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B4 A R . 18 3T 2T OleP 9 % % 4k F84Q/S240A/V291G(OlePs) 5 & AL L R 148 & & 49 2 & ik & 9%+,
MET —# 3 2 A R B & A B 09 & 48 & 3k B Ak Escherichia coli BL21/PDR-PDX-SD-AS-OlePs. # F & 41
B # E. coli BL21/PDR-PDX-SD-AS-OlePs #9 4 m o 1L B 2, #& - A 28R = & £ F R I+, & £ 4 88.28%, b
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Multi-Enzymatic One-Pot Reduction of Lithocholic Acid to Ursodeoxycholic Acid

LYU Di'  XI Zhiwen' XIE Xiubing' XU Yan' ZHANG Wenchi’® ZHANG Rongzhen"

(1. Key Laboratory of Industrial Biotechnology of Ministry of Education, Jiangnan University, Wuxi 214122, China;
2. School of Medicine, Johns Hopkins University, Baltimore 21205, USA)

Abstract: Ursodeoxycholic acid is an important therapeutic bile acid, especially in the treatment of cholecystitis and
the prevention of cholesterol-type gallstones. The authors produced ursodeoxycholic acid through regioselective and
stereoselective hydroxylation at the 7f-position of lithocholic acid using the P450 monooxygenase CYP107D1 (OleP)
in E. coli whole-cell system. Ursodeoxycholic acid was biosynthesized using an efficient one-step method, avoiding
the cruel practice of extracting bile from live bear and the inefficiencies of chemical synthesis. Through the design of
the co-expression combination of the mutant F84Q/S240A/V291G (OlePs) of OleP and the redox chaperone, a
recombinant expression strain Escherichia coli BL21/PDR-PDX-SD-AS-OlePs was developed. Utilizing this
recombinant strain, the whole-cell catalytic reaction of E. coli BL21/PDR-PDX-SD-AS-OlePs led to a substantial
increase in a significantly increased yield of ursodeoxycholic acid yield at 88.28%, which was 73.96% higher than that
of without the co-expression of redox chaperone. The author has made progress in the preparation of ursodeoxycholic
acid through one-step reduction of lithocholic acid, offering possibilities for the synthesis of ursodeoxycholic acid from
biowaste lithocholic acid.
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fi& 2% 4 H /2 Cursodeoxycholic acid , UDCA) F|
VB e 88 2 SRR /N IR R % B TR 7 H 2
#®'. UDCA I H A bt ¢tk , T8 97 F ik
2F Y LD VR R &M BE v R A S R I
Fiorucci 28 W) WF 7T #8 H , UDCA X} A 4% #% 4
SARS-CoV-2 Hl CoV-19 B A & 4 i 15 HI1 ™.

F7 JIH % (lithocholic acid, LCA) J& — Fh % I, H.
BEAN (0 PSR P2 R i AR AR T 2T 4T
IR Y T, 5 UDCAAE 7 678 J5 1 _E AR
# — > B-OH, J& & i UDCA ) B A8 2 44 5 R,
— BB AR T {4 LCA & % UDCAM {5 H /i i&
B O 0 B AT DL R 1 K LCA 78-07 F2 H Ak
kAR UDCA™, B A P i 4k LCA 4 /8 UDCA 1)
AR A H M, TR R A
LCA 7B-h0 1 B , 75 AN B LT 1 52 A< AR U1 . 1
¥ LCAE 428 4k 5 UDCA"™, DL 4 5 2% (10 K il
aith B IR .

P450 H1 N % i CYP107D1(OleP)7E [ 4R i
YA T R A RN 1) £ BRI R AR T
PR A A ) ¥2 S5 A T T T 00 M T A AR
U A2 A R AU R AR PASO B
ST P Ak B AR A DL R Tk AR R I R
B, [N G P4S0 BN AR B Y 0 R M AL O ol &
R ST 1N PASO BN AUt 2 5 O\ Ky 3L
fib ) 57 40 Mg v b e AR L ST RE RS A S
R

OleP fE AWM A g B B A S A AEH
Agematu 25V HF U R B, OleP 1 52 JE AL & B &
A AE 6-T-125-F1 158-47 « 1H Grobe % [#
Ft R W, OleP [f) ¥2 Jk Ak [ B X4 F LCA %5 JH ¥ /&2
RIR WAL K AEAE 6p-10 , T K 3a-64-12a- = 5 &
-5p-NH bt -24- 1% A B £ F R . A8 OleP f 1t
LCA £ i UDCA , Grobe 5" F| i & A i L2 ik
HOleP WXk F M, HE~=ETF LR =Y.
I B 2 s OleP, A i AL iKY LCA 1) 78-72
B (7-0O™, B A5 EE & . OleP fi 1k [ b /2
i 1B P Bl 480 iE &5 A (putidaredoxin, PDX) H F 7%
% #| P450. Sibbesen 5 K 4l fl 4 2 P450cam 5
R B R EIE 5] H I8 5 B (putidaredoxin
reductase , PDR) . PDX LA % ik TDGTASS i# £,
KKH S 7 M PDR M PDX &5 K 38, 1) 41 5 H T 52 44
1) HL 7 B a0 B T EE A PASO (1T T .
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i I F R SCER I BT S R T TR0 F A
1 S RE R A TR P45 0 BN AU 5K A 4R F84Q/S240A/
V291G (O1ePs)™!, 5 & fk it i £+ 15 & & PDR.
PDX L3Rk, #y @ 5 4 K AF i, i1k LCA &
O A R UDCA 24t 7 7 RE .
1 MES5J)ik
1.1 EE#KFABR AL

K W T Escherichia. coli BL21 (DE3) #l
pET-28a Jii KL : Rk T 1E & FrE R AH , F B 18 &£
B PR AN 08 416  NADH - 75 4% 7 B8 4 B 25 (i)
5 A MR AT LCA.UDCA | B 2 I M 14 — k% 1F
i (FAD) F1$2 i 8k I 41 3« LBl T 2B AL RHB:
e A PR A A .
1.2 BMEBOIPHESRET

M NCBI % 4% FE™ op 4% 4 B 0 % B OleP
(PDB ID:4XE3), % &4 LAY TR B 5
A PR 2 w3k 47 3 7 20 A A R0 2 R . JE i )
PR R oy TR B DL R 2 T A L) 45 T 1R
OleP g 45 52 1) 2 5= 18 A7 5 3E 47 988, 3R 19 R B 4k
F84Q/S240A/V291G (OlePs) fil & 4 F A5 #k E. coli
BL21/pET28-F84Q/S240A/V291G. 5E s R4
CIE/BIE B
1.3 FHRTKOlePs RIAH KB 2

M NCBI L4 FE A 72 48 53 41 2 Bk JifF 18 &
1 PDR.PDX, %24 TAEY TRECEE KM AR
O F) AT 3 R AU A R R A R . BT A R
Y, R HPCREARYT M H KRR . HERERS
pET-28a 3 i& # & i& #2 3k 19 & 4 Jit ¥ pET-28a-
PDR-PDX-SD-AS-OlePs, %A J& ¥ & 4 i % 5% 14 3|
E. coli BL21(DE3) & 52 25 4l Mg , 14 4 & 41 5§ #k E.
coli BL21/PDR-PDX-SD-AS-OlePs (EcRXdsP) .
NT T EEHS RS T, EL L EE T
(TAAD FT N E 6xHis HR R br 28 . & T RAK
OlePs X} M. [ 5 K] /77 1) ¥ 1F 1 A F B0 % (R 9 48 1)
LRSI W, Bl A AR A AR TR C RO
B BR 2\ HEAT o DARR IR ZF MR A R 4 BE R A
DNA NHEH , LA V-P450-F Al V-P450-R v 51 ¥ it 47
PCR #" 4 . PCR =¥ & 4tk 5 H BR 1 ¥ A 1) Big
BamH 1H1 Xho 1 XU EEY) , B V) 7= ¥ 5 pET-28a # 14
R LA E. coli BL21(DE3) B2 40 0, 41
Jo KL AN R 2H B A AT T I SR IE
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Table I  Primers used in this study

Gk JP 31 (5—3"
F84Q-F GCGTATGCAGCCGACCCCGCCGGAAC
F84Q-R GGGTCGGCTGCATACGCGGGGTCGCCGG
S240A-F CATGGGCGTGGCCCTGCTGATTGCGGGCCATGA
S240A-R CAATCAGCAGGGCCACGCCCATGTTCACAATTTC
V291G-F  TTATACCCCGCTGGGGAGCGCGGGCAGCTTTGTG
V291G-R  TGCCCGCGCTCCCCAGCGGGGTATAACGCAGC
V-PDR-F CATCATCATCACATGAACGCGAACGATAAC
L2-P450-F TGGCCGCTGGAACTGATGACCGATACC
P450-L2-R  TCGGTCATCAGTTCCAGCGGCCACTGA
P450-V-F  GAGCTGGTAACTCGAGCACCACCACCACCA
V-P450-R  GAGTTACCAGCTCACAATCTG
P450-V-R  CATGTGATGATGATGATGATGGCTGC

1.4

EHREMKBESANE R REEITEA
OlePs fiff ] 1k . 3t 3R 18 EcRXdsP 1 . B 7%
P b B A & BE 100 mmol/L K 5 K 1 5 mL
LB ¥ & £ % &, 7F 37 °C . 200 t/min F % &
8ho W¥r M UL 40 H 1% e # 2= &5 AWk &
100 mmol/L & 7 %5 % [ 50 mL 3 & LB ¥ A £ 77
B, 78 37 °C 2200 t/min FEHF A2 h )5, A
1 mol/L ] IPTG, 7€ 17 °C .200 t/min F % 5 1% 7%
12 h, T 8000 g &0 5 min, WL H , E &
AR 8 AL FE S, 2 2w ik R AN - B TR M T
W 2 H ¥k (SDS-PAGE) 4 M 5 2H Big R i& 15 0 .

75 5 0 VA B RN A T U R A R T 3R R OA 1 K
PSR 1 i o | B R R A N DA S N
iE R, 4y B % E. coli BL21/PDR-PDX-SD-AS-
OlePs fl1 E. coli BL21/pET-28a # 17 A~ A () IR £ 5
FERAIRENFEFRIA,
1.5 EHF ERXdsPEYE B UDCA

P 5 mL J AR & - B IR 2% b 3h 7 W (PBS)
5 mL.LCA 0.4 mol/L.FAD 0.002 mol/L.NADH
0.8 mol/L . Ifl. 2. % 0.1 mol/L 1 EcRXdsP i 250 mg,
£ 28 °C 200 r/min N X 5 20 h, & 3 J5 , 12 000 g
B0 5 min, &1k R . FIEWZ 0.22 pm JE
I8, { H HPLC £ Il UDCA K & .

76K I % K Y 195 nm . KR TN 25 °C 4 1

5 B%: SM—PETRABREREARBE

~, F) F§ Hypersil ODS C, i 45, HPLC 7> #7 7= 4
UDCA FIEEY LCA . i3 A A CE 3 21 20 Ji ) A
W B BOARF 20 $00.1% BE R ) LA AR L 614 347
Ve i, Wi & O~ 1 mL/min, 12 17 B} [8] 25 20 min. 7F
PBS 2% ol i 7 1] % UDCA Fr e i, 28 0.22 um fif 4L
o U 2% 5 g, BURE 10 pL 84T HPLC 20 4, 15 3 &
W UDCA [ U i AR, 3 28 PR J A 43 20 181 )3 7
FERAH R R E . BN AH K (B R R AR 40 510 0.1%)
Al 38 2% 2 F , DL B 1 mL/min 347 86 B e i .
Ry AR 7= P 78 AH 7] €43 2% #F S B HPLC 43 #7 »
AR s ) 75 06 TR0 AR, 422 B A 7 AR SR A R R
WE .

1.6 EcRXdsP I Eg =14 B E

EcRXdsP fi ft. LCA 1k UDCA 1) ) B B}, %
i NADH % {t. 4 NAD", F] FH iX — ¢ i, 1 X
BRE21,26 1/ 77 i, B & U e ik -

SR A £ (200 uL) 4 = 5 mmol/L [ JE 4 4 iH
% , 250 mmol/L f PBS (pH 8.5) . 5 mol/L K]
NADH.0.5 mol/L [¥] FAD.2.5 mol/L [ IfiL £I. & Fli&
B IN AW . 7E 28 °C N, K F B b A 22 2
10 min A 340 nm &b ()W % FEAZ AL, [A] & 30 sl & —
o MW 71 5E 228 °C N & 4 i (i 1L R 0 A ik
0.005 mol/L ] UDCA JiT 75 I i &~ — Nl % /1
MO EGE T E AR CD:

y=M/x (D

A

M——28 °C &4 i i Ak I A2 7% 0.005 mol/L

() UDCA Jfi # &, U s
y— g , U/mg;
T AR E,mg;

76 A [E pH 26 14 T W '8 EcRXdsP B % /1, i
5E EcRXdsP [1) 5 & [ W pHo 2 M 4 0.2 mol/L
() Tl B2 — AU BN - BR A B (pH 7.0~9.5) . I A
i) pH 2 i W BE A B, T4 °CHRE 2 d, W &
# OB R BEE ) , R AU EcRXdsP 1) pH &
& T .

TE B SN pH 264 T 5 ¥ B EcRXdsP 4 [ J
20 73 F 18~48 °C ([H]B& 5 °CO R IR 10 min, I N &
Y, D SE A [R] R BE 2% 1 N B ZE I 1 B S T, 1
SE i 1Y) B 3 e N il o K S5 S BV T 18~48 °C(JH]

X
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B 5 °CO5rmlTCE 1 hjE , TUK BV 203 min, 28 J5 N
AN AR N S, F 28 °Clll € EcRXdsP 15 A B %
73 . LALE VK b B A [E ) E R BE Y N
100% , v+ 5 AH T B 3% 71, 48 58 EcRXdsP 1 i 5 £
&M
17 SHEELARUDCA REEZHHHKK

N T WS pH R RS I B G 4 4 P AR AL 75 R
b S SIS, 97 1) S8 pH (pH 7.0~9.5) A1 S N i,
J£(10~37 °C), FH HPLC /3 #T IR B 45 . A T WE A
4 DAL R FE R 7- 3 B A O IR R T, TE RO A4 R
TENAS [E) 34 BE () 4 B NADH(0.2~1 mol/L) Il 41 %%
(0.1~5 mol/L) .\FAD(0.004~0.5 mol/L) , 3 fl HPLC
SRR R . BT R R 3K P E AT
KA o3 Hr
1.8 £MMELARUDCAMEYR NEREH

o H

£ 28°C A1 500 r/min & 11~ , 4 40 A i Ak & A%
UDCA , ) B [i] 24 24 h, ) B2 24 200 mL [ PBS

Ssaty,

s S
ey HO.
P&b%} OleP 545
OH+0
HO'O :
LCA /\

NADH NAD* UDCA

MDCA

(a) OlePREF AR LA S A5

0
W7 bgessy
v H+H,0
HO /HO©O 0 2
M—DNA’f/TanLH: 1— Ak

(b) FRAZIRITNRHE B vk 23 B

BE 2948112024 FE 98 | EREEMBARER

22 PR (0.02 mol/LpH 8.5) , H 1 43 % 0.6 mol/L
/) NADH. 0.5 mol/L [# Ifi. £L % #1 0.1 mol/L 1]
FAD. % FfF 2 h HBUFE — &k, i i HPLC 43 #7 A& il
UDCA 7= 2 , &= il 4= 48 i /i 4 & B UDCA ) i
(] 52 7 T 2% o

2 #RS5PhE

2.1 OlePHERBERTHSITLE

XF R AR OlePCWT) Jz H SR AR AR 4T R A, 73 #r
T AR OlePs 7£ LCA ¥4 5546 i F2 o (1) 37 f ik ¢
PEAR AL, 45 R W 1(a)~(b) . HPLC 45 1 &7,
UDCA ) {4 B I} [8] 41 9 4.87 min. 38T A [F 3K
(¥ UDCA 5 JL AH B 1 i T AR 26 ML & L 3R 13
UDCA (1 by #E i 28 , IF #E 5 tH o0 B2 1] 05 05 72 8
y,=138.75x,-2.463,7=0.999 5.

E 1R 5 28 1t YU P , UDC A (1946 % 15 0 T 77
RUF (0 2 PEAH G o A R 0 B S5 4 N LCA AN
UDCA 1/ B B 8] 22 524 1.11 min, WL 1(c) , R B
ZIET R T E R

10 000 bp 250 -
7000 bp
4000 bp 200
250 |
2 000bp :i
=100}
1 000bp
-~ 50F
500bp |
1 1 L 1 1 1
250 bp E % 45 50 55 60 65

i []/min

4.878 minZb AP UDCA,  5.844 mim/4by
ePs. JEMILCA.

(c) JIEMILCAFI=4JUDCAFHPLC i

B 1 OleP R TR R oA A M3 5 o5 A7

Fig. 1

HPLC 4 #7 45 WL 3R 2. BF 4 & B (WT) f#
1k 0.4 mol/L ] LCA 7 A= #H X % ik 7K °F 1) 6-OH
A1 7-OH A, 7 2853 il 9 38.42% 1 9.48% , 1M
OlePs A X WT %I LCA 4% #f 7 4= i) 6-OH #1 7-
OH 7= 9 , = 3% 4y Jill #2 1 8.14% F1 4.84% . #5 ik
18 , K28 OleP fi 1k LCA ¥ 1k UDCA ] 7= 2 4k +¥
TE 8.2% A A1 o X F K AR Bl 5 9% A Ak 22 [A] (g %o
thai R, R EM SO X R RET R

Catalytic reaction model construction and analysis of OleP mutant

EAAL, KRBT H R T LCA K 7-OH 7= ¥ &
. {H /& OlePs fi 1k LCA & ik 7-OH 7= ¥ [ 77 R
AN 14.32% , R I 2% 180K 5 40 O¢ S A 3 5 AR 45
WA AT ER, M FE 4 OlePs LLIR & 7-OH = )
() B R
22 BEFSUTREFBERERGHNEE

W LR W, OleP I I #2 B A 75 22 2 M A AL IE
JE AL AR Sk 42 4 T . PDR #: %2 5% @ NADH ¥ 2 4
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=2 WTEREHROIPs L™ HPLC 7 #4851
Table 2 HPLC result of metabolites of WT and OlePs mutant

E4EN 6-OH /=17 2./% 7-OH 7= 7 2./%
WT 38.42+1.74 9.4842.13
OlePs 46.56+1.68 14.32+1.97

B, il PDX 9 3, XL L 708 — e £ OleP
BB AR AR R R R T, B R W D R
RS BOE K R D T A R Sk K
JERS, B I A SR SR AN B T L SR
b4 S D R A Yt BT S R R 2 O G |

10 000 bp
7000 bp
4000 bp

PDR-PDX

J5iki pET-28a-PDR-PDX-SD-AS-OlePs

l

2000 bp

E.coli/ BL21 1 000 bp

r\ 500 bp

SEFIRTE AR 250bp
EcRXdsP

Eelio)

(a) PDR-PDX-SD-AS-OlePs A ftid Jil 1R J L3 ik
ARGty

M—DNAFxEf;  1—PDR-PDX[IPCR B
2—PDR-PDX-SD-AS-OlePs{JOCR Ji &

(b) TS UIE SR AR AR L IR B R B B A
Rk BT

B 8% SM—LETRERARRYEREAER

Ab 5 e 0k B 5 O I T R SR R
R ) 7= A R RN R R IR 3R A K P 06 EE DY

£ # ¥ i+ 7 PDR-PDX-SD-AS-OlePs 3t % ik
A G, {15 OlePs Al PDR 45 #) 3 £ E.coli & ik,
DL 2Ca) . PCR =9 (1) B Jig H vk Jie b ok 45 S L P
2(b). 7E 1200 bp £ 4 18 200 bp /2 45 £ 175 M i
B—gkal, 5B A X 2 R #E A AT . o PDR-
PDX #7607 T OleP 45 ¥4 38 2 1 i) = Jo il & 25 1
. SDS-PAGE 43 #1 45 % W. & 2(¢) , PDR-PDX-
SD-AS-OlePs 4 3% % ik & H Jit , OlePs. PDR #
PDX %I 7E E.coli T L Th ik .

15 000 bp 250 000
19,000 bp 150 000
T30 100 000
2500 bp ;g 888
40 000

1000 bp 35000
25000

20 000

250 bp 15 000

M— [ )fiMarker; 1, 2—RIAH A A2
3—RIEHARAE A

(c) PDR-PDX-SD-AS-OlePs4 Lk JF 1R
HHHISDS-PAGE /it

B 2 PDR-PDX-SD-AS-OlePs AALIE R 1E45 3 & ik 7 469 #3255 A
Fig. 2 Construction and analysis of redox chaperone co-expression system PDR-PDX-SD-AS-OlePs

2.3 EcRXdsP =14 BN E

TE AN [A) pH 2% 1P 2 1 Wl 58 EcRXdsP (1) i
% 71, W € EcRXdsP Y ¢ 1& & B pHo. 1 & 3 (a)
fT 7R » EcRXdsP Al WT 7€ pH 8.5 i B i 77 ¢ & o
¥ EcRXdsP 4 7 B T pH 7.0~9.5 2 N [ A [A] £&
M H L4 °CHEE 2 d, W E EcRXdsP 1) 5k 4 B 7%
77, ¥R 7t pH X Bl 2 € 1 ) 5 . EcRXdsP AT WT
£ pH 8.0~9.0 W i vk WA W R e . WE2d )5,
EcRXdsP % 4 B 35 71 & ¥F 7€ 75% LA b, 0L 3
(b)) 5 WTHI L, EcCRXdsP % Bl H % 3 1 pH £
SEME . HEIRIE , K AR OleP g 7€ pH 7.5~9.0 & 1+ T
% E 30 min J5 7R & B G )1 4E FEAE 70% UL RTR.
X e 45 R B, EcRXdsP H K 4R OleP ) pH 72 &
PETE UF, Be W 7E BT 0 pH YU Bl N K 1 M 1

ife

FE B 38 e S pH R, W E AN [ Ui B2 (18~48 °C)
N EcRXdsP ¥ B ¥5 /7, 2 o 0@ e B IR B .
Kl 3(c) it , EcRXdsP A1 WT i) f¢ il [ B i S N
28 °C . fEHRIE X M s fF T, ECRXdsP #1 WT ) Eb
fitg 3% 43 ) 4 20.04 U/mg A1 12.93 U/mg, §f # & J5
FH)1.551%

¥ EcRXdsP B T A [FJ FE R /K 1 h, 2 Bk
AW 7, R EcCRXdsP (R FE fa e M. i 3¢d)
B s i A I 33 °CHY, EcRXdsP A5 £/ B 90% LA
IR AR RIS T WT BIBEIE /LA 2 5,
I T 33 °CH , EcRXdsP [ g i J1 2R R % 5 iR
Ik B 48 °C I, g 1Y) 45 14 38 2 0 IR, B Vg ) 58 4
Pk,
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—e= EcRXdsP
151
2010 F
£
2
4
&
o ’/(/Q/N\(
0 . . . )
6 7 8 9 10
pH
(a) F¢3d [ N pH
25 e FcRXdsP
—=— WT
20 F
)
Eist
2
P
Z210F
3
5 -
0 1 1 1 1 1
10 20 30 40 50
W/ °C

(c) F0I& S R FE

BE 2481|2024 98 | RMEEVEARER

—w— FcRXdsP
—— WT
100
80|
N
vE 60 \\\;
Y|
=401
=
20
1 1 1 1
0% 7 8 9 10
pH
(b) pHEEE M
—e— FEcRXdsP
1201 e WI
100
S 80 F
"l
% 60
=
=40 F
20
0 1 1 1 1 1
10 20 30 40 50
WRE/PC
(d) B e

B3 EcRXdsPh WT #9855 MR
Fig. 3 Enzymatic properties of EcRXdsP and WT

24 LB ESR UDCA RN ZHHMKL
DL 3K ik EcRXdsP [ 4 40 f 4 8 1k 77, 18 b
0.4 mol/L JE# LCA , 7E 24 h I BURE , % i 4k 7= 9 1)
WREHEAT AT it B . W 4 BRI N A A IE
J A AR B AT Bk — 2B 2 i3 OlePs ¥ i 4 ¥4 3 1k
R, 34 LCA B %% {6y UDCA, EcRXdsP fi 1k
LCA & i UDCA I /= 2 4 64.81%, Lt OlePs 1
50.24%; EcRXdsP #f 1k LCA & B 6-OH 7= ¥ 7= &
9 32.84%, X T BE A& HH T 4 4 i AL LCA & ik
UDCA I, 7= #) UDCA K34 i i 7 6-OH & 7= 4)
4 . 2 PDX [ C A uify 7% 3 3 OleP [ N &K
b B, PDR-PDX-SD-AS-OlePs ¥ & f& 1 3% 1
LT
AT R N pH R B R 4 i il A i UDCA
VRS, TSR RO R B 45 I AE 28 °C , )R
8 A4 24 h, pH 4> 7 & 7.5, 8.0, 8.5 1 9.0, &

0.4 mol/L ] LCA % fF & , 4 40 M i fb & Bk
UDCA. HPLC 45 R & /5 , ECRXdsP 7E pH /4 8.5
(264 N AL & RO P 7R B R N 62.34%,
W 4(b) . fE pH N 8.5 M &1 T, I B [a] Ky
24 h, & FE 4y 0 W E N 10415020, 25, 28, 32,
37 °C,#£ 0.4 mol/L HJ LCA %1 F , &40 it 1k &
% UDCA. HPLC 45 & 7R , EcRXdsP 7£ 28 °C it}
EcRXdsP i fb & B 7= 9 7= 2 e =, N 63.91%,
WK 4Cc).

i B A 41 AR Ak AR 0 7 R B s ) EcRXdsP
TERBFFES R, R T HEERE MaxRS
J& 0 IR T FAD X 4 41 i fiE 4k & 5 UDCA 1)
AR

TE SN JE 28 °C N1 46 pH R 8.5 [ . I
/] 24 h 4% LCA N 0.4 mol/L.FAD & 0.004 mol/L.
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Fig. 4 Optimization of conditions for recombinant E. coli whole-cell catalytic synthesis of ursodeoxycholic acid
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