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W OE RSB HEAKNERATE dhs-330 7= & 4k W MR B R A& A 4
e, R 16S rDNA kB 7 7] 247 55 72 T AF, 1T & B8 35 2R BOR VSUR L pH B A3 IR IR R
HATRA, KA KATH B S HATEHE R NEREL R YMEE R, FRER,Z
WM 5 Bacillus mojavensis H & 16S rDNA & J57 ZIAB LK 99% ., WK B KB KA T
70 mN - m™ 1K E 27 mN - m™' , K BF RN RERE AIQRM LTG5 A+
WOEEE KRR pHEN 6.5~7.0 1 F K 30~35 CEAUHT, BEAKMANERETE M
G RAR A KB e IR-AE R A B R A R E R MR e VT R A Bacillus
pumilus dhs04 # 2 2 B H & M, B % dhs-330 & fE -6 Ak e K-8 g SR 4 4 5k T VE R A
LA ¥ T AR A A B TR U A B AR T AR

KR BEABEMEEEMER; BRI, PUEE R, WHEEE; g

Identification and fermentation optimization of a biosurfactant-producing strain isolated
from seawater. DU Jin, HAO Jian-an, ZHANG Xiao-qing, WANG Jian-yan, ZHANG Ai-jun,
WANG Jing” (Institute of Seawater Desalination and Multipurpose Utilization, State Oceanic Ad-
ministration , Tianjin 300192, China).

Abstract ; This experiment studied a biosurfactant-producing bacterial strain isolated from seawa-
ter, designated as dhs-330. Phylogenetic analysis of the homoeologous 16S rDNA gene se-
quences, the optimization of culture conditions of carbon source, nitrogen source, pH and tem-
perature , MALDI-TOF Mass Spectrometry identification of the products, and antimicrobial activi-
ty assay were carried out. The 16S rDNA sequence of Bacillus sp. dhs-330 shared a 99% se-
quence similarity with Bacillus mojavensis. Bacillus sp. dhs-330 decreased the surface tension of
culture medium from 70 mN + m™" to 27 mN - m™". It could grow well with high production of bio-
surfactants under the following conditions : glycerol as carbon source, yeast extract as organic ni-
trogen source, urea as inorganic nitrogen source, initial pH 6.5-7.0 and 30-35 °C. Its principal
products were blend-biosurfactants of lipopeptide and glycolipid, which showed antimicrobial ac-
tivity against marine fouling bacteria Bacillus pumilus dhs04. Strain dhs-330 presented a potential
application in blend-biosurfactant production and anti-fouling technology.

Key words: blend-biosurfactant; lipopeptide and glycolipid; mass spectrometry identification ;
antimicrobial activity; anti-fouling.
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2015) 5 K 2LA: 1) 3 8 1% 14 79 BA BT RS P (Gudina



Fl BERE R K AR 7 A AR TR R TR b 4 S S AL 1379

et al.,2015) B4 TE (Ttokawa et al. ,1994) RE J7; Kt
A 2 Y ) E AT 9 A ) A A A R R R
T WP A 0 9 3 A O 1Y 4 THD S W] (Sun et all.
2004) . P, AR S PERI AR AL T (BE 2 R0l
PEAE 2 S5 SUCRAT ) [ #9 H T 5 (Banat et all.
2010) ,

Ay 3 T R R AR I 5 R R R AR RS
NRHEFFARIRZE N HiRRBENE K s o T A
A A 70 R GORE AR 49 2 DTG 4 79 45 1226 (Ron
et al.,2001) , 1] phy Z2 70 A ) I ) B 90 A,
Sy BOATE R IR R I 555 U S B
BT A e R T QR A S B, R TR
AR NG S5 B RS AR TS MR s ZF AT T & iR T
PER PGB T 3R A AR IR R IS R ) ; LRRES A B
FFEA A B, Emulsan Biodispersan 25 {2 43—~ [ 1 74 71
S HBTRIMTE 32 28 rp e 2R ) SR v 5] 7 A
(TEOLAL , Kok R A= 3 T PR B T AT 5
AP (Al-Wahaibi et al. ,2014; Vijaya et al. ,2014) ,

T E PR SR A LA B R 0 3 1, e
IV 227 W BE  pH R R R R TS Y A A 1Y A AR
FA U TR SRR ) BRI S ( Dash et al.
2013) . T AHLREG UAE ) 2 T 396 4 0] 1) Vi v A A
PG5 25 AT T AR M TR | 2L BR A | 8 R R AR 2
I J& (Satpute et al. ,2010) , 3% P4 7= 9 B2 63,45 B BK
2 WENRZE AN WESE ZMAY AW I s
KRR R O SR AT 1 — k™ AR W 2R T 1 ) 1) 2
FAAFIE dhs-330 , % HAPR2ERME W& R AF
YAl B AN IS AT T WP R R 484 T 5

PR I TS 45 1 A ) 3 T V3% e 790 A R, A vl T
PRI S RN TR P54 B i A5 B B0 4R A 158
JEBRFHT s

1 #R5E7EE

1.1 HhE

L1.1 FEMORIE KEER BN ik A5 Wik
dhs-330, F8/RE ¥R Bacillus pumilus dhs04 A5
PR, FH AR S50 2 43 B I OR 9

L1.2 53R BRI SRIL . A 31.5 o, BERE
RHY 1 g, JRE 5 g, KH,PO, 0.8 g, Na,HPO, -
12H,0 3 g, MgSO, - 7H,0 0.15 g, f &It X IH W
I mLERZR 1 LIFJHE pH £ 7.0, Hri &t
KVAW:CaCl, 7.5 g - L™, FeSO, - TH,0 2 g - L',
MnSO, - H,02 g - L',

By R T = NN IEPRE S B S s a i ]
FRAF

LB 5773 B AR 10 o, FEREEHUY) 5 ¢, NaCl
10 g, €A E 1 LI pH £ 7.0, FAR; 5P
WINIERER 20 ¢,

RFEWHHREFRNE 3 ¢, HAWK 10 g,
KH,PO, 0.05 g, 7K 0.5 L, 7&K 0.5 L, %% pH £
7.2, BAEEFREE P USIMBEIEH 20 g,

1.1.3 iXF] PCR Jxhi5fl 5 DNA Marker 341
B R T YA T, A1 FE PR 2 O &l 3 R
HRAE AR AT BR 2w o HAh 350 Sy [ 7 4 #r 4l
P
1.2 ik
1.2.1 BRI RE IR e N
FHHIEH BV X8 B g 77 2% 1 PR R0 8 0 AT 0, 8
Ry B RIS M T 20 mL B BEE 3R 3L, 30
°C 180 r » min '"PE¥HEEFE 24 h; BUE AL 90 mm B FE
ML AGE 52808 K, 7EZ8 1R /K RN 3 mL WA
BT IR B 300 WL & 3% 55 O A RS G
T RSCHETh P 00 2 HE vl P %) AR E R T ok
PRI T E T, i HRNA 4 B B3R K I SR
F 4 A 000 5 & TR ) 2 T 9K T
1.2.2  TEFP 16S rDNA S55E SR FH 20 oA Ik R 4 2 e
TR G BR BE P A, DLSE R A o AR 2R AT 16S
tDNA ) PCR 73, 514 kil H15 14 .
fd1:5’-AGAGTTTGATCCTGGCTCAG-3'
p2:5'-ACGGCTACCTTGTTACGACTT-3’

PCR SZWAKZ (25 wL) :10xTaq buffer 2.5 pL,
2.5 mmol « L™ dNTP 2 uL, | F5I#4% 1.5 uL,
Mz 0.3 L, exTaq ff 0.2 pL,ddH,0 17 pL, PCR %
4598 °C 2 min;98 °C 10 .54 °C 305,72 C 3
min 47 30 41@%;72 °C #EAH 10 min, 4 CARLE
SIE B PCR =400 3 15 H 950N 4 E R A R
FAHWRARSEMR, Frl)F 57 GenBank 2T 5
BE P iE4T 16S vDNA J¥51 BLAST Ee X, I H
MEGA 5.1 S ERGELBR
1.2.3  REEZRMEW UL OD o, F1% BERCHE B
FERARIR , LA T 45 55 5 Bl 73 03] 25 58 [ i
T8 ADLEER  CHLAEIR 4G pH (H SR BEXT A=)
FEHNE MR A B
1.2.4 FREHEERPHEE K35 48 h kB
T 4 °C 8000 r + min~ ' B> 15 min, B IS H 6
mol - L™ HC MY LV pH £ 2.0, 8 T
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4 °Ci37% ;4 °C 10000 r + min~" &0 20 min, BUITTE,
JFH pH 2.0 By HCL I BRI TIVE 3 1,37 CHETIT
UE 5 [T IS BYUTVE A BV A, B S 20 min,
WCEIEW, AR — I, BT IR, R TR
ZBR I A5 20 A0 w4 A RO R R DR 2 1 i
HWR=Y), J715S7% 3k ( Cheng et al. ,2013)
1.2.5 RIS ER- WY Bk S 2T I 24 57
PR B o Al B O A BT R BT N I B
(MALDI-TOF-MS) 734 45 Hos o) . B SCI-
EX 4800 ( 3£ [# Applied Biosystem 23 #l) , 5 Jfi N a-
HF-A-FR R ( a-cyano-4-hydroxy-cinnamic acid) , 1
L A 5 SRR B B BIR &), T B T B T
URBEATINAE . ORI E E 400 ~ 4000, J7 k2
2 CHk (Cheng et al. ,2013)

1.2.6  SRIE T ER Y 00 HAma Se g PIBOH
B )5 78 T BRI K HERh T R IR A R SR Ak, 30
C 180 r - min™" K5 3% 3 1 48 o8 W B 3R ) 4%
1 = 100FR IR A I A B8 3] 1Y 5 77 T ] 44 s 7 ke v
PRHE &) J5 8 2 A T P AR TR AR L A
TN 10 L T 700 7 WD W, 155 W AR WA £
BT 30 CHERFE 48 hy HiFR o s, U G R 1L
I A I A

HRE5SH
BRI 0028 BB KA

2

2.1

T TR VS T AR A TP B AR E 1 AR A AR
T MERIAE F1BGR A IR dhs-330, 7E LB [ 553
1230 CHEFE 24 h, WV 2 0O, AN, S A%
5 TEIMFAR I e ke, SRR L 4 16S 1D-
NA K R Bt 47 PCR 4734, I )7 Jf- 28 BLAST Lt
XiF, 36t ASCHE PR B AR 3R A 3 G A 1 Y B A
HRFELEEW (K 1) BIR, dhs-330 55 Bacillus mo-
Jjavensis FEG K F I, TS AT

& 2 AT 0L, dhs-330 7E 0 ~24 h &b FXF Uk K
], 0D o, FREEH K 5 24 h BEAFEEW], LR HE
Pl ARIA 3 em, T 5K JIBEMRZE 27 mN - m™', 3R
DU e v O EL A 30 s I R T T 1 5 24 h 5 HEh 1]
B K BRI 48 h A ERMH 7 em, LT 38
TR P70 P F ik B i 15 48 h S OD o B WA, 4
AR AT, BRI SR TE L 2E A
2.2 REFRIL A IR A AT 7 2 0 1 R0 1 52

PIR ek g 36 R L mt, 43 D) 31.5 ¢« L7 4
WE 30 g L' REKE 322 ¢ - L H W 28.4 g - L7'IE
K140 ¢ - L7UBEE MR IE, £ 30 °C 180 r - !
S 3% dhs-330 BBk 48 b, M 5E K BETR OD g fE
FHETM B B2, ELEAN [ ik 5 0T B R 2 4 & T
RIS (& 3a) o A4 M BRI
OD g, TEFIHEH P ELAR YK, 28 B HLE & 0 1 1R
FHVEAT A AR RN A = VG M = DR Ry i
JEH , OD g, (EAR 1 {H HE B B AR e/, R AR

min_

Bacillus mojavensis ifo 15718 (NR 118290.1)

Bacillus axarquiensis CR-119 (NR 115283.1)

Brevibacterium halotolerans DSM 8802 (NR 115063.1)

Bacillus malacitensis CR-95 (NR 115282.1)

Bacillus axarquiensis LMG 22476 (NR 115929.1)
Strain dhs33

Bacillus mojavensis NBRC 15718 (NR 112725.1)
Bacillus tequilensis 10b (NR 104919.1)

Bacilus subtilis NBRC 13719 (NR 112629.1)

E1

Bacillus subtilis subsp.spizizenii ATCC 6633 (NR 118486.1)
Bacillus subtilis subsp.inaquosorum BGSC 3A28 (NR 104873.1)
Bacillus vallismortis NBRC 101236 (NR 113994.1)
Bacillus amyloliquefaciens BCRC 11601 (NR116022.1)
Bacillus nematocida B-16 (NR 115325.1)
Bacillus methylotrophicus CBMB205 (NR 116240.1)

84 Bacillus siamensis PD-A10 (NR 117274.1)
Bacillus atrophaeus NBRC 15539 (NR 112723.1)
[ Bacillus licheniformis DSM 13 (NR 118996.1)

—_
0.002

HEHE dhs-330 19 16S rDNA RS & B

. .
100 Bacillus sonorensis NBRC 101234 (NR 113993.1)

Fig.1 Phylogenetic tree of 16S rDNA of dhs-330
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Fig.2 Kinetic curve of strain dhs-330
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bl g - L'EEREE 1 g - L&A 3 g« L
KK 1 g LERFML g - LR A VLA
BF (I 3b) , EARIAE A A HLEIRET, 0D, (B FTHEH
B RN, AR T R AE K6 8, Wik
FE T SRR 35 77 35 v 240 vl B e v, 9 1 0 kA
K, R YT SOMSE A M A= 1< B 30 SR TS P = Y
AR, BEREBAE A PLRIER, UMK RAr, H &
T HEh B B K Sl A HLAR, DL 8.7 g -
L' NH,Cl,10.87 ¢ - L"'(NH,),S0,.6.59 g - L™
NH,NO, 17 g - L' NaNO, fl14.94 ¢ - L' JRZE N T
BURIE T (1 3c) AT UL, IREAE N TCHLEIRET , 0D,
By, HFIh P B AR IR 2 TR R T A A T T
I feid AL AR

P A B 3R A 4h pH {H 5.5~8.5, 7 30 C |
180 v« min™' Z5F T 4537 dhs-330 TH £k 48 h, W& &
T OD o [E AR B B4, FLEOR ] pH B X TR B
AR B R K TR 520 (1 4a) o 3559734
I pH {EAE 6.0~7.5 B}, R HEMIE ER KT 5
em, HARGR R ATE M, Hrb, pH {E1E 6.5 B,
OD o, (555, pH {H7E 7.0 B, HE B ARk, R
W1tk pH {E7E 6.5 ~7.0 X E#E dhs-330 19 3 A 4E K
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Fig.4 Effect of pH and temperature on growth and surface
activity of the strain fermentation
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P REIRIRE  7E pH 7.0 B9 R BERE SR (180
r - min”' 4T 53R dhs-330 B Rk 48 h, 2 % W
OD oo TEFHEH B ELAZ | FUACA ]33 X6 B ik A 4
R TE 7K 152 (B 4b) o FAR dhs-330 7E
30~35 CHRTFRFMT , B R AR K R 1 6 1 770 &
HCRE A IR E B T 35 C sl ik T 30 CHT, 0D,
{ERHE I Bl B A S R, N T T bk AR S R )
AL
2.3 FEANEHEP I B ORI P A T

dhs-330 PHMRAE R IERG SR G 975 1 MRS MR,
ZRUTTE | BEAE L A U TR BB oK, 02
PR dhs-330 & R TG Ve W LS . SR
MALDI-TOF-MS 5 A $& ) 2R #1162 7= W ik A7 T
JEE A3 HT (L S) |, dhs-330 BRR P2 80 RRAE 06 X5 7 £ 49
JEUnge 1 iR, IR AG0 380 05 A I K P 25 9 5
A=W R R IR-WENE TR A B A W T G PR A
Bl 5a 7T LA ), dhs-330 FF 7= B8 I 28 9 5 ol B2
B, 15 1 i i e 06 L A T AR (. m/z = 655.297
Ab AR T IR 2R £ ) [ Rha-Rha-C,,, - C,,, +
Nal™Jn& & . A5 &80 g WAE m/z
545. 365, 583. 286, 595. 286, 609. 354, 633. 400,
669. 317 .683. 331, 699. 287 %} Ji [ Rha-Rha-C,, , +

6ra
o~
5t q
El a
mw 4_ o
=
X 4l
]
ﬁ% 2r &
® o Bt -
1 = 2 9
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< 1.00f
- <+
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L N =
0.25}
i | el
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5 dhs-330 EHRREFEZPE MALDI-TOF-MS %l &

K]*.[ Rha-C,,-C,+Na]* (8¢ [ Rha-C,-C,,+Na]") |
[ Rha-C,,,-C,,,, +K]" (5[ Rha-C}, ,-C,,, +K]") |
[ Rha-C,, ,-C, + Na]" (3 [ Rha-C,-C , , +Na]") |
[ Rha-Rha-C4-Cy + K || [ Rha-Rha-C ; ,-Cy, +K |" |
[ Rha-C,-C,; + K], [ Rha-Rha-C,)-C,, , + Na]" ( 8
[ Rha-Rha-C,, ,-C,,+Na ") MI& &+, RAHIER
W 35 1 1 43 AT 2 5 ( Abdel-Mawgoud et al.
2010;Nie et al.,2010) , Z55% M, dhs-330 BEWE &
B RN RS54 () R B RR , LSRRG S 3, IF
SRR RZEENR DR PR B BRI RN 2 £
FEE

M 5b~5d AT LLE H, dhs-330 T 7= i K29
T EEA 3 2458, m/z AT 1000~ 1100 HEFR
FO WG PE R surfactin &R, W {H SN 1030. 628,
1044. 643 F1 1058.66, 57 F w IR AH 2% 14 Da, #EM
JNRIRBEA2E 1 W EE(-CH,-) MR R, 5
AHA C—C B[ surfactin+Na | A T, m/z (i F
1460 ~ 1540 1R 7R F 7R fengycin ZKHE, E(H
1463. 780 Fl1 1485.775 43 5l A C -fengycin B[ M+
H]" A M+Na ] & &7, HHEHIKA L 6 7 FH R
J& Ala;1477.800 F1 1499.797 X i H & H: €, B[] £
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Fig.5 MALDI-TOF-MS spectrum of biosurfactant products of dhs-330
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*& 1 dhs-330 Bk R EEMEY MALDI-TOF-MS 4> #7

Table 1  Biosurfactant products of dhs-330 detected by
MALDI-TOF-MS

i HEA

[k

633.400 [ Rha-Rha-Cg-Cg+K]*

655.297 [ Rha-Rha-C,y ,-C, ,+Na]*
669.317 [ Rha-Rha-C,y ,-C,o , +K]*
683.331 [Rha-C,-C g +K]*

RIAEER

1030.628 C,5-Surfactin [ M+Na]*(7-Leu/Ile)
1044.643 C,4-Surfactin [ M+Na]*(7-Leu/Ile)
1058.660 Cs-Surfactin [ M+Na]*(7-Leu/Ile)
1074.640 C,5-Surfactin [ M+K]*(7-Leu/Ile)
FIHER

1463.780 C¢-Fengycin [ M+H]*(6-Ala)
1477.800 C,,-Fengycin [ M+H]*(6-Ala)
1485.775 C,-Fengycin [ M+Na] *(6-Ala)
1491.820 C,6-Fengycin [ M+H]"(6-Val)
1499.797 C,,-Fengycin [ M+Na] *(6-Ala)
1505.841 C,,-Fengycin [ M+H]*(6-Val)
1513.817 C,-Fengycin [ M+Na] *(6-Val)
1527.834 C,,-Fengycin [ M+Na] *(6-Val)
1529.791 C¢-Fengycin [ M+K]*(6-Val)
BSAP-254

3400.528 AR

3422.526 AR

3438.506 A

Y, (K 1491.820 1 1513.817 , 1R C,-fengy-
cin ([ M+H ]* FI[ M+Na ] “In& 855, HHALIF | 6
P LR Val; o C, WHE AW B R m/z
1505.841711 1527.837 Ak, Surfactin 1 fengycin F i
T2 (Vater et al. ,2002) , m/z 48T 3400~
3450, 5 3k (Lee et al. ,2010) 3B 1) Bacillus subti-
lis SC-8TH R ™= Py AHRL , 2 — i B g B2 Py o, 2

———

6 dhs-330 EikREE WX Bacillus pumilus BIE
MR

Fig.6 Inhibitory effect of biosurfactant products of dhs-330
on Bacillus pumilus

FHIMETEYE( Yeo et al. ,2011) ,
2.4 FIEVE MR YA A AR

SR PP BRI TR 92 50 2% 42 T bk dhs-330 JIT )™ R 1H
TEPEF M ERE . WA 6 Fis , dhs-330 & 2R 1M
I 7= ) O LBV O PE TS U A ) B, pumi-
lus dhsO4 F& B BT A 40 RSO, B 810 4 1 400
P R 20K 16.2 mm, X PEHT, W HK dhs-330
B LI R R-BE R TR A AL e 1w TG M R LA I BT RE
Al TR R s R E Y AR K

3 i i

AW TS PR A B R A0 3R 1 HX A
AT, N RS W, PRI 3 2 o 3 M ) A T
KBTI RN D) RE LA BT K HARAL T B2 335
1652 A TR o T 2 SR BIF SR T, ASBIFGE I it
TV /KR i T O 328 ) — R 2 1T TR M R AR T ds-
330, A & AR R T TR JJE PR S 27 mN - m™'HE
M R HARATIA 7 em, I AMELAN 16S tDNA
FE AN R e X, 0 48 % 52 3% B R 8 T Bacillus sp.,
AWML T 45 5 Fpas R A HLE IR AT HLA
TXF B R A A R ™= A g 2 T T SR K R )
S TE i EEREE AR 2R, H 2 S A= B I
P e A HAN AR A 5 A A LA 52 K
PR R BFE R0 B BRI B U ; B MR R
YAy i AU [ BLA M A IR B A P 3, RBAZ AR
RBENA , BA T A (Tan et al. ,2013) , %5
FRIEE pH FEEFRIEIE M2, 25 R Won , B AR dhs-
330 A= K A A B 3 TS R A L Bl pH (BN
6.5~7.0, it i N 30~35 C,

SRR (Bacillus sp.) /&6 AR KA 9 3% 1
PRI i E AR, 1968 4F Arima 255 R I
Bacillus subtilis TFO3039 7= g BR 24 5, 7 & 4%
FTEPER Surfacting, J& B M A 800 4 4 36 T 36
PR Z — JE SO ST 4GE 2R AT R A R R
(fengycin) A F R 2 (iturin)  HACZ (lichenysin )
GZMAEMPRIR, A BT iE 7 MALDI-TOF-MS #Y
D7k Xt B AR dhs-330 (R MG HE =P iEAT T %6,
W3] 3 KARRIRZEY BT, 43900 surfactin  fengycin
F—Fh Al BSAP-254 MR APy ot RIS, XF dhs-
330 FEYIISE P 2 HT 0 KA P 2 IR 29 5, 433l
SRR ZEWERR AL BZEEAR . WERR H SRk s A
B KPR D7 R % 2 B, AT 5% A LA M R s
B RIBRIMRCR 7R3 & MR IR (Wang et al.
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2007) FMMES I I i 175 44 (Harvey et al.,1990) %
J7 TS T AR 40 2 AR (B AE Bacillus & 1)
ERkrP R B8/ Christova %5 (2004 ) B RARIE T
— VR EA BRAWERE & BB T 1Y B. subtilis, I HEME %
fRIEEYIIT, Bl ARG HRAE T DT MR K
VG 1 3 43 B ) B, subtilis TU2 ( Cheng et al. ,
2013) THY-7 ( X fif % 2013a) F1 THY-8 ( X1 it %5,
2013b) AR BE % [ B A B AR K A B 22 0E IR TR & 2F
Wy i ) LA RN SR A T T A TR
ARG, dhs-330 J2& B U ARGE IR ZK i e 4R A5
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