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Effect of oenological factors on the productions of B—glucosidases
from wild yeasts
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Abstract: The main objective of this study was to investigate the potential applications of wild yeast strains by
assaying the enzyme production under simulated oenological conditions. The results indicated that most B -
glucosidases were intracellular activity. The highest total activity of H. uvarum was detected,0.51U/mL. A
remarkable variability in the effects of oenological factors on the production of B—glucosidase were observed
among yeast strains. The significant inhibitions on the B-glucosidase productions were observed under high
sugar and low pH conditions. The strongest inhibition on P. fermentans was observed,for 63.50%~84.32% inhibition
in comparion with control at pH 3.0,followed by Saccharomyces and Hanseniaspora. Furthermore, H. uvarum
exhibited highest B —glucosidase production under the low pH conditions. Under the low concentration of
alcohol (5% ) ,the productions of yeast B-glucosidase were increased. But the B-glucosidases production
decreased with increasing the concentration of alcohol,even no B-glucosidase activity could be detected for
P. fermentans strain. In conclusion,the better performances endowed H. uvarum strain some potential application.
Key words: wine yeast;B—glucosidase; oenological factors
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WK T 1P 7 i, o TBUAT s 3 T R R R AV Tt o B 1T
SRR A2 JTT 1) 7K filt b T 22 R ) 25 Y5, B — T 46 W
P TG A 78 S B O,

B 44 Bl T AR AR LI o A AR iz, s
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W) B B B L B AT L, TR A Y T B i By
T AR, A0 AT B A b 9 PR SRR PR R
) B— T8 25 B TP B Rl A DL HA e U MR 3R 35 op 97
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AR R T

I U0 B T 2 ¢ I 2R A 245 TG IR R R L IR L I X
P Bk (B — 6 26 0 7 T ™ S 1) 5 T, PP AT PR 3k 1 A 7 T
ZE) P IR P r) S T 9 B8 A B e B IR R
PR A7 N FH B 5 il o
1 #REAE
1.1 #RlE5E

PR BERE 28 AR 398, %858 Hanseniaspora
uvarum -~ Saccharomyces cerevisiae ¥ Pichia fermentans
TRRR: EEERY 82 AR BUIE K 951 oxoid A W, 5347
ali s A0 AR IR AL BN VP RE IR L JE K S R ER I
SR T A R A L K GSHL. il L 2R L &
g B 2 SR M B ARG A | 43 BT 4l pNPG
(p—nitrophenyl—B—D—glycoside)  Sigma—Aldrich, 7}
Mrals g prlsn] o tral.

HX-9080B -2 /- fb fri el 55 276 L g At fith 5
o6 Y 5 47 BR 28 7 5 PB2002—N 7Y Bk B K SF L AB204-E
T3 BT RV 320-S UK 25 pH il Delta i &&= Mettler
Toledo A 7] ; SS325 8w JR 25V BB KW Ew  HA
Tomy A F]; LB TAES 7R b e 85 s TiEbx
1% FE[E Thermo 2y 7] s SK Y ¥4 14 v i 200 0L 40
Sigma A ] .
1.2 XWAHZE
1.2.1  B-IZ M NEE e pHS5.0 P-CZE s
W : FRHUNa,HPO, 3.689g. CH0; 1.01g% T-100mLZ%
YK H, HpHERS5.09F E K. kY pNPG) T AEW - #E
IFRIN150.65mg pNPG, 58 4= % it T 100mL pH5.01¥
P-CZmh 2 H o

P i U < O PR AR 28 Ci i B IR 3 IR R I 4°C.
8000xg Z /s Smin, I 5L i W 5 100w LJE #) pNPG
W (Smmol/L) Y& A7, 50°C A4 %5 30min, I\ 200uL
Imol/L Na,CO,H 15 [ WY I 52 18, 45 [ NV AE400nm
FH RS A 5 e G AE

Pt % 7 AN 58 S LERR AR ST, B 03 Bk
fidt 7 A2 1 mol IRp NPT H I 5 2k AN Bl s s for 1,
1.2.2 IR MAARYPD (wiv) : BERERY 1%, 5 A IR
2%, WA HE2% . M 1 25 T2 P32 pH (3.5~4.0) . F 45
TR~ 2480 2 e (20%) X5 380 481 26 W9 W9 )5 (12%) 5 57 53l
o 38 5 A QR BRAR IEA T AN [R5 2% 0 R 7= Wi A% 1 1)
gL, NS AN oy Ak B TR UG A D AR AR S
20% (200g/1) , pH3.0.4.0.5.0LL 5% 10%15%[1] £,
B BE o PAS Qo e Tl it 43 ol 42 b #5- S 4% IR 4k, 28C,
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200r/minfEIIE TR, IR E S BRI E Pl 7~ 1, B4
Od, L2545 77 Pl 8 (1) S5 RIS Ta) B 5 TR AR 7 i 22 5 1
Do o) A 2940 4800 14345 10 Y PD ER 5= 3%, pH H 2R, AN
I LW o T 5220% %51 48 BE ) Uy 5 B B2 60 B A Tilg
T DU LA b, S B8 T A e 1 AT, 4 e
SR R pHAR AL 175 I

1.2.3 BEEAIIEN.  YPDE;ZEHES0mL/250mL =
I > 5% R &, 30°C, 200r/min, 15 7$48h.

HY T mIL4H 5% 5788, 000xg 4°CE4AF R B5.015min,
I b 975 VR 0 2 Bt CHRL A 5 WAL 402 AT B G B8 /K
YEWI K8, 000xg  4°CE5 AT B0 10min )& , 7725 FIE
W MYTHE P INA0.2mL P—CZZ & (pHS.0) 5 WEWws
P9 9 75) , F 5 D7 7000 5 B CAT D &

55 BUSmL 40 i 1% 7% W 8, 000 g 4°C 45 11 K 25 0»
15min, WCEE 41 B JC B8 7K 75 PE PR XL 8, 000xg - 4°C 4%
AN 50 10min)& 5 [ 410 B THE A T m LK 4 50 L
GSH- 10 LHH I SO L HF 28 W (1:4, v/v) 5 BiEi PR 3%
Smin, 8, 000xg~4°C 25 F T 29 /0 Smin 5 AR DLTE , N
A SmLIC R VKK 3B AT 5 > B mLUK A 30 9 55 /0 I FH K
TR EB HK, AR DTTE , IO 0.2mL P—C 2% vP 5 i
(pH5.0) , B I F24 Hy FW T7 32300 o2 B G CAN R PO, BT
HIEHES =K.

1.3 #HESHIT

ST B N T SPSS19.03E 4 1 AL BE 43 #7 o
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A 25 B A2 B IR P BT D025 S22 0, 5B T
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ZEPPE NG 07 3 A B, v LAAS H BT SR
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39.30%~47.35% » o v B Py g i LA o 1R e K D
P. fermentans [iEA , I G B 42 S, cerevisiae T o
S. cerevisiae FNH. uvarumVe REM AT B A9 58K, B%
NPT SEP. fermentans PR, W45 21.25% 1) B 48] 24 BEFF
[ R BB Ut Sl R ila o d SO B - B Y e VA GBI
T PR B — ] 45 Bl g 22 e AN SR AR O, AR P A0 28.45~
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Fig.1  Enzyme location of different yeast strains
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Fig.2 Total enzymatic activities from different yeast strains
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22 ERIEEFIEE~EHF T
2.2.1  200g/LA] % BT 5 WAL 7 Bg i s R 1
vl LLE Y, o0 RS IR R A LU, TRIARAE bl 1% 77
AT AR R P pH A EL ARG o 3K 2 i T = & L
BEFRGAT N AR AT R s AR R e D) 42 e, LA
PR ARTE SR PRI R, [ B S0 3 Al 3 . ) —
LRI ALE

A2 FE TR T A B MRAL v Bl R ) RS IR Bk p
PR ARAAE Dl o AN B RRAE S AR B )
NP, fermentans B A%0.045~0.140U/ml., H. uwvaruml#
#£0.206~1.750U/mlL., S. cerevisiae F#£0.100~1.110U/mL,
T Fe 5% 7 35 b 18] 7 g 5 43 00 DK P fermentans BBk
0.137~0.741U/mL, H. wvarum [# #£0.415~2.520U/mL,
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Table 1 pH change of different strains with

high glucose fermentation

s} [&) P. fermentans S. cerevisiae H. wwarum
@ HS €K HS CK HS (K
1 4.5 5.8 4.5 6.2 4.5 6.2
2 4.0 5.8 4.5 6.2 4.5 6.2
3 4.0 5.8 4.5 5.8 4.0 5.8
4 4.0 5.8 4.5 5.4 4.0 5.8
5 4.0 5.8 4.5 54 4.5 5.4
6 4.0 5.8 4.5 5.8 4.5 6.2
7 4.0 5.4 4.5 6.2 4.5 6.7
8 4.0 5.8 4.5 6.7 4.5 7.0
9 4.0 5.8 4.0 6.7 4.0 7.2

VE: HS, mrfiR 775 ; CK, 6 R 7Rt .

S. cerevisiae B #£0.346~2.443U/mL. 5%} AHLL, &
AR R T 2 W BT % BRI T B 45 b T I e ) AR
N TR EE AR o o a2 s AR 52 ) e i
W& P. fermentans Bl KR , 15 %) BUI%S 22 JE A0 LG, v bl 4%
R P> T 67.15%~81.54%, FLVRIES. cerevisiae
R FK148.28%~71.10% . H. uvarumi{E =L 2
It DL, A0 AT HEORH S 25 4R = g 5 48 4w =5 v T
At BRT Bk 76 P Pl % 35 4 A4 T 19 d5e K i e 43 3 oA
1.75U/mLA12.52U/mL. £E 383 170 Py, bl 90 45 4%
F 5% H . uvarum B K 77 B 0 300607 FH , BR 26 1d 46
(50.36%) , FEARTES0% 0 [F LA T, K T-P. fermentans
FIS. cerevisiae W AR . ML A WL, ZEAHFIF IR,

2 AR R AR R B DL AR

Table 2 Comparison the enzyme production of different strains under high glucose concentration

NN P. fermentans H. uwwarum S. cerevisiae
I i) () B o - o
(U/mL) FHIFEE (%) (U/mL) FHIFERE (%) (U/mL) FHIFEE (%)
=i 0.0452 67.15 0.206 50.36 0.100" 71.10
! ck 0.137¢ - 0.415% - 0.346" -
) =i 0.050 65.03 0.323¢ 19.25 0.120% 66.67
ck 0.143" - 0.400° - 0.360" -
3 =i 0.060 70.00 0.429° 21.43 0.200 52.94
ck 0.200" - 0.546° - 0.425" -
A =i 0.065 74.10 0.528" 20.00 0.300" 48.28
ck 0.251" - 0.660° - 0.580" -
s I 0.070 79.41 0.620° 49.30 0.400" 67.21
ck 0.340" - 1.223 - 1.220° -
bl 0.097 79.79 1.1202 4221 0.640? 63.84
6 ck 0.480¢ - 1.938: - 1.770" -
=i 0.120 81.54 1.610 31.20 0.890" 59.56
’ ck 0.650¢! - 2.340¢ - 2201 -
=i 0.1402 81.08 1.7502 29.15 1.110% 51.32
8 ck 0.740¢ - 2.470 - 2.280" -
0 =i 0.1402 81.11 1.7202 31.75 1.100%2 54.97
ck 0.741" 2.520¢ - 2.443% -

T T REROR AR B IR A N AN R B PR IR] S35 0347 s 507 3o

i PR ER AN ] 35 7R 3 1) 5 25 1k 0 AT (59%) s IMTRIRE L, 2o imp Bl 2 1
TR R A R ) 2 L o xR R 7 20 B SR RO R I v 23 s 3 R4
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H. warumPHEE R 5 T AL B, R 789 T
FLAR BB R N P BE o

222 AKRpHXS % R BEII 2 M3 WAL, 47 )8
TP S B R 1 B DG, # E 2 2 B pH
P i Z A4, 3 pH3 .0 X 8% B4 R 10 7 Tl e 5 W)
Ko SGXFEAALL, fEpH3.051F T, P. fermentans 5% 1)
EHIHRIVE A B T 63.50%~84.32%, HARIES. cerevisiae
KR #159.76% ~82.08 % - 52 4 il B J& &t /N 1Y S
H. wwarum W L, 7= i 5145 #) 7 0.078~0.871U/mL
(pH3.0451F ) ,0.320~1.613U/ml. (pH4.041F ),
0.331~1.964U/mL (pH5.054F ) o B pHT| iy, & 14
R il Sk 25 BN AEAH Rl pHA A N, = ANBEER ™

A T

Wit e 22 AR, o H. wwarum W EK LGP, fermentans Fil
S. cerevisiae W AR P iE 2wy, Hik 2] T B3 25
IRV, A BERR 7 1 i A s B I 2 H. wwarum
RS, cerevisiae WK P. fermentans H ik . 5 AR
P, o I B R A AR p HA A Y TV fE

223  OFEEX ST AN RIS L
S 25 P (LR v LAAS Y, AR S5 L X 24 PR R 1)
FUEEERAT e R AR E ] . ST WA 5% &
B R E% TR AT R, AN B g, A A Y] LA #E
R FEHE N, T P, fermentans B RAE 25 5d 11 B4 1
BN, BB T 61.75%, HoIRSES. cerevisiae T FE 5 3d

K3 OAFRIIRpHAAT N & TR pR ™ i1 D

Table 3 Production of enzyme with different start pH values

X . P. fermentans H. wwarum S. cerevisiae
1) (D WikfipH e e i
(U/mL) PHIFEE (%) (U/ml) IR (%) (U/mL) FHIFESE (%)
3 0.045+ 67.15 0.078% 81.20 0.062" 82.08
| 0.090% 34.31 0.3202 22.89 0.230" 33.53
5 0.119" 13.14 0.3312 20.24 0.3302 4.62
ck 0.137¢ - 0.415" - 0.346" -
3 0.042 70.63 0.1483 63.00 0.101" 71.94
5 0.103 27.97 0.3302 17.50 0.310" 13.89
5 0.128¢! 10.49 0.3652 8.75 0.350" 2.78
ck 0.143" - 0.400" - 0.360" -
3 0.073+ 63.50 0.2028 63.00 0.171"3 59.76
) 0.135% 32.50 0.4302 21.25 0.380"2 10.59
0.150 25.00 0.506'2 7.33 0.406"" 4.47
ck 0.200" - 0.546" - 0.425" -
3 0.086% 65.74 0.3112 52.88 0.226"” 61.03
4 0.2132 15.14 0.5152 21.97 0.470" 18.97
5 0.232¢12 7.57 0.5602 15.15 0.513" 11.55
ck 0.251" - 0.660" - 0.580" -
3 0.095+ 72.06 0.4133 66.23 0.280™ 77.05
s 0.260 23.53 0.8412 31.23 0.600" 50.82
5 0.3232 5.00 0.9182 24.94 0.843” 30.90
ck 0.340" - 1.223% - 1.220 -
3 0.107+ 77.71 0.614* 68.32 0.397" 71.57
6 0.310% 35.42 1.200° 38.08 1.000" 43.50
0.386% 19.58 1.4122 27.14 1.3342 24.63
ck 0.480" - 1.9384 - 1.770" -
3 0.111 82.92 0.840* 64.10 0.521" 76.33
7 0.370 43.08 1.580° 32.48 1.400" 36.39
5 0.465 28.46 1.7122 26.84 1.608" 26.94
ck 0.650"! - 2.340" - 2.201" -
3 0.116+ 84.32 0.871* 64.74 0.529'3 76.80
g 0.368% 50.27 1.613° 34.70 1.470" 35.53
5 0.476 35.68 1.9452 21.26 1.630"” 28.51
ck 0.740"! - 2.470" - 2.280" -
3 0.129+ 82.59 0.840* 66.67 0.506™ 79.29
9 0.380 48.72 1.566° 37.86 1.490" 39.01
0.456 38.46 1.9642 22.06 1.610"” 34.10
ck 0.741" - 2.520 - 2.443 -
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G I 54.10% B A5 55 7755 v 20 B 5 1 49 o 5%
TR ™ g 08 52 B T S 2N e e , H v d B )
P. fermentans IR , 1E10%F115% LFERTE R, 2%
ﬁB-%%*ﬁﬁE@#ﬁi, T H. wwarumF1S. cerevisiae
TR ™ Il e 08 S 2 IR T X L, L 109% Ik B X6 g
FEAE AR RE B IR B T 90% LA 1o MM A B
G e AR R N Wil A LA 8 AR HEAE T, AT
EEIE T IO o AS SIS v v R S X g R I
W, L W 52 LT ) AR PR G WE AR F RN B 4 i
Wi =2 AW P 7 1 B S35 FE R o TE— 8 WS L1
TELESAE R, H. woarum B8 PK 7 1 0 22 L 8 =35 =+
S. cerevisiae B BRIV, XA — @ F2 8 Bt 7 2L
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TR 3 25 A4 A58 L TR N FH 1T 5S¢
3 it

ZEETRE pH B PRI 060 35 PR I IS 100 25 52 &
S, AT DUAS H A5 P e RT3 56 1 AR 114D 5 1) 45 AN AH
[F) o pHSEEG T, BEAE pHIRI FEAR, T Bl AR 11 = il 5 4415
2 B SRFLPIFNE] . BESLIS T, TES%NEMR SR, — i
DY, 22 B 10 7 il 2 0 v T X . S AR S —
Fh R 3 IR 7, AHAE — B R BE IS B P 5 A — P AT 23
[i=TEAI I (OB B e A SRR N | I (358752 <3 S PR S P 4l N € )
P FEAE BN, A AE— 8 FE RS L E3E 5 T 4l B il
FRIIE 375 T, A A5 4 i N ) T vs 1) A 1) o A5 0
LUAT T IE 0, 1 2B H M AR A 1 I 9 T O 1) 1

Red ANTFIREIR OS5 TR B DL

Table 4  Production of enzyme from different strains with different ethanol concentrations

] () 7 (%) P. fermentans H. wwarum S. cerevisiae
(UML) IR (%) (UML) IR (%) UmL) IR (%)
5 0.100* 27.01 0.1772 57.35 0.156" 54.91
| 10 0 0.1083 73.98 0.1143 67.05
15 0 0.0264 93.73 0.0354 89.88
ck 0.137" - 0.415* - 0.346" -
5 0.201°' 28.86%* 0.788" 49.24* 0.712" 49.44*
5 10 0 0.1283 83.76 0.1313 81.56
15 0 0.033" 95.81 0.045* 93.68
ck 0.143¢ - 0.400" - 0.360" -
5 0.330"! 39.39% 1.120" 51.25% 0.926" 54.10*
10 0 0.146" 86.96 0.161* 82.61
. 15 0 0.0504 95.54 0.0494 94.71
ck 0.200" - 0.546* - 0.425* -
5 0.570° 55.96* 1.320 50.00%* 1.050" 44.76%
10 0 0.160" 87.88 0.175" 83.33
+ 15 0 0.0573 95.68 0.0564 94.67
ck 0.251" - 0.660" - 0.580 -
5 0.889 61.75% 1.440" 15.07* 1.170" 4.10
10 0 0.166" 88.47 0.185% 84.84
: 15 0 0.059" 95.90 0.065® 94.67
ck 0.340" - 1.2232 - 1.220 -
5 1.040° 53.85% 1.6202 16.41 1.400" 20.90
10 0 0.171% 91.18 0.189# 89.32
6 15 0 0.063" 96.75 0.078* 95.59
ck 0.480“ - 1.938 - 1.770" -
5 1.170 44.44* 1.9352 17.31 1.745" 20.72
10 0 0.171% 92.69 0.188* 91.46
! 15 0 0.072" 96.92 0.096* 95.64
ck 0.650 - 2.340" - 2.201" -
5 1.2007! 38.33* 2.066™ 16.36 1.843" 19.17
g 10 0 0.176" 92.87 0.189# 91.71
15 0 0.081" 96.72 0.110* 95.18
ck 0.740¢ - 2.470¢ 2.280" -
5 1.260! 41.19* 2.0712 17.82 1.849" 24.31
9 10 0 0.180" 92.86 0.199" 91.85
15 0 0.090" 96.43 0.142* 94.19
ck 0.741" - 2.520 - 2.443 -
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e AR B AE A L T iy, T H A 41 B A= 4 L AR R
B P EIAE H , LLELP. fermentans TR AKRAE =1 £,
WEAEAE ST, CLEAT A 21 g 1) = A202
4 LEig

B— I 2V T L Al P ) e A B AR s, =
TR I B— A1 2 BE L Il 4K - B e AR MO N o AT I R 1)
JEH. uwwarum B, iIEZ3) 7 0.51U0/mL, HRIES. cerevisiae
TR o i Bl R pHAT 2% TR 7 B R 07 5% i) £ AN AH [F] o
LA1.750U/mLA12.520U/mLF 7™ il 58 4 35 3 HAm 1T
B, HAEmAKpH3.0M & AF Ny it i 5% iy 130
AL RE, 7853 o BRI N W e . 72 R IR,
AR L LT (5% X T AT TRBR 11 7 Mg i HB AT —— €
MR BEAE T, K110 6 25 £ B S8 17 T v 5 25 BT R
(A= i N S e e S N S e v I = e E G
(P. fermentans) o H. uvarumfEX] R 5bE PA A AKpH S
PER, Pl 2 3 T HAR R R L R I, SR TR
BE— 2P AT 25 58, T 92 4 FL R e Y. FH 9 e .
FH PR PR T FL DR T 45 A0 BRI B 28 S B
DR 5 2 A J5 BAATE 9T b 3E 25 25 SR PR A S B IR dde
SAE TR R Y O, DAAS T PR R B RR I BRAE RE R, B
PO b R v 45 5 2 UK 144 1) RS Sty 4%
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