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Abstract

A marine red yeast ZOR1 isolated from the Bohai Bay was identified by amplified IST sequence
and designated as Rhodotorula mucilaginosa (R. mucilaginosa) ZOR1. Harvested R. mucilaginosa
ZOR1 after cultivation was treated with snailase and proteinase to release both mannan and caro-
tenoids. Then mannan and carotenoids were extracted from aqueous phase and cell fragments,
respectively. The results showed that maximal yield of mannan was 10.36-fold that of the control
when R. mucilaginosa ZOR1 cells were treated with 3% snailase and 0.2% proteinase. Carotenoids
yield reached maximum about 753 pg/g CDW, which was 10.76-fold that of the control when the
cell fragments of R. mucilaginosa ZOR1 treated with 3% snailase and 0.6% proteinase were hy-
drolyzed with 0.6% proteinase for another 30 min.
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XFPCRY 3 FIST)F 51 43 BT EL X B g IR S 52 7 — Bk VIS K08 7 B8 B £ R R R PR AR AT
B, #¥4 ARhodotorula mucilaginosa ZOR1 (R. mucilaginosa); KEEREFER. mucilaginosa ZOR1 5
WA, MBEETFIMAANRRE RS EENE O ITHEE, HEMRB KM FRECE BRAE, RBs
RIRECGRAY MR, SRRPLIRFENELRIKRE D HR3%M0.2%8, HERERIRZE S R
HeiRm10.36f%; RECH RS MM A 4k EE N\ 0.6% M B B E§/EF 30 min, MK P ERKR
EURT[IAE]753 pg/g COW, S5xdiBAH IR 10.761%.
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1. 518

KL N3 8 NSRRI HEA A B IR A S P S LR RT A IR T PR 4 S A 5400,
S, BAORAG, RN AT RIS R MEZGEIUR1] [2]. KAE DRI ZHEER T
HPUE b rretE, RENs A A HMN T RS HLA S 32 A A i, BA TR P ESE B8k K
AR NRAREBATERENEY MR, FUILHEMNEY RIS MR, K MRERIEZ N
FEAGERIB]. AT R MRS NE SRAL N ROED T RIAL, AZZFTRAEDER
fill, HAYK S B S BEEHEY DR IRBUSCREUIR[4] [5], PILBAY ORI b2 ) £ B RO
o T RELHES, ANMUTR 7B BT BT RIE MRREITZ, DR &R R
WO, (BRI MRS IR ] 1 I (A 88 T34 Do, BREEZAF, K1 DR AR
FARIHEUR, BRSBTS R KRR )y 50~350 pg/lg COW. MZEMHHRECRHTE |
FR VI PR A N 3R R BRI I 2D/ A0 B RO TS S AT WL 7R (AR I, B PR 4 P DA — Rl 2 1) 4 i
BER IR 2RI DR s, HEERIE AR AT, XL N Z IR E RN H B Rp
— MR ETRIT L a-1,6 FEH SN L5 0-1,2 B a-1,3 $EE BN SCREM @ 2 XM hRE M 2 HE[6], P2
FoiE AL IR KA (7] H 2 R0 2 EAPAE TR R AR B AN, SRR L Sl 15, 20 o5 4 i B2 T 5 1) 40%,
HAPUE . PURS PR ThRE, REVS & M om LA S /0, I o A 2R R D ROk A% s ik
b, H R RBE AR RARMIG AR, PR R AR T AT R 26 S R R 7 288, IR SRR
AR 10 A S AT DR R0 DRt o H e RO B RV TR AN IR B A0, , T I BHEH 3R 56
AT 25 R P I B 90 vt JE B A £ [0 S T g e b PR P B8R 1) T8 A A B R L R T R SR F 4
W2 REUER TS, XA — s M5 5, BERHISH # SRBE IO SR I A AL TSI =B B, I R sk
M, TSR] B 2 A5 e i PR I BRI Ol 5 KR S BEH 82 TR ME (8] LB BhRE —38) iz
oA A BB iR R, AN E SR DR IO, IR R IR R
PRI ZE W By T I SRR A D3R ANH B SRR I R E BRI H R SRS AL T A oh B, R
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NEROVLLEER Nt E, DRI, BCREAR M RO LR B SR BRI D AT H B R I BtS, AL
MRS /K3y BAF 2 ) — BRI PEZLRE REONRT ST RE, X AT WK 555, IF T B Al BE SR R
&N ERAH F BRI I

2. M5/ &E
2.1 EHREEERF

WEVEZLIERE ZORY: AHNEHE/KIZr 8, SU5- RA F EAR N 4~5 pm BERE, RGO, REFT
ARSI % . g (Ruibio) 5 i 22 1 g (Phygene) Jy ZE M4l 2 s T B B 3 DA 41 2 B 77 & (DP6201) 1 H
BioTeke, BEEFE IST Fealy 48 51 ¥A0 IST 8000 5 dr b at =1 B AV EARA IR THE L 7] 58 M.

2.2. R®7E

221 WFIEBRTGERE

PR RS 7R R AL R N B R LB #5375 (g/L: BERHE BN 5, H R 10, NaCl 30, pH
H4R,121°C KB 20 min), 30°C 180 rpm #& K IR37 557 24 ho U 1 ml 15973 - 10,000 g =i~ &5+0 1 min,
7 FIE BRI PRI R R A4 SR A EE DNA SR BURA I U PELLRERES. DNA, FIRHEERE IST 514
(primer: 1 5°-TCCGTAGGTGAACCTGCGG-3’; primer: 2 5-TCCTCCGCTTATTGATATGC-3") FIHZHL /]
ZOR1 /it DNA 4 348 BE IST [541, PCR =40l 777 J& , #4l - Hf422 14 F7 51033647 BLAST ELXT 70| F GEGA6.0
AL RGK G

2.2.2. EYBEBEHRINHBEREMEAE MREUE

1) HERERERR

PRSI AL RE B B 78 T XU R 1 LB i3 772k, 180 rpm 30°C #4537 48 h, 10,000 g 5.0
3 min YEEIGTELLRE B /R ZORL, [AIMGFELLEERE ZORL B AR I N L 1% 22 iU e B 1) 3% 4~ BEHVA R
(1:2, miv), 37°C/KIBALTE 1 h; BEER4S %S, 10,000 g B0 3 min, F3 EiEIFICEEMRE A, M40
BRI 285 B 2818 7K . 30°C /KA EE 30 min, 10,000 g #5.0> 3 min BU L3, 3R &£ T KM H
BHEEW, AR R KA RN TE /K Z0BE(1:5, viv)ACEEDT 25 h, 10,000 g B-0» 3 min 375 H 2 BFHITIE
FHL s 1) H 8 SREOBE DOUE NN 5 3% 0T B I Z8 PR AV R, NN =S IR 2 24K FE 10% (miv), B T-UK - 30 min,
SRJGT 4°C 10,0009 B0 3min, iENEA H R BRERER.

2) HEE R 2

BRI H 82 SR L oml, N 57 wl BRERIE T 100°C/KIE/KME 7 h A5 €244 100 ml; BUH SZ3K
BAMB, £AREFMA 0.2 ml B4, 0.2 ml NaCl-H;BO,; 77 (12 g NaCl + 2 g HsBO; 5E 45 % 100 ml)
A10.1 ml Z&487K; £E B BUE N 0.2 ml H B AR (FE i) A1 0.3 ml 281K SRJE 5 A H,S0, 4.5 ml
BRREE], ZIEN T0°C/KBF, HERTHE 25 min, BUHH ERKAHE SR . UK NT A, 1E 280
nm A3 YA ODas ODg, 22 NA0D [9] ((HEART R x), HFEERHRIE BT AR Q)i
HAFR:

e y(?} — (x—0.0384)x1000 + 859.39 + 0.486 )

3) KHEAR MR AIFRIIN &

] ECH 5% SO0 20015 B A0 40 B R A FROINN TR A 1:20 (m/v), 35°C Fi2#& 30 min, FEE =X, 10,000
g 250 10 min SRAFFEIGRE K = IRIREUR & -3 2250 % N RILMUR, e & FERAE 470 nm ROG(E I
BT Q)THERHE MEE.
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K N RGR y(%j = (x+0.0013)+53.84x7.56x10-+ 0,486 @

P B B AR RE IS, [ PRECH 22 SRRE IS A48 B FR InN 0.6% AR (I, 37°C /K3 30 min JE E A
Pl 1:20 (viv), 35°C FI24E 30 min, HHE =k, 10,000 g &5t 10 min FREFEBOR I = SR BUR & 115
FISKHAEE N ZRIEORE AT I e A

3. &R 5vHe
3.1 JEFLOEER ZORL LR

PEHU A 2L BE ZOR1 &5 DNA fEREHR PCR #7383 IST J741, HLIKZE RR AT G IST JF 5210
700 bp () 1).

4500bp
3000bp
2000bp
1200bp
800bp
500bp
200bp

Figure 1. Amplified IST sequence of ZOR1
[ 1. ZOR1 Hi#k IST 51| PCR # # [

¥ PCR FEW AT I F 35 00 A3 2 7 5 9682, XHBHEE R 7 S HEAT BLAST Lhxt, JF R4l
HALH RGREIHR (1E] 2), 12 AL BB bR S e NI IR AL B, % v 4404 Rhodotorula
mucilaginosa ZOR1, 1% W bk OR A7 T A [ T A2 00 B b AR BE 22 A & Bl AR o0, RS A

CGMCC18364.
100 IZOR1
66 | Rhodotorula mucilaginosa strain DMic 144831
53 Rhodotorula mucilaginosa strain PMMO08-3684L
Rhodotorula mucilaginosa CBS 316 ITS region
Rhodotorula sp. strain DAMB1
Rhodotorula mucilaginosa strain gaoyaniwei2
28 | Rhodotorula sp. strain KSB1
28 Rhodotorula sp. LH51
—_
50

Figure 2. Phylogenetic tree of R. mucilaginosa ZOR1
2. R. mucilaginosa ZOR1 &%t % & i#t 1L #4
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32. EYIBMERNHERENXSE &

HEE AL T BB S BE, SER A Gk, DR an R a BY T H 28 SRAE R G [RIRT 4
Ji BE B AS AT ALV e NGBV RS A 3R, DRI NG 4 B R R OH 3 SRS 2R 8 b 0l 2 X2
JH AT A0 B AN T TG B DA PR 20 B B X P B RS [10] . H BE R FK VA MR m R oK, L =%
KRR AT H 5 B FEER[11]. Michelon 25 A fRIAIF 7t 45 5 2 WA 40 o B (1K) 45 R I (5 2 A 3
N2 B B2 i 8~10 fi5[12] [13]. BVEAEE S RS RN, BRAE 50 54T BAS B iR 5w B bR =42,
2 F AT MBS P02 i A SR ER B bR ORI, TR [14] . S ASEERE R B TR AR AL E IR A, B S A
HEFWY . RGN ARG T2 MG, TR TR PR R BRI R B R 5
FI5 G TR OB A 4540, DR ARHIE 72 R i 2R gt R. mucilaginosa ZORL 4l BEEAT Bp iR AL 2, [R] B 4
IR AL RIVE R . SRS M EIRIIE AR R Z A 2 FE, IBFE . &b, CREAIE CRE5E5
T HRER AR A M2, (R Tk AR v 2% B A ML A NS A5, )oK 22 34 36 TR T
A AR N PR EUA T AR B 1E e A SR e S5 LA FI[15] [16] . AR 7835 54 F b 2 fifg
AR ABGEAT A AL RE 5, JeKEE B B RESR G NSRS M3, 25 R I A BRIk 5 3%, &
H B N 0.2%1F A R. mucilaginosa ZOR1 4l B, H 78 RbESLEUE A& 2] 183 ug/g CDW, 72 L
B F 0] BECH i SR PR LR 10.36 fi%, 2 3%l 2B /E FH H i SR FEHR IR 1.84 £5(1 3); W& ED
REFIAS FEE 1) 4% 28 184 10 ) 8 SR (R B 20 SR I T PR Ay, oA D IR P R S e T AR 52 1 o g 2 Tl A 7K
FA'E FH 5 S50 B VR 200 B Al B 2852 T B AT 5 B0 H B SR TR R TR

101 A 0.251 B
0.8+ E 0.20-
o
0.6 2 4
8 = 0.15
< o4 £
' = 0.10-
y=0.859x+0.038 s
0.2+ 2_ c
R2=0.990 € 0,05 T
00 . . . = i T
0.0 0.5 1.0 15 0.00- T T T
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Figure 3. Effect of enzyme concentration on mannan extraction from R. mucilaginosa ZOR1. A: Standard curve of mannan,
B: Effect of enzyme on mannan extraction (S and P indicated snailase and proteinase, respectively), 3%S + 0.2%P + (2)
0.6%P indicated that R. mucilaginosa ZOR1 lysis occurred with 3% snailase and 0.2% proteinase for 60 min and then with
0.6% proteinase for another 30 min

& 3. EERE X R. mucilaginosa ZOR1 H & BRHEIZ VAV . A - H B B e AR L, B: BS/EA X R. mucilaginosa ZOR1
HEBRERZAIEMES # P 93 RTIRFEFEBDR), 3%S + 0.2%P + (2) 0.6% P FR/R 3%Iia488 + 0.2% &L
ERS LB R. mucilaginosa ZOR1 #AfAFEE, REVH ZERMEERIMMEE LA 0.6%rZEBEE/ERA 30 min

SERR I NEYIRG R R J5 R AR D AR IR A FIFR FE e, 3%l 2B A F i Bt ) R S A %
NERIRECR RN IE 5.07 £5, WUEEVEHBEE & FIBEREE 3 N 2S A% N R AOIRECRIE N, 24 3% 4
A1 0.6%2E FIBE/EH R. mucilaginosa ZOR1 i, AR MRS e my, AR 7.53 £%. LAk, 3%isd:
Filg + 0.2 I F /R F SR IUH B2 SR 0 5 A 4k 248 FH 0.6% 2R FIBE/E A 30 min, SEHEA%Y M RMIEIF 4%
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sRyhn, AXTRRIREAES N ZRZPEHCEN 10.76 £5, RPN BEEALEE R. mucilaginosa ZOR1 4 ffu A Bl T- 251
3 N R 4).

041 A _10,B
2
0.3 [ ] O 0.8+
o
E g’ 0.6
a 0.24 ) ;
0.1 ° 2
: y=0.054x-0.0013 5
R?=0.986 3
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Figure 4. Effect of enzyme concentration on carotenoid extraction from R. mucilaginosa ZOR1. A: Standard curve of caro-
tenoid, B: Effect of enzyme on carotenoid extraction (S and P indicated snailase and proteinase, respectively), 3%S + 0.2%P
+ (2)0.6%P indicated that R. mucilaginosa ZOR1 lysis occurred with 3% snailase and 0.2% proteinase for 60 min and then
with 0.6% proteinase for another 30 min

4. BE{EF%T R. mucilaginosa ZOR1 2HAE MNEIEIIISN. A: XME MNEFRERZ, B: BBREX R. mucilaginosa
ZOR1 A% NEIZEVAIEINA(S A1 P S 5T RIRSEEFNIZE BEE), 3% S + 0.2% P + (2) 0.6% P 7R 3%iR4-EE + 0.2%%
BESAERE R B4 R. mucilaginosa ZOR1 #BBEAKEE , IR BN H & BBFE SRV 4ARREF FE L A 0.6%RYZE BER(EF 30 min

4, &g

S NI I 0 15 B () — PRI PELL I RE ZORL 4 IST FE 4 140 5 At Ak il 2 37, %58 ZOR1
NGRS AL RE, 44 Rhodotorula mucilaginosa ZOR1; 3% /- Al 0.2%~0.6% A [ 5 25 11 il
R. mucilaginosa ZOR1 J& /K 4@ H #& SEHE AN R HE R EA S b R85 R 3%l + 0.2% 5 FEE/EA R.
mucilaginosa ZOR1 J&i H #& B BUR &t Xt HE A 10.36 1%, LA 1F F 2R3 b R FRECR R ) 2.79
£ SRIBUCH Z2 0 5 ARt — AL 0.6% 8 AREIEH, BWI% N RSB B fem, R 10.76 4.

EE U H
AT KA QI Rt R0 H 2B H 475 CXXL2018397).
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