHIHOEZMA xyloseoll A
xylitol2 F&sh=t] Z 23 NADP)H7} 1=317] m&2) Ao
2 AREAG w2bA frH el PEE B HE xylitol &
5, 88 S8 S7MNT7] A AEES skt SR ol
FoA xylitol FEIF FIHEA gk AZIQL vk 4o
galactoseZ feedingdl™] xylitol 2430l th3t H3lE ZALSI )
Fig. 3014 Vel RAHF ek 4] 10 g9 galactoseS
feeding®t o] % 6474 xylitol®] Ago] A& o= F7t
SHAA, B 68 o]FelE T xylitol Aol FTHEE A
& = Uit o]l o] f= xylitol2] FE7F O ol F71E1R
= AIZHll A ol A] ThAF 2 NAD(P)HS! regenerations $]3F
substrate”} ILZE|RL7] wfiEol] o] Al7lol galactoseE EFHFHOE
M xylitol S F7HA71E B3-S A3t

HAlel 2
B o7 Asush sYUENLAITHE S 5T 9
- TAEE F3 B

SpAE Sl TAlE ATl sla) SaEIRlon, olel] Tk
ek
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