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(1 EHREKXFREFIR, J RN 510642) (2 ZRFELFHIFIR, | RER 526061)
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BE: ARBME T35-1 47 278, MBS R MR gl kg s my it, £ 2E%, EAKES>TE 12 kDa
44 i AT L BRI EAT B 69 HeiE #(3108.58 Uimg), & TALBRE IR kAt TG A9k i 7 (2939.38 UIMg). R JG3T 745 Al Sephadex
G-100 HRABE R EAT A HE— Fobil, FEERFeETE, B35 FTE AR ¥ THB T GPC &R & KL, A5 TE4
A—%, 122 %E T3-5-1 #7809 1L 7(5304.78 UImg), &% T 785 A(1788.15 U/mg)F= 785 B(935.07 U/mg)#9 L& 7 o %% T
B Ve BT R W HoRiE pH 8% 5.0, RIERRIBE K 40 C, AT A ALE 1 R AT, SR A XA T B BRI, RK B
12 BB ik & Vmax 47 8196 pmol/(L min), K K% Km % 085 mmol/L. %6 £RK Tiz$ 7ot BILAmAEs, REM, £ AOT
FFREIERAR BT, 5T BT AR R TR AR BE R A AR AT B T B
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Abstract: Tannase was produced by Aspergillus niger T3-5-1, then the crude enzyme wes preliminary purified by ammonium sulfate
precipitation and dialysis respectively. The results showed that, specific activity of the crude enzyme dealed with dialysis sack of 12 kDa
MWCO was higher than that of ammonium sulfate precipitation. Further purification was performed by Sephadex G-100 dextran gel
chromatography, and then high purity tannase was obtained. Compared the tannase with Tannase A and Tannase B by GPC chromatogram, it
was found that their molecular weight were generally consistent. However, specific activity of the tannase(5304.78 U/mg) was far higher than
those of Tannase A (1788.15 U/mg)-and Tannase B:(935.07 U/mg). The optimum pH and reaction temperature of the tannase were 5.0 and 45 °C,
respectively,, with favorable pH and thermal stability. When the substrate, the Vimax and Kn were were propy| gallate (PG), 81.96 pumol/(L-min)
and 0.85 mmol/L, respectively. At last, the catalytic synthesis ability of the tannase was investigated, which suggested that the enzyme could
catalyze the reactionbetween gallic acid and propyl alcohol to synthesize PG in the reverse micelle of AOT- isooctane.
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g Bk, B AT CAE R ARt 5T BT R 8
APyt (CGMCC) HEAT IR . MRS (2010) 1Y
X R A T3-5-1 = B Mg RE 37 Ak b AT Tk, A
FIT 7= B Wi LS J00A B 202,16 UimL, R 324055
(2012) B2 2 p 85 T3-5-1 FT =B b T 1 30 Bk
il SR AR ARV AL 9T, AH EIRSCRRIURI R T-22 ith &
T3-5-1 L WE kB RIS, BELLIS A e, HIgR
Xof S Ao B il () B PR T AT AT R

BT IR e Bl 1% B T R Sl B RS
Betb R BiF=), TR T, B2 R BMESEAEE) 2
N, W% TR (propyl gallate, PG) . V&£ TR
Mg (octane gallate, OG) K% & TR A EEE (deceyl
gallate, DG Y254 WHO H1 FAO ZH 3t vk & I & it 4t
AL, HprEAERR R T B A a i A P
PRI T HEXH R T Al (BHA) Al 2,6- 40U T X}
Iy (BHT) 25Rl. HATE & TR LR NS Tkl #&45%
HEG R 2EA k. BT SA RIE TS B R
B, BIF=W2 A RAREGR T, TR A ROUE A X
LSEAFIR AN, B . e P AR s, BRI,
T RN S TR ERR L & e ), R E
BN o AR AR ERE DTS VR BT S E R b
BRI ENT o6 BB A T3-5-1 B gk ATalitk, SRjm ik
ITEE SR E , HoB 5T B BAE R R AR % Rk
BETIRANREAMEE RGeS, B NBlE T3-5-1
FIT P2 B B A3E — 2D SR S HT R Sk, R
BT AR RSB Ak A R SR AL BRI 4R AR 2
*%.

1 MRERE

11 AR5 KA

1.1.1 B A

MR T35-1, SRR A E B A B B
SZU6 == {#E,  CGMCC No.7423.
1.1.2 X7

Bl A, £ Sigma AR BTG B, WIRIK
K2R BB TR % TR, 4l =99%,
IR AR AL TR p i s P 2- 2 5 CUARIE
FRERIAIR AN (AOT), £ Sigma AF]; BEHTLS (HiH
ST 12kDa), JMBAEAEMRRER AR R4
i 20000, J M5 =AW RHH AR A5 ; Sephadex
G-100, hifFZREFEEMFHAR AF; 4 iliEE A
(BSA), il ZEFEEVFHTAIRAF; Bradford it
N, FEEEEARHARA R HlEE (i),
Z [H Fisher A7 .
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SR, TR, RERE. WHREN. BEERE AT
SALER . BRERAR. BREREE. IR, MR, &
A% o2y b 7l S B s Ve (S
113 #%A

SCHFRIE: R 300, AHEREN 39, WA 4
19, S8 0500, FiliRek 0.01g, MiliREE 0509, 7%
KB ERE L L,

RS, BT8R 359, Bk 109, EA
R 3 g, BEEREA 19, SAL4T 050 g, WSk 0.01 9,
WREREE 0.50g, ZIM/KEMIFERELL.

12 ok

121 B¥E T35-14 =% Tk

VMR T3-5-1 e T2 IREE FREE RN, 30 C
BrFRihi, RRHT RS, PSR B O ATk
FREEPIERIHERR T, 30 CHR% 7 1 h, il
TR B 1-mL i B TR MR A
TR, IR S 106 ANmL. 7E 250 mL #E TR
HHAEAN 50 mL KREEREFREE, HMh 1 mL TR,
30 C, 120 rimin =% K557 72 h,
1:2.2 % 7 BaHLBE IR Y FRIX

R 20T I RS B B 22 4, 781K PE 2 pHAA
HRbE, FUKEE RIS B 22 AR A 9ERD L 0.10 mol/L pH
fE 5.00 FIFTIRER- 745 BREN e i BA T AR et il) 1%
1:1:4 (mimN) 1 ELBIFE VK IG TSR , 0~4 CR
10000 r/min 0> 30 min. HX 3, HZMR e s S
10 mL, R[45 507 B RHBE
1.2.3 ¥ TEEH N

M 1 OB 1322 A A 3 S2 e P ATA -
W SRS T BN 0.20 mL B, SR AR IE
HE N 0.20 mL JEY) PG FRUEE#R(2>10° mol/L), 7E
2T 0.20 mL 0.10 mol/L pH 5.0 2, 7EXf
P HIIN 0.60 mL JC/KZHE, #ERf B 20 min J&5,
53 BRI A2 A NN 0.60 mL ITE/K (4
1R EE FR I RS, FERTIRAE I 0.20 mLPG #rifk
W R R SERAEN &, o0 AE S SR E A 9 mL
SRR RS, MSEBE K 270 nm NG . BB E
FIRE S : SR FE 45 °C, pH 5.00 HIZ T, BER
FE/N KRS 0.01 pmol JEE A% £ T IRSE XN —N il
1AL (U)RY,
1.2.4 BB

VBRI N Z 3B O, B R (L v Fn
FEY AN 20%. 30%. 40%. 50%. 60%. 70%. 80%
K 90%. HAETUKIR LT, SR, i
BRIRS), MR NE, 4 CREVIEIHR. A5
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10000 r/imin &0y, 203 _BIEWCRTOE, UiveH S
SRR B R RS, DS DUTE A BEE AN AR B &

=

Ho
1.25 #HA47

W RERE NELE 2 T 12 kDa fiENT4S, ARG E
TH4KF, 4 CiENr, f4hBEHR—IGEAK, HE
BaCl, tllTE SO2 Mil:, i#EHTasrh IRl 58 & — 1
20000 FL I 4 .
1.2.6 # RAEEKEAT

Y Sephadex G-1005 g, Jil 200 mL 0.05 %[ &%t
B ZIRIEIK 3 do RREIKPT 5, AR, B 12120
mm SRR, R TSR b, AR K ER
Ve, FEEEFIEAR N AL, SRR IEAR R 58 4
TR, SRIEHEAE OGP L AR T (e s 1A
IR BINFEN . DLZEAKCPETAES, B2 ENTIR
IR A AL, SRR AR, TR ERE. 4TI
FEH O, AR A R A BEPR R TH 1~2 mm B, 2% 4]
WO, HEE A e AR IR, T,
LR B NIR R EEIE R R 1 mm i, SSHIH I, /N
TN S PG, FEHTIFRE 1, (S RER T A
BB ANFEN . XS DINGE, TERMR IO
IR, A RS T 3~5 om, 2 E e B,
EHIFUELE 0.50 mL/min. JEHTHE, 4 0.50 mL —4,
FERE S FAR 7 E O R, K OB A 55 A/ Marill A%
280 nm I AL I A
127 &AMz hne

K H S W52 ¥ G-250 i:(Bradford )11, Ll BSA
fbr#EEE 1, 5 Bradford WGIVEMH, FW WL YereE
THE 595 nm KA M AE, IR AR 2R HAE
EAREGR.
1.2.7.1 FrAEMIZE e

TR 1.00 mg/mL ) BSAAR (HERHFREL 0.10 g
BSA, Z&MH/KEZ T 100 mL &M, HERLD), B
7 RE T 1~7, 53A0 0 BSA bR 0 mL. 0.01 mL.
0.02mL. 0.04 mL. 0.06 mL. 0.08 mL. 0.10 mL, 433l
hnzE1EK 0.20 mL. 0.09 mL. 0.08 mL. 0.06 mL. 0.04
mL. 0.02mL, OmL, %1 5mLG-250 i7l]. H%E
PE57,78CE 2 min J5T 595 nm K RIIROGAE , LA BSA
TWREENBEALER, WO N PAERR, AF B FEARAE I 25 .

AERATCH 0.10 mg/mL (1) BSA bR (THRAFREL 0.01
g BSA, ZEB/KERT 100mL FEHt, HEIERL),
16 32 9 'S 1~6, 733 1 BSAFRK 0 mL.0.02 mL.
0.04 mL. 0.06 mL. 0.08 mL. 0.10 mL, Z35lhnz&is
7K 0.10 mL. 0.08 mL. 0.06 mL. 0.04 mL. 0.02 mL.
0 mL, H%01 5 mL G-250 X5 . 2R 5], HCE 2 min

J& T 595 nm UK MUMROGAE, Lh BSA WK AL bR,
W SCAE NN ALRR, PRI bR 2R

2 Excel B kL4, BSA Rk FE ArifE ih 28
y=0.0007x+0.0184, #t5€ 5% R? 4 0.9985, BSALik
JEE bR H £ y=0.0007x+0.0049, 7€ 2 ¥ R? 5 0.9994,
Ui B 2% I ZR S G, IR NFE TR A S =
THHEM 7 R,
1.2.7.2 FEW P AR A =ATE

#0.10 mL E§ 5 5 mL G-250 1R 778 T 7] i
t, FLEERES]. CE 2 min J5 T 595 nm KR
{8, CABGEFEEGATE 5 G il e MR TER 25 B 5
M EA SRR AU

A S E (ug/ml) = (A+B)/K

e AR R K. B-AR R A K, ARIETULIL
Ko KRB ARE B & A4 K=0.0007, B=-0.0094; &%
FEARE & 2 % K=0.0007, B=-0.0184.
1.2.8 AR HEFR &Gk AN 3 T Bk

i 2F: Waters Ultrahydrogel #£(300 mm>4.6
mm)s FEPIPE K. 280 nm; FishAH: 7K; FiiE: 0.6
mL/min; #EFEE 10 uL.
1:2.9 B MR M T
1.2.9.1 T RGEIE pH B ER AR e P

B A5 (R, FHZZ A 4353l Y pH % 3.0+
4.0. 5.0, 6.0. 7.0. 80, #RJ5ME/EE /1, VAEEE I
KFEN 100%, THEAGTEES /1, 25 %85 T B i
& pH . RS AAE B pH E FERAE 60 min,
SRJG BURE 5IEY) PG 7E 45 °C TN, I5EBEE 11, IF
[FVETT EARRTBEE /7, 25 880 R IR BelAs s 1k
1.2.9.2 B g Al I S P AR E 1

HRaliqb 5 (OB, (E 30~70 "CIEEMN, HEFE5C
WE /S 71, CARBIS IR E N 100%, 1 E AN A
71, HEER TR ROE R MR . R T B
IR, {RIE30min, A5 MERES /1, FHEVE
THEARGBEVE /7, 25 58 TR IR e T
1.2.9.3 HRgsh )1 E R

F 1 1 mmol/L. 2 mmol/L. 4 mmol/L. 6 mmol/L.
8 mmol/L. 10 mmol/L. 12 mmol/L. 14 mmol/L i) PG
VI, BOESRAE T IHT R SN, I SRR FEAS TR
I ARV BERG 0, SR TH AR S AN B (1) S BT
F4 Lineweaver-Burk XUEIXGEEYS 2T FE, I
T IR KN R Vinax K 8 B K {8
1210 ¥ TEEA R RAR R PSR E R
5 BR A Bs
1.2.10.1 WETIRS NEERR

B B 0.10 mol/L ) AOT 5 3 KV As 10 mg/imL
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(R T RRTA VAV Bs 25 mo/mL B TR K B v
% ¥(0.01 mol/L, pH=5)C, H{A5mL, B0.50 mL &
H 5], TETERIRG A N B A C 120 pL, f/
RS, AR R TR AR, B TH)
PEFEaR [N, 35 CHEIR/KI. BEARE— @t e, F
o AT €8 i 3 (HP LC) ARSI 52 2155 1o
1.2.10.2  J NiAd S A ) Ak

WU iR AR S T — eI TR 0.10 mL &
T EP &, SRJEINN 0.90 mL KR ERAW, AEER
VR4 28 EYR%T, 5000 r/mim &0 5 min, f 0.22um JE
et e g, HPLC M AR .
1.2.10.3 HPLC {f ik & 1F

it Ty C18 4547 K (250 mm>4.6 mm); KK«
W, 270 nm, 300 nm; sl AAHA 0.05%70 iR
I, B AR I FioE: 1 mUmin; 3HFF & 10 uL;
30 ‘ClHIR;

BORE BE W FE F . 0~15 min, AB=8020 ~
A:B=10:90; 15~30 min, A:B=10:90.

2 HRSE

21 BMBRE%ILE

B 1 A1, UBRERELIREE N 50%I, e T
LRGN RBEE /1, TIEE] 60%I, YT FRBEE /1
BETESCEe  bvd 70 S by R Y s s R L] i
FREIREE 60%I), PiiEH K2 NRE N . YR FRE IR
FEMZ 80% LSS, UiUE il s s R, (HEA
R TR AR, PIHEWTE e A A R R
BEATERD Y. WAL, SERER IR 90%HT,
HiG ISR A 56.85%, 1t BAR BRI AN RESE AU TIE
ol MR R P UTEs FH 60% I
DUEAEE A, SR EHC S W

® 1 TREIRERERZTEEEUER SRR R

Tablel 1 Comparison of enzyme activity yield and specific activity yield of ammonium sulfate precipitation with different

MR SUREREIUML) U E @48 (ugmL)

WiE A IUIMG)  EE R P AL %

0 188.0746.12 499.82 367.27+12.24 100.00 100.00

20 0 188.72 0 0 0

30 0 209.11 0 0 0

40 0 246.76 0 0 0

50 5.60+1.63 364.92 15.3544.47 2.984).87 4.08+1.19

60 4.67+.88 386.88 12.07+2.28 2.48+0.47 3.2140.61

70 6.53+1.45 383.74 17.0343.79 3.4740.77 452+1.01

80 30.57+2.86 388.97 78.5847.35 16.2541.52 20.88+1.95

90 80.97+).95 378.52 213.91+2.51 43.0540.51 56.85+).67
wi e DO 0 P LI
a5 T T 1 T T 1 — P S o S S S B S S—— ]
B0 |- i 5 35 |erd et S S SO S Y I |
S 7 2,23
sl ] 2.?‘_‘ - H & H i " H & = -
45 | i I 75 - H - H H H . H H " . - H -
I_1.|-| I..S‘I:l - i i d i i i i . - " -
35 1.25 i )h :
30
24 1)1 SRS B S - ;
i 075 | Y |
1.3 0,50 1 | l.‘ .
1.0 : K 025l || | | |
5 - L . I e Nl |

| | J { | .00 1 | | i |
M 50 100 150 200 gﬁh].u 350 400 00 2.5 5.0 7.5 100125 150 20,0 22,5 250 27.5 3.0 325
min Tmin

1 #HE§i% GPC BiLE
Fig.1 GPC chromatogram of crude enzyme

Xof ECBE] 1 AN 2 T, 60% IR B TvE fa 1 i
T AR BT A RS R E RN — B8, T3 Ab,
K 2 v 25 min J5 MR R Z T, R I 60%HHE
VUE HIZ% SR FR R AEREIHE L 3 (GPC) 1 25 min
Ja H R > T RBEUMNOEA L B TS R & T
BRI T E AR
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2 6O%ERERERITE LB GPC BT (E
Fig.2 GPC chromatogram of supernatant

2.2 HA

1P 3 AT, P 7015 12 kDa [ iEHT 46&E HT
PR A & 5 60%R BREZ UTIE Ja i L& i (LA
TRIENEFRD ik EAEE R, BTSN
B 60%TRIR FlTVET5, LLIHBRBRER Hon] B T AN
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RS2, Gk 2 Fs, IEHTRE SO LESE /108 3108.58
Umg, 2t 7.35, 8T Eis.

uV{>10,000)
1 T T I T T T I T T L
1.50 1 t { i
125 F $ | IR HTHRA “"—.ﬁv T -4
|
EEERANEY .
0.75 o / VA S
W - L
0.50 M | '/ ——| (I |
0.2s i ! ! | ! Al ]E ! -
0.00 . 3 M“\-“‘——-—«
| 1 1 i 1 1 ] 1

! A ]
2550 7510012515017520022525027.5300325

mn

3 BEHEMRE £IER GPC BIEELLER
Fig.3 GPC chromatogram comparison betweendialysissample
and supernatant
xR 2 BEtERS EERELER
Table 2 Comparison between dialysis sample and

supe rnatant
L. EBEA RAhE B ..
B UML) fugml)  A(Umg R

ALEGI% 211.40+1.58 499.82 422.9543.16 1
#EHTAE S 221.3040.63 7119 3108.5848.85  7.35
LiFik 183.3040.42 62.36 2939.3846.73  6.95

2.3 4 RNE U B AT

{:I T T T T T T T
_I}u
g
-L - &0
{'_ | _ 170
! 11560 | &i
> ; . : I [ e et e !
N sl
| I 30
1 i 110
u—-—-""'lh“"“_"ﬂ —

00 25 50 75100125150 17.5 0.0 ﬂﬂ’-;'.u“ﬂ S300 "
min
&5 % 11-20 &% GPC EIEE
Fig.5 GPC chromatogram of combining solution from tube 11

to tube 20
uV(*1,000)

T T T T T T T T T T

5.0F
7.0} S T ] i N | | FEO S | -
6.0 3 | J- -

sol ln‘)l“zb}“ ; 1o (2 H

40— Joessa TSR T
1.0 | o\ - - |
20 | -
1.0 —trteees ,;-"}t]"-*»-“--‘« - : A=
0.0 Mo S —

1.0k - bt
0.0 -‘ ‘(l " ll(ll ‘ lﬂ) l"‘ "|)(|22<_<0"i ‘OD “‘

min
Bl 6 =#THg 6PC BILELLR
Fig.6 GPC chromatogram comparison among three kinds of
tannases
R 3 =MRATENLLER

Table 3 Comparison among three kinds of tannases

E] 150
0.700 N S R
L6 "” —=— finh 140 -

[ 120 =5

0500 - " =

100 <

< (400 \ ""... W =

=

0300 - ST leo E

L} |

0200 hg Wy s, lag =
0100} “"‘“J:'I". 20
0000 F A 0

1] 500 15 0 25 N 35 40 45

2
[ 4 Sephadex G-100 #IRIERE EHTHEAHILZ
Fig.4 Elution curve of Sephadex G-100 dextran gel
chromatography

e 4 FzR, A BT 2 A AN,
WS — NI TITE 11~20 4,  BCR AR U S R AR A
5 TANE HINAE 26 B 25, ZIE g ALK, S5
B —AYIBUIR. EIE S EEEEAI,  BeT BE
MEE U ETHIRRI, 25 14 Eik R G, RS
18 B, BUba IF 11~20 4 #csr, it GPC ik
W, BB AN ik, i 5 iR,

2.4 f R RIE BT EEEY LB

PR BiEh R EOAE WEH
(UML) (ugmL) I(Ulmg)
T3-5-1 %58 22540 42.49 5304.78
B E A 81.20 45.41 1788.15
$ 7B 60.20 64.38 935.07

Wi 6 firas, 8 T3-5-1 A== s B £ i i
/B4 11.560 min, H.5*fF A(Sigma) 1) £/ B I 8]
11.163 min, F7RE BB AL K R OR BEE )
11.400 min, =& ORI RS 2501, B =& 5+ &
BEAR—F WK 3Fw, —METH, LLT3-5-1F"
LB IS S By, 1431 5304.78 U/mg .

25 EgF MM E

251 ¥R pH EABRAE T

w7 R, dib)E e TR & pH BN 5.00,
HEA®T W pH ERE M, £ pH{E 3.00~7.00 8]
A B T

252 ¥ TEERIERYIBE Fe AT M
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#  o0f
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pHIf
7 BTEERIE oH EFMEIHISE M
Fig.7 Optimum pH and pH stability of tannase
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L B0
E GIS
&
=40t
o WEE
20 o i 55 [ 04380
i i L i A L |
kli] 40 &) i) 0
it T

[ 8 BTEgRIERMIREMMAIEM
Fig.8 Optimumreactiontemperature and thermal stability of
tannase
M 8 A, 4itk)a iR Tl R SN IR Y
45 C. 1E 30~60 CHI, T EEASHR mlgIg /), dksk
THI,  AHXT RS Sk .
253 HETEH PR
0181
016}
014}
012

0.10
0.08

y=(L 004 L0 2E

LA [ Lemin) el ]

[ i 1 1 1 1 1
2 L] 2 4 fa ] 1 12 14 16

LTS]/ (Limmel)
9 BTEEHYX A K E
Fig.9 Lineweaver-Burk plot of tannase
K 9 v Lineweaver-Burk XU{E% &, 1NV 5 1[S]
BN R, HLITFENY=0.104x+0.0122, {5 H
Bt K RBIEZE Virax N 81.96 pmol/(L'min), K B %
Km 79 0.85 mmol/L. K {EH/N], ] B % T3-5-1
Frr= B B 5 R PG SRR K.

2.6 ¥ TEEMNEREZETRA R
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P Rt i Rt Pt St e Bt S R e M I Mt
OO0 A 20 300400 500 6. 00 70 00900 100 110 R0 30040

Imin
B 10 K0 h HPLC faifE
Fig.10 HPLC chromatogram before reaction
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e
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00102030405.0607.08.090 0010120130140
& 11 K30 h HPLC & iZ[E

Fig.11 HPLC chromatogram after reaction of 30 h

TR SN EEE AOT S ot I IO B B 1k
RSB, H HPLC Arigh San B 10 118 11 Bow,
B0 hisy, 7F3.382 min B —illg, NEE TR,
K830 h 5, fE 12.771 min A —ANE ot ikig HE,
5 E TR ABEARE R BEINTE] 12,777 min(/&] 12)
B, IEHAE B T35-1 RTEHEL T, BE
TR T BEAE SR AR Z b i) R AR AL OB, AR R
BT RRINREE.

0]

kil
B
T
e

Imin
12 R B FBERAERIRAE HPLC BiE[E
Fig.12 HPLC chromatogram of PG standard sample

3 4hig

3.1 DIEEhE T3-5-1 AEF Rtk KR BT,
4390 F B0 R B U ¥ RN ATy o REL A YR AT 40120 4l
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1., &5 FER AE A 2 T2 12 kDa @ A ri i
W TENTG, S RgEyE /14 3108.58 U/mg, i fift
PR e e iR FE S e LR V5 77 2939.38 Ulmg, i
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