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Study on the ultra-centrifugal screening and mechanism analysis of high
lipid producing Trichosporon cutaneum mutant

Abstract

Oleaginous microorganism can convert fermentable sugars derived from lignocellulose
into microbial lipid, which is a reliable method to ensure the sustainable supply of biodiesel
lipid raw materials. The oleaginous yeast Trichosporon cutaneum is the most suitable strain for
lignocellulose system oil fermentation. In this paper, a mutant strain 7. cutaneum MS 28 with
low intracellular density was successfully obtained in a lignocellulose culture system by high-
throughput ultra-centrifugation screening method. The mutant strain 7. cutaneum MP11 with
higher lipid content was screened more quickly in synthetic medium, which confirmed the
feasibility and universality of ultracentrifugal screening. The mutant strains can transform
hexose and pentose at the high solid content of 30% wheat straw simultaneous saccharification
and co-fermentation, but the parental 7. cutaneum ACCC 20271 can only use part of glucose to
produce 6 g/ L lipid. T° cutaneum MS 28 and T. cutaneum MP 11 accumulated high lipid yields
of 32.8 g / L and 34.4 g / L, respectively. The mutant strain has excellent lipid production
capacity.

Microscopic observations show that ultra-centrifugal screening of two mutants has
obvious differences in cell budding growth and morphology. The parenal 7. cutaneum ACCC
20271 had a single apical bud at the top, and the cell morphology was a uniform single cell
ellipse. Both mutants had multilateral buds. Their diverse cell morphology and larger cell size
provide a broader space for lipid accumulation. Yeast cell morphology may be related to the
integrity of the cell wall. The cell wall can adjust the synthesis and decomposition of mannan,
chitin, and glucan to make the structure change dynamically to adapt to environmental changes.
Transmission electron microscopy observations showed that the mutant strains had larger cell
volume and more active metabolism. At the same time, the cell wall of the mutant strain was
thinner and the intracellular lipid content was higher. The results of qRT-PCR indicated that
genes related to cell wall synthesis and degradation were differentially expressed. The ratio of
cell wall unit surface area chitin to monosaccharide polymer in the parental strain T. cutaneum
ACCC 20271, mutant strains T. cutaneum MS 28 and T. cutaneum MP 11 was 0.05, 0.09 and
0.28, respectively. The results show that the ratio of high chitin to monosaccharide polymer is
conducive to changes in cell morphology and accumulation of lipid.

The content of acetyl-CoA and NADPH in the two mutants was higher than the parental
T cutaneum ACCC 20271. T. cutaneum MS 28 and T. cutaneum MP 11 have a stronger ability

to supply key precursors for lipid synthesis. The results showed that some genes related to
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acetyl-CoA, NADPH and fatty acid synthesis were up-regulated ,and the transcription level of

two mutants were significantly different from 7. cutaneum ACCC 20271. Therefore, the supply
of acetyl-CoA and NADPH has become a key factor for improving the ability of fat synthesis.
In this article, the ultra-centrifugal screening method can obtain oleaginous yeast with
excellent substrate conversion ability, which is of popularization value. First, the potential of T.
cutaneum to produce lipids using lignocellulose was evaluated. Then, the budding propagation
and cell wall structure of 7. cutaneum mutants were analyzed. Finally, the effect of centrifugal
screening mechanism on cell morphology and lipid anabolism is further understood.
Keywords: Trichosporon cutaneum; microbial lipid; ultra-centrifugal screening; cell wall;

cell morphology;
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Fig. 1.1 Main components and structure of lignocellulose biomass
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Fig 1.2 composition of lignocellulosic biomass and main derived hydrolysis products
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BEH G 3R Bt e AL 1 3 AR I o TV ARAE — € BRI, ASRELRIE AR
AR PRI, 0 K ) I 2 B 5 23 AR s 128 () R0

(2) FIHZIETEMAREERE: EP R TorlatEvotdekl, fERrERK
BT G T RE S S 40 P T T . R OGTE B R PR, R HLA B A AT .
Ayadi"EE B H IR E AR (38, DOEEFLHIS, K, BB S
BERVEHOR, 70 BSHH 205 #RER - #1250 5 00 B I B IR 8 S0 B il 1R 5% 73 2k v 8%
I, G e P ARG A)E, BTG S o AH B RH P R B AR R 2O
SRIE, —Hk Y lipolytica WG & Rk %] 64%, HRWiBHE J18 35 UmL, FHHET
PRI B R BRI AT AT Ve . B2 T B B 40000 O BEVE IR B, W BE4H iUAE
Bk R ARG, TR 0 Enl s Ok, FH T PR i i e i B ik DL AR
PR o

(3D J0 3 7 4 2 ' S A B AR AR AN, 005 IR A RS R, sk
IS SXof 4 L A = P B T S PR S B I IR IR SR BGRAE 0%, RIS R T AR A e
ANUIANAR 7R, 383 B 7 2 IH A G 70 25 0 = I H o s 2 ™ = s e FL AL
FRE 1 o JB B AL ik I o 2t P B 52 ) ek IR TR B R — s MEFE, 20 BB RE 12l
JuRLBiE, HotRe e 2 . Patel SOt 7 — i s, 7 R0 PR ¥ 792
LipidTOX™ Green & —FoEEMSR a0 vk, feteRtEd &g r =
WL H M EE, FFEA RUFHDEICHRE . IR 5 23 B BB s PR A 2
100 pl FA4RF 57 14 35 77 J A0 Al e A P 5 R I B, JEAT IO TS 40 B 9% 0 S B R B
ORI, S I EAS 48 7K P B AR AR R R B AT AL . R4S B3 R
kratochvilovae WA R T im RIS &, &k 59.69% .
1.3.5 = e BOTR 22 6 19 BEEE B8 O i

Trichosporon cutaneum &2 A TERIMIGEERE, Wang S6XF T cutaneum
ACCC 20271 AT RN 7, R I 25 A5V 22 POk e 2 AR P e A QU AH G 6 1R, 0
HH 581 P 1) B g i A2 0. HulS R B R Jot 25 A4 M — SR IE3EAT T cutaneum
ACCC 20271 M AA= =, R B Be ) 4-F2 25 K B RS ik — B YR AR = v g
WHEERM T cutaneum ACCC 20271 & — XA BT 41 4 2 K IR 04614 B A =it
S, HTAN[FRIE ) R B B )iz & R i e B B, & TR 4E
TRR A7

T. cutaneum ACCC 20271 FIH AR A4 R A= e id 2+, HaeiEFe
BODHI I, R Z AR B OREE, B AH B SE) ARepk w4
AL, SR BAR. N TS T cutaneum ACCC 20271 Hifig HIFR 2 BE Sy 528
R YER W RFER A, AR S50 % CodE — Phiide i AR TR BEIK 7735 3 550 i e
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BAB], T cutaneum ACCC 20271 £ 15% /i 85 FKFEFF K At b g %, 1847
TN A e I B R . SN IR R AR T K, BRI R 72 h SR A
TG 2 B 0 I BRI L S5 IS S T A R i 8 B 22 e 1 Sl I B0 /) (1000 xg) AR
PS8 2650 L P 4 DL S 0 3o P 00 T B85 8 TS, /N 2 i i 5 B R v R A 4 P
B, FE AR WA BT, NI SEEI AR EE A ) 40 B o B IR B0 e B R
VAR T — IR G I A1 AT B Mk A 35 75, AR PE I IR AR R e 0 3R =
B Jy, AWrE 145 2B RN e & e 1 R R FE . Zead 70 IETE
O, AR H 29%5 M2 55%, 4 TREESS 2 10 HE A2 7= 58 77 KM
SRR AT 24N T cutaneum MS 28 IXFh 715 B A BRI, =y ORIV ER X 4 5 4%
R R, e B S VR I BRI v 0 R A o R 0 S 5 A G ) R A% T VA
L EA 2 EIE Y, R R T B AT

N T B UE R 0 U e Vil IR I BRI AT AT VAN T2 E A, AR A R R
BERG TR R EAT B LI . BRILZ AL, BSO J1ER BB O HIARR, 8 A
oA 5T BRI I T 1Y 35 2 s vt IR AR B e 0 D0 1) A 24 gt S A et 2 9 1
K, FRBIAFF =G T. cutaneum, BRI AR = ol Ak B bR B S R R R 3

14 HAEERAHSR

TAE AR B (003 i 2 e =R U, A B T B4 B e A= R e 1
RIS, DL IERE RG], B Z MR RSN AMP WKEE, @K T =
PR I SR Ve EBISS), B S, 5 SkRRER AL AT IR S AT IR RL BT, I
W = RIRE AR RIS IR ARSI (ACL) 2R, HAH
B FWE 2 BN CTEEHEE A o I £ BRZE SE IR M S RN S SR R I ) A A0 AR A
Bil%, A& T NADPH. ZBtailE A W2 2B ARG A $10EE (ACC) BN
N WE4HEE A Z 5D (FA) &R RN 32 2@ e iR & s (FAS)
TR AT S BR B IE K B0, 2 ZE-ACP 5T REE-ACP RAEGE RN, &
R A KIS 2] T BE-ACP, fEBLEEAE -8 5 54 BE-ACP #4746 & ¥ Bk 55 4E
KAEIR . A RAEIER B 28 il 0 14-16 DNRIR T, 75 254 5 W i 2 K g al
ZPAERZ 5 A GBI R R B B MR TR KBt . A2 M A H I -3-BE R 5 T 7 TR
GEsy, ZHMh-3-BERBE RS (GAT1) MBS RRREIRRE (LPIN) {EH/E3H
WhlE, e B H T EREL IR AR (DGAL A LROD) fEfb &k =g, 7~
Wy LA RE B AT 2 it A7 AE R P BT

SR H AR S T KR NADPH, AR SN R IR K25 B A A 5 5
-+ NADPH # %84ty NADP+, &AM IR 2 A S NiH#6— 4>+ NADPH. 7
TAREERE 2, 40P Y NADPH (774 B =ARIE: = RBRIGH T FEFT 5
PR AT BB o-FR I BRI 7225 NADPH; S¢S ERHL AL T B ER I = A=
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NADPH; JXHE IR 14342 H 1) 86] 260 W -6- B IR 8L A B BRORH 22 S5 () ARSI B A 1)
NADPH®8, 45 $ 18 e o 26 47 o i o3 AR 38 PR 88 5 S SR I ot S g 11 ¥ P % 1) A
R, I I FRk G i = H A RO R R RN B-SAA TS IR TR I 2 AR
Wk s B 1 s e BUAR 2R 1K Yarrowia lipolytica -

1.5 EEERRZ0MEE A A

1.5.1 PR BEAH B REZH i 5 &1

P REAT B R R AT, 5 B T4 RR A0 B S AR A AL IR 1R AT
BEREAH MO BE I H H D-H1 50, HEsbE, |OmAULT BARK, wE 3 FrRil,
SR ME A PR T A P s, sl A AR R AR . B (1, 3) -D-Hi KK
JUT B AW van i N BE 1Y) B B 5, FIRR T 4R 4ESE RSO 2E . A AMEE (Y
H B A A A rT Lol i o g i FL B R, AT T 4R M E M Th g . 4D
Py EE S AN BE @S B (1, 6) -D-HIRMEMIZE. JUT A BT 14 5m a0 s sk f b o
FE. D-EIRNE, HBERE AT FUdEd s, doelE—ie, AT 4niuEE
A B A 25 A0

Toh JIE T B 5 TR PG % 20 P R 5 A 2H A L, L LT ORI BB B A I B
ARG LD o Y. lipolytica J&—Fh 25 ME IR, (BRI RN EE &
WY mESERILT R, XIRAEES Y lipolytica XTHRMIBLZLHIH A 5. 8 CHk
I, T cutaneum HHMIEE I ZH RS BRI BEBR AN, (RS 220K JURR A 4t P B
—HERRLIE, JHMBETE NS A%, Wik 1.1 Fios.
'iw\k\f}g\ e | O 2SS ® I

cell wall p-1,6-glucan

0 cell wall protein

== Mannan

II Plasma mem brane

Oleaginous species Non-oleaginous species
1.3 3 I T B A I i e B 4 O BR 45 44 LL R 1)
Fig 3.3 Comparison of cell wall structure between oleaginous yeast and non-oleaginous
yeast

MRYEARAE, RELLIEREAN R 21 A f i B 242 KR D3R, XA SR =
FRIZH B 2R N URR, 20 B b b 2 SRE/ LT 0T A A SROIPT), e RE A i B 2
e BEBNAS I, SRR B TR IR B I 9 A R 4 B 2H 73 e i U R A, &R 1, pH,
TR BE, G E AR K B 777 AR ST, G R ek e B o i i B0 AR R A DI R
#, FEEABHEE AR S BT B AR R IR R, B BLr B i
B 200 A A AT IR AR 2R A I 9] A A PR BE 2 7 O AR AR A5 A A e U0
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R 1.1 8. cerevisiae, Y. lipolytica T T. cutaneum 41 fBELH F%

Tab 1.1 Cell wall composition of S. cerevisiae, Y. lipolytica and T. cutaneum

ZH 53/ o5 £ B R % ARPEEREOY AR IREEREOS  BOR 2270 RE Bl
H A 13.5 15 11
ORI A (28 85 70 63
HEER JLT RO 3.36 7 9
B PR o 33.5 38.8 34
BRAN T i 37.3 61.2 44
FpE CEERETEEHD 8090 +10-20 60 + 40 32+6

1.5.2 EEREHMIE A

M REDLH 2 77 BT . BEAR A A RS J ik PR B 22 @ AR A R R AR, 2
MR R IEFRESE, RS BOBT HAMA o 2R Tt % 0040 A R 8 7 A 7 24
T RS 20 PR B o A o R R A A R o 4 R A B AN kA, 7 AR XU A
ML IE 7 RS R 4-8 NS AR (FREAT). BERRT, M
B0 SR SE I I BT R IR AR T RE, SREREE G2 B (DNA &G D 23
HEZMEARTLES (K 1.3) U, SE—FIRER R M Sa ik, &L h—
MUEVFZ AL AN, 55 RIS 2 SR BRI R BEAR [ T Bk OT B 4 T A5
FAZA A IE I 2R AT B . R S MRS RS A B S T ) T R AT

B REFE A AT B B B 22 45, BERERT BE 2L AR /NI R, S i st fE
AL I i (LS pH, TR EAIVE AR DD, Ak R JTAIHiHE) BB =%
i CBRANEIE BT LA S 4 J8 B 1 I BE D 2 R 2 SRl O] Andreishcheva 5110
W 7T AR A B FC B B R 2 (9% NaCl, 1.5M) F@EM B IR, FEREE 4R
RN PR AR AN, 200 L 328 7 A A5 B ORABR [ I HURGST sk, P SR R 5 b T
[RRNEE o A5 7 FHEANEE AR W S 285 A B N 25 ORISR U 77, R J 0 e 28U 1Y
57K 73 DT A1 1) TR PG T2 B 4 ) QU 12, 3 S P RO ST AR /N 2 A A P s 1
Wang SGUONZE 81 7E BRI F7 HH AN AN [F) & S B REER B 5 o] R, S8R
R 22 fOmERE R R R S S MK 2 TE S 2 AR, 52 | R TR A 2 A% i
PERE A REAR B RE, AF T8 R AR [ % 25 W B8 Do | FH T v & IR i AR =, A
RS A T B R o
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hyphae budding cell sporulated cell

(A. gossypii) (S. cerevisiae) (S. cerevisiae)

4 ©
°
‘ ® o
L ]
‘ O
: © ©
polynucleated syncytium cell division endobudding

1.4 BRI ARR0
Fig 1.4 Basic cell morphology of yeast
i i IS E I B4 A P B rp — 25 VR FE AR 2 2R ¢, £ AR W BOR B i R
AEENE, £ SRS 2 WP LR REES, ShERAZZERL, REAM
A, FEUKBIERAIE . BIt, DU Fe b 25 0 00 a0 AN Al
FREE, HATNBALRIEIT RS CRel 2R ED &R0 BEH
B

L6 BABEX

T AW G KR BE IR 77 oK, BN A A e A AR A 22 Aok B2 A5 Ak
A REUE S BOAEERAL I Ty, At FE0T T AR W 5 () T RF S AR PR ) R
FAP= HE AR ORI M0 o 308 3 it i P B S BT AR A6 77 B RT RS AN BRI AT, 7R
KEFRMN A KR . KA YERED R & FERRREEGY), REA4EERK
5 HE AN T R I R Bh Te  Bad R EA B ORI 51 7 o RS 41 4 2R i R A= 7
() = ARBTG5, Rt R AN RV N T, R R pR AR )T IR AR 2R
PE e B2 52 I TG 1R B, R MG 0830 HH v 77 i T T B S AR T 21 4 3R 4 M
W E . W RE AR AE M P HE DL BB IC AN € , o feT R PRI vy 1 R 128 H ik
HEMEBE R A FUI AR 2 —

Trichosporon cutaneum A —35VE, JE BRI 52 A BT 41 4 2 R UM a4 1) 3k
HEIERE . T cutaneum ACCC 20271 FIFIABREF 4 2 AP A M AR i R rp, A g
AR AR, HRZ MR RBERRE ORBE, FTHEiEmH B pss) ANpes
SEREMAL, B EREIR . AT 5 T i A YA A T 2 S s e 4 Y U R R
PEIFEE, & 7R A B R AR M A B O e o AR FOKRFE KR R AT T
cutaneum ACCC 20271 J& B gk B 0o i e, BRI P nes.o/, &
/SR R AR AR R E MR T cutaneum MS 28, DN 1 U6 UE B o i i A & 14, ASHIT
FUKE T e 15 5 e R PR A & BORE 77, 2 28 2 A5 08 B8 0 /) B B Lo WL
B A0S 00 G T R A 7K AR D B 0 A 5 A 8 o i 5 R DR TR 5 B2 LA SJC B 4% o 4
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IR 73 25, AT5PR RENS S v O A0k HH o TG AR SR PR RE I 7 O R A 1A o i 2L i 1
152 RAR R BE SEIL SBT3 A, BT i B BT o

AL 200 P A W R T 2 A T 1 T R P B 5 T T R A AE B S R 2 5«
P R RERR, ARG A B0 5 22 70 2, TR AR R AN 1] 15 B4R
Tho B BE AR [ 1 A5 M B B 22 35 2 TRl AL, BB ASFIRMATEAR, 5
BRI RER N pH, RAZ . WEAREIRIE, ETBUE TR ERAT K. A EEAT
BT R A S AR PTA D S BR AL S B T 77, 328 5 W1 S A e O 2 i B i
T A LU SR AR T RIS 22, MR B 2 RS E 14 i e A0 ke 3l e T
T =186 45 B A 10 L B R AAR A o R (P2 8 0 5 45 5 X T I ORI R B Rl M
R 3k DR B s KT o3 B 5 IR U 20 B 2 70 3o i I e R T S O AR AL AT IR AR 2R
REREIRANA, RN IS 0o 5 22 vt ol B B RIL A BEAT TA0F X687 e T PR ) O A
S e i i 2B IR R AT B A S R
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F2E BREEBUMERIRNLEEGRIRRA Y ZHEELBEMR

Ll

21 3|8

I8 25 e R S A AR R A e DA R e 1) R L 2 R, AR I i T R AR e
TN T A R o PR Tl A P AR ol 4 4 25 R0 1 o] R BB e A R AR Wi g, =2
Db A P S ) g TR AT R S R B () T SE 07V, A BT A0V IR Fe 0 vl e 220 R A 92 =
FAL A 7 A S B A A B 2 5 AT AT 1t o AR B AR AR BT 21 4 3R R it AE
PRI FIPIAT T A AEKARES, T cutaneum F&—FS A FRIE I K BRI BA T 2 1E
FAVER LAyl IR R BE,  BE 8 B A0 20 S Ak 3, oA AR P R o 41 4k 2= i TR i e

i 2 tH i HEAR 2R B8 77 4o I BRAR I N 9 BE 2 SE IR P 4 4l & iR 2
P SR ARE IR TR v Re BV UG AEE RN, = E & B EE Y lipolytica A3t B0 2 )5,
ANSUCRERIRES, RIMSEFAEREN LZ . ARSI E Hu S48 H — o 0 e 2w A5
P BE e 77 B B fiEVE . T cutaneum ACCC 20271 15 BRFEF /K it AT K 12
ANt iE, AR RAE A E R 8] AR B R . MR —E LT
AT B, BN 2 BRI R & 2 2R R A0 A5 20 ot s 5, IR EGE
O Ja I _E R AR A P B R () 5 TR R e Y 3 7%, W AWEIREA M, &
A5 20 A R Tt BE L S I B MR T cutaneum MS 28, LI 715 e A 1 A% G i ik 07 14
YEE %, BRI & A m S N, TR i R R T (8 B R A B 1, Seal b AR & =
P BRI ey B B O G o

BTN T B E R T O T I R BRI RTAT MR & A, BL T cutaneum
ACCC 20271 ANHREME, Wit T A S BRI PR & plis 77 34 O 0k 1 Ak B 1%
FARR, PRIRAKBEN AEK 2 120 h, [FIPR SO 38 & 2 B OHR IR 43000 xg, i
IS oA 5T B AR I T A TV ) 3 2, SRSt 29 29 R IR A r= Re ST R M) T cutaneum
MP 11. Lb# 2 #RE P AREERE 0 cutaneum MS 28 FI T, cutaneum MP 11 5 H KR T
cutaneum ACCC 20271 W REEVERE, AT 15% 8 & & £ K 7 b i K B2 S 3090 & &
it 55 2 AT R0 B AL 3L R e A i g

22 SERMRIS T

221 JERl

INEFEF S H I AREM (2018 FEE TR . /KEEEF, BRE—8amGE, iR
AP JE U B o I FLAE A 10 mm PR SO BE LG 22 AT R4 T HE, SR 5 B 01 ) 258 E 530 1)
EAYERIES, BT HIRAEL . W PR AEEIN E F AR SRR S E,
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222 B

AU ZEE Cellic CTec 2 2K H Novozymes(H ENVEMFE ARG IR A A 43 AR HE K
NREL. Ghose 1 Bradford J7iZill 2 i€ 4XHE %y 203.2 FPU/mL, 214k —HEEFE N 4900
CBU/mL, Cellic CTec 2 [ HKEZ N 87.3 mg/mL.
223 RS IR

WA REFE R RORZHEARE T cutaneum ACCC 20271 NJRIETE MR, T H o [E A&k
T AR R B O

PSR O IR R BORZHEEBE T cutaneum MS 28 F1 T, cutaneum MP 11,
T cutaneum MS 28 NASLEG % S B R 22 7E 15% F KRFEFF /K M 38 S PR A B 0o i
IEARAT B PR AR REE IR B R . T cutaneum MP 11 AT 7815 3388 & i 77 36 K i
HH B O I 12 SRS PR VT i A B

L EE BRIk : Amorphotheca resinae ZN1 ATIESFAF ) — IR EYI M & H, TR
T A Al A P B A R B O REL S5 CGMCC 7452,

MR FREE: YPD 8593, B59R3E A4 N Glucose 20 g/L, Yeast Extracts 10 g/L,
Peptone 20 g/, Agar20 g/L.

HBEELE T cutaneum THiE RT3 . A7, Glucose 60 g/L, Yeast Extracts 1.0
g/L, KHoPO42.0 g/L, MgS04.7H0 , 1.0 g/L, (NH4)2SO04 0.44 g/L.
234 FpTEESRE

M-80 °C B M ORFEVKAR 5 tH ORI, £ B AL S R M T YPD [l iR 7 2t
30°CH;FR AL 30 h, PREURETET 20 mL YPD 35775671354 24 he SRJ5HFT 50 mL
YPD £575%:, EM 24 h R3] iR 7. BIKEEFRSEL: 30 C, 180 rpm. R E: 10%.
2.3.5  EF TN AD) N

W KBS BN EFEFT S 7.6% (wiw) FRERLL 2:1 (w/w) BILEBIIINE] 20 L Tl
WF R AR, TE 50 rpm 5 FF FHERE 3 min, MRS . PR ZERRAEEREILE] 175 C
I, 7E 50 rpm S5 AF N YERF Smin. 152 HYIEME KB RL 50%, BAERELE
KA

TALER f5 ARl B e B4 1S PSB-80IX B MLk i AR B, BE 1 H 12 2265
TG LE, SRR R B RN AR 20% (w/iv)f) Ca(OH)2, 78730 i, Y
pH % 5.0~5.5, @& TAEMMERER ALK KR IEEAIE I Amorphotheca resinae ZN1 {1
TIIRHAD IR AL B S kb b, 28 CHEEAIEFE 4-5 K, TEAMEM T KM EEFh
TLL 10% M SN EGA W AL G Z R 15 L A xvEsd, BAEN 0.8
vvm, MiE;36h fih, HETRERZRZAVIR 550 H B ARRE . Il 755 5 kA
F--20°C UKFE PR
2.3.6  FATIKAAUR T KK 7K AR ) £

e Wb E S, HE 15%E S = RKER . RE1ER 6 mg £F4EREH/
g M T REEB L 4ER MG, 50 C ML, 6] pH N 4.8, $+FEFHEDY 150 rpm, KEAL
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I [E]h 48h. ALK RS BT B0 LEWEHEAT 115 °C, 20min K& )5, 7o
1§ TAE G yE DL — 0 LRI R IR, #5152 15%FFK AR

TRM L EFIKE 115 CKE 20 min, JIATEHEEAEEREKIBIRER 90 C, 50
rpm 4k 21, JENRIEE B 22 wu/gDM (Dry Material, FKHTY0ED . 2T KBk
J&, IIAKELES (10 wu/gDMD 7E 50°C 26448 T AT HEAL SR 5 ho BEAL 5842 )5 B0 (10000
rpm, 10min), EFHAEIETRE . F 50 5945 2 L RELT 115 CKH 20 min, 1S JEH)]
AT 3 20%[H & B R KK KA -

237 MR

PR K IPE (SSF) <7E 3L KIFRE BT 15% K KM KR T cutaneum WA K
B o 10%Ph IR 2 & TORM KRB R FR 5510 3 L RBEESED . B IRERIRAEN: 1.0 g/L
KH>PO4. 0.5 g/L YE. 0.5 g/L MgS04.7H,0 1 0.22 g/L (NH4).SO04. KEZ¥: 30 C,
600 rpm, JESEA 1 vvm, W6 M HCl =S| pH E A 5.0, 120 he @& 1H
YT E

[FA P S 3L KB (SSCF): 1E 3L KIFHE FHEAT 30%[E & EZ2 T T cutaneum WM fig
R BB B AR RIEAT R 5 L K BERE L HEAT 30%E & B/ N RS AT TRk,
PL 6 mg A4 A/ g AT TREMARINA 4E =85, 50 CHELL, 150 rpm, %] pH N 4.8,
TRBEALES [0 12 ho K20 TUMEALIT 30% 8 & S/ NEREFT MR G #2 &2 3 L KIEESE, B
IR K S 827 SSF it %

2.3.8 KT ] I I 1 ) e T 0 7 I

LA T. cutaneum ACCC 20271 Jy i K WMk, 1£-6 BEs 773k kAT R I Ja 0 ) 29 o
o B 5mL B FERITECETBIEANSA 50 mL Frit & pidE 7R, 180rpm, 30 C, 120
h ¥57%)5, ¥ 25 mL B R& WM RBARINAE SR 50 mL LR 08 . KESRE S0 1E
H, 5 ml FEMERERDIESH 50 mL A iy aw i, dHrmisRiE. EEU LD
%,

MAKES 077 1000 xg FRURHAZRETR, D B 0K BER I I M AR &, BV ODsoo A1
TMREREE, AWt m B0 T B OB . B0 IR AR 1000 xg, 20 2 min. FhE
BRFREE 11K, RS B m . 4eFrk 1000 xg 250 347 B0 0fE, iR
SAFBIRIRER RS, MR ONLER S B0 77 43000 xg, B50 2 min. KFERE O
JE R K E AN, RERIN—EE LW EAK, PBRICKERRREE, 5wtk
ANWrE A BT, AHEARTUEE T I7,

2.3.9 AT K& AR E

WK EE: B 25 mL REER, 10000 rpm, B5.0 Smin. XEEk JEWMAk, HBAKE
UM, FIFEAIEES A 5 min, MOPIRHE K EBRATIE R RAVE TR . B M
WAEMERE TR A CHMEERPIL, REFIET 60 CHRERTEM, SRt &
WEATHMP (DCW) [FAFIL, THEH T EEH LR TR, ¥ 6 mL HCl (4
mol/L) ¥R I BT J5-& T A1, 3R E A 2h 5, RIS 44T 100 C



55 16 7 BREIRF BlL¥Aig
R 7K S N 10 min, B2 400 58 4 226 . B vK_EYA 21 10 min, I 20 mL & 4/7-FHEE(2:1,
vIv) AT MR G, SRR DR E, REHRET 30 CRIKY, 180rpm, %
B 1he B0 Smin, JHARAT FEMEDHH. FESSEC N EREGHT EMER 50
mL [ 2 R, F e 28R AXAE 80 C 24 N WA WLEAT ik imAg, Fie
BT 60 CIHEHFFFMMT 2 RIVKSY, HREITEHMENES. FIHEZEEITHE
T BN B, 4 o R A T e R R DA T

FA S IL KB (SSCF): K 10 g KEARECf5 (10000 rppm, 10 min), /=4
M LS TIVEEARR ) BT TP, 60 CHIEREARHET o FIVEPEA R 22060
e = A — SR, R 2 R E R O h IR S B RRR . IR RO L I b
LR,

2.3.10 a4 E

P05 mL 0.5 M KOH-HEEAW, KIBFEIR 50 'C, 2h, 582, HIN=5IH
SHEE (4:10, viv) SREET R RON . I 4 mL 1ECRERE S, A 2mL #IAT NaCL
W, 2R 0RRIRNIRF R . BCEEEH, FHAEERE-FSEHN (GC-MS) Wl it
IR 5y . GC-MS MEZH: FEFIHEE R 280 °C, HiFF&E 0.4 uLs; ASAEREA,
WIEN 1 mL/min; i 4E Agilent 19091J-433(30 mx250 umx0.25 pm), AN/MFdekeE; -k
JEBE AR (FID) 5 120 °Cs FHEFEF: 80 C4EHF 3min J5, LA 16 C/min 1Y
HORFHE S 280 C, 4EFF 8 min. 44T &G4 NITS MS Search 2.0
2.3.11  BESSFNHHIP ) = 80 i (HPLC) Al

2 RGN B b L TR PRI A KRR S-S . ERR IR IR R U B S 22 R
kL2 h G, BORE EEER, MG 0.22 um JEREENE. A2 H A A
"] SPD-20A A UV/Vis 4 Malll g%, ity Bio-Rad Aminex HPX-87H 1 (Bio-Rad,
Hercules, CA, USA), UiaIHN 5 M H2SO4, ¥iLiE N 0.6 mL/min, #i#iA 65 C, #FE
20 L.

REIA 07 27 2 22 KRR 20 AR PFURE . BThATRE R H Ea bl . KBRS 5 O A
0.22 um JEMLLIE 2 K. (it A Bio-Rad Aminex HPX-87H #4(Bio-Rad, Hercules, CA,
USA), WahHNKEBLK, FiEAN 0.6 mL/min, A 80 C, #EkEE 20 uL.
23.12 Y E A

FH 22 2R 0 23 7] ()2 B A DMA4S00M. GERRIE, #hrac) e REEREFE .
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2.3.1 T cutaneum & RE35 736K W& B M 3L B B 00 e

W Lipid content in cells —1Dry cell mass =0- Centrifugal force —0O— Density of fermentation broth
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©
o
N
(5]

r 103
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I DI | 5
20 T DOD s |10 =
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Transfer number

2.1 T cutaneum WJ3&E P HEHEALE B Lok
Fig2.1 Adaptive evolution and ultra-centrifugal screening of 7. cutaneum

A G FE 3 Glucose 60 g/L, Yeast Extracts 1.0 g/L, KH,PO42.0 g/L, MgS04.7H20 1.0 g/L, (NH4)2SO04
0.44 g/L. FigR4AF: 30 C, 10%EME, 180 rpm, 120h. (1) {KE 0 fdk: B OB 21 K.
L&A B0 /7 1000-25000 xg, BSORHE] 2 mine (2) B0 SRR BER A B IR 4 AF: B0
25000-43000 xg, 3 min, KEEHR/TCHK: 2: 1~1:20

WL THIE BT G TR R MY 2 5, B N iRE Tkt — 2 i m e
RIERE T VA S A AL b 43 85 H S A B R AR GO B L . Yl T DAVR I /M T A AE T4
FOPA, IE WIS E R AR E 2 B SRR A AP IR . iR R IR R R T, A IRA
Feul gl A E YUK, 2ol &R A H I =08 A S 2R A R
J5E 22 S5 5 2 B RV 19 00, T 000 5 A PR ARL ) 35 52 T LA S R AR R A4k . IR
PR G R SR B E K BER R, RO A B BURTE 120 h /NS 25 305 1 R B 4
HEAT B, O HAECR AN A Bl Ak 2L AT R 97 o I AR W S =AM R ). E R
YIB RS, KIA 120 h 5557 7] 68 5142 0 g B g A 0o a5 Hh 4 Bl 52 1 850 ) A5 7
AL AT LA NN B, i 2.1

KB O S TH B By : T cutaneum ACCC 20271 fES BRI RS, BT ERTER
[R5 = S B I R IR, b B 4 i 23R /D B BB o A 2 i ) LR R A= ) R 4 B i+
FAC . TSI E 25k 28 0w v ELUR 22 LUK, 88 P3G 5 - 1) 2 T8 B e S B
JEAR BRGSO, 5 11 G IR R I W R . b Bt
PERIA 9.66 g/L, FMFEH 34% LA 50.6%, UiHH B OFEREFAE T RIFIOR . fREF
B, SRR E e m, RKIRUE B T

e 2 0 IR B FE T B B XA B B0 J sl SR B B E—Fir B
B e o T IR B 68%, K R IEERAE 25000 xg IR OMEH R, KR4 gl Bl #l sy ok, H
BIEWARZRE, OB B SO ], SRR BT A A TR 2R . A
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TS O UL, RIS TC B 2E7K L—E W EL B 5 5 B0, SR 4 i it
—BEIR R, B MIRIR R BE VBRI Rk, BEAE BV, A0S 5Tt
Z 0% A . REFRA R REER I EERR 1, JUPSE TR, Jikss 2 m = e e
T. cutaneum MP 11 FJAHMIAFR LL H K WAR KL J5 I IR BB 2, 1
B0 EEOIRIR, RABER S MRIEAA, THREEI TR . 2 HEE:
(1) 4HMARRAR K A KB Bl 2 50 2 B RS & B B A AL V)i, 5 B it 1=
fiK; (20 43000 xg B LA FE X AMMIE AR s (3) BRI R LI, EWE
R IR R T E N R

T. cutaneum ACCC 20271 IEH ¥ 88557 120 h Rl #6/> R &, Jhikid f
RIEETRAERE N 40 /L, WhABMRFE M 2.1 /L 2 % 11.5 g/Lo T, cutaneum ACCC 20271
FEE PRGN R K A 5 A DA N AR A A R AR AL, 10 T V2 RE B R S 1R 20 19
MR R T cutaneum MP 11 55 5 7 B8 B0 07 1% (1) J7 V5 oA Tz & B 1
HMEE, AR PR T AR A 4R KRS A R
232 T cutaneum g Hif Jo (K55 B 2 40 M 5 U0 52 AN 6 = 40 i B 9 BF 92

T. cutaneum T£ 15%/i 85 22 FF /K MRIRE IR K8 72 h, &F 24 h HUFE, B0 5 240
B, WA 2.2, KIEAT 24 h 2 b IR & BRI AT, 32 BRI AR AR KA B IE R B T cutaneum
MR IR, HERMN MRS S SRR EET DNA R, & B K-S SO 40
(7> 2T IS . IERY BRI RO AR B BB AR, M TR 5 BRI 3 B P L3R
Ko AEE L IHIAE R AR RS . 255775 A i IR B BORTHAE 8 (K4 24h
Ja), MR BRI AR RN, S ORE R O CoA, PREBEAT G TR AT IR Y &
B MR R ] 48 h, F IR AR B VBRI BERR I AR R T H I =R,
W R 24 h AR, @B L e RAME A S OE R LZ . T cutaneum ACCC 20271
KEERE O G FERIRWESEARERKE, T cutaneum MP 11 F1 T. cutaneum MS 28 Y353
Bk, HH T cutaneum MP 11 BHE 2 . KA 72h, &2 MAEM T cutaneum MP
11 JUPEERAE B 05, FUR /D E 7 B P BB R B 4 M RTTR B 17 A Joid 274 2R JRIORE ) 40
VBT R, T cutaneum ACCC 20271 KEFBOLEEAS BRI AL, Ud W g & RIS, 1k
AN B0 5 oA R B 3 T

I REE M A AR IR E e B BT, FERIRHIHI R SAE T, REbROE MR & )
BRISEAL MG, N Tt B RAEME S B BRI R R R, ERERRERTE
Hh R e AR A AN R S AR S A A B9 Ak, ARSEERNE T cutaneum 1E
R B BARH S s IR T AT B R, BT 4R R JFR R PO I E AR IR ZE . T
cutaneum PEEAEAKL NN HAEERS 6 h L 10 mL KEER, RS R FAGERE 12 h BUFE 10
mL. KRBT s B O )5, IR EEEBAR 1 mL. K3 O gl LR S,
AN 9 mL KIS E AN . 2 40 % ODeoo,  HLEUR EAH AR
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(a) 24h

B 2.2 T cutaneum KA FHrBRAE
Fig2.2 T cutaneum light cell mass at different stages of fermentation
(a)24 h, (b)48h, (c)72h, BETKIEF B R FER B BRI AR M E B4 53 il T cutaneum ACCC 20271, T
cutaneum MS 28 F T. cutaneum MP 11, RiF2261F: 15%M B2 KARIR, 10% %R &, B F7Eh Yeast
Extracts 0.5g/L, KH,PO41.0 g/L, MgS04.7H,0 0.5 g/L, (NH4);S040.22 g/L, 30 ‘C, 180 rpm,, =L
%A% 15000 rppm, 5 mins

= T. cutaneumACCC20217 = T. cutaneum MS28 = T. cutaneum MP11
2.500 -

~2.000
1.500 A
1.000 A

0.500 A

0.000 - —v—"- =

Oh 6h 12h 18h 24h 30h 36h 48h 60h 72h 96h

Ratio(Lighe cells/heavy cells

B 2.3 T cutaneum 2 E M L EZ T E
Fig2.3 T cutaneum light to heavy cell ratio
A% FEHE: Glucose 60 g/L, Yeast Extracts 1.0 g/L, KH,PO42.0 g/L, MgS04.7H20 1.0 g/L, (NH4)2SO4
0.44 g/L. 30 C, 10%3Ft#&E, 180 rpm, 96 h. E0a2&fF: 15000 rpm, 5 min.
e 2.3 SR ER: BB T cutaneum MAKZFEBIH, AP EPGE -
Tty [ B L AR . T B R R A T B RIE A W T RE, TSR] T
cutaneum MP 11 72235 24 h 1§ &3 N BT ARIR RITI, B4Ui B2 2, W T cutaneum
MP 11 BeW IR AT = et . KIS 30 h, T cutaneum MS 28 B4 R 11 AE & & 2 LA
FEB O S E R T B AR, 10 R BIR T cutaneum ACCC 20271 4EFFAAL, AR
BRSO TR BEE KT, AR TEZRMR, B4R AN BT,
VeI AR FE S 60 h FAEIA B ey, RIS RH 70 40 B A SR 0 i iR /M. e )a i),
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TEFEIEEAL, R N IS & A 1k, i R 2 R R ) A R i R PR I
(A4, (RIS AT B A B S 0 A7 BT IR AE RIS 77, 5 B0HE 7040 B L P 2 R 240 i B 55 7
RSN, SFEECE BN,

2.3.3 T cutaneum JENT TR 2K,

AL 2] 7 SR Y AR A7) S Y SR R B v A BEAE IR DT IR a3 - R AR M S I BRI
FERF A TR FEEE KRN, SARTRR R SEeE . P, BVEA
REEEHIG I, AEAEE AP T SARITRR IPERE . 17N edd & A BE R AN R D R
e RUKPERE I 229505, FRB e RR BT, (BAE LI = R BURRL A R A . 7E 15%
B & B AR R IR T cutaneum. MG KBS 96 h, T cutaneum MP 11 1 T
cutaneum MS 28 FEA CL A THFE 5T I 2 BEAURKE . OB 4l i IR 32 G AR, 2 g7 ek
FEBeAC NS, W E REWTRR AR, 4N R4 2.1:

R 2.1 T cutaneum JEHiFR ) ZH 5%

Tab 2.1 T cutaneum fatty acid composition

PRAEER  BOlER MR MR R HAbs

T I P AT AR ‘
(C16:00 (Cl6:1) (C18:0) (C18:1) (C18:2) g
T cutaneum ACCC 20271 244 5.6 14.4 42.8 6.0 6.8
T’ cutaneum MS 28 29.8 1.0 20.5 42.4 0.9 5.4
T cutaneum MP 11 31.0 22 18.2 41.6 1.5 5.5

SRR, Cl6. C18 MKHENRIITR 5 IRWTR & &1 94.6%LL o T cutaneum 1
16 R AR B T T R 2L R AR A AR ARG o IR & B fie ey, FLUONRRIEIR AN BB AR R . 25 R 3R W
T T cutaneum 326 AR BV ARG DT R & &= T HH R AR T cutaneum ACCC 20271, BiH
7326 B A R I R SE N, AR AR SR A b e RE B A . RN, R AOR
JoR AT 2 2R A B IR T A D9 A S B R4S
2.3.4 T cutaneum T 15%][8 & 8 T KB K IR A REAL B2 7 b I

DA KVEN A JEORHA P AR AR s R 2 PRI 1% B PR RD HE R R AR R R B PR R -
TJa EABEVER BEATRE AL B HAE TR KR A P A, Kk K i & D E
BEREETMIR, AR TREMNELK. 15%[E & & TR KRIE 7R, 1E 3
L HIREERE Bt AT T cutaneum U481 AG kI -



LAEEI RS WL%MEXT #0921 T

—©—Parental T. cutaneum

—o-T. cutaneum MS28 —O—Parental T. cutaneum
160 a —©—T. cutaneum MS28
(@ -@-T. cutaneum MP11 0 o T cutaneum MPL1
40 |
g 5 %]
> g ]
3 > ]
E $ 20
© 3
o
g ]
a 10 1
t T T T T 3 5 0 T T T T T T T T T ]
0 12 24 36 48 60 72 84 96 108 120 0O 12 24 36 48 60 72 84 9 108 120
Time(h) Time(h)
—o—Parental T. cutaneum —o—Parental T. cutaneum
—@—T. cutaneum MS28 —©—T. cutaneum MS28
80 4 (©) ~&-T.cutaneum MP11 30 ~(d) -@-T. cutaneum MP11
25
g
2 ;N 20 -
8 =
= -]
- 215
c =
[
1S
3 10 4
h=}
=
p} 10 4 5
0 T T T T T T T T T ] 0& T T T T T T T . . .
0 12 24 36 48 60 72 84 96 108 120 0O 12 24 36 48 60 72 84 96 108 120

Time(h) Time(h)

Bl 2.4 T cutaneum FIFH 15% 8 & & F AR /K ARBEH AR K B
Fig2.4 corn flour hydrolysate for lipid fermentation by 7. cutaneum

(@) H&BE; (b) HMTE; (o RS (D MWIERE. MKt EHEE 22w/, 90 C, 2
ho BEALZEE: BEALES 10 wu/g TH0EL, 50°C, 4h. KEEZEM: 15%ME &8 E KM AKMR, 10%%F
&, 30 'C, 600rpm, 1vvm, pHS5.0, 120h. EFEHAFIME: Glucose 60 g/L, Yeast Extracts 1.0 g/L,
KH,PO4 2.0 g/L, MgS04.7H20 1.0 /L, (NH4),S040.44 g/L.

15% ] 5 5 R KM /K AR RIS R 2 140 g/L. ERIEARMIEOLT, 3 PR B fE
g PRod B NG A AR, B 24 h B A IRV B EONT I S o IR IR B2 A 1 v i 2
B WBFREATEIED, R R

BB IR, T cutaneum MS 28 F T cutaneum MP 11 Befg PRIEF] w1 & 0, MEES
546 B AR 2 3 IR L o UG BRI RE T o T cutaneum MS 28 TE5F 60 h Y #E 58 F T 1&
EBE, T cutaneum MP 11 5258 2 (1IN (0] 4 R A0 # & BEFE S, JRABWIPR KB 120 h 45
PR 76 ¢/L EENE. WREMMPTEERER, T cutaneum MS 28 14K E H & HH
R, T cutaneum MP 11 Fi18, (H AN E M ZBIGA L T cutaneum MS 28 15, (EMLEEA
oy AN AR B AR K T, cutaneum MP 11 411 RO R B KHBBIR, T cutaneum
MS 28 2 B2KAFIR, HRE T cutaneum ACCC 20271 44 S/NWERIR . WIS K I
P RIS, ARR R AT B PR, A BRI PR RS, I RRAN M BE Y )R R AR —
FEJE L S0 40 R
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BEAE K BEIRER, i 20 BT M IR A, T cutaneum MP 11 R I H B s 1) H I
—FRAERAE ), 25 96 h 4HffIT HIAH 40.1 g/L, 35 28.2 g/L MRS, Sz N
70.3%, BSOS T cutaneum MP 11 IR, FHidUR B =, BAIMATE R K5
TRV ok, 2Bk BIBTRINGUR T RERIM, B SR~ Emik. T
cutaneum MS 28 2l & R i =I5 F) 68.3%, TR~ E N 26.3 g/L, 40T 38.9
g/L. HARE T cutaneum ACCC 20271 I54 Won BURRIMIIE =&, KM 120 h J5, 4
M8 21.0 g/L, BAIRMMAG 7.3 /L, AIMLE MR NG 34.8%. BT HARERK, 2tk
7 126 TR AR R 0% B DRodUHOR A a0, AR B mnR A At e, BAE ORI . T
cutaneum MP 11 IR A= 8E J1E T, cutaneum MS 28 5%, & G1E N KEERKAH T4
PRI G o I R ARAE K EEEE 96 h SZE T AG IS KA R, N T 4ERraniiE 7,
FHUG 5 il D B NURI G, RO RS B BT N
2.3.5 T cutaneum R 30% [h] & 522 FF [F 2 B SL & AL 7= g

- R T Ak B 1)/ Z2 RS AT RL & i A AR K e &4, b kg5 )

CHEREAD 5-F2 AR aEthdmom, — MR TAEME ICIE A EAL . MRV FE 2
FEARAF Y 2B 1, BERS AT A TR (PR T I Amorphotheca resinae ZN1 %} TiALBEF
AT LB, Z:BREE BRI GW . A TR 2SR RR A 4E 2= e &,
KA FEHAT 30% e [E & B 22 AT B R DR I R e . Bl AL AT AR & % (R 20 64T, TRt 48
R 3L R BEGRERAT, FH S G B e B 12 h R BB SR B AR T, e 45 21
N 2.5:

23t 12 h B G, iR S YIR-F R . A &TbE 85.0 /L, RHE 18.5 g/L,
H R FTRARE 2.9 g/L, AN 1.2 g/L. HTREFREFAAEDEREERR ]
YV, AN — BOE T A 4 T S AN AN Y A (RIS 2T 4 2R K A Ak S R T e 2 0
SI#2 12h WHEIEFES &/ T L. T cutaneum MS 28 A T, cutaneum MP 11 [ ##FEIHGH
Whn, ek 72h WENER S AL, RBEREELE 36h LA TFIRRES, B ERTRAANE,

H & A AR D W e . AR KT 120 h Fr B HIMERE e & VH e, LU U R4 4E R
SRR B PR . HUK B R T. cutaneum ACCC 20271 BRI FHRE UMK, R BeFIHI D
o R AR, WIRRERALRWAR ., RBAAHERMIE KSR TN, HAKEEKT
cutaneum ACCC 20271 A7 iflg 6 g/L, &R T cutaneum MS 28 F12 1 32.8 g/L i
H&, T cutaneum MP 11 R 2 34.4 ¢/L il T cutaneum MS 28 F1 T. cutaneum MP 11 &g
% [R] I A BB AN OB 2 77 e BER AT 4E R NG, 3205 1 A Sy g okl ek Ak
AR T T cutaneum MP 11 53& A AF N R I BRI R N TR ot 41 4 2 lg 2R 7= .
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—— T cutaneum ACCC 20271
—&— T cutaneum ACCC 20271 —o— T.cutaneum MS28
(@) —o— Tcutaneun MS28 254 (b) —o— T.cutaneum MPLL
—o— T cutaneum MP11
100
< 80 1 F
o o
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g g
o 2
S 40 1 Q
0
20 1
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—e— T cutaneum MS28 —o— T.cutaneum MS28
15 (c) —o— T cutaneum MP11 49 (d) o T.cutaneum MPLL
Q
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0 c  3@A—0
= \J
5 g 25
Q 8 2
S Td
2 % ol.5
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© g 1
o g o5
c
T T T T T g 0 ———— O—0
0 12 24 36 48 60 72 84 9% 108 120 0 1224 3% 48 60 72 8 9% 108 120
Time(h) Time(h)
—o6— T.cutaneum ACCC 20271
—o— T.cutaneum MS28
407 (e) —o— T.cutaneym MP11
35 1
30 1
=
> 25
T 20 1
Q
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10 1
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Time(h)
2.5 T cutaneum FF 30% B & B 255 F P ML R BEA = G
Figure 2.5 15% solid content wheat straw simultaneous saccharification and co-fermentation for
lipid production by 7. cutaneum

(@ HEHE: (b) A¥E: (o) FIWE: (D HEFEHBTRATHE: (o) MERE. BRI 30%[H
ErEBE/NERAT, 6 mg LFAERBEE/g TR 50 C, 12h, pH4.8, 150pm, 5L KE#E. K
P 6 10%3ME, 30 'C, 600rpm, 1vvm, pH5.0, 120h, 3L KEFRE. EIREEAINE: Glucose
60 g/L, Yeast Extracts 1.0 g/L., KH2PO42.0 g/L, MgS04.7H,0 1.0 g/L, (NH4)>SO4 0.44 g/L.

2.4 NG5

KRIRAYEZ BV B W RIRE SN, A 4F 4 25 KU O FN OB [R] B R A 11
MR K B FE B MR B 5] 7T . AT I 32 B0 10 T B 0o 0 5 = e i e B Y m]
ATPERER FU O 18 AR R FH AR AT 4 25 R = MR« T cutaneum ACCC 20271 {fE 11T
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MR R G B 7 2 T R AT Sk A 0o 0 128, [ P i v i a2 9 0 0 RS N G T B 2
IKFEAR B O KPR B, BESE PUd & 4R A5 B e B IR AR R T cutaneum.

(1) T cutaneum ACCC 20271 7£& B 77 B4R R 1a MRS AR, 8 R AR R
DA B AE AR PR R AR A . IR & B B — AR, B0 e BRI, P
FEINES 0 J) 2 43000 xg, RS> A 2 R AR Be IR I WK T cutaneum MP
11, AMEEAFRIER 70%. RN, SR BHRCE B RETRIE AT R ) I 0 16 1 742 o 1) 22
W, 5L M R HR BRI TR RSCAS o 45 S B 2 O i e 7 2 B A & 1 AT A o 42k
REWS L il B PUR T E, ARIR T AP 4ER KBS IR R . SEIREE R oy am Rtk
PR E PR TR AR i 1 R A AR S AT B IR 4R S

(2) Hh =l EZ LR METE AR RAERE BN, A ISR AT 40 i R
W, AR RIGHEE Z A E . TRIERER T cutaneum MS 28 F T. cutaneum MP 11
HIML AR TR & B R Wbk, BRI+ kel R, MAIARB A48 5 5k
AR IR EEAE Cle M C18 KEEMRITIR, & HARM ST iA.

(3) 15% [l 7 &8 T KK KRR T cutaneum UFERFESGFRFR A, 1% T8 R 190
FEAR R PEREIG 9, Sl R RIE L IR o EAT 30% Ry [l & B A AT [F P B i S R B
5, AR T cutaneum ACCC 20271 AL REERI FHES - #ii 2 b, A=/l 6 g/L. ¥k
Wtk T cutaneum MS 28 F1 T. cutaneum MP 11 §g 8% [7] B 1 FH AR BT 25 4 22 R Y CUBE AN NS
TR, T cutaneum MS 28 F2 2 32.8 g/L i, T. cutaneum MP 11 F1 2 34.4 g/L
MhG. T cutaneum MP 11 JHAGAF=Be 1558, 1&E A1 K 8 AR B TR 5T 41 4% 2= 0
JEAz, B B LN i E
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E3TF KIRLBEMENSSHEEEYSE BRI

31 38

MR LE Trichosporon cutaneum X R BA T 12 Nk, e8P AEAIE 0% 1b
YD, BIGG AR A 4EZ AR R KB TR AR o £EAS [RDE B 1 310 5% 74k 2 AT
NEMIAR &R, SSG @B E LImiE Tk, AWrE £ 24 = se 1R R I E K T cutaneum
MS 28 T, cutaneum MP 11, GRS SZIUA T 414 22 KR 0E 5E L A« T R e Wi 22
RIER BS O I R A R I BRI A RS T T R AR E R MRAEKEEIERE
W2 AR RSTER, g AR SRR AL 1 R TE T B A IA), B ) SR R A
PR 00 U8 1 2 B A AR A 05

A% 75 B AR M S OR SE I A I B 7R (AT RE, S EUREEE DNA & R I 2 30 H
ZIEATA . HETCAMFRRY], RS TR it B = e i . AT
HVE TS R R S5 T SRR A A 284k, BERERAS W] Re 5 40 Mo BE 1) 2 SRR OC, 7]
DUIB VR H B SR LT BRI SR I G i A A, A SE R AL T B AR AN DA B 85
Ao HE R B W S5 A 4R M BE, A R T 4ERF A IR S RGO S B 2 A
JE 7. Bk ez falg bR A KO R Z P SRR S AR A, B & AR B R k. A
SN T 20 s, E R DAAERF AR . T ER N R A A T LId i e A P L
B, NI U 15 A AL IEE VR D BE o JU T BTCEAR Bl T 14 s 24t Pt B (%) el i B 0 A0 BE JRLFE
2 B LT 5 100 185 A P B P ) — Mk MEE AL, T LA A i B R 2 DA T 1 2R A

RIRFIXHMARIR REEEZEVIN R R, FELAUHEER MR A, RN
fiok 5 R T RO RR 2R o 7 Vet T R 24 o A R B T X ) 22 S R 2 B B 4 ) AR A o A PR A 0K
AP BB, AH AR BE KAR EARU B J0 b, IS B AR v SR A A A
KRER G FED T BT S OIEEAg ™ A B RZE R ERE, 2L IR TN
ST (1D T cutaneum EKEFH T N EMMTL SRR R (20 HH0REL 5 224k L5 i
AR AR (3) UMM IR R AT A B i as 5e JIR 58 (4) Wifis-& B R A4
Pt BE A B i A 38 R SR K- A

32 SERMBIETIE

3.2.1 WA IRAE

T. cutaneum ACCC 20271 NJRIATIRE, 2R B b B Gl E 0 1 AR DR B BE Ao

T. cutaneum MS 28 1 T. cutaneum MP 11 == M g B O I E BBk . T cutaneum
MS 28 JASES = EHWIIIRE R AE 15% 08 2 8 T KA FT /K A 3& BV 2500 0 1R 3
S AR AR R BE UG R B Mk o T cutaneum MP 11 N AH 70 I FEAE 18 & e Rs 77 3Lk 19
HH B i e SRS R ER I R A 7 B AR
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YPD B33 55 FREE 5N Glucose 20 g/L, Yeast Extracts 10 g/, Peptone 20 g/L,
Agar20 g/L.

AR 7R3, Glucose 60 g/L, Yeast Extracts 0.5 g/L, KHyPO41.0 g/L, MgS04.7H,0
0.5 g/L, (NH4)2S040.22 g/L,
332 FpFRiE

M-80 C M ORFEVKAR 5= tH ORME, £ B R AR S RIZe M T YPD [l AR 7 2k
30°CEFERZ) 30, PR YA T 20 mL YPD 5753 %4k 24 ho SR )58/ T 50 mL YPD
Rrgedk, W 24 W 83| 7. BRIREEFHRSE: 30 'C, 180 rpm. HEFE: 10%.
3.3.3  ZFFPALEEAIA Y

HARBRAEVEN 2.3.5 F12.3.6.
3.3.4  =RGRAE GBS (HPLC) K

R 20 H e L pE B . PREEZ S PP IR S, M Ca(OH) A1, EIGWET
0.22 wm JEMLI IE 2 K A #8 13543 4 Bio-Rad Aminex HPX-87H #%(Bio-Rad, Hercules,
CA, USA), WshHATLEHLK, MiEN 0.6 mL/min, 5N 80 C, BFFEE 20 uL.
3.3.5 A RELH 23 E

FEEBSEFREETRFE T cutaneum ACCC 20271 T cutaneum MS 28 Fl T. cutaneum
MP 11, 30 C, 180 rpm #&PRIEFE. LEMIGS BT 24 h BUKEER 100 mL, WCER 1#44
HEM 2 R, TE-80° CHMKIRIKFE T 24 ho B AAIAT B AR T 48 ho

TR PP BRI e A0 R B SR SR AW & 2. N 1 mL 72% MBS 100
mg THEAREG . HBIEHEE 30 CARIRE T AT A SR ERBRACER RN 60
min, ZMAHMEELERY . IO 28 mL £ B K IRIRER I 2 4% MmER, A2 a4t
HENRA 2 G, 48 121 CHRUKE BT DB 60 min. HUHIRE, RS EEUH SmL
VT, INBRTERES B A AT TR SR, 10000 rpm 2940 5 min, ) HPLC & BRVE K 1) ] %)
PEAH BRI . B R AV S A E R ECN 0.9,

FREX 50 mg % T8 B T HeZ8M, #in 10 mL 6 M HCL 7%, 105 C FERf# 24 ho
FE A A5 BIVR A WRAE SO°C M HT IR L 28 K Ja, IMANTCEIK 5 mL 347 7 /0. HL 0.5
mL F£ /545 0.5 mL SolutionA (1.5 M Na2C03 ¥ T 40 g/L ZBENE)IEAT 1:1 IREWE, &
# 20 min. 5 0.5 mL Solution B (1.6 g % FI AL Z 2 S T 30 mL WA ER L & 30 mL &
WL, 3.5 mL ZFEEERFE4TIRS), JHE 60 min. FIHH 66 tHE 520 nm P R itk
TR . N- 0 % BB chn v it 20t 5L T i &
3.3.6 EHTH T RN Mg

A R FRFE P B IR T cutaneum, 30 °C, 180 rpm FEIRES IR RIEEAFN I 24 h.
72 h WAEBREW, 5K ST 11 RS, ERFEE 5000 rpm N EC 5 min YEEA
L, PR AT (4% TSR 3% VA TR0 HHTER, BT 4 C
UKFEHEATIE 2 8 ho W[ 2 J5 4R ik & BRI Kb T oK. B3, [tk &
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W) A, RHES B B ([ HY5 FEI Tecnai Spirit G2 BioTWIND #4741
PRLEE TR 52
3.3.7 JfiN NADPH 1 ZEL4ilE A & =10 E

FEERIEFREETRFE T cutaneum ACCC 20271+ T. cutaneum MS 28 Fl T. cutaneum
MP 11, 30 C, 180 rpm fEIRILEFE. KEZEWIA] 24 hy 48 h A1 72 h W AR A, EEAIK B &
2 e Wik —EfigE, MBI EEAIRE, BW—T AT 1.5 mL 8.0
H, IR IFMEHARBARAG BR 2 7 AT E o
3.2.8 LI ROGER PCR

TEE B FRE FR3E T cutaneum ACCC 20271+ T cutaneum MS 28 Fl T. cutaneum
MP 11 ZMABA R ETHI 24 h, 4 CE0AL 13000 rpm &0 5 min, WCELIE 50 mL &
O, MABAKEATHRES 2 R CEMNIRAEK BB, Zk EEREE-80CH
IR VKA . BHER, B K25~ E T 200 CHEIRMIFI4ERF 8h, 2:F% RNA B, m&FER N
NTRBIATA R, SR % RAE 40 i b B T otk FIWTREEAT I B, INARA 2-3 Ik
AR B AR . BB LR F RNA BEAETE, ¥ Trizol iFHZEUE RNA,
ST B RIKAE . KM S SRR G2 RNA, &0 75%mEDE, TR
RNA. Z: RNA B/KBHATIEM, TER K 260 nm/280 nm ELIETEM RNA FEff. & RNA
FEM AN, ReverTra Ace qPCR RT 7 &S e 5% & FE i cDNA.  BAFE il cDNA A5
#, SYBR Green N2t 4EL, H CFX96TM Real-Time System C10000TM Thermal Cycler
BEAT DNA § 1 [ B

33 ZRATwR

3.3.1 T cutaneum MP 11 B 5003642 FEAH M A5 W5

TE R PR 1H A B IR AR R IHEAT T cutaneum ACCC 20271 3& M4 A B 0o i
ik, 15204005 A ZIA R 70%I1) T cutaneum MP 11, FRALFE J5 A5t 41 4 22 /K i il ot
AR, OH EENEFEMAEYERK LIS TR, W] Reax 52 4 & R G A 48
RS T cutaneum MP 11 ¥4 MR A7 (E SO G A4, IR A4 40 i A A A v 2 v B2 AR
1) 1E 15% 8 & B i N R AR 825557 T cutaneum MP 11,  RIBEH = el #EAT &
O, FHERAC R E M RO R Rk, BT IR R . A T
ORI ) 7 2R, TR AR R AR, RS AT 24 h N ARETATRE 3
h, JHIEE BUYIAERE 24 h BURELEE .
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6h

B 3.1 T cutaneum MP 11 jlRFR B FE M52
Fig3.1 Observation of 7. cutaneum MP11 lipid accumulation

RSN 15%H & BN ETEFT KR, 10%3%F0, 30 °C, 180rpm, 96h; BFEELAFINE: Yeast Extracts 0.5 g/L,
KH2PO4 1.0 g/L, MgS047H20 0.5 g/L, (NH4)2S040.22 g/L; 20553 43000 xg.

i 3.1 iR SR, @ KENEFRKEESMARN T cutaneum MP 11 i 82K
R B R AR T RS E G B R T, BN RS R, REMNFE R EE
KRB P AR . 20d —BON RIS, 58 6 h K2 i A Tl A0 0] 32 #4 E
DUZFAAR . BEA 2R B ARG, 5 20 A 12 (0 1 70 R A 0 P B 24 20 i MRS 4 i o b
2, BB TR AMSLHAMAGINL . 25 LI ] DU BRI 244, [R]IN 28 A i i R~
THIRAE K, AN FFIAR B8, 28494 56 25 F 4 2 A1 ER s gt A7 i 5 1) . KZ%8 15h 24
BRI R R RE R, B AR E R, A AR R ik A IR S T AR . Bl
B REMAR MR AR, AR RN, RER 3 KRR FR) 24 i ) 0B S )
B, A8 WEHAZE BT TR, T AN ELRSOR [ 7 4, R IR i 4
0 A I J S A AR e, i DRI PT R AN M) 1) A A 5 1 A S50 i B 5 B D) 70 24 L Al
Zo W SRR, Ao 207 AT S B BEMIR & 1, IR RIS 1R8N
TERT.
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332 T cutaneum AHM0AACE TR 5 Hr

H5HEBEM T cutaneum ACCC 20271 AHEL, B0 1545 2 (1) 15 7 i IR Ak T2
cutaneum MS 28 1 T. cutaneum MP 11 4L ZFE, ROTER, NMlErR Rg gt E
JURE A ARAE SRR, IR BRI A MRS A B T A e B R, R
BEA M 2R AE R R AR B A%, — o i@l R R N B R Ak . IS
ZZ RN 3R T cutaneum 1578 7738 ) YPD Ri 72 24T G4, 4o sb T Pod &
KARE, BEHE R BRI & i R R R 7%, % 24 h WEIITEAS, &l 3.2:

ARG BIM T B AR IR & AR A BE,  DRIem e S
FrAEi BES PR HE AT BUE R, 28 2 h W LARH B R F A i B . il IR I RE DAY
07 BT S . BHARAN A 5 B T BT B 2 @A i A A, SR AN B
MRREE, BT RUB AR . WERBTR, T cutaneum ACCC 20271 JL-F B 8IH H2F,
HA R B AR AN I M- i B4R I 93 4k S 3E AT AR TR . RV B0 4 g R e g 7 A
Wik, TR A R B 1L

T. cutaneum MS 28 £ E Z MM KPR, BHAGMMFAHMRSTHEA K. T
cutaneum MP 11 FEEBIR, RZEBSARBHALI IS B2 M2, FARAEREZ
iR 2 LR AR ST B8/ e ZEMR LT S O T4, T cutaneum ACCC 20271 T4
A Ko, PR AR I L G RCR B RE A0 ML T cutaneum MS 28 J5 74
TRERSHRBERIEA; KEBD T cutaneum MP 11 41058 i 7% Jo 4k 42K Fn Ay
o FERPRBIMIREFRIE, AT Ih HE I B AR KRR E FR Y BB AE S, RN 8 2%
TERABAE, ARTER, BRI AR RIS A . R T
cutaneum ACCC 20271 B . 58 51 P dth i 58 il A K 7 27 AR B 2 9 4i i AN 4k,  (HARE I
GHIG & R 30D B, B T 20 R R IR &1, AR B e BUIR . DTl e hid
WELR, FreMABHE MR T cutaneum MP 11 T YPD B 32 58050 G IE IR, A 23058
FAAF IR AR, AT A A T 2T



% 30 71 BEEIKRE W L%

Parental 7. cutaneum Adaptive T. cutaneum Adaptive T. cutaneum
ACCC20271 MS28 MP11

12 h
16 h

24 h

B 3.2 B T cutaneum HFKEHE TR

Fig 3.2 Comparison of growth process of 7. cutaneum in synthetic medium



FEEIXRF BilEMBX 5 31 7
3.3.3 T cutaneum 4HHRTE A FNAHHLAELH 73 FHOC 0 Hir

I L BT R IR DA IR A SR AN N B R R AL, RE ST IR AR R AE
JITHE SRR R . 75 = T N I IR 1S 2 1) SRR W ARG MR AA AR TR, A K EEA R E IS
Boo B E, MRS 82 IEHOCHR, RN 2 40 AR FAAR KA 9N B
ZWANIAS, (EREE ALY 5T K S HA B S B, i R A A SR A B ORI s T
TERE BRI 73 R i R v, ZH e s i A it R R, R RS Ea
MR E R ZE T EHE— DIt LA TR T cutaneum FFh 2 % PR 1)
I G S R AT R IR 97, AE 24 h 4BEUAEKORIAAN 72 h B S PR A B AR I T 1
MHUREER, WEREAREATE EAYI A, TEM M2 3 #RAEN T cutaneum ISR
B JEL T

Parental T. cutaneum Adaptive T. cutaneum Adaptive T. cutaneum
ACCC20271 MS28 MP11

Bl 3.3 T cutaneum M f5& BT ARG B4 A TEM W&

Fig 3.3 TEM observation of cell morphology of 7. cutaneum in the early and late stages of lipid synthesis
A RS FRFE Glucose 60 g/L, Yeast Extracts 0.5 g/L, KH2PO41.0 g/L, MgS04.7H20 0.5 g/L, (NH4)2SO04
022 g/L; 30 C, 10%#%&F0&E, 180 rpm, 72 h.

B 3.3 o, T cutanewm SHABY) P~V BR 7R, 1Nk HEAL v i i 75 22 ERT R
A N AR AR 25 SR, L P RO I /A B DR B it g o 240 2 1) B v o L 65 4 32 Bk U
RIRFIANPT AL A A B BE 1 APRIEAR R IR AT HI5E 24 h 2E FRPUHAEA R
MRS E WIS 720, T cutaneum HIEER) BB HIEIN, SR E R, LUK
AR VARG IR AN . A REEE I T cutaneum MP 11 4H /b EEH 52 S0 12 )R
ZE WIS, TTRESE T cutaneum MP 11 g4 1 72 H A BT S 4EFFICERIR IR A . &
3.4 853K, FH 24 h SRS BT IR IE R AR T cutaneum MS 28 A T. cutaneum MP 11 4
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Jf B B S5 L R B RR T cutaneum ACCC 20271 3% T Ak 58 v, T JEG 2 441 i PN B 1) ] B8 e
LT R)Z, XARE RS E S EEK R . T cutaneum MP 11 Fr 41D ZMNEEFD Py BE AT
E |7

Parental T. cutaneum Adaptive T. cneum Adaptive T. cutaneum
ACCC20271 Ms28 MP11

B 3.4 T cutaneum W& & BRET I EEEE TEM WEZ
Fig 3.4 TEM observation of cell wall thickness of 7. cutaneum in the early stage of oil synthesis
TEM 5 R BoR, w2 E T cutaneum HIZ0 MUAARFREE K H 40 i 1) 5 52 B I A7 3 B
AN BEL 7> A A RE S A 1 T AR A AR EOR B R JR Al . dld Nano Measurer 1
SR ML P R R T AR AN AR A M B S5 ), 48 S A5 2 B R AR )R S L H R SR L
TS BRI A M BE SE A AR EERI AR . 3R 3.1 o T LR B RN 08 B R AE [R]—
RIS IA) 5 24 h A0 SR R R T AR A0 R B -2 7 B 22 5, I IR AP 3R A 0 i B0 97 226 AT AR B
R THI A 20 i B T SR A T B SR % A S B A AR B, SRR B2 AR, oo T
cutaneum MP 11 )22 7 N . GHBEJLT Bl & 288, ZRAK, HREKRAA R
AL T e s o
R 3.1 T cutanewm W5 & AT HUEELH 7> & B AL
Tab 3.1 Comparison of the contents of cell wall components in the early stage of 7. cutaneum lipid

synthesis

Component mass per unit
Parental T. cutaneum T cutaneum MS 28 T, cutaneum MP 11
surface area (mg / pm?)

Glucan 3.30x10° 1.18x107 6.49x1071°
Mannan 2.40x10” 1.20x10-10 2.28x1010
Chitin 3.34x10710 2.19%x10°10 2.48x1010

MM B ) S B E R AN M RS, BOIRZ2 AR R AR 2285 K, AR SN
2% M AMEE 3 O EE R A B ARG PR SR S AR AR AR KRR, H R IR Ab e
ROt THSNIREE, PRI T AL RS2 AN AL S T, ANE S RS, R
M LT o A o T I R B — M ML LUK DR 37 A B BE AN AR
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— BGARITi 7 5 %) i I T BT A SR W A 5 1 20 P AR A AN UK, T R 4 B R LT B/
Fa SRR LUAEARAE O o 4 M i B A 3 i AR o SRPE AT H 2 SR P O IS, - B0 i e £
gk kA, B 3.5 B REIR, JRIGHMK T cutaneum ACCC 20271, FRiiERIKK T
cutaneum MS 28 Fl T cutaneum MP 11 A8 B4 R AR LT DU B SR S0 B LU AR 7
4 0.05, 0.09 #10.28. ik EK T cutaneum MS 28 F1 T. cutaneum MP 11 JLT i 5™
Pl M SR A I LUAB AL T cutaneum ACCC 20271 IS &, £ T cutaneum MS 28 I T.
cutaneum MP 11 AR AR AR AR R It R b, I P 40 i B 45 ) v B2 B A 8 A SCRF
TSR A ORI A B A AR 7 T A 235 PR, 2SR 7R IR )
A ARTUVERE,  4HMOARFRIG KSR A BB USRI £ A7 0 i 1) 2 8]

0.35 ~

o

N o
3] w
o

o
[N

0.15 A

Chitin/(Glucan+Mannan)
©
e

I

0.05 4 l

Parental T. cutaneum T. cutaneum MS28 T. cutaneum MP11

3.5 T cutaneum WG S FRETHINMEEA 7)1 T R EREREWHE
Fig 3.5 The ratio of chitin to monosaccharide polymer in the cell wall component of 7. cutaneum in the
early stage of lipid synthesis
334 T cutaneum fIN LI5S A F1 NADPH & &%) Lt
VR HE W R & AR S B B ZE R RIS, USE T cutaneum (EAN[RIIN 8] B A 2.
LA A AT NADPH & & REWS S H i YA FH A AR & B BE 7T (R B TR AL AT
KEEREFR 72 h, BUMAR G AT 24 b, th 48 h A1JE I 72 h B[ E AN, SRR
& LHEAHEE A A1 NADPH & &
k3.6 (a) ZREIR, 125 24 h MR & RHIHTY, T cutaneum MP 11 F1 T
cutaneum MS 28 i '] NADPH &&= AE% i, LI T cutaneum MP 11 s )5 NADPH &
#e T cutaneum ACCC 20271 1) 7 5, [FINS LSRG A 5 & B RGHE S, 2
7N i 38 TR R PR A P 4 A6 B O BE AT o 7 T I 976 228 R Bk NADPH. 3 B AN AR, 1M i
AR PRI IEAAAS, N AT REREE AR KRR R, BoReh i AR N A 2 3


https://baike.so.com/doc/5465845-5704176.html
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B MAEMIEERNRAT, TkEARII AN SRR A RN R AW =, RS R
i 72h B EEER, 1106 To cutaneum MP 11 F1 T, cutaneum MS 28 4 i Jits A
53 EH 15 n mol A1 12 n mol ZEE4HEG A, HAKE T cutaneum ACCC 20271 RAE /)
MEEEHE S, MU NADPH & &40 145 AL B R G AR E A 2, mTReFECH =
Fig & AR R PR 455 4B AS 1 23 M 45 SR U 9 40 AR K it g AR 2 it 1
el EIP e iR

O Parental T. cutaneum

B T. cutaneum MS28
0.08 - @ B T. cutaneum MP11

0.07 ]
0.06 ]
0.05 -
0.04 -
0.03 -

0.02 A

NADPH (nmol/10%cell)

0.01 -

-

24 h 48 h 72h
Time(h)

0.00

20 4 (b)

16 -

12 4

Acetyl-CoA (nmol/108 cell)

AT

48 h 72h
Time(h)

Bl 3.6 T cutaneum MWifaE AR HA ZBi4EEE A A1 NADPH & &
Fig 3.6 Content of acetyl-CoA and NADPH in different stages of 7. cutaneum lipid synthesis
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3.3.5 T cutaneum WIIE-& RN AHHAE S R AR O 3 IR 4% s K -F 70t
(1) ESCHELT T cutaneum T3 B0 306 H Jo B PR R EVERE . 4O TR A A0 4
MOBEZH 73 B84k, s B O AT 2 =i IR & B K R B A LR AR e )1, 2
BT, ORI MAR R4 i BE S5 B4 70 A2k, BAFAE—E MR . A B
W52 J [R 1K 7K TR AR TE 40 S TR A R R & B 98 2R o Zhao OSSR 4 J5 DR Py B4 )
T T cutaneum JMNEE AR R AT, AR HE I G G R 0 R a2k BGHS 40 O Bl 2 DR A 7 58
5, LA T cutaneum ACCC 20271 X IR EE#E, B -actin ZEFINNZ:, R0 2 tolE ik
PR B KRR 22 57, W FRIE B T IR & A s 39 24 h ()40 3R AT e 5%
IKFo 4
WK 3.7 7R, T cutaneum MS 28 A T. cutaneum MP 11 Ji 5 & AR 12 < B
DRI K- B T A RIFREE R BiRRIE 2 R, Forb 2 b D W B it L 88 2 A M ) DR 1
PR ERRE, NWERMERE A3 E B miELbifat, FES 50T
AR B OB A R, & =IRERIEH A AT B R AR 7 1R & i A4,
FEA AP RE AR T T RO 2 . THIE K T cutaneum MS 28 £t CoA & g1
W AT i BRALARRE (ACL) HIEEEE, NRWITR & Aeg 12 4t £ CoA FR AL
(ACCD) FRIIEE GV (FAS1 F1 FAS2) [FEDH 405 3 FiZRiA 130, 117,
89 F1 81 1%, TMXLLEKZE | aliRE BUSE M AT A MRLS . IREE KGR P IR .
PRI ) 0. 22 B R ik A A5 0 17 R & Bk A KR e it e 855 100 T cutaneum KBTI
T AL R, 007 2 MR IR Bk 2 R 2 R R R e 5 T
cutaneum MP 11 #Lt, T cutaneum MS 28 47 5345 LR BRI SR AR KR T, X =k
FopesE Bk Nt is-& B B
NADPH £ H il =B Q& i s A R, BB IR bl is 1, =FRIR1E
IAE Rt #E =4 . B 3.7 H NADPH & A AR I R 7 oK P45 REBR, T
cutaneum MS 28 F Y- R1IREE (ME) JERIR FERA R, ik 30 5. Bt
BICR R Z PR RREEE (AMP) IKRJE T Bl AT R I S B MR PR AIR, 2k A
o e AT AR R A 7 B A BT TR AR AR AL N SE SRR, 4 ME i 15 2N EF R 1 NADPH.
T.cutaneum MP11 F 4t ATAFIR AR (IDP1) BRI FE SR LB E . RPEREER
AT WA IR 35 22 e A K
qRT-PCR 55625 AR IR, 3% B bk g AL H I =8 & BUS 2 AH L R T2 DGAL
FIAFREANE . SE0 BRI, mrrmAEwE T cutaneum MS 28 5t & 1w R AH
b, FEPOE TR & RHT I G CoA FARITIE & Riid A2 AH DSk R s B KR E B
i, NADPH & ffu@fer ME RN FiiFRIA Oy, SR & it J5 ) 32 2 i p
RIR M S B 7= A S B PRI FE 7= A4E 1Y) NADPH 24t . TRk ® bk T.cutaneum MP 11
PR R i 8% PDHA . PDHB Al LPD ) RE 825 iR, R £ 25A 5 ) th =%
TEIR R A2, AT SR R AT B T AR K T B 12 Bl B R e i R 2D,
TR 24 h BIEAREAE T 2 T EHAT AR 2R, wiisa sk Esh, m T
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cutaneum MS 28 ACHTIEEE BE P, AHOCHEE R E o8, e RS FoCameis g i i
KEH AL SZER MG, Ul B E PRI IR & BAE OG22 K FRIA 1S B A BURE 5 2
e E

160 -
[ T. cutaneum MS28 T. cutaneum MP11
140 A
120] {,
5 0 | '
>
[}
-
E 80 -
1]
%]
2
e 60
[}
[}
2
B 40 A
[}
24
20 1 '
0 L i [113;4 = A | =] 55555555 L_i%bzn
v X R RO DL ¢« O & N Vv A2 o >
P T o TV ?00 & Qv‘"’((,bc’((@oc’ ST 3
«— Acetyl-CoA —+_ NADPH .« Free Fatty acid —+— Triglyceride —»
‘ Production Production —4 Synthesis Synthesis ‘

B 3.7 T cutaneum H M =B5E& RiAHIE R FKF

Fig 3.7 Transcription levels of genes related to 7. cutaneum triglyceride synthesis
B T. cutaneum MS28 T. cutaneum MP11

60

3]
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L

ression Level
o
R
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L

p

Relative Ex
N
o

=
o
L

O d ¥ o A= 75| Al = b et i AR o 1 2 =L e | =2 7| =t ) A =
NV & N I \\\’5 Qm,,fl',\\’\@
B B S SO DD B NN L -\- 000 SISV 0°¢ CE DS QY% N
¥ 4_@{_@«3&@%&@ ¢ @@%0» Q\%@Q@ e\@ [oYoNe 0@\&%@0 %*o‘\ \&é %e @«:\1&@
%— Glucan Synthesis —‘+’ Glucan Degradation ~+—-chmn symhes|s—+—chltln 4+—— Mannan Synthesis —‘+’ Mannan

Degradation Degradation

B 3.8 T cutaneum YHRRBEARIHFHSCE K 3K
Fig 3.8 transcription level of genes related to T° cutaneum cell wall metabolism
T. cutaneum M0 BESNEE 3= Bl H 85 SRAEZH A, REAE 115 40 MU AL B A2 (251 o ik
FE, RSN BB . dHH P B R IR LT R A, A B A AT 4
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GEMISCER, SRR T AR M b A e CAAE R A MO IRIR, LT o T 5 o 2 i B i 5 A
JE o JUT 08 5 B8 002 il i I B A0 1) — bt M AL UG OR$7 40 i B AN 2Rt . 1%
BER 20 M s ] DL i H 2 BE0E . LT ORI SRR S S o, S AL T ah A
AL LLE NI . qRT-PCR SEIR 45 R BIR, T cutaneum 1712 v 20 MU BE G AU AR
KR 7 FEE LA T AERRIE, HA T cutaneum MS 28 9wt B-71 ZEHE G B
(YEPB2), B (1, 3) -FHEWENVIEE (EBG1), AJLT FilE(CHI2)HE K E: /K Eif
ZFWHE . T cutaneum MP 11 5 T. cutaneum MS 28 #itt, £ 5H & RBERMIA R
BERRRIEFERY, S5V 5S40 i aE SR H iR S8 51 2 R RAHMT &, L
TS H A R ECAR A ) T I i P BRI A DR AT i B

3.4 EKB/NGE

Trichosporon cutaneum &5 £ K JEADH FH AN G AR 2277 Th B A e e 1) — 285 1 v g
ERE, AR TR RS OIFEREIEE Z R0 2 HREFMABREKR T cutaneum
MS28 M1 T cutaneum MP 11, ¥5JRE A H] FH S8 A1 COBE SEIL 48 AR BRI B . ARk
RIS O 0 A28 TR PR 40 R AR 2 AR O, N ks MAS R R 2, AU TR ER .
PR LG AR B 32 B0@ I 40 AW 5 0 FE e Al e AR R e 22 R 1 DR R, R AR K B T SR 4
BEZE R 20 5y AR A0 5 I R R A R A 2 TR R 2R, DAS Xy I 2R W06 it R R 52
BE LT 4k

(1) T. cutaneum ACCC 20271 = Fi1 T H 5, TR (0 2 AR AN WA I Je MABREA2R it
%, fE b, ARG Tk 253 R A TR AN RN A IR DR o T cutaneum MS
28 M1 T cutaneum MP 11 22 ZF, A7 40 v AR M BELH BRI 74 5t 2 7= A2 8 1 2F
K, KA BE R, T cutaneum MS 28 BHAFI-F 400 5 FEAH ZE A K, ZEAKN
& G kAR KB E 5 R AR AIME . T cutaneum MP 11 ZEARTE i 7% 22 i B 52 b BE4H Y
FSTEEN, s 2 Ja Ko F AR M AR 58 o J8 sk 4 i A e it A 4 B T 25 WL ¢
RI, T cutaneum MS 28 MR R IHAHMIE S22/, M T cutaneum MP 11 4R
AERF I K IAMAARR, A& 59 E T XA — 2 IR .

(2) FIHZESHE T RMEMEE T cutaneum WIANREE KL, 0 AARFR B OCHN A= KA
R AER VSR 1) 24 ) ek I T S ) 4 B i, )T L P e G 2 B v R DN A i B A
BRI, JRIEER T cutaneum ACCC 20271, ik T cutaneum MS 28 F1 T. cutaneum
MP 11 2t BE 5 A7 R THIAR JL T 5 A Sl 58 S i LUAE 23 701 09 0.05, 0.09 #10.28. JLT Ji
HIELRE SR 10 ) LU AR B e 40 B e A, A7 B T A R S BB A IE AR R o T cutaneum MS
28 M1 T. cutaneum MP 11 ZHIEEH SRAEAIH 22 EME & &= RS, ZR/TWE. 40EES
AR A O J [ % SR /K~ AR A AN [RIRE B b AN R o ERLG mT DA I H 22 50 A0 3 SR 0
(R0 fg A LT 5 R o R T i A e, B i SROBE 5 4 A PR FL R R T T AP
WAk, R LT B/ R MEATLH, 3 I T 3 200 o e 5 52 XS S04 L ) e 2L

(302 PR B o 156 iR AR M P 2 R4 G A R NADPH & & AH LU SR BRIAR T cutaneum
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ACCC 20271 B 1&, SMAE S A B B S BE AT A BT i b 45 8 ) 5 0 . S 4RE A,
NADPH I 7R & il 73 AH G B PR R AR T AN AR BERG SRk, AR KA AR AR SR s P
T cutaneum MS 28 Z FAEH W&, HIM =& s G B CEE R IEZRARE .
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EBL4E FiLSRE

4.1 S5RMEIHT

T A T 21 2 2 SRV P A B B e A A E it i, R AR S A P i R AT A
W75, A BT AR R FEY) AT 457 S8 AN i T ML AL 2 = A P S B A A RL B 22 5%
AT R AR AR AR RAERE BRI I B i, DRI I8 H v e i B B 1R
EH AR B EE 2. Trichosporon cutaneum F=1E K JERYIA A AGER 271 B A
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