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B¥EHR S AR @ R ST 5T

NEE BLE T O

(UAREHEHEL FH 250100)

W OB LRRE R A A, A E AR R T A SRR &, TR
MEHREAN, B ATHRATRLE IR TEEREERYRE NSRSk, B
BRI IR BT R, DNA & B 5 P13 Bk DNA & B2 RS, e bk B B, AT A M,
B RE R R A S T R,

RWE RERS EIRE, FERERE, EXLRE

TR AR TV Bl T AR B A IR TR IR B 74 O B 1 200 T i & A — A 4 M R
H M 1974 4 Kao M Michayluk %3 PEG MI{E Ry R LA TE, HERAMAS R AREBRS
FHNEH., BEABEEENEETY, H B 4= 7= I Fil B BR 7 B2 ( Saccharomyces cere-
visiae )M R E (LR, BT LA BB BT R AR SE D FOR R B e S M AL BB R 1L, TORE 1
BEEK(S. diastaticus YA A BBV IE M AOMKS (T8 . PO, PB4 AT & S 07
WEEFENE L EENE SRR, DR AR RBERIEE Y — S e,
ﬂﬁﬁ%%ﬂ%%x@%ﬁm*mmﬁoﬁiﬁ%ﬂAﬁﬁMEAﬂ%ﬁﬂﬁgﬁim

B, BECORTH SRR AN FHBRS, TES RS E NI RRE s, 810

FIHmR AR SRR B N ok, FEXR LR ER TEARERER BERBOWEESR
, ek Rl R T B X A B AR S R R . [BIR, R BE AR A MR 3R
SEERTTEE.
1 A h
1.1 Ffb

B EER 5106-9A(S. diastaticus a arg” leu” STAL), BRTEBEF & 10 5 (S. cerevisiar
10 his™ 2n).
1.2 #{ER
1.2.1 BEEFHFE(YEPD) (%) : XERI7],
1.2.2 LR B B3 E(YEPDS) (%) - RICHK(5)
1.2.3 BAEFHEMM) (%) Lk[14],
1.2.4 mﬁt%ﬁiiiﬁ%E(MMS)(%) Ju}‘(ﬁ[s]c
1.2.5 E{LIEBHE S 2 (YPSBI( %) LSCHR[20].
126%%ﬁk¥ﬁﬁﬁﬂﬁﬂﬁﬂ%)LiﬁB]

21:3‘(=.F 19954 11 A 20 B 3.
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1.2.7 ﬁ#&f&ﬁiﬁﬁ%ﬁ(wmm BLICHR[S],

1.2.8 BB HE5RE . 4> 91 H20%, 25%, 30% 69 M54 A & YEPGF it 12% M & # .
LB A pH AT 6.0~6.5,0.5MPa JE 1 T K i# 20min,

1.3 &FH

1.3.1 #4880 BR B Mt (CPB) : pH6.0, I & 0.7mal/L KCl,

1.3.2 W48 T R b E B AT 4 20 &), 4§ FI BT AT CPB BLil.

1.3.3 MEESH B Z R (PEG, MW 6000) +0.01mol/L CaCly, fE FIFt F CPB L.
1.3.4 HABVAEWE-0,1% p-Hi ¥ 2B (ME) B #, 0. 4mol/LCaCl, I, 0.1% EDTA-Na, 7§
o

1.3.5 B[R (His)35me/ L, H & B2 (Arg) 35mg/L, &R (Lew) 35me/Lo 1.31 f1 1.3.4
%7€ 0.05MPa K /1 F KB 20min, 1.3.2, 1.3.3f11.3.5 &H 0.45um 7 A 9 K B
(G6 284).

1.4 ERAE

1.4.1 RMEHRBWE; (a) FAERKRH & AR K E 0 400 CPB(pH6.0) B>
ek 3 WKL IRUE R, AR LR IK 10° N/ ml P, 0.1 % A Z BT 10min, U
WG AR . BRI R (%) = (A-B)/A X 100%, P E B4 M5
PIEERILE S R ARG . (WFVERKEESES 55 A 0.4mol/L CaCl, BLE
BUE A R B, SRR B R 1. R &85, A SEMY PEG, F 30CHHIR
¥R, aﬁﬁﬁ%ﬁﬁﬁﬁ(ﬁﬁﬁ%bﬂﬁm&h&%)%ﬁf MM b, g SR, ot .

HoRSERA R B
RN i I T
FHEFE(%)=(C-R)/(A-B)x100%

AR IS AT S O WKW, YEPD 3% 7).
B: 5% 4F L0 T 9% 0 B8 0 B 96 v 80O K B, YEPD iR 4)
C 58 2 W 40 F80 5 95 150 B (v B 3 00 0 D o U T AR 9 B TR B (b U A 0. Tmol/ L KCI #5 %, YEPD
A,
1.4.2 IEZSSEN0 « KR IR R B A R P A 4 T R R R R A s
ZENERFATEBRMERE BREXTERE LOOHHTNEEZKF EXXE
e,
1.4.3 ML E BB ERONE BREGSRPE MM FERNMEG THE
REHLPKER, B7E MM B33 30C 48h R 15 K, MBI ARRE NG Bk, RIEHE
YEPD%&E‘M%%FE W R E RS R R SR, BR—-FEHTEE 0.5ml &
ki MRE . 7E 28C YR 4~ 6h, mx%ﬁ“ﬁﬁﬁumﬁt%ﬁﬁﬂﬂi MM, MM +
His MM + Arg MM + Leu, MM + His +'Arg + Leu -4 L, 30T 3 3% 2~ 4d, WE & K 1§
B UEERES TRIERERE.,
1.4.4 %H@%#ﬂ&ﬁiﬁﬂ%:ﬂ%ﬁ?ﬁ{t%%%ﬁﬁﬁ%mﬁ%%ﬂﬂlﬁ%ﬁ,Hﬁm%fi?ﬂlﬂ%éﬂiﬁ@k
N FHRIE 10 P RRBETHE, BAR

S N
V=gm 3y
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&
=

12 %

HWHE, Kt o N, o HEH.
1.4.5 4050 DNA & B o E %%‘ifﬁk[lﬂ B4R B K ] Schneider 1, DNA & &l
il B¢ N
1.4.6 FEMZKREEE AT . LA YPSB TEAR A % [ 35 M0 R e b P o 18 1 P I (8] S L 5
B LSt R R BIE e .

st - SEBER
1.4.7 FHEMEL S HRARKERNE . SBR[ 19], MInsoE . HE0E %I 30CIREH
o, BER - EAHE, BT 650nm #E OD {H.
1.4.8 SEREFNFh & PRI RS BE 09 18 2 . BU% 7% 24h MR FHE 0. 5ml, 2 BB FE S R ENH
R YEPD WARSE SR, 30C IR AR 48h Z )5, B HCAR U, PR 0 I 7K o A 240 i
B, BT MLER -0 T SE 40 AR, JE B A AR AR BEIRE] 1 X 10° AN/ ml, BEUE B Y B
BHF YEPD UL L, ¥A1HRA S B F 30C 85k 58h, WA A KM, S EHH. UA
SRS YEPD A, o
1.4.9 FEMFRLA BRIHS 2 E B 8 08 AR & MRIR S5 15 9% 2h IS, VR AV BE 0 1
X 10° 4~/ ml, 2 FIHCE 1ml bu)\@i Sml EBFHFETIREG ST, R BRI Y, DR
EHARKEN.
1.4.10 NG R BERE I E . LA 10% ECTUE S PN 150m1 YEPGF Wi fh ¥ sr B (= A
SRR A BB, 30°C T R BE, I 24h, I CO, MAE, RGBS %, &
AR 1.2 B A TEAM, 2388, S 415 55~65C 5, A 10%HCL 3 pH4.5~
5.0, TEEALEG B 77, BE 4k 30min 5, BB LS E13 30°C, I ABE BB L, TE= AR L%
bR AR B, FER B T Iml HREER, RI5 30C THTEE. H 24h WEXW
ELH CO, BR, 68h FHGAHE, RIBEEUMNEBESENBRIEER, YA F FNE
B L& v B P B R . '
2 # R
2.1 BRMEEREHAHTE

H s R A AR BEEE 2 —, LREREN, FAEREEREREn
B R FE R 12~ 18h, X EEHNAER 4B 28 B IR 3t $r & R 48,
R R E R R BUR, R AR RN E RS, AR ERAEREEN
14h,
2.2 BEREHESBEEFHMRE

MEZEZRHRER, REFRKERSBELE RN A RS EMMERESH
0.1%EDTA-Na it 0.1%ME FALHE, 435110 2% 50 1% 848378 30°C F B B 2L I 40min,
SR IR A R PR R EE % 01.4% H0 89. 1%, B AE 4 FIE 10.3% 1 10.8%.
2.3 FERERMeRFNRKL

VL PEG B, B W Rt el M & pH EFTHAEREREN 4 BE I KATERXE
B, R AR L RESWRE, PEG B RARRM R G EwmE, WS/ L EES
FAEFRGMAEFERERT X, PEG RFE&FER S B SN, K PRG /R E 5B 4 Rk
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FRENBASHE @R R0, PEG LIS, t TR AR E L5 05 i I R 1
F B B A MR TR S R W 4N, PEG MR ARGEE — & BN, Rl B

PEG R A AL R

BERGHMARENETTRESE

Table 1 = The cross aut iest results of the fusion condition of protoplasts

SEIR4E REH, PEG 35%, pH6.0, 30T T 25 30min 85 R R A 3L
RELG, @E®ER 1.02x107%

Group - A B c D . . Fusion rate( X 107°
1 ' Al Bl 3 D2 3.1
2 A2 Bl i m 6.2
3 A3 Bl C3 ™3 1.6
4 Al B2 c2 D1 3.0
5 A? B2 €3 D3 9.6
6 A3 B2 cl 2 1.9
7 Al B3 cl o3 3.1
8 A2 B3 3 o2 10,2
g A3 B3 c3 i 3.0
K, 9.2 10.9 11.2 12.2
K, 26.0 14.5 14.8 15.2
K, 6.5 16.3 15.7 14.3

K, ER 3.6 3.7 4.1
K 8.7 4.8 4.9 5.1
K 2.2 5.4 5.2 4.8
R 6.5 1.8 1.5 1.0

Notes: A; Concentration of PEG /% : A,:30, Az:35, Ay:40
B: Treating tem perature/C ;B :20,B,:25,B;::30

C; Treating time, /mia; C;: 20, C5:30, C3:40
D:pH value, £,;5.0,D,:6.0,D;:70,
F: ENSHOREREX

Table 2 The nutritional requirement of the parents and the fusants

Medium
Strains -
MM MM+ His MM+ Arg MM+ leu MM + His+ Len+ Arg
Parentsr
104 - + - +
5106-9A +
Fusants
1 + + + + +
2 + + + + +
3 + + + + +
4 + C+ + + +
6 + 4 + + +
* +growth, -not growth
2.4 RS ERIBE MR E

FE MM E#EATIEEER, 2R CRER M 15 RO B R BMERE, 7T IRER
ERRLE bR, RERBUDREEEY His SLREHY, ERAERIATIES, SR LBy Arg . Leu i
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KR, ATLLE MR MM B4, TS 3 B AR R AE7E MM A K AR P R bRy
e, WR2ERTUEN, @S HRERK I,
2.5 & F ISR
2.5.1 ARERNE - ERERFACGR ), MM REHRE T ERMA, 0P EERSA
MERZ M. MBEER/ DT IE W, Big #ReT % LLPRBRATE K
2.5.2 DNA S REE M TH DNA T B S5EFFRK DNA & B2 fIEAMAH(E 3).

- ®3 BEFHRABSKREENE (TN

Table 3 The polypleid detem ine of the prim-any stains and fusants

[::J - - W LTl —HERDNAFE R DNATEWEAEE
I j
5106-9A . n . 3.8 3.2 20 2.63 1.0
109 2n 5.3 4.8 63.9 5.72 ' 2.17
RAHe S I 6.3 5.4 96.1 834 3.17
BEH6E 3n 6.2 5.4 94.6 7.97 3.08
2.6 MAFHBELKME

2.6.1 iﬁ*ﬁykﬁﬁ@ﬁ%iﬂﬁ% ERFH(E L), BSR4 SM 6 STFBSan a2 51 R
2d 1 2.5d, LR, FEMKREE BT Bk, :
#F4 EMAERONT

Table 4 The ability detemine of saccharification 7“ ¢ ——atioA
= — — T——— = . :-'-"—- sl 0.5
M KRR TSR/ - N S =l
= 5
5106-9A 1.53 72 ’ &, o a0
3 s
Ratkd 1.70 48 £ s
F
BAT4 1.67 60 H i
L = @
* YPSB agarmedium * *YEPSF med:um 8 4 4320 28 36 44 52
2.6.2 FEK4B.6 BERBRNNE £/

HE L1 AUFHBEHR S 5.6 J%?Eé{u,

R b BT EKE, BN, 4%E'J£EixiE$H$6

B REE - B ES e WA GRS

od BORMERENHT.CHREE T

R SR B A R BEE M A T T ”” ‘

PR CBRIRE . SRR AE R R, 4 SHEMATERIERLE 20% ~22% 27, 6 SHkEE
18% ~20% 2 ], =4k 10 BRTE 15% —18% 2 16, Bt o AALEHk 4 S 6 S8y Wi
BERETEK 05,

2.6.4 FEHAMERBESSENNE. HE 2 TUEL 4.6 & 10 SHERIE20%.25%
) T 0 3 3 A b, 4T T 0 T A 4 TR 448, A R M IR B N 30% HT, 240 I o b
B, W ETTE R E R 30% L LR TREN LK. BAH 486 EMEE
ERRE BT 24k 10 &,

thERIF R R TI I S 9RIEET http://journals. im. ac. cn
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= 20%zlucose 25%lucose - J0%eluco.ae
=

g 7 ‘/._;__2 .

B e ) et

a ./,/’iz" f"ﬁ’- it et et
= 8 / " § —
k=

2

E

£ . —
g5!123401234'91234
—~

tik
2 FHGHG RET RSB E T R _
Fig 2 Comparation of growth between the primary atrain and fusants under the different ostnotic pressure

Legend are the same as in Fig. 1

2.6.5 FEBEHERTEEEFEINRE. B% 10SMETHK 724 ARFHILRED,
456 SEFUENRE K, AE—EH#ELkI. RSZ 108,74 5.4 5R6
SR B TR R B A B0 . B BB FI B, 10 S0 724 3 400u/g IR
KA 4 5H16 50 1000/g B, HES TR, EMATFRHEEHOHELT, 4 5.6
B LR, 5 724 AR, |
F*s5 TRBEEHHAIEM-EREDNIER
Table 5 The comparation of the abities of different yeast

strains to productethanol by making uvse of maize flour

[EE7S *E:CO, HER/ 1! = BEFVE SRR

‘ b 2en gy R CRBRERR o edmovivirk
105 0 61 141 201 0.34 83 TR

48 0 7.8 16.1  21.6 0.22 9. 14.5
65 0 7.4 16.8  22.5 0.18 91 14.9
T4 o 7.5 164 212 0.25 89 143

* BEACHET B 10 A 724 % 400u/g LA, 4 1 6 5 100,/g AT
3 W ® | |

B 1 B B R A R PR TR R B AR A U R AR (e R WIS B T 2 2 [,
FAREMBRENEEEZ B XHERR, BRER. FXRAZATFETER, 18
S A B A T LR B A R i PO L S R B AR TR 9 1k
SR m LA T B A BT AR T A S U P, AT A B A R AT A T A Y
FAESRF. GRFHEAFWERE FENVIRRS REIE RN B A 2 alfrat.

WEERBWAEREE RS ENREREE, KNI EHAEEFRE KA
RO A LA B ME f9 I00 N0 )48 18 R SR AR 00 R 28, (L R A R A T Ak SR TR 2 F I, 3%
5 Gunge N[lzj\T_akuos[B] Jﬁﬁi%ﬁ%)\“”ﬂ‘]ﬁ%éﬁﬁ%—'ﬁﬁ’%

LB R AR, W FE SR R A M4 S A & 2 16D o e A e AR A R AT s HLR, B
K A I 1 43 S AR AR AT , 45 T AR SR A B P B PR A A0 R B AT & BRI %, T 1
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#AES PEG RN, BEMERRB &M B, MU MEEER, RERAER, T
BAREBERRERRE, FRRNFEARR R 11 8RS NE,

AN RERE AT L T EA SR S SR S bR, W&
B, RRBB T BT, RBEMERNA NEEE, X -HkEBERBEFREY
RAH R HE, f“ﬁiﬁﬁﬁ‘fﬂ%ﬁ”‘ﬂ%&ﬁ@%%,j(ﬁt[‘%fﬁ.ﬁﬁii?«ii,t%i%‘%iﬂ}i?t$c
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The Construction of yeast Fusants and Studies on Characterization

Guo Xiyjun Guo Lizhong  Yu Xin
(Department of Micrebiology, Shandong University, Jinan 250100}

Abstract With Saccharomyres diastaticus and $. cerevisiae as primarystrains, through the cross
cut tests, the optimism conditions of the preparation, regeneration and fusion of protoplést was
found, which have the capacity of both saccharification and ethanol production. The fusants have
bigger cells, equal DNA containing to that of two primary strains, and they are superior in the ca-
pacities of saccharification, fementing strength and ethanol productivity to the primary strains.

key words  Saccaremyces diastaticus, S. cerevisiae, protoplastfusion, cross cut test
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