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B YIES s S AR IR (SFA, £ 60-70%) {HE D AR (UFA,
21 30-40% ) - 452 1= 1 85 W & W7 ¥ UFAs # 4k B8 77 0] DLSEILEE T3 UFAs & & .
RIARE FLR B, B — R I57 %Ak UFAs MRE A PR« A AR u 4 Tmr DR B
FIFIP RIS AR, iA20$5E 5 UFAs P22 1 B M. FE B 0K I G I 7 R G 17 B
(Saccharomyces cerevisiae) FAMEE (Geotrichum candidum) 1548 5 L
G RGER S TRIWF R, MIi$EE UFAs G EETT. 1E S. cerevisiae F G.
candidum 5 % UFAs FAQSH > TidRed, A migNiR 2 I H M =8 (TAG) &
AAEAEAE S, cerevisiae AL, Toik LU Ll BIMAN AT G. candidum
FIF o AT BABT 5T 3R B S B e v] LS ST S. cerevisiae UFAs A BRI 435, H =4
IHUHAT N S. cerevisiae g A NI ANE R . AWF5TE LM S. cerevisiae
M G. candidum L35 T8 2 IF € B 75 5541000 UFAs A7 HISE RN s BRER Sk
JEXT S. cerevisiae UFAs & -5 43 W RN 43 B imrBE B XS S, cerevisiae
MMM K S, cerevisiae T G. candidum FE35 37 WARAE R R TR FH T8
WESHIE, E2OEH UFAs S22, B RS R T:

(DM KB AT R T S. cerevisiae 5 G. candidum 33537 #& 1 ] UFAs
rra: HLEEFREM (S cerevisiae 5 G. candidum FCHCN 2:1) 1R & FEAR =N
10% (v/v) P55 725 H 30°CHE RS 7% 3 K, UFAs /2 [ 18 £ (165.73 £2.7 mg/L,
5 HR UFAs tHECSE R 7 2.39 fif. FIH [RNEAY 7 22 73 A i o 55 7% SR A L 5%
FrE AR UFAs & SR MRy 86 20 B s N >3 JR I (R >R FR IR

OfFHT 7 B IEXT UFAs & RO 12 : B2 BENE 5, S. cerevisiae
H TAG, MO REITER AN I TR & &, FRAS I G oA AH OG22 R % oK~ 38
tho S5REW, S. cerevisiae TRRNTEE & ALK KRG L IEAHEE A FRILER ACC1 1)
Fedokorddm 1 142 5, TAG &M 1 2.30 1%, a2 51 ACCl £
SRR GRS S. cerevisiae 1E R EIFERINEN 14% (viv) BT S G0
FRE BN 2.16 %, WS EREE 80.04 £0.74 mg/L, 57T 3.20 5. fig
WIRRFALAHIC FAAL B RIRIA AU 0.35 £, sbiihia 2 5% FAAL £
IR TR AL RS S, cerevisiae MIAMNEWTRRBIA T, A GHERINEN 14%

(viv) I HIAME TR S 54.63+ 3.62 mg/L, 2 1 2.22 1%, HAEAL KA NERE
CoA FEJH FFA WIBREEEG TEST B R4 74 2.15 £ S. cerevisiae 1@t 2
e M T R PSR 3 A R X 25 RT3 7K~ I I3 AI T I R 2 e R O 25 DT e s K P
SEHUAG TR & S HG In IF or Wh B L Ah

(3) 43H7 T S. cerevisiae 41N mrbE B 22 . 25 %2 bl B 5o 4 A s
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M7 M . A EERE . RS S AR E 5o . 25 SR8, S cerevisiae
AU A — FR A A BN DU . BE A0 o 20 PR IBE v 1) 52 A [T 25 B P 4.58 =+
0.12 mg/g FFKE] 2.51 £0.13 mg/g, MM S B H 1258.58 + 15.66 mg/g FF{K 2
1031.63 + 20.27 mg/g. AMMEAIRBIMEIRR R T 1.17 5, @EELE RGBT
5E o

(4) IIMILEEFRERIE = T A&+ UFAs & &: 1P Il B &9
B (1) 5 PR S UFAs AR S &8 . 45 R I REAE s Rl A& 9IE
7K &5 pH H. B EEMIEN &2 2 NREEH s Y& A A g
STt RPEEENECON I LR IR K IR AIEG  UFAs & 2 W& 52T, JaAss 15
K, UFAs & &i5%] 154+ 1.49 ¢/100 g, UFAs 5= BHTRR A ELBI M 38.54% T+ &
47.29%

PL_E i 5E 45 AR 7R T 2T b 8 ) UFAs & a5 20 i R L], (et A
B WIS R AR A BT UFAs I8 A, X 3E s B & hlE UFAs & s AR 9=
i D0 B E o X

xR BEPES; NEMBENER; HiEF; SHEME
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Abstract

White mold cheese is rich in saturated fatty acids (SFA, about 60-70%) but lacks
unsaturated fatty acids (UFA, about 30-40%). Improving the UFAs conversion ability
of the white mold cheese starter can increase its UFAs content. Previous studies have
shown that the ability of a single fermentation agent to convert UFAs is limited. The
division of microbial metabolism can use mutually beneficial interspecific interactions
to achieve the purpose of increasing UFAs production. The co-culture of cheese starter
Saccharomyces cerevisiae and Geotrichum candidum divided the fatty acid synthesis
pathway into two strains, thereby improving the UFAs synthesis ability. During the
metabolic division of S. cerevisiae and G. candidum to synthesize UFAs, the fatty acids
produced are mostly stored in S. cerevisiae cells in the form of triglycerides, and cannot
be secreted into the extracellular in a free form to be utilized by G. candidum. Previous
studies have shown that high glucose stress can increase the synthesis and secretion of
S. cerevisiae UFAs, but the mechanism of how high glucose stress affects S. cerevisiae
lipid metabolism is unclear. In this study, the co-culture system of S. cerevisiae and G.
candidum was constructed, and the order of influence of culture conditions on UFAs
production was determined. To explore the regulation mechanism of high glucose stress
on the synthesis and secretion of S. cerevisiae UFAs ; the effect of high glucose stress
on the cell membrane of S. cerevisiae was analyzed. The co-culture strains of S.
cerevisiae and G. candidum were applied to the production of mold cheese to increase
the content of UFAs in cheese. The main results are as follows:

(1)The optimized fermentation conditions improved the yield of UFAs in the co-
culture strains of S. cerevisiae and G. candidum: The co-culture strain (the ratio of S.
cerevisiae to G. candidum was 2:1) was cultured in a medium with a glucose addition
of 10% (v/v) at 30°C for 3 days. The yield of UFAs reached 165.73 £ 2.7 mg/L, which
was 2.39 times higher than that of single-strain UFAs. The regression model analysis
of variance was used to determine the order of the influence of culture conditions on
the content of UFAs in co-cultured strains: glucose addition > culture time > culture
temperature.

(2)The regulation process of high glucose stress on UFAs synthesis was analyzed.
The contents of triglycerides, intracellular fatty acids, and extracellular fatty acids in S.
cerevisiae were investigated after high glucose stress, and the transcription levels of
lipid metabolism-related genes were detected. The results showed that the transcription
level of acetyl-CoA carboxylase ACC1, a key enzyme for fatty acid synthesis in S.
cerevisiae, increased by 1.42 times, and the triglyceride content increased by 2.30 times.
High glucose stress was involved in the regulation of the ACCl-dominated lipid
synthesis system. The total fatty acid content of S. cerevisiae increased by 2.16 times,
and the oleic acid content increased to 80.04 £ 0.74 mg/L under the condition of 14%
(v/v) glucose addition, which increased by 3.20 times. The expression level of the fatty
acid conversion-related gene FAA1 enzyme gene was only 0.35 times, and high glucose
stress was involved in the regulation of the FAA1-dominated fatty acid conversion

system. The extracellular fatty acids of S. cerevisiae increased. When the amount of
3
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glucose was 14% (v/v), the total amount of extracellular fatty acids was 54.63 + 3.62
mg/L, which was increased by 2.22 times, and the transcription level of thioesterase
Tes1, which catalyzes the hydrolysis of acyl-CoA to release FFA, was increased by
about 2.15 times. S. cerevisiae increases fatty acid content and secretion to the
extracellular level by increasing the transcription level of fatty acid synthesis and
secretion-related genes and reducing the transcription level of fatty acid oxidation-
related genes.

(3)The high glucose stress response of S. cerevisiae cell membrane was analyzed:
The effects of high glucose stress on ergosterol, ceramide, cell membrane fluidity, and
permeability in the cell membrane were investigated. The results showed that the cell
membrane of S. cerevisiae underwent a series of physiological responses to adapt to the
high glucose environment. The ergosterol content in the cell membrane decreased from
4.58 +£0.12 mg/gto 2.51 £ 0.13 mg/g. The ceramide content decreased from 1258.58 +
15.66 mg/g to 1031.63 £ 20.27 mg/g. The fluidity of the cell membrane increased by
1.17 times, and the permeability increased first and then stabilized.

(4)The addition of co-cultured strains increased the content of UFAs in white mold
cheese: The quality characteristics of white mold cheese during ripening and the
composition and content of UFAs were evaluated. The results showed that the moisture
content, pH value, protein content, and fat content of white mold cheese decreased with
the prolongation of ripening time. The hardness and chewiness of the cheese were
improved, and the viscosity fluctuation was more obvious. The content of UFAs in co-
cultured fermented cheese increased significantly. On the 15th day of maturation, the
content of UFAs reached 15.4 £ 1.49 g/100 g, and the proportion of UFAs in total fatty
acids increased from 38.54% to 47.29%.

The above research results reveal the regulatory mechanism of UFA synthesis and
secretion based on high sugar stress, promoting the efficient transformation of UFAs by
dominant bacteria in white mold cheese, which is of great significance for increasing
the content of UFAs in white mold cheese and enhancing the added value of cheese
products.

Key words: white mold cheese; unsaturated fatty acids; co-culture; high glucose

stress
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1.1 BE ESHLAR

1.1.1 BENBEFER L BEE M

A2 WIS R AR W R D N FLER T (LAB ) i B 771 5% 7L g R0 25 T R TR ol s 11
X AR AR PN (Suzuki-Iwashima etal., 20200, Y& (1R A7 E
HHA R AR B R 2248, TR RO B 4 (Adamska et al., 2017). (K#HE
R PR N A PIE (Geotrichum cheese) A HLWIES (Brie) K17
DUR G (Camembert) — (Judacewski et al., 2019). WHEKAIiHL. RIRFIHES
7 B RS R v R A R AR A AN A D AR AT TE (1) o Al A 0 R T R AE 5 1 1) ol
PR RELHEHEE/EH (Sacristan etal., 2012),

G. candidum 1% Y& A RE R OO PR, 8% ARG /R 0 &
%5%] (Luo etal., 20190, G. candidum 7§18 Bl G FE A = B A K AR WK f2 R 1
fEglg A5 ARG M 4P (Lietal., 2020b; Vong and Liu, 2017)
G. candidum FA WAL 58 Z 0 R AR 28 B s 1, MR SR B4 K &)
H—BkREE. . WX (Monnetetal., 2015). G. candidum Hg i
RV Z WIS G TR & 2w IR B, HLRe™ 4 — RPN K BE UFAs HARE w1k
() R 7 1 o — b [) B4 G 5 B FE. TAG A 3R I HE =X CA-9) AT A i o R )
T A T 77 TR 2 9l TR B R R AE 58 9 /N o7 B A UGk
L12 BENRE~TZRER

BT — R T 2ZREN: D JERATAAE; 2) BRAE; 3)
A1 2 IR S I INFLIR W R R AT IR A s 4) WRINSEALES I 5) W hnkesl
B AT BEeFL, HFFLIE: 6 BURMEE M, KB 7 it U1y 8) FRIRH
ITICAF . B YOS I RN i B R AE AN 2 I A PR U B AR AL IR 2, 38 2352 N
TJ7 R, MM T B 52 W06 B ML B R AiE . R 9N T T Z20m AR A T 20
RN 1-1 (Jasteretal., 2019; Zengetal., 2022) F13 1-2 (Bintsis and Thomas,
2021; Zengetal., 2022) Ffi7R.
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Table 1-1 Flow chart of the production process of white mold cheese

Dyl A L L SR
JEUBEFL — AR UEAL — L R R B — 74 50— AR N A 7 — A It LI e 7L — V)
F, DRUR PR — HEFLIE — A — 215 — W B 8 A 77— R — I A7
AL AL B~ G IR LR IR, BEFLBERERL — V) P — HERLTE — S~ iR
B T A TR — AR A — A
A 7L — AL B — FLIR T R AL —~ S5 R — B AL RE L —~ D0, B

A1 L 1%

RITVURD

2 % s o e s .
P A —~ B~ BHAE R TR —~ 5 A~ A7
®12 BENBENITIZSN R
Table 1-2 Processing characteristics of white mold cheese

W EEER AT RITUUR G I3t
LU LIRS LTIl LTIl
JRkLF S -3 A4 A4

BT BT 55 VBT, 55 300Ci§%§l" VBT, 55 BY, 5
LT 7L e AL ) LI e AL

10~20 min
HEL WNER, rBFE RNRRERS, SR BOAER, BT
2L
; ik 2Lk ALk
20%~26%Zh/KiR i 1~2
ik th( TR 20%H ki 1 h
EHEZ. AhE. 1B
BRI auE. wEAmE AT R
LR
12°C~15°C. AHXHIREE 10°C~13°C AHXTHESE
P i TR e, i o5y
>90% >95%

1.1.3 BB BRI ER LA A R H AR (L

AR YIRS IR 8, BT ¥ 20-35%, Hi SFAs Al UFAs 20 (Luo
etal., 2019; Santiago-Lopez et al., 2018). AR, HEIEH = UFAs (ZEiE
FIEE, 20200, X &G RIS+ SFAs 5 UFAs Hufl ki 2 2R N . K& &
A K& SFAs 1Mk = UFAs HI#0E, WlRe SEGRMRIMGE . ik shilkis i
A EE SRR O AN ML %% (Calderetal., 2016; Ramsdenetal, 2021). & T X
a, Pyl SFAs 5 UFAs L2 dE % 21 (Appukutty etal., 2023; Wang
etal., 2023). F|H &2 W& & B 71D0f AR 7 R (1) % A6 vT DASE IS T+ H UFAs & &

2 s Bt #2 b, L) UFAs & BOSAE 72 N5 17 R N v A0 g A S e iy 2>
L DA AR N I K UFAs & it . BIPAHTIAR B 7 & L s G
candidum T A 12 g ER B oAl (FADS12) ARG 2 FALEE . IF B FE
VAT AN 73 R EEROR B — B 7 1 AR S5 038 J 5 IR 45 1) R B s AR TR

6
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BL 4T FADS VEMERRYER LM E B (RS, 2017). fEUbEEAh b, @i
BN TREHEARLE G. candidum i3 KI5 T it miG YER BB & A12 TR ITRR M
MR AL, $2m G. candidum TRERA " UFAs B8 71, FEHB— K Z R
B AR UFAs &8 (REE, 2023). Kk, $EA R K UFAs & i EY
THEEDEHIE, T2 H T UFAs S ERE L EXEEN . G candidum
e BB IR A AR, AT LUEE 5] G candidum [¥) UFAs ¥ 4k6E
IR UFAs B . CF BFFUd I 78 B85 77 2 vh 3 sk s 77 SR O i
i A & S ACLy ACC Al ME )—FP el 2 FlhOCHERG, MR 3E A ) (1) B 44 T
0 2B R ER IR AR R o I R RS TR IR . IRELLRIRAL G. candidum ()
REWTBR ALK, FEm BRI S 2 (Diwan and Gupta, 2020). NEILMMN G
candidum REWIBR & BAEHE WIEE ' UFAs B34 T 1 F 54t

1.2 EMHIERMRIER

1.2.1 B REER X R

ARG AE B IR TR TCACANAE , 122 UF BV 2 TSR IR A FH (McCarty
and Ledesma-Amaro, 2019), 7E 8 i 257 &S 77 2= FIIE MR H DL 4E 48 A28
BRI R e 07 T B A B S RS SRR AN B B DL _EAS R AR RS AT
ARG, EATE I E SO E SR BN TR IR 5 L — @ 1R iy il A=
(Goersetal., 2014; Padmaperumaetal., 2017; Rosero-Chasoy etal., 2021), H
AN FE R AT A BLAE R o el 9% RS K RAE Y AT RS B R A, A0 4E B AL
Az, XA EAE T W P SRS 18 IR B IR T, AR A A AR E
(Magdouli et al., 2016). 7—7J7lfl, LEEFRRGWMATEELPHER, HFEAFAE B
P, AR AN HI A A K BB R DAk R A A6, (Padmaperuma et al., 2017)

PRI AR, (Quorum Sensing, QS) 1E T AEYIREE AH HAE 1 7 25 ik
FAAE AR, AR AT AR AR 4 b e 0 2 A A SRR 1 1 A A ) 26 BT SR 0
(Ledesma-Amaro and Nicaud, 2016a). iHidid S HA PAEYDEE RS, 1T LAY
AR YBA A (Yin and Keller, 2011). 3 [F 35 R AR 2 G M0 REE A ELAE
FHI—Fh7 2, FELeRE RIFERS € 2% A1 N AT AEEAN [RIGH I 2 1) A AR A 1n) e (B 4=
&, 2009). HTREEEBIMINER, EMEDREE T, FELRUEY) AT R R 3R
BERARS, HIInEA K DT EAFEIL S BRI, P AR ae ) A Frig ot
(CEARLL, 202300 FETRRGEVIREE NEHIAH AR R R, KM & B SN
X Z AR AT L5 3R, & B A VDRI ) D AR AR AL 1 B N SR S
R, ARty AR AR 2 AU AR T B FH AR FERIR RN A VIRE TS IR T (Jia et
al., 2016).
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122 #EF A5 THRER

HaiE IR, i 2 AR R 8 R B T (R B AR S e T
NEATREDS UL A BEAE A (Espinosa-Ortizetal., 2021). 4 HER=HHI4
V& BOs g KRIm 2 oR T, REERSERANERT RIEERE . — Bk, 5IA
)R AR AR AN SRR AP AR R I 22 57 o BN BTSN P A Bl 3 A e 1
T REIAEL, T HAE A T DIONAS [ () B (it 2 AR I 4R I A B . L35 37 R
AR f A= )  A 2 8] R AR EL AR FH AT 3 B80T HR I 3 [RIRE R IR A R, s AR
P fRfEtE (AEAF R JIRIEE /1) 5534 T. (Division of Labor, DOL) (B #k
TEMAE R P PAT A FME S EAL)  (Riceetal., 2014; West and Cooper,
20160, ARIFFEEAT AFRAES, 7T MERAEYIES AR DL LL B — 15 R B a1
W TERAESs . WARMES Y, i Ta] LLLAZ M7 SR 3B V& DiRE (Tsoi et
al., 2019),

(1 @ L M sdE T Re . AR 7 AT DU i A [ 28 B8 K 3 45 T AE P B
VIR AN R B 3 R LI AR () A B 2, T A A R TR R 1 B AR B AR ER
5o MNP RARE R — AP IEAERN, XM TRLER. i, BT
e AV S VF 2 SRR AR RIE I JFORE, & N AT B AR A AR R
W FC S (Isikgor and Remzibecer, 2015). #ATM, T/ fACHIHIH], BN FRfE
T ASRE RN 2 PodE, 1T 2 15 O T 7 — T FE—FiobE . AHELZ T, BEVR AT
DAIE I A AP A QU — BRI BE B . B RO R X SR -5

(2) JRERACUT A AH . ZERE U R 20 0 B AN SR 2= 25 1 7 R i 2 A 11
1o FERRE SR F R, OFEZER . DR ATP, X35 FE 5 ik
T4 K giRE (Wuetal., 2016). XFH ARG 7 E RGN, M-S
BB FERAE P MC N B Dh R R R . M TR BRI RS, BT E R
WA, AR PR R BRI A TCIE A K. il DOL 44T T D)
REFRAE S5 2 B RS R B A b, AT DLk AN AR A7 4H o 1 SR AT DU 4 =
AMAPIHE R IE B BRI = R PERE, M = AN B 7 ™ & (Tsoi et al.,
2018). XM N KON ACHT i 4H s kS T AR i a2 BUR AR 7 TR R
[Klt, DOL W] LM BE SR KRR RS iR rh gk it ok, X S AR e AN
b Re A R A ECASERAE R . 5 —353R ML, V2L mpr BA
K@, SR, SRR (Zhang etal., 2015,

(3) PRARTAESE 6t K am M R 20 Dy AS [B] B AR RE AT DASE N 25 4 s e
Mo FTRAEEA S HAR DI RE A IR OL T, DARDARD A A 77 M7 o 5 . 2 el
B A R, WA EIREE, P TSR T R LL AN 4E U SE 25 5
B4R, BONBAER RS B RsmmH A —B.

DOL ] A b ixX $efR & 42 1Ak (Roelletal., 20190 St H—1EF%, #
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S = AU R IR AT W SOsR H AR, RS BRERE S AL, &b
TR, RGN (Chen etal., 2018), 1X/&57 32 A AN
FRA R AHEEZ TN, SAEDIR A LA EESE 5, R R A 4 RGP 1) B A5
BIATSEHL (Jonesetal., 2016). MERR EF, BEFWpisr o vl DAFE K et 72
FRATART i B3 e b 70 I 75 IR RS SRR AT

BN N — D BRBEAT B IR I I 5 LA B I BR 1 o 2R — AN IR 4
BE BIAS A  Fr, ARE LIS T RE S — AN R, DRGSR — AN W) 2 i 2158 — A
15 R AT RE— B A . R A (BB 7 1) ARRE A e ZE
AHMONE, B S AN E k2 N — M IR izt H, DOL KR
WItA BN EEAMMERGIFAS S, TR A 7142 (Zhou et al.,
2012). WA, KABIRAEY) G BORATIEH 7 SR W E R v iRAR N 5 8RR A AR
AR R AT 50T . PSS [ A L TR A Y6 @42 1) DOL 7] e A
[ A5 36 T AR TR RS, X AN T et BHL RS AR 0 6 O
1.2.3 U it v = AR AR BRI ST i R

A R G = R ) T A AFE R R (Courchesne et al., 2009). ¥
77 (Huangetal., 2017a). FEAEME . #0485 T (Yeesang and Cheirsilp,
2011) FURPGESS IR 56 . (HRIXETTIRAFEAE eFEm . A8, RS INAsrr &
o BHHFNEBOR . A m S G Fe o LRG58 — i o 2 A P A g 7
(RT3 o FEEE TR TR BRI T FE HC R IR BT AR, TR i A A M A = i B R R (Xl
G, 2020 o 4 6 4 i I A B ) A A A ) A S P ) T SR D RIAR T S 5 5%,
5 R IR LA E AR R TR AR RESWI 4w (PN, 2023). il R4
SE IR S AR P AR P (AN BED R0 A= )6 AR Bl SR DR & 35 77 oA (B 1 A
Vs TR DTG, AT DAMG hn A= M A s se AR 0 7= & . R AN SR R TR T DA
Sem R P, BN RER] s E I G E AR Oz, FFidad W BE I RFIR
TER RGEIR ML COy, IR BNISARE M H Y, M HE & A & e 7 &
(Ashtiani etal., 2021; X177 #-4, 2020).

PRI o ] AH B AR R A A 50 2% A o 3 5% 5% B A b I D7 R B 4H B AR R T
(Marileo et al., 2023). HIFFFEEM G SRR S EKAE T C18:0
C18:1 2| C18:2 M1 C18:3 (AL 1k, IX 3 W W J A1 Hh B 22 [) 7T R AR AR AR ELAE
H-FEAF T HEMER WA ISR % (Lietal.,, 2020a). BG4, @EHINA
PR FR AT, ANEREM KT w LB TR m AR 1 TAG FIh R & &= ] 42Tt
TR & B ARAN K, FEIIH =0k i J0 1R ) B it P I ) 25 6 32 (Hliggims et
al., 2015),



P 2N =

e 1=

1.3 /S #E B8 xS BRGE B £ oh s BRI I #2 0

1.3.1 BE S BE B IHR

TAG A I AR Dy 9 BRI M b ) B P YRR AL AR, AERBRZ TG DL T
KEMZR (Probstetal., 2016). AN EY) G A PP AV 82 4000
i oA 25 A Al i o e U ) 95 77 2 v 1 D S BSORT DI 855 e 50 BB M T ) 45 Tt
AiE (Fabiszewskaetal., 2022). MLE LS A8 7R AT AA 1 & Bl S oA A7
MR E AR, I HEAE S A AEIR PRI R A BT BEAT o MR 07 R AE R VA P R B
AR BT BT S CoA A2, 4Tt CoA TISK H ATP Fr AR BR A AR BRI/ H]
JEWTR & Hilg (FAS) 28 A B Ae b 58 AN ctelly, vl AAE g da 7 11
BEdE CoA FIMENLEM A ITHIA 1t CoA. FEILA 16:0 F 18:0 43T /& I A AN
it VAT ) S, @I e IR A e AR K BE R DT R AT UFAs  (Ledesma-Amaro and
Nicaud, 2016b). A[FBEREFHERIIGTIRMEARE.. BN, 1E S. cerevisiae H,
FERMRITRAROFERA 16 MRIETM 18 MkJET R BAMAM IR . S.
cerevisiae NEA A12 JENTIR ARG, WA WMER (Takaku et al., 2020).

BE R R 2 X MR B A7 09 TAG Cl RIS 5T 58 23 1) 80-90% ) /N E73- JUJ LA ]
Bilis (SE) [ /ER iR (LB) " (Park and Nicaud, 2020). fEE7#4T
BREFREE T, i A7 00 s ol o PR AL s S A B P AR A M I kil - TAG i
PRk IR T B K A A SRR (FFA): Tgldp F1 Tel3p. #R)5, NEMHERERT B-4&
W ARAE IS FAC A A A, R T 0T R T2 B i A P B, TR S IBE CoA . JIi
DR R DA 4 o o ) I I IR SR A B A & RO, C A %58 NN il g 1D
BEIEAHEE A & BRI LR (FAAL. FAA2. FAA3. FAA4. FATI. FAT2), R4 FFA
FERK B, IXEEE R AR FEEA N (Fangetal., 2016). A5 #i4%ia
H Pxalp/Pxa2p ¥%ia 2| F ARG 47 B4 fiF  (Dulermo et al., 2015).
1.3.2 S HEMHE X BEEL B 2

TG TR AP R 0 RGP 80 2 BB R 0 2L
(Chandraetal., 2014) fEXXFHRAE T, T RIRMBZ , AR TERGE,
KRB E M B ERXAHB, AR IRK A S VAR AR B AL i 12 . HRBTAR
2 IG5 T B R AR AE AR A A MU AT R o Bk, IR BT
R FR T FE S v T A R B, SRR HE 2 AR R A 9 R o o e IR S
B RIE S 2 5 A0 A AONTIG B Y 32 BN 5 1B DL 5 I o AR R R S AR S O T
Fid fE 21X 9¢ (Mohan and Devi, 2014). A7 A5 4D A AT b B4 AF & =R
BRI (TCA) Z 2T, LW CoA #7512 IE TR A= Y& B A2 %4k (Bellou
etal.,, 2016). FEXEEIAET, GG IR RRTR A TP-F7 1 IR At I SR A B £ 1k

CoA MKk Z.F8 (Dourouetal., 2017). fE¥EFRLEH0H| LG SRR, BP
10
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Crabtree RN, M SRR A FAC T IRE, MR EERFEEIE INET Crabtree 248
WK, fERERER TCA 75, KL FRECREMTERR. o-F L IR R
HER CEEBHEE, 2020).

ERE ] DA LB A FRALEF ACCL JKF, M= AR R~ & . ACCI
s NRITR & B Kt g, HOm M2 B 2 JZ TS (Zhuetal., 20200, B, AT
N ACC1 /K FHEE BT ER YA i (Fernandez-Moya and Da Silva, 2017). fE
Shin 2 (2012) HIHFFEH, S. cerevisiae ACC1 FER F) it 22 1A 1 g iy 12 A0 JH [3] B 7K
oG T 4.0 71 1.7 £ . AR5 —FhikE ACCL WEYERIJTET, W TT L Bk4H
A BACBEFERTE S. cerevisiae it 3Rk, FEURMESEMM 1.6 5 (Wang et
al., 2014). S. cerevisiae ] ACC1 H5H%Z Snfl 7 if#%. Snfl %} ACC1 HATHEIR
Ja, ACC1 HIEMEZ PR EIE 90%, FABRCE ALl Az T Hh O G5 A A 15 A rh )
WEIRAL Ser1157 FREETHL T ACC1 B 14 Al 6 75 1 — 284k o Snfl A0 & HH 7 %)
PRI AES| A, i — AN B2 AN 2 F IR TR IR AL 5 2 ACC1 #4325 3% (Woods
etal., 1994). 48 AFEGHAER, JEPE ACCL Mk M S BB A Bt CoA
MR LAT Y 2 R IR I Q% 22 R IR R LLEUH BRI AT, R S8
R iR P~ & S 2 1N (Choi and Da Silva, 2014; Hofbaueretal., 2014; Shietal.,
20140, SbAh, XM T B0 BEAE M KB R TR I LU . BE SRR, 4
e BN B AE S BEIAEE R, Snfl 4% K3% (Carlson, 1999), K@ #EEH T, Snfl
XI ACCL ISR fERR, £ ERE E3tm ACCl /K, Mimde & Rs iz~

=

HHo
1.3.3 EREEZ S BERRER RSN 523

VF2 I B O s DR RN AR BT, EAR TR 70 Wb i R4S 2R AHEFT, AL
TEDEUIE N NAE S, cerevisiae TR IE (Ledesma-Amaroetal., 2016). FHAf 5T
NGUNA, NEWIRREIE A & — M sy 8, NMEERREIHFE. RG>T4
VIERE RN, TR T — L 5 AR IR 1o 140 WhAH ¢ B D e 85 B AR A
SRR H ATk, o B A AL M ANE 22 (He, 20235 Jindraetal., 2023).

PHIE FFA BMEALRGEES: CoA HIIRAE, BERT AN FFA KI%E, S bl
FFA AL e ia B35 R 5 o AHOC TS AL B A I 2L 4G A & Bl - S. cerevisiae
HA 5 MltEEAEE A SR, ENS5ARKNERE, IR AR IR
St BEEEHGRG A G B E 1 R D R BB LA B A oA i ik A7 () B
% (Lépez et al., 2023). FAA1 Fl FAA4 /205 K4 FFAs I EZ . FAAL X}
12-16 TR AR = B3EPE, HW 0] OGS CRABERER: FAA4 WoR 15 FAAL
HBIMIhRe. TR EE FFA BOd S Yl FAA2 L, %t C8-C14 HA K
Vs ME . FAA3 BITETERTRAKT FAA2 A1 FAAL, FEASZAMIENE IS I R 0

11



N

C i =

W, FATL 2 —F 2 IR, 25 KEEMBKEERIIREZEMIEIL. FAAL
(OB R AL 2 h B35 R B AR R 36 T 2 %, 300 7 40 B 9 g 17 R /K P
Y FAA1 A1 FAA4 S8R RIS, R T2 5306 3 i (Li et al., 2014) . Leber %5(2015)
MR T FATI, 5% FAAL FAA4 EARAREL, Rk FATI BRI K 4E FFA 3
07 60%. BH 1 FFA #&E AN B-48 40 AT 3k — B4 m M 7k FA 7K-F BE& ik FAA44
1 POXT 28 73 Wb B RE R FE R ¥ FFA LU ERAER K F4A44 391 54%(Runguphan and
Keasling, 2014). Li %% (2014) KIAAXTT FAAI F1 FAA4 BISRDS, FAAL. FAA4
A POXT (WS IAE FFA 10T 31%.

B 7 BB AE AL, B ET LA E TN FFA 6 . BREEE- i 47 7E
TR T, B KEIRRE CoA BilEIEEE ACP JEH CoASH 5 ACP, BN
FFA, NEWIR G PR s o . Bhk: CoA BRlRA iT LR IA DL BE S
CoA JEAZRAT FFA. A=A BTG D R A2 LA PR N IE T 20t =2 LA FFA TR U7 AE
FEZN A PN 2 AR RS 35 P vk B 1K) (Voelker et al., 1997). fERER FAAIL (KW
B, RIATREES Tesd BERF FFA S EM 5 mg/L #&m %] 164 mg/L, Jf HAEML
K FAAI FAA4 Wtk)S, 53] 207 mg/L (Runguphan and Keasling, 2014). K%
FFEE ) TesA BRBEEFE/NK R ACOTS B g B AT AR A (13 SRk it — 2B n 1
FFA 7=, 735ik%] 207 mg/L (Chenetal., 2014) F1520 mg/L (Runguphan and
Keasling, 2014). XFhJ7ikamil 5 HAl LR & FFA 7775455 (Zhou
etal., 2016). 7& TFEE KIGHF B & A7~ FFA [ TAEH ACC1 Rl TesA TE RIS
RKiLJG, BRIRME A IEFHERMIEI. S. cerevisiae RA — i CL RN L FE 4
B A TREREG Tesl (ZEWREM, 2017). 1XFh TE #mfEhd SR E, BA 2
(RS DR S o AR Tes1 ERIG: FAAL FAA4 BT FFA 57 8 M 77 mg/L
#4N#) 115 mg/L (Lietal., 2014). fERFEEIKE T, JLMEAEA 214 A 2
Al R DR R S R A8 FFA 70, 761 B SR rh Pl 77 A 7 23 15 5% ] LA
P = T RE M B /IR B = B (Huang et al., 2018)

IR TG 0T IR J3 W S 0 5y Rbd o PS5, (HIIAE AT T I S 2
MM R E B A AR HIE) (Clausetal., 2019). 4, 7E S. cerevisiae #1, Pry
R AT HEIT R A R . S, cerevisiae ) Pry B [ O 5200 %5 5 2 55 g iy R o
. ot ScPryl B EER . ScPryl MG A SRS S8, X
K EH CAP B IEMAIAMENT RS & 8, 5 [FE B A ¢ (Darwiche et al.,
2018). FEGRZ PIFHERILAHEF A & Rl FAAL A1 FAA4 [ RAR AT, Pryl 454
Aldg S FRA G140 i 9 AR 28 = 7K1 FFA B 40 I IR 477 2 E 2L

L4 FRBERMEENX

LA S. cerevisiae NETFIT L, M EHEMERT S, cerevisiae 8T & M HAb
12
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HIAh 3 WA RN e, FE AR X AN R A SR BRI R 0E, R T m b e Xt S.
cerevisiae UFAs & B 20 LA S 07 R B A7h 0 WA BRIV AL AR o 3 I s b Pt A 34 it
S. cerevisiae R WiTR & AN Wb Ge /1, NHT S. cerevisiae-G. candidum 3£¥53%,
fleit HE s UFAs AL, T8 R YR SFAs 5 UFAs LB, $&m A&
i B e

IRANRFLHE T = e ) UFAs & RCS 0 R iLs], KA Bh T35 S.
cerevisiae IRITR& A3 GE )1, BT S. cerevisiae-G. candidum 33557, 2
H MR UFAs #A0RE 70, BN H T @hmswfE, Bsmx Ihls b SFAs %4k, 0
TS AN UFAs & &, RIFPAT Ik e B H 2w X

1.5 AR RV (0]

Bt FE I e 2 = B B IR & R UFAs 5 50ih &, FER T A%
WhlE R I, VR S bR e AR F W TAG #5465 FFA 1 SEIWAR 5T 70k
B AR RAERI S, cerevisine M G. candidum FATAY 70 LidEFHTF S
cerevisiae ' TAG A REM LRI RAME G. candidum THF ) 7] 75

L6 PREZAR

(1) FRPEERES A EE LR IR R R EE 551k UFAs 4™
T il & IR IR AR T R E IR IR AR A KB, B S BT R
FEHTILLGM S. cerevisiae F1 G. candidum & BAFENHIEH . H IR0 AR
EFECLE B, B R T UFAs =&, BiE s ERR A ERK AL,
HERRAM R R AT CHENERINGE . KPR R BEIR R R L5 I8 PR & R
UFAs K520 .
(2Dt BB A R 42 R P B s 7 1R A BT A AT 7
0 3 I TH ¥ U B R A R S I B SRS R AR TR UFAs & A B 5
Wi, R S. cerevisiae FEAN R G BEAN INE T H#EATRE 7%, RFAHAKE KRR
FARGAHBRZ R, VKBRS, cerevisiae W UFAs & & FAGIHER & Al AL AN
I3 UAAH RIE R 3 S 7K SR 0 S, cerevisiae 1E 5y 81 &I RN E T X UFAs 1946 RO
LA 31 R S M AL o
(3D o Folp A %o TR P o 4 S P 52 i
5 52 (= B P 30T 200 B (1) 22 A R A 2 Tk i = AR A L, I A v W
LT 24 0 ) 1 A IE S P R S, ER R B BN S. cerevisiae 2 I IE ) 5200,
HETTERN AT i P T A 7 1R 23 s R T AL
(4) FLEEIF W PR A 1 85 WO B ot o e 1k S LR i B 4 RS o
SR FREMAE AN B KB &GS, WS E R0 IRE oo JEah AL

13
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Tabs, S5 G UERAN A 70 BT R VPG 1 2 08 1) b RRF I o B S B S ],
€ H RN & BAR, i A B YIEE IR A H BR 4 A S UFAs 5 5 1l 2L L
A3 iy A B WIS o UFAs & &,

1.7 AR B2
ARSI IHAR B L B U T
.......... — s
| sk | [ marem |

] L] L] Y
[ sk | [#omanz | [ 250w | [ &xes |
| | 1 |

L]
[ st SEkUrasE™ |

L]
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Fig. 1-1 Technology roadmap
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BTS-R35 (R AGRR 538 1L UFAs 47

B

Ll

it

2.1 81

G. candidum &% H YIS P OLA A M, (HH UFAs &EETIA 2. Tl
AR UFAs s2i@ I BN IR G OS2z P A ) CRIgSESE, 2016), BN
(R AR UE WAEINR TR 7" & 14 S, cerevisiae 1 G. candidum 33553,
FIAARH 7 T UFAs & s A% 50 Bo 20AS [F) s Fhoebr, 99 B Jd T 0 il v M AN ] R
(IR, 2w UFAs 8. L3538 AT DM P bl 58 22 G A M e v ok BB A 28 H
PG REAT . KR KIS B> 7 BRI AED & R TAE R, FFREAK T
KRG I . ASTHIH S. cerevisiae F1 G. candidum 3£3537% 5 i UFAs, #RAAN
[FIBEARECEL . S5 IR TR] L 355 33 U0 B AR 40 BiAs I B L85 R T k& B UFAs (15
Wi, FRESE RN KB AT, B E AL IR K UFAs & &

22 WPR SR &

2.2.1 i ER

SIS FHBI I E R IR, S. cerevisiae F1 G. candidum, EAKUN T %
< 2-1 AR HPIR I EK

Table 2-1 Test strains in this experiment

Bk P e
S. cerevisiae SRR Sy = A
G. candidum LRI K AR SIS = A
222 HIuIEHRE

YPD B 773k 2% AR, 2% &, 1% R, ToE/KECE (kR 77
TN 2%EE R8T 121°CH L 28V K B4 KB 20 mine F T S, cerevisiae 1
G. candidum 75 N5 .

2.2.3 EERF

FALEN. TOKBRERDA . H . FERES 9 al, KRRl A AR A
Al R, 2FE. IECkE. BER. FEE. =W o iral, TEE R R
BRAF]; EEMAITAE, TRRESRA AR AR AR BERHEEY), A TAEWY
T (R B ARAR, 1E+-HkEids s, NU-CHEK, PREP AF.

224 FENEIEE

15
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22 FEMELF

Table 2-2 Main instruments and equipment

E (& Eiees AR
AR B R AX 7890A-5975¢ 1 AgilentFBHE A BR A 7]
P TR HCB-1300V T Sy KRR LA A PR A ]
4 H AR IKE IR A KYC-100C AR SR R A A R AT
FH AR IR 3 TR A HN-508 FVEAER B B IR A F)
R KT EL3002 HERS - FEA AR PR 2 7]
FL RV TR /K I DK-98-TIA RIBETR LA IR 7]
e Rz 2% XFF-C P ERAGA A A PR 2 7]
H 3 i UE 77 28V OK T LX-B50 HIEEREST WA AR A
LAY N AG 22331 UAERE bs) AWRAR

2.3 B FHIE
2.3.1 EHRRIESR SRE

EE S TEAE T, WL S. cerevisiae F1 G. candidum #H A 50 mL
YPD £ 355 E M T, T 28°C, 200 rpm A REFE. K YPD B 9REE S 50%
HZ 111 WA a8 2R 0RE T, KRR I R GREEAMIKT 106 4~/mL)
J& B F-80°CUKAH R 17
232 WEMEMERNE

W SRR E AR ARTBONAT BRI =F 5 20 ) e EUHE T3 B BTV 100 mL #EAT 308,
HH 0.9% EBEER K BT 2 I, K88 =R AATEGE 50 mL IS 0.9%4: 3 #h 7K i)
BOE T, FEEN 6000 t/min 5.0 2-4 min, AGPEEE I E RN S5CHERE T
KRR R, R 22 EEAS RI A AR .
2.33 MEYEIAIER

W RAIESE (2018) HIEEATNE S. cerevisiae X G. candidum K131 &l
KA. il g [E 4R PDA KFr 7236 H BN Ar L BERE, RIMIRAT 100 pL S. cerevisiae J&
# M. f£ PDA [EERIRM 1 mL e kiT4L, MBI G. candidum 3% 50
uL BIBERILA, SREFREFRIL, JWARFRM T, H9F 28°C, 24 ho 557 ) A T
L SN = RS (R 1 RE R N N
2.3.4 BB} B B RS

FELWIAE T, 2T FIEE 2-3 A EINC b RO TR & A7) LR N 2% TR
IMEIHEA 50 mL 1Ak PDA Bk i) =Mflirh, fEREFRIRE Y 28°CIHIR TG TR A 1

16



PL RN R A 27 185

* 23 EMEASRECLIRER

Table 2-3 Bacteria combination and ratio setting

v ! M RA S

A-1 BFEFN S. cerevisiae

A-2 S. cerevisiae: G. candidum (3:1)
A-3 S. cerevisiae: G. candidum (2:1)
A-4 S. cerevisiae: G. candidum (1:1)
A-5 S. cerevisiae: G. candidum (1:2)
A-6 S. cerevisiae: G. candidum (1:3)
A-7 BB G. candidum

2.3.5 HIEF A2 AE FRAVIZEL

fR#E Marileo (2023) (57 F R RITHUS IR, HFREEZM S.
cerevisiae UMY, IR T 7000 rpm, B.0r 2 min, 18 H K E 5 1A H K =k,
IKBETERE, THE R 60°C AR FIHTIT R EEAF KA. WG, HlR
G B VA8 ) TR AT B BT 503 5 BB AR o I FRT 20 A P HE R AR EIL 100
mg, & HEE (2:1 #10.01% BHT) WWAE AIREG, TR, HANE
f81F 1.5 mL 0.1 N HC1 A1 1 mL 0.5% MgClao SR 5 IAWHRE, 1E 3500 rpm T &5
O, SREEH A, AR NEAPAERT RIEE . R RERR N ENRR
SRS
2.3.6 HIEFFMAAAE AFER = £ E
2.3.6.1 ARIER FF ER 4k

W ILRE TR B VA R T 2 mL =& b/ IR (2:1) R, ik L
AL MA 0.5mL B2, 3mL g/ HEE (1:49) ¥, 4000 rpm £ 1 min
J& 98°C/K# 1 h, VK EAFJEMA 1 mL EE 1K, 2mL Zk/=8Fk (4:1)
W, e, TS 10 min, 3000 rpm 250> 5 min, /NCoWREUCE HURH 25T
MBEEE T, MANY, ZARTEEH.
2.3.6.2 GC-MS 4t

PSR B BRSO HERETREE N 280°C, #AAE N 1.0 mL/min.
FEFHIUEIRE A 80°CH#4F 1 min, 20°C/min JFZ 280°C, F{##F 5 min, ZM¥itt
9 20:1, HEFEEN2 L.

JRIE KA B FIRIRE N 220°C, fLHiZRIEE N 280°C, EI T-HEN 70
Ev, HAf#VEREA 50~500 amu, 4334,

17
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237 ANEIEERERINE1XIE

AN 5 61 2] B S 0 B0 B R BRI 7 AR 5], TR 1326 FH (2% 6% 10%
14%- 18% (v/v)) i & B IR AT 056 o 28 B AR I L TR A B VR B 2% (v/v)
(P4 Fh e, R T &4 SOmL RS FRIEMHEEIE, ®E R E N 180 rpm. iR
JEJy 28°C, $53% 72 he BEFR&EHE, W@ HARWIRRAL L & &, TRITA R H &
PEA IR LR IR AR IR IR AE PP R, SEERE L 3 IR
2.3.8 AN[EIRTB) & B 0

IR AR RC L VR A B R LA R B 2% (viv) IR R, fE3EEN 50 mL
IR R IR B rh Rl e, IREBOE Y 28°C, #4id N 180 rpm, 73755 9% 12,
24, 36, 48 F1 72h. $5FR5EMIE, M KR ITRRAL R & &, RFTA FE IR ]
X IR IR AR AR TR TR AE PR e, SERREE 3 IR
2.3.9 T EIRE & BHA IE

I HURAERC L TR A TR LA 2% (viv) MRl E, 7E28E N 50 mL FHEIE
TR AR S TR AT AR R, IR 53 0 W BN 26°C, 28°C, 30°C, 32°C #il 34°C,
WA E Y 180rpm, F57% 72h J5. ME HARITRRA S & &, IRFAAREFR
TR EERT LR TR AR IR TR A r= [ e, SKIRE K 3 K.
2.3.10Box-Behnken 3%t

FRAE B DR 22 S 5 5L, AT F e B2 T D0 AR R 7 VR R Fe 3L 85 IR AR I e iR K
B2 A, R BUR AT REVS N . 5 R IR A IR I TR it 3 R 3 /K-Fiakie, DAL
B Hikk T UFAs P28 AW R, ] Box-Behnken #4740 41, R4 & FZE K
PR 2-4 FoR.

F 2-4 MR A SRR B E Kok
Table 2-4 Factors and levels of Box-Behnken design

ESES
KF e g N . )
ABEEERNE (%) B &XBRE (°C) C kEERTE (h)
-1 10 28 36
0 15 30 48
1 20 32 72

24 ZER51T8

2.4.1 ZEEFIEREFHED
o S04 b M I 5 R R SR BORE i O AT AR B E . 1B 2-1 Ko S

cerevisiae G. candidum PP E LR FRH SR FEA AP AERKE R . B PR S.
18
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cerevisiae [N E FAKT G. candidum . FEIREFRIAEY)EHE & T HRMEEFRE, ¥
] S. cerevisiae M G. candidum V] UIZLAE IR B AR, ZTHFTEMERIK
WEEE (X, 20200, A Y28 ik 40 S0 1 i 4 30 0 PR O B U B R AR R
FERC AT B S A KA (R, 2016), BEAE FF IR A A 3G 0, A
A KBS g2, XATRER T B 5 A KR Rkt 2 MR E 7Y
FLHEAE, A A KT E RS AR ALK (5K, 2022),

—n— MR

—e— I
16 —A— JLEr
14+

12 -

=
[ee] o
T T

EYE (g/L)

0 6 12 18 24 30 36 42 48
BEFEE (h)
2-1S. cerevisiae F G. candidum BYEKIF N

Fig. 2-1 Growth of S. cerevisiae and G. candidum

2.42 EMEFE IR R

HIEFE RG] B2 VIR, BRGNS AR tnlgRe i i,
FEAF A B AF . LA R A2 BAE 2 s IR B M, A s SR B
MPIRERE o v, (AR Fr ™ AR Uk ) it JSURT XU (Cotarlet et al., 20200
DRI 7 055 75 T PR R B I I, 28 B A A ) 2 1AL A W R i o Al
WSEIGAT M EFRER G. candidum B RS FR AL, B DAL RS SR 85 5% 56 5
Rt E . Wil 2-2 AR, B RN S. cerevisiae FeFh 2 G. candidum 1, &
¥ G. candidum ¥FNE| S. cerevisiae, A HIIHEMINEE. WP ERHE S
cerevisiae M G. candidum Z A A PR R, FTLLHAE S. cerevisiae-G. candidum
R IR R
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5 E BN R (O E LI R A R S 54k URAs 427
— _ : -—

oy
e .

Sacch,

Geotrichum candidum

2-2 S. cerevisiae 1 G. candidum S LS KBS0
Fig. 2-2 Effects of S. cerevisiae and G. candidum on each other 's growth

E: ERS cerevisiae 3t G. candidum £KBIFN; HR G. candidum 33 S. cerevisiae FAKHIFIN .

2.4.3 BMECEE XS HIEF RS AL UFAs RS20

* 2-5 FIE 2-3 KRR EME L LR R FEE G UFAs 5. S,
cerevisiae 5 G. candidum L35 FERE R 0 ARG IR B R VE TR, W H A
UFAs, HgHlE =M UFAs P2 a8 Tt I+, SRR, S, cerevisiae A1 G.
candidum SRR FZ B2 5N 69.38 + 0.93 mg/L F1 84.24 = 0.88 mg/L, %4 S
cerevisiaze 5 G. candidum X5 2:1 i, SRR &4 120.41 £ 0.96 mg/L,
SalEE T 174 580 1.43 %, UFAs S ECRTE S, cerevisiae 5 G. candidum 15
9 2:1 Wi m, IE3] 57.32 £ 0.09%. MK 2-3 1350, SHMEEFE S, cerevisiae 5
G. candidum FHL, 3L UFAs &5 2571 £0.41 mg/L. 46.51+0.52 mg/L 3§
Tn#) 70.97 £ 0.45 mg/L; UFAs 5 SFAs HELGI /0 5IM 0.59. 1.23 BEhn%) 1.43,

IEZIE S, cerevisiae 5 G. candidum NMYBEE T BARS ARITER IV GE 71, 1
HX} UFAs & BEEaR R, SHMERIE G. candidum R, FEE5 37 B RRE T 4T
1O FH B 25 35 R B FR D T i AL R R 7 %, AR W R = FE A0 UFAs 2 A R 4
G, AEYIESRE AN R R IR PR, SRR, TR
I EIREFEE S, AR T EPUA R E MRS ARER 8, G IR, 5
— 5, FLE5FE) UFAs 5 s JE AR i L5 B v B R 0S8 1 B I 82 P A A MR
HEWITEXS G. candidum W12 AN DT & MG ZRHEH . OA IRIIN T G.
candidum %) LA AR E A REEH, XZHT OA 1E4 FADSI2 K4, i
FADSI2 3G MEMR S . A, G. candidum 383t FADS12 #4677 410 LA, #—2
1£28 FADS15 A, (it FADS1S i3, $2m ALA &%, i G. candidum
HA SR LA KA SE B R WPk UFAs HLil2 i .
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3% 2-5 BEIFREC EE X IR SR E AR AR X AR B ER 4E AR RO F2 00

Table 2-5 Effect of fermentation agent ratios on relative fatty acid composition in co-culture

EWiR (%)

(24 c18:1 c18:2 c18:3
C16:0 C18:0 HoAh
(n=9) (n=6) (n=6)
A-1 36.92+0.05 9.7120.01 27.46+0.03 0 0 25.91+0.02
A-2 37.58+0.01 5.17+0.04 31.80+0.02 15.54+0.01 6.48+0.03 3.42+0.02
A-3 35.40+0.02 4.52+0.01 31.95+0.03 16.27+0.04 9.100.02 2.75+0.03
A-4 40.50+0.03 6.04+0.01 28.61+0.02 16.33+0.04 6.41+0.03 2.11£0.01
A-5 34.2120.01 6.810.01 29.59+0.03 16.910.02 6.42+0.01 6.07+0.03
A-6 37.91+0.01 5.48+0.04 30.76+0.05 16.00£0.01 6.22+0.04 3.62+0.02
A-7 30.02+0.02 7.71£0.01 32.40+0.02 10.51+0.02 3.60+0.03 15.7620.01
80 SFAs
A UFAs
60 B
e il
= C
4o [ = &g
<4
&® G
=
=20 F
0
%° 55 e //\',')’ Nig N o°
ET R A
O 9 O 9
BEMEL L

2-3 BEMECEEXTHIBFR B UFAs 2 2RIAIF2M0
Fig. 2-3 Effect of fermentation agent ratios on UFAs contents in co-culture

#: FRIFESRERBZAFEREMESR (P<0.05), THE
244 FEFERMEXNHIEFEKR S AL UFAs RS20

N T RE BV & RE S I L TR s R S N TR AR R, G AN [
)81 ) B S I R A T B % o e A VS O ) I A s R R v VR SE n, AT E
TR AR TR A e AR 2-6 4S04 8 & BN INE N 10% (v/iv) I UFAs i tb
EEE S, N 64.25+0.12%. I, SIEWHEMSINE 2% (viv) ML, 45
EIFEAINEN 10% (v/iv) B UFAs &M 78.53 £ 0.67 mg/L &%) 7 175.40 +
0.68 mg/L, UFAs 5 SFAs [JELBIM 1.44 BEI0%) 1.99 (& 2-4), HAp BRI & &
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£ EFHES, RN RRER ) & 2 2L B E TR, X IR L
P RESE I A0 T BRI, T BRAH 2o R U LA R A JE AR R (Chenah etal.,
2022). FAAERXFELG A R AT e T A S N, S BURE SRR L
CoA BN, AT ASE A Fsd B Joh 8 25 B B8 vy, T ol PR T My A QU Ao R o 1 B 2 e ]
P, AT DAAEAR B2 R AN A B I T IR - 2 60 ) AN N KT L e e A N
B 2% (viv) I, JLREFREE bk SFAs 1 UFAs P3G 5w, LI & FA
TP 0 I IR TR AR I D R & RRE A e 3R
R 2-6 HEPEARME X HIEFTERAERT B TR E A A S
Table 2-6 Effect of glucose addition amount on relative fatty acid composition in co-culture
AEWIIR (%)
2 A P c18:1 C18:2 C18:3

C16:0 C18:0 HAth
(n=9) (n=6) (n=6)
2% 35.40+0.02 4.5240.01 31.95+0.03 16.27+0.04 9.10+0.02 2.7540.03
6% 33.28+0.01 4.8240.04 33.88+0.02 17.60+0.01 9.1940.03 1.2340.02
10% 28.84+0.02 3.45+0.01 35.61+0.03 17.75+0.04 10.89+0.05 1.01+0.03
14% 33.35+0.03 5.33+0.01 36.08+0.02 14.41+0.04 9.18+0.03 1.65+£0.01
18% 29.91+0.02 3.59+0.01 38.76+0.02 14.02+0.02 10.19+0.03 3.53+0.01
SFASs
180 F A UFAs
160 | B
~ 140 F c D ]
:l | —
g 120 |
100 |
i E c i b
QT go | d
ps
B 60} €
gm
o
40
20
0 1 1 1 1 1
2 6 10 14 18

HERBNE (%)

2-4 EEHERNMEXHIEFEIK UFAs 22895200
Fig. 2-4 Effect of glucose addition amount on UFAs contents in co-culture
2.4.5 15 Fr I E] X HIEFR ER & B UFAs B2
R 2-7 MK 2-5 o BEFRIN TR0 L RE IR s bk UFAs & R . 3ERE IR bk
Y05 HE i R 75 AN UFAs 5 S fifi o 55 77 I8 18] i 84 03z Bt AERG IR ]y 48 h
ik BB, UFAs S M 42.16 £ 0.41 mg/L JF% 78.09 +0.36 mg/L, JLIFIRH
22
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Bt UFAs (5 EEA 52.70 + 0.09%34 112 56.68 + 0.07%, {HFEHEE: RIS R IEE K,
UFAs &8 2 Vir@s, watd TR HERMIZ, M 7 ILERE
PRI IR & i, HH T BRI A K ACHHE 20 T SUIR IR TR AE (RER, 2023),
P25 R U W5 IR I RIAE 48 h N, FEBEIR IR & B UFAs HORE S 0, XT3k
FRB BRI UFAs B RE
R 2-7 REEREIR IR FRE AR X AR A BR4E AR A F2 AR
Table 2-7 Effect of fermentation time on relative fatty acid composition in co-culture

EWiER (%)

IR B[R] c18:1 C18:2 C18:3
C16:0 C18:0 HAth
(n=9) (n=6) (n=6)
12h 40.60+0.05 5.64+0.01 32.70+0.03 14.93+0.02 5.07+0.04 1.060.02
24 h 36.53+0.01 2.4240.04 36.99+0.02 15.26+0.01 7.26+0.03 1.53+0.02
36 h 36.59+0.02 1.36£0.01 37.44+0.03 17.62+0.04 5.68+0.02 1.32+0.03
48 h 36.98+0.02 2.71£0.01 33.54+0.02 18.44+0.02 4.70+0.03 3.63+0.01
72 h 35.26+0.03 2.5440.01 32.30+0.02 17.19+0.04 7.17+0.03 5.53+0.01
SFAs
UFAs
80 A
c B

[ D

-

360 = .

E b

E c ™

ﬂ 40F e[ d

®

B

:ﬂ:nql

20 b
0
12 24 36 48 72

HIREE (h)

2-5 KEERSE)A LI T B UFAs S ERIF0
Fig. 2-5 Effect of fermentation time on UFAs contents in co-culture

2.4.6 ¥R E I HIEF ER S R UFAs FUS20
FEILIE IR AR B & IR TR BE 1 5 IR IS R, S5 R a0k 2-8 M 2-
6 fIT7. JRIEFRE PRI & R T R e 71 AN e AL il UFAs #RBEZE 15 778 L R 0 2
S LTV G T a3 o BRI LA T 4 P B 9 s AT 0 i R v 1 B
PREAEARACH, BEMTR SRR UFAs (It (EMBLL, 20230, EHFRIREN
30°C W, JLREFRBEMR IR ™ B fx s, UFAs 55 SFAs ZAAZE] 131.92 = 1.74
23
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mg/L.{H UFAs & LA™ 8 i s A2 fE 35 7R 2 28°C I, A7 6N 56.60 +0.09%,
FEEISH] 77.76 + 0.68 mg/Lo Ut ARSI FE T RERT AN [F) FRIBEE AN [ 1 3 1 5
Wi, AT S M LB IR R AR G DT B 5 i, 3308 s IR iR P~ & 5 UFAs P~ &/
ANTR] R B A 3 f K AR
7 2-8 K BEIR G XI5 IR EARAE XS B AR ER 4R AR Y S
Table 2-8 Effect of fermentation temperature on relative fatty acid composition in co-culture
HEWIER (%)
PP c1s:1 C18:2 C18:3

C16:0 C18:0 oAl
(n=9) (n=6) (n=6)
26°C 38.35+0.05 5.59+0.01 29.67+0.03 15.35+0.02 6.28+0.01 4.76+0.02
28°C 33.40+0.01 5.09+0.04 32.14+0.02 18.56+0.04 5.81+0.03 5.00+0.02
30°C 37.0440.02 4.6140.01 31.2240.03 17.5540.04 5.18+0.02 4.41+0.03
32°C 36.97+0.03 6.15+£0.01 32.08+0.02 17.29+0.04 5.94+0.03 1.57+0.01
34°C 40.25+0.02 1.00+0.01 31.14+0.02 16.110.02 6.59+0.03 4.9240.01
SFAs
UFASs
80 | A B
==
c
/;I\ = D
3601 b 2
IS — c
] e
4o 40
=
e
gg
20 +
0
26 28 30 32 34

BEHREE (°C)

2-6 &RBim X HIRFFER UFAs 2 2SN

Fig. 2-6 Effect of fermentation temperature on UFAs contents in co-culture
2.4.7Box-Behnken {IGLERS 34

HRYER 2-4 TPt =R & =K F#3E4T Box-Behnken 056, 15 23LB2 2 /RS K
UFAs A3 2544 S 20 B T A5 45 RNk 2-9. iR 2-10 15 ) 17 Hike 25
R Design-Expert 13.0 BAFHATEIE 787, 52 EIEFFEBIA . i 51 A4 5
2, VLR ik 22 T AR Y () 4 25 0 A A [l LA AR BE 40 AT o e 15 30 ) 2
PR P<0.0001, KIHAF H AZ B2 AR LA & B2 A 2 25 4, R 404 P o4 0.0809,
RUIZBRXS T4 R EA L E, BRI RAE . B E R
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R?=0.9854, FERLHHEEH E R A RAD?=0.9665, &8 51 35 F2 B A RCH B i
UFAs &8 (R). F&HRNE (A, HFREE (B). HFMNE (O W=
JC R ENHTT RN :
R=174.79-5.14A—1.22B+3.29C+1.97AB-1.56AC—3.33BC—30.71A%-7.91B*-1
9.06C2
R 2-9 Box-Behnken iR 3& i+ K 25

Table 2-9 Design and results of response surface experiment

I A B C R UFAs & (mg/L)
1 0 0 0 171.65
2 -1 0 -1 135.86
3 0 0 0 174.92
4 -1 1 0 135.48
5 1 -1 0 132.92
6 0 0 0 173.58
7 -1 0 1 135.86
8 1 0 -1 117.31
9 0 -1 -1 140.62
10 0 0 0 176.14
11 -1 -1 0 147.65
12 1 0 1 122.97
13 0 1 1 148.37
14 1 1 0 128.64
15 0 -1 1 151.67
16 0 1 -1 150.64
17 0 0 0 177.64

i) AR — IR R R 7 22 03 Mt SR AN SR 2-10 Iz o AT R0 20 S I Bk
IR FRE MR UFAs 7= 8 oA W E ERom, 55 7RI (B A5 i 0 3L F B pk
UFAs PP A . A=A B L AT al g, = AP 200 SR8 57 Bk
W UFAs 75 52 5 M0 U D i 6 BE S 0 B> 5 57 I [R] > 55 7R IR O 1 19 2152 mn JL 5%
FRE R UFAs & 8 1% B 2R 2 A1 152 HA%, >R A Design-Expert A0 2 SZ30E 4,
FAF RN TR BT P A S e ], a0 2-7 Fos . REFHERIEREAE, oA
[F] FI PR AN R 3R 2 TR0 FE RS SR PR UFAs & SR

25
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< 2-10 BVAER FE 54

Table 2-10 Analysis of variance of regression model

J7 2 KR S A H HE By F{H P wEN
F AR 6636.34 9 737.37 52.36 <0.0001 A
A 211.15 1 211.15 15.00 0.0061 e s %
B 11.83 1 11.83 0.8404 0.3898
C 86.79 1 86.79 6.16 0.0420 e
AB 15.56 1 15.56 1.11 0.3281
AC 9.77 1 9.77 0.6935 0.4325
BC 44.36 1 44.36 3.15 0.1192
A= 3970.45 1 3970.45 281.96 <0.0001 e
B= 263.14 1 263.14 18.69 0.0035 e
c= 1528.89 1 1528.89 108.58 <0.0001 i&TES
BRI 98.57 7 14.08
AL 77.28 3 25.76 4.84 0.0809 NTE
ahiig 21.29 4 5.32
=¥ 6734.91 16
R2 0.9854
RAdj2 0.9665

E: P<0.01, RRMEE; P<0.05, RREE; P>0.05, RinFEE.

P 2-7 W T Ak e Pt BT 28T A IR S R U PR RIS () 2 TA) F A LA
XL IR AR T UFAs S 2RI -G W s a i E SRR . % pE
NI AT FRIN R 028 HAF IR LI IR M MR UFAs & B RSS2, 15 77 i
JEEANSE FRIN 18] 952 ELAF R L8 SR B bR UFAs S BRI RS, 57520
SR o
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B: HFEE CC)

29

10

1
A: HERBNE %)

UFAsH &

72
63

54

C: BSREE (D

45

36

10 12
A: WEEFENE %)

UFAsH &

C: HFFRME ()
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B: BHFEE CC)
2-7 MARIZEEAFHIZFEMRT UFAs & 2200000 R F1F =2

Fig. 2-7 Response surface and contour lines of the interaction of two factors on UFAs content

in co-culture
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2.4.8 WIEIRIE 547

I I O A B R A A BT B L AR Y, SRS LR IR B R AR P UFAs RE 3R 5
BN B FERINE 11.83%, 15750HA] 55.26 h, BiFRIRE N 29.93°C, %44 Rk
B bk UFAs &8 A ik 166.07 mg/L. N T JE S Sein (T Sehriple, s
T BAES AR R FEERINEN 10%, FEFREEY 72h, KEFREER
30°C, HLEFFREMRAL” UFAs fEZ AT P RATIRUE S, DUR 56 (R VA RS 2 1 m) 5
Yo = PATRE G, LR FRE MR+ UFAs P2 84 165.73+£2.7 mg/L, St
ITRIE AR LA 22 0.34, FHXHRZEN 0.20%, VLW IZER AL T 240 al S bk
SEH 5

2.5 RE /g

KREHFRPF S cerevisiae 5 G. candidum 3535356 g i8R F @ 84k
RSP m LS TR R Mk UFAs 725, AT

(1) PR RA PR RTEUEN, AT RIS IR wm R & BRI .

(2) S. cerevisiae 55 G. candidum FHF LGN 2:1 B, FLRFFRER G A UFAs
MR, TEET S cerevisiae 5 G. candidum (1) 555 77 N HAD B Fh L A7) He 1%
FHAE .

(3) xS ARG R B T 25, IR DT 2200 Wi 1 37 25 A1 46 ) B s
DnEE . KB AN N TR0 S RS FR Bk UFAs 252 . lid 77 2 70t
UEIZAE A B B (Pr>F (H <<0.05) . 38k F00F Tl 3 455 7% B Ak 1Y) f (R 35 7=
BRFRFAM N MIBEINERINEN 10%, FEFREHACN 72 h, $5FRIREH 30°C, S
UFAs &8/ 165.73 £2.7 mg/L.
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EoE SR EE S A AR A IR 5T
3BT

308 I e S TR R UE S AE R TSR], 6 267 WS DD B 0T BRI PR UFAs [ 2 B B3
SN o A A A ) i F RS S 1) (Fordjour etal., 2023). A
DIE I e A R B A AR R0 A B R4, bR e ARy — PSR
T8 3L rey 2 e e 0 1ﬂﬂ9§%i4tlﬁm¥ﬁ‘fi£1"ﬁfﬁ A AT DA i ol AR P A
e R A AR = W& AN 73 b e 77 (Huang etal., 2017b; ZR4L4E, 2020;
%ﬁﬂﬂ, 2019). HIHATSEL S %i@fﬁ BB INE AT LA S. cerevisiae UFAs &
133 , {E = HE B AT 5200 S. cerevisiae Hia FITER 734 ML i ANIE 28 (He, 20235
Jindraetal., 2023). PFIt, A @ IE S ELEIER) S, cerevisiae IR &
=, SieRIiRaE . FAC WA I HE R 73 s BRI IR S, cerevisiae IR
AR B PR B o

32 MR EIRE

3.2.1 FTAEMSS4

FRIP R B 4% B A S0 ==, PRAF T A S0 = -80°CUKFE , AZEFTHI 51t T -
< 3-1 KERASI

Table 3-1 Primers used in this chapter

Elk/Ep SIFE (57 —=3") Thtie
OLEI1-F GCTATCTTCGGTTGTGCTTC
OLEI-R ATAGACCTCTACGAGCGTCA
MGA2-F TTGAAGGAGGAAGAAGAGGAC
MGA2-R AATGGAATCGCTAGGCAAGT ‘
HRITR &
FASIL-F ATATTCGGTTCTGGTTTCGG
FAS1-R CCCTCGAACCAAATAGGAAA
ACC1-F GGGTTACTTCTCCGTGGGTA
ACC1-R AATTCCTTCAGGGCAACAAC
FAAL-F AACATGCAACGTCTCCACAT
FAALR TGGAGAACCACCGTTTAACA
Ji T B e
FAA4-F TGCTCATTGGATATGGGCTA

FAA4-R TAGTTCCGACAAGGTCACCA

29
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= 3-1 KERASI (EER)

Table 3-1 Primers used in this chapter

5142 FK BMIREF] (5 —3") ik
FAT1-F TGTCGGAGAAGTCTGTAGATACCTG
FAT1-R TCCTGAAGTCCTGCCAGATGTC
POX1-F CACCGTCAAAACTGAGCCAC
POX1-R ATGTCCTCCGCAAGTCTGTC
Fe iR EEAL,
PXA2-F ATTTCGTATTCTAGGCGGGCTTTG
PXA2-R CGCAATCTCTATCCACAGTTCTACG
FAA2-F GTCGGACTTGAGCCTTTAACTCTC
FAA2-R CCTTCGGCGTATAGTTGGTCTAATG
TES1-F GCGACGAGTCTTCTTTACACAAGC
TES1-R TGAGTAGGAGGTAGGAATCGGACAG
a7 55 )
PRY1-F ATGAGGCTGCAGTCGTTACT
PRY1-R TAGAAGTTGGAGTGGCAGTG
18SrRNA-F CGGCTACCACATCCAAGGAAG
18SrRNA
18SrRNA-R AGCTGGAATTACCGCGGCT
3.2.2 EEIKF

RNA RPUSHIG, FMEREMBBARAT; cEFHG, TR
HE TR AR A 5106 o A TA TR CEED B A TR A 5 5E .

3.2.3 I ButEsR &
PR I BETE AL S 35 FR G TR IR LA E L 2.2.2
324 FEUFMEE
®3-2 FEMRFRE
Table 3-2 Main instruments and equipment
e EA Hwk L5 R AL
AR IS B AX 7890A-5975¢ £ [E AgilentBHi H FRA 7
HiELIES HCB-1300V T Sy KRR LS A PR A
HL AR IR RS IR A HN-50S FRFEAC AR B R A A
LR EL3002 HERF-FEFI 2B A B A ]
FL AV TR/ e DK-98-TIA KT AU A A PR A 7]
Wi IR 4% XFF-C N FRAAX A HIE A PR 2 7]
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+* 32 FEMNHESF (&)

Table 3-2 Main instruments and equipment

& E A UG S A5 AP A
A B AL 5418 Eppendorf AG
VKL SIM-F140AD2 H 7 Panasonic
N8 AL Qubit FERR KRB A A

3.3 B FE
3.3.1 SEEEKE MY

¥ S. cerevisiae 1 2% (vIv) 43 AT T8 2% 6%+ 10%- 14%- 18% (v/v)
HEHER 50 mL [ YPD WA 323610 100 ml #ETEH, BT 28°CIRE %M F
PEIREEFR 72 he HURERTI, #fE FAEKHE, @B E Xt S. cerevisiae A1
iR
332 EIEHINE

BRI P BR A= ) 1 ) 5 7 VEVE L 2.3.2.
3.3.3 EHH A=A

PG % B Yl — R PR A U 7 V27 225 Ploier %5 (2013) 7 VR T oiidt
3.3.4 EFHAE AHER M E

BRI T R IR U TR ) 2 5 A 5 v UL 2.3.6
3.3.5 5B AR EZ RO R BX

Jf A3 5 i i R AS N 25 2% Stumpe 25 (2001) B9 5 3 HE4T Beidk . 4 100 mL
PR BB A0 v B $2 B A i N 400 pL FEEEAT 10 pL 0.1 mg/uL 1-ethyl-3- (3-
dimethylaminopropylcar-bodiimide), 22°CJ< M. 2 ho JIA 200 uL 1 M Tris-HCI1 75°C
KB S min b, AEJEIAN 1 mL EckE, 5000 g B0 5 min, ZEH 2 K,
¥ EEIE iR 2 E T, AR I 500 L CHoCL ¥ i#,  IF
R E O, EMR AR ZbRiE, -20°CIRAZEFERTI o
3.3.6 RS Be AR ES RO G

AN 5 T D R 7 =l E GC-MS UM BB A 24 5 9 HP-5 MS(5% 7K %£-95%
FIE —H HAEE T, 30mx0.25 mm; 0.25 um FIRZERE: Agilent, Waldbronn,
Germany). #NZAS (40cm/s). HLTHER 70 BB R%F, &R 230°C,
TR BT A 275°C . W 5E HRE S AE BTSN 3E(T, RAA D BERER .+
BATFHEFEF U R 70°CLR%EF 4 min, PL 25°C/min [ F R E 195°C, SR LA
3°C/min AR TR E 270°C, LA 8°C/min FIFE R FHE A 270°C (5 1 min).
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3.3.7 BR;EESEE 5 RNA $2BUK cDNA &/

W PRSP I B T B bR A T YPD [ fRE5 7R, T 28°C K595 48 h 2K
W22, PREL— IR 2 B YPD Wik R: 7R, £ 28°C, 180 rpm 1577 48 h J5
WCEE TR AR, ShE T UCEE TR A . BB BE S RNA SR A BIOG RNA Fungi &Bacteria
Kit &I, BAAPIRT.

(1) HH & B AR BRI VK AR Hh 2R A7 (00 BRI A4 T TG 11 PRI o R P S 78 2
i2¥

(2) B 200 uL PBS, #E%F#E~S], 5000 rpm &0 3 min, 3% _FiF;

(3) IIN 100 uL ZEAAEGL, 58 F0ER, B EIPUE BT, FMAZAER 10 uL,
RS, FEIRCE 20 min;

(4) A 200 uL ARSI, 20 uL EAWEAE, RS, 18 65°C TR E
30 min;

(5) FEMRPMAEH NN 450 pL S EE, FFRACEEE H, 12000 rpm B0 1
min, FRCERE R, IR 40 L BUCEBii, JBCE T KB 1.5 mL (B .O%F
65°CTIFA

(6) HUH R BHAE, N 1.5 mL S0, A FR T 40 pl HUSE i,
FtE 2 min, 12000 rpm 250> 2 min, YCEE RNA .
3.3.8 REER

AR LR 5 RNA 1S5 cDNA KXH NovoScriptR Plus All-in-one 1st
Strand cDNA Synthesis Supersix {7l &, SR EGRMAARW T,

B 5P, ANTP 5 RNA AR FE (ARWT), BT 42°C/K¥ 5 min,
ZJESERITECT UK b

BB RNA 10 pg
gDNA Purge 1Ll
RNase Free Water % 10 uL
SN 10 pL
Hok, W RNAZR (20 pl)

L s AR 10 uL
2 X NovoScript® Plus 1st Strand cDNA Synthesis Supersix 10 pL
SN 20 uL

BRIRAG, S0CH A 15min: 75CHFE S min & 10 R B.
3.3.9 SLRFROEEE PCR MUE

& NovoScript®Plus All-in-one 1st Strand cDNA Synthesis Supersix {71 &
BAEU T, Ll cDNA 5 —8E AR, 1RRMT:
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2 X Taq Master Mix* 25 uL
S 1.0 uM
TSI 1.0 uM

AR 1-2 uL
DdH20 % 50 uL
SRR 50 uL

RT-qPCR %4F4: 94°C 1.3 min; 94°C20s, 57°C20s, 72°C 1.0min, 30 />
PEFR; 72°C 5min; 4°C {#4% 10 min. VABREEZREN 18S rRNA 1E AN S RN . R
P5 2-08CH T I IR B AR X S K A A Ak, Hodh A R = AN EE

34 ER518

3.4.1 SPEREXTER BB A K FIRE B & B F2N

B R A A PERINE D BN 2% 6% 10%- 14%. 18% (viv) %&HETF, #
WS, cerevisiae FKAF M., ERUE 3-1 Fis. B e 2N InE 27N 2%
6%~ 10%- 14%F1 18% (v/v) BHAEYE R B FRErEaS, 5% RN E
N2% (viv) WIIEH B IRIEMLL, S cerevisiae FWIEIHHEE .. S. cerevisiae B
AR EPERINERN 14% (viv) SR, 183 4.64+0.18 g/L. Lok, B
BEH) TAG B R BRSSP H A S EN A 2A LA ERENES, BS
IR FRRAR LA (B 3-2)5 0 260 AR 0 =2 P 398 o ol 335 7 ik P B 38
NS00 B PR A T R P16 . AN R AR A BT S I BN 14% (viv) i) TAG
SREIEERG, SIEWHERERNIE 2% (vv) Mk, TAG FERE T 2.3 4.

e R PN )R AT BB S e T AR B R T RIE A R E R 284 95 . Huang 25
(2017) UERAFEE U6 % 2 M8 B (initial glucose concentration, IGC) 4,
2L A CGMCC 10910 4B E BEZ Wi n, 4 1IGC B2 200 g/L i, T4HjE
Alik 28.18 g/L. Ge 5 (2011) WEPAFEHI &M A 120 g/L Wy3EFRdE, TR FLAT B
AR RO . BT EERHSIE R R RERIRIE T AT E A, X/ FE
BRI IS AE HEZR . AT EEE ] CAE S, cerevisiae 1E 4 W)
AR R I AR B i A AT, HEMEEREX S A AT T BT, B SR
—BEXNEE RN RE BERHE SRS TNE N2 ME 518 SR 1 R%
B

AT NG R A & R A B4 & TCA Z BT, LWk CoA 151 S 2 g iy R
WG A2 AL (Bellou etal., 2016; Dourouetal., 2017). BRI
BERE A PR A, B Crabtree RUSL, AT oo 38 I BEAR BRAR TR AR, IR
FREEIE NI Crabtree ZAMNIE K, (FEEREN TCA AW, 7EXFMEAMET, BT
RIRME =, MRMAEKETRE, BEIFEENBE. XN, &7 1K
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SRR OB TR R B R R AR R AL B 5
BN AR AL IRIIR AR o 5 AR B 8 56k vl e e 2B A R s A B LA )
RFHPETS o DRIk, SRR 3R AT USRS R v AR RN, X fie
BE 2 ARV AL IR IR o e R B I 5 2555 20 A A AT B ) 2 S g 0 4
1B VLK IR B AR B A VR A SR Al Yl 2 3545 2% (Mohan and Devi, 2014).

(6]
T

\E

~
T

w
T

—

EYE (mg/L)

E/

1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1

2 6 10 14 18
HEBERINE (%)

N
T

& 3-1 FREBEEERMEXT S. cerevisiae E AT AT

Fig. 3-1 Effects of glucose addition on the growth of S. cerevisiae

250

200 |

a
¢ b
~ 150 |
X
o L 4
= 100 +
50
0 1 1 1 1
2 6 10 14 18

HERFNE (%)

[&] 3-2 SFERIBEXT S. cerevisiae P TAG S=RIF N
Fig. 3-2 Effect of high glucose stress on TAG contents in S. cerevisiae
3.4.2 SHEMEEZERERE B AR FRER & A
RIS KR, A R S, cerevisiae T RITRKIALAL S & &
N3Gt ST v R I L X I B A i S A TR PEALAR] 20 B 7 b A
W24 FAH G ] mRNA KPR . OLEL A2 RN BRI, 25 S. cerevisiae
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UFAs ()G B, T MGA2 & #5551, AlsuE H A 511 mRNA #5%KF, H
MGA2 AT OLEL fI3RI& (GRIA, 2023). FATTEH 1 MR & Rt
KIF OLEI. MGA2. ACCI Fl FASI.

SR 3-3 Fn, SXTRRAAALE, SRR SR SR R T MGA2 (i
S, HAX RIE K TR T4 1.66 f5, ACCI FIAIRT#E S E R P NEE N5
T4)1.42 £, SRR EHEIHER SR LIRS ACCT LRI HRIAKT, (RitmE
REAEF=a iR . FIRHEHE T 9mhD A9 e R RGO FIEE OLEL LK, &
21 1.35 1%, MIHEE S. cerevisiae 1 UFAs & & . S. cerevisiae 40 AG IR &
RO AR H FAST PR (03 Sk /K R A A8 A o 3k — 20 BH i P d ot i 4% S.
cerevisiae "1 TG IIT IR G A OCHE R IR I8 K 71T UFASs 15 i

Paredes 55 (2020) W\ NFUAEMACAE SR ImIAEENT, 400k KR E(E 5 5]k
21 i J5 R A v 6 ) Bl 1 B VO S A R A S A AR RN, T R
i UFAs [AHCEERIE . LBEERE A RALEE ACC1 ZIENTTR-& P Skl nf
M ACC1 KPR R BRI & B . S. cerevisiae 1] ACC1 £ 52 Snfl i
P, Snfl X ACC1 #EATHERRILG, ACC1 HITEME S KR 90%. Snfl IELE
& G RE AR T RN, il — DA 2 R EE R AL 2B ACCL #57
i o ACCL B3 /K1 I w51 v e PR A 4 T8 BEAR MU AE R B A5 N, Snfl #K0,
Snfl X} ACC1 Wy ifispkffl, £ CREE BiE ACCL /K-F, MImimiam

7 i
20
a
f
b
% I 1
% ¢ 1
%1.0 -
Z
K
e
05}
00 1 1 1

1 1
Poyi4 OLE1 Mga2 FAS1 ACC1

3-3 EHERMBRT S. cerevisiae BE B A B X EE R FRIAKF M
Fig. 3-3 Effects of overexpression of high glucose stress of lipid synthesis related genes in S.

cerevisiae
3.4.3 S ERE X BREEE B RS AR BR & BB 52 M

BRI A PERINE DN 2% 6% 10%. 14%. 18% (v/v) 44 F, K
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D TR & G L, AR AN 3-4 Pl o 61 %) BE S 0 20 I B DT 1R 5 B B
TR, ERRE TR AR 2R A A B I T i B T R BRI
B 5 IR H B IR AT LU A S s 480 2 WA 0 B 0 1 IS 5% = B R B G n .- A
S TR A I D R ) 5 B 25 1 T B VS I 14% Cv/v) IR T I A B0 3 e v
9 196.68 + 6.63 mg/L. HIEHEHEFRINE 2% (viv) ML, JEIRS &R
12,16 5. [, WERA &R 2 ETHES, 5IEEEERERINE 2% (viv) HL,
TS S B i 25.00 £ 0.86 mg/L 25 % 80.04 £0.74 mg/L, T 3.20 %, 4%
G INE R T 1R S SRR 2% (viv) B, S. cerevisiae PR = H 2
&1, UlBHE AU INE I FE ST S, cerevisiae IWTMBR & BLRE 1B (R IEAEH

SR R AR B CR PR A A S AR, AT R S AR R T R R 8
I MK B B RS P U 107 R 1) A AE Pt iR (Fabiszewska et al.
2022). Mk E AL E IR AT A B & O R AE IR 0 & g A, JFHEAES
AARMRBIR R BT AT o R b R B 1 T A BOARAR AR, A I B
FE TR I Ak A I A KR 5 o SR A e R A 56 P 5 v e R 5 B . 5 4 v vl 1
R T R PHEAE OLEL MIRESRKT3Em 140 1.35 1%, e MR (1 it v A S i £
. MITEERE T B UFAs & &

% 3-3 8. cerevisiae TESPERB THEXBEAIEE S 2
Table 3-3 Relative fatty acid content of S. cerevisiae at high glucose stress

REWiR (%)

R
C16:0 C16:1 (n=7) C18:0 C18:1 (n=9) HoAth
2% 36.92+1.06 14.5240.73 9.71+1.35 27.46+0.86 11.39+0.69
6% 31.36+1.63 24.16+0.97 12.49+1.75 27.61+1.54 4.38+0.94
10% 35.52+1.52 12.12+1.69 15.88+1.64 31.17+1.09 5.31+1.65
14% 30.37+1.34 17.93+1.82 14.65+0.91 34.10+0.74 2.95+1.82
18% 24.09+0.98 22.14+0.65 10.96+0.48 40.69+0.93 2.11£1.36
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Il cis0
Bl ci61
[ c1s:0
[ Jcisa
80 | E R N [
2
> 60
E
i)
40 40
g
=
oz
20
0 1 1 1 ﬁ i
2 6 10 14 18

HERRNE (%)

& 3-4 SHERMBXT S. cerevisiae F Rg AHER & = RIS
Fig. 3-4 Effect of high glucose stress on fatty acid contents in S. cerevisiae
3.4.4 S PEE R ER BB SRR AR EE 1L

JI R AL R I CoA IR PR, BERT LAXS N FFA %, SCnTLAE it
TR 20 3% i BB FR Ak b o AHSC I B2 I AL G A & FAAL. FAA4 Al
FAT1 f15 B-% LM% POX1. FAA2 Fll PXA2 (Fernandez-Moya and Da Silva,
2017, B-2E AL R MG T R A 1 B AL D B A T AU 0 i A2 B S TBE CoA T AR . 7E%
BEeb, 216 7 R AN P AR BIRURET S B4 A vy M xof T I B 40 170 15 A AN S b
(1) (Wangetal., 2024b). FRATEE | G WTRR 4 ALAHOCIE R FAAL. FAA4. FATI.
POXI. FAA2 1 PXA2.

SR 3-5 Frow, S0 FRAHAR LG, b P38 5 PRI SR 4 i A & BB FAAL
FAA2 F1 FAA4 5%, AR RIEIKF 70008 035, 0.53 #10.61, KU & HE
IBRSAT DARRRIBE SR A & B 2RIk, I b BEREE 07 IR i A T 42 = B Y
HeHmR & &, I S5HEITERI 704 5% (Lopezetal., 2023). [FI5 - LH M
POX1. FAA2 A1 PXA2 HIAHX s /KF43 509 2.07. 0.53 1 0.59,

BEIAHNE A & RO 0 v M55 MR TR PR B8 L B 4 e oA T S i A B 3 53 A R

(Lépezetal., 2023). BEREE K 245 HE T M A7 9 TAG; /NEBr LA SE 1T X fiF
TE1E LB " (Park and Nicaud, 2020). TAG Bl i B /Ky FFA, RJa, Al
MRl p-A A IR AR AR P B, BT Z M CoA. BHIE FFA #fiEAb Rl
BEs CoA MiAe, RERTLAXGI FFA H%EE, SR LAKE FFA AN N 4 ia 355 57
B, MOCHIEEE WL GHEE A G, S. cerevisiae BT 5 P IEHHIEE A &
B, B S5ARPERE, HRIHARR NGRS =k . Bk FFA i&A
B-SE AL AT HE— 5 HE A AR AMIR TR /K T o 24 32 B2 47 5 5 A0 IR M R P il IR 5 /K
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PRI, BB A 0 R 0 B T BRAS RER AL IR T B2 CoA, BIANRERL S
B2 A EEAR TP AT B-EALFEMR, MRIE I FFA B (Leber et al.,
20150, SRR, wEpE NI R] LLs /D HE TR I BE S CoA RIFEAL, AT £ i i iy

e R

25

-

=
()]
T

r bc _I_

b
L ¢ be bc
C
O‘O 1 1 1 1 1

1 1
X8 FAAL FAA4 FATL POX1 PXA2 FAA2

E@@ﬁ%iﬁ?

o
[3;]
T

3-5 EHEBMBRT S. cerevisiae B B HE R EE FIFRIZKFE N
Fig. 3-5 Effects of overexpression of high glucose stress of lipid transformation related genes

in S. cerevisiae

3.4.5 S PERNE X BR B EE B RSN 53 b Bs B BR B 5201

B IR E R INE D BN 2% 6% 10%. 14%. 18% (viv) %MF, 7
RS 35 FR I B AMNIE IR & &, W7 S, cerevisiae TEANFIA & MEN N BB L T
JE TR 73 WA O o 15 R I AT MRS N 73 70N 2% 6% 10%- 14%11 18% (v/v)
I RAMIEITER & B B e ETHE SRS, S INE Y 2% 1 1R H B IR A
L, S. cerevisiae FIAMEITERIEHE & . M EMERINEN 14% (v/v) I s
HER R B A B i, N 54.63£3.62 mg/L. 5IEHEEHRINE 2% (viv) #
Lt, MufMRETRR S B 7 2.22 fif. 4 & RS DB R T IR W S A I & 2%
Cv/v) I, SRANMITER ™ S 250 H a1 B3 20 08 S 0 &2 PR 92 e 0 LA T R 4 T e
TIEEEAER

PHIE FFA BMEACRGEESRE CoA HIRAE, BERTDAMYIN FFA KI%E, S bl
FFA M4 A iz B RE 2R 5 . sl el FRA 40815 Fh A DG HE R % 5K -7
BEAIS, 98/b> FFA [FIfESEE CoA HUHEAL, MG FFA & B IRk FFA 1153
BEE R AT PR E T, 59k UFAs ARG 2, IXal R T— H W
NER & EIRm BN E, B—J71H UFAs BEG W BI s S8 (R,
2017).
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# 3-4 S. cerevisiae TE=HEIMEB T BEIN L AEAAERIEXT 2 2
Table 3-4 The secretion of relative fatty acid content of S. cerevisiae at high glucose stress

EWiR (%)

A W R
C16:0 C16:1 (n=7) C18:0 C18:1 (n=9) HAth
2% 38.62+1.35 12.65+0.93 21.62+1.93 16.94+1.79 10.17+0.62
6% 37.63+1.41 12.92+40.82 20.81+£1.58 19.41+1.61 9.23+1.83
10% 30.32+0.95 4.86+0.91 14.66+1.73 38.56+1.43 11.60+0.69
14% 34.93+0.67 4.74+1.39 31.63+0.96 26.27+0.84 2.42+1.22
18% 40.93+1.91 6.65+1.02 33.46+1.40 9.38+0.67 9.58+1.60
— C16:0
30 =016:1
I ci80
[ Jcisa
25 I
3
S20r
E
1 15 -
&
=10
pyjing
o=
O 1 1 {_‘ 1 I—‘ 1
2 6 10 14 18

HERHNE (%)

3-6 SHEMIERT S. cerevisiae BASMN i REAAER & EHIFZ M
Fig. 3-6 Effect of high glucose stress on extracellular secreted fatty acid contents in S.
cerevisiae

3.4.6 SHEMB R ER B BE £ B HER 70 b

S. cerevisiae If] PRY 5 H AL %€ S SR, PRY1 &
FFA (45600 5. Witk CoA BiliEEG 7] LUK i 2 CoA 7K A3k 1S FFA (Wangetal.,
2024b). S. cerevisiae RAH —FCAIEIMEEE CoA Wilisly TES1. FRATIEEL 7 HEMT
RIS WMHDGHER] PRY 1 TES 1 BHATHRAE . 455 3-7 s, HxfMMLE, &
BB S PRY 1 B R/KCFAR R 17 20 1.29 1%, R 9] ml i son] LR s PRYI
BRI )AL K, (R BENR TR 73 b o RIS (2E 1 S. cerevisiae Ti5E CoA WiliE
TES 1 3K, 18 74 2.15 1%, MIfedt Bt CoA KRR FFA, 2
i S. cerevisiae "' FFA (&5, NIEEMIA MR TR UL FFA T8 370 21 i s it
Yol EA, 220 U b R @ RS S, cerevisiae IR TR 53 WA AH JG L R )
FIAB AT UFAs 19730 6
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S. cerevisiae JRITTR W /Wb EE INAMY S TES 1 A1 PRYT 1X %853 MH 5 1 3
RIZRIE A%, S RITIREE SN K. RIR TES 1 1EmR FAAI FAA4 1)
BRI FFA B8 M 77 mg/L 3H03) 115 mg/L (Lietal., 2014). 7EFREER
B, BREREEA] ACCT L[ [FIi) i R IA 8 FFA 704 (Huangetal., 2018). It4h,
FEGRZ IR L A & R FAAL Il FAA4 [ ZRA8 R, PRY 1 454 At
FFA F T 40 N FR 2R =7k FFA 4B RIAF g 2 BB . S0 o SRR B b ol
AR T TES 1 A1 PRYI B35 KF, [RIBTFRAR T E4A41 A1 FAA4 155K
F, fE R EARE T TES 1 KL RE CoA 3543 FFA 1 PRY1 & A% th FFA
HIBE 77, Y9I S. cerevisiae FFA 431 .

30
25} a
- I
i;z.o - |
&
b
15+
g : 1
% 10} I
05
0.0 L L L
Poyd TES1 PRY1

3-7 EHEBMEBRT S. cerevisiae B R 57 HE R EE FIFRIZKF 0T
Fig. 3-7 Effects of overexpression of high glucose stress of lipid secretion related genes in S.

cerevisiae
3.5 KNE NG

A BRI T UFAs & SIS ITER & B« AL /IR e R 3K PR T
ERBIERT S, cerevisiae 1 UFAs & BI{E FINUHT . EZL50UF
(1) Be 3R oh 7 Bl A BOCHRE BRIS IR 45 Pt IR0, ) TAG B &t
B 5 R A TR R AT R S R I R R BRI, AP INEN 14%
(viv) I TAG & AR S, TAG S EIRE T 2.3 fff. sobipiaimidmm s
cerevisiae IR TR & BORH 93 R % iK1 R A R B A i, )3k T ke 32 =i g o 2
B REEREh ACCL e ot i FE R T MGA2 WA T4 B S T 1.42
f5HN 1.66 15, KW S. cerevisiae FERFEMMEIANEL TS, HMIEm 7 IEITER G A%
TR BT, WA R ACCI. OLEL 1 FASI Rik.
(2) FEAFIEEFERINERE TR T, XS cerevisiae 11 UFAs & A 70 . 1E
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HEFEAINE N 14% (viv) I, JERTRR S BB SRE, N 196.68 + 6.63 mg/L,
MR B e 1 2.16 1. [FE) S. cerevisiae 1Y) UFAs #AX%T & &= & 51, N 52.03%,
UL VR & A 34.1%. R EFIE IR R E R RIS {23 S. cerevisiae
UFAs & I ALRE J) o bl e 5 BRI L H G A 5 Bl FAAT.FAA2 #ll FAA4
[R5 7%, HARXT R IE K20 5108 0.35.0.53 A1 0.61. [FIN 5 B-SE AL A 5L POX1
FAA2 Fll PXA2 FIARXT# 3K 20 5008 2.07 0.53 F10.59. M FE M TT LRI
T3 P Tt 2 R 2 Sy 7T ARG, B B0 S AR P K08 2 I I R A R At 2 e RS 7 T ik
Wity A, RURREM RIS 2 EACYImE R TR g AT B-EALIERE, PRTIEIR Y FFA
FASR . 2R, b T Lok i 107 TR [ e B 4G A BOSEAL, AT B = s
MR .

GO BRI EPERINEAN 2% vV IE R S5 720 L, EHERNE T S. cerevisiae
HUAMER RIS A E . M A FER IR 14% (viv) B FAMIE TR & A 2 i
1, N 54.63+3.62 mg/L, $EE T 2.22 5. e G R ER L2 B2 1 PRY 1 1)
BSOS T 20 1.29 %, RIS BB E A SE T LA iy PRYT B H 13RI K,
{E TR TR 4y ils o [RIBSHEHE T S, cerevisiae i3 CoA #RligHF TES1 H%: 7K
S, B T4 2.5 4%, MR BEEE L CoA /K3 FFA, HTMEIE CoA U]
DASE e BEGE i FRA AR R

—_—————

.
| Glucose |

) I
1 1
: @ @,

'a @ !
!G GQOQ !

FAS FFA
T P FFA
C T v >
| D e 1f

\\ POX1 FAA1
FFA ) | PXA2 |=| FAA4 EtECoA
FAAZ FAT1

3-8 SHEMMEXT S. cerevisiae UFAs & B BIVE1EHNHI
Fig. 3-8 Regulatory mechanism of high glucose stress on the synthesis of UFAs in S.

cerevisiae
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SEVYE PR P B AR AR A o (0 e A A S 2

ENE ARERSMEEEE S SEENE

P 2

4.1 Hi

it

Al —F e 45 AR W b e 52 5 1 AR TR 1K & i is b s 0T IR e L Rk &
Bt CoA, 5 HUIR I AL A0 A B & B30, i - N5 W A2 i A B9 AR 350 T 1)
Fe A T, A2 30 SRR A B PR S A A RS 7 ) SR SR R 553X 8 A T ) S5 1)
o, H— 71, ENBIEXT S. cerevisiae 4N M0EEFAN M S BT FLREH, EHE
HESAE T S, cerevisiae Y0 JEEFNA MK FrE, EHIL T S. cerevisiae 541
OIS B8 73 A O IR B R il 7 A B4R 4% S. cerevisiae 18IS SR [ L Bh MBS
RS 5 X AN N OB CERATEE, 20200, 40 ARIE 19552 fe J1 AR TR )
3 b5 52 S A M B v 2 e ] e AR e 2 P e 5 B AR A R S T o 22 A ] e A T T 4
R iy, HERFIESE A BV VAN Al i vs ) R 5 EEAE . R e
i 2= 70 25 PP SEEORIB T R AE PR AR (Venturaetal., 2020). AT i 5 5200 A
Yo BL R, S ERA VIR SRR B I )RR AR . BRI, A E S SR
L %o 0T L P e 0 4o 2 B AN 22 A [ 5 B AR A O, ST AT 5 vmi A A %o 4 L P V7
BN IEVER R, BEMIRN S m BRI S, cerevisiae UFAs M3 J
21T L JE ) 520

12 R ERE

421 FERF

Ak AmE (PD. 1,6-—2K3E-1,3,5-C. =4 (DPH). IRELZZrhEE/K (PBS),
ATAMTRE (L) BOAERAF: 22 /A B EFSEbRaE 5 T3 E Sigma 2 #;
TKBRIREN . —FALW . 8 (HPLC 2. WE¥ (HPLC 40, LifgEZ4EH;
HRulm 2.2.3.

422 KIGIEFE
YPD #5553k H T AR BREAC S5 9%, B R W 2.2.2.
423 FENFEHE
*4-1 ETENEEE

Table 4-1 Main instruments and equipment

WA STR ks XS Gyt =-R VA
AR BE IR F X 7890A-5975¢ FE [ AgilentBHE G R A F]
s TIER HCB-1300V H S KRR L A A PR A

42



PL RN R A 27 185

T 41 FENBEE (R

Table 4-1 Main instruments and equipment

& E Ak B 5 S YR A
R KT EL3002 HERS - FEA AR A PR 2 7]
FL AV TR /K I DK-98-TIA RIBETR LA A IR 7]
e Rz a5 XFF-C i M ERALA A il R 2 7]
H 3l i P UE 77 787K T LX-B50 AR ST A IR A
EVORINIV: i/ aay UV-2700 HAXSHIMADZU & =]
PR T CS N-117M TCRIANE LR IR A 7]
BAPY RSO i BT I A A LCMS-8050 H A By )
e R A H-Class 5% Elwaters A 7
LAY DDSJ-319L T E LR R A IR AT
e LA AG 22331 AP E dbs) ARAR

4.3 R F53E
4.3.1 {HREPRR BRI E

KA 9w B 96 7 O BE TR I A P FEE (i Bl K 4.65 mg
DPH ¥ T 10 mL A, B30 4£-20°C FR1E 1 A H B DPH JE# (2 mm)
TRAE T AR, BEOGIRAE N T 77 EAE [ H PBS ¥ DPH JSURFRE 2 2 uM,
#r A DPH TAE -

T DA B S, SRR REAE A, 250 (1340059, 4T, 10 min) ,
PBS ¥tk 3 Ik, PBS HE&, A ODeoo=0.2 MAIE A . 7E 650 pL 4+
O 650 uL DPH T AR, =i N ThefER K (500 rpm) EHER; % 30 min. %55
ZiJE, $EHL 300 pL RAW, LR 66 B v E S GEREE . iR A%
] P LR 2 YR FE T IS 80N LL PBS AT PBS + DPH (5% Y65 fE A3t Lk
K FH R 5 RBUS R e T VB 6 30 360 nm, 5 430 nm. 98 68 (F)
WAL (mP) & almtE () iR R (n)  BEARRSIPE (LFU) 1%

Baves o=
F=I+2 1.

mp= 1000 x(ll'[_Il'[blank)_Gx(IJ._IJ_blank)
(IH_IHblank)+GX(IJ__IJ.blank)

r= (IH—IHblank)_GX(IJ__IJ_blank) _ 2P
(Im=Inbiank) +2X6X UL~y piank) 3—P

2P
d 0.46—P
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LFU:(Pmax_Pr)_l
P,

r

I AT IEOC A B OGHRAE s | ELIEOG A I POGHR L s GIREIER 15 15 Pmax
N 055 Prjg PRI EAE .
4.3.2 4HBERRIEIE % RO E

SR FH P 28 SRS 00 248 6 B ) AL i A 0 4 P R % 1 ) A ISR Y Waingy
% (2024a) WIJTIESAT R, 78 4C AN, 8T 4000 r/min %53 5.0 5 min
W R R, T 0.9%1 A FEER /K C(wiv) PEi%k, BERIBSHEEWN B SR 54
PR ER AT ARG o 4 T BRI i 42 M T A [R] 3 26 B R B2 (2% 6% 10%. 14%711 18%
(viv)) [¥EFREE G, SERIAH M-S RO E BRI (R MBS E. A5,
B RTA AR E T 30°C, 05T 8. 16, 24 h G EH SR (R) . &5,
W A B B BRI K TRK B 5 min, AHIEFRENEHESEE (R . M
PEIE IS S 73 N =

fﬁﬁ@?%(%k]OOxR;R’

0
433 ZAERESERNE
7 [ B A AT S 25 250 (2019) 1R 75 vk A7 Bt
4.3.4 A/ IZ 2 EHINE
PRGN 22 LRSI L « EUKZR (2021) f 5 k4T ekt

4.4 HFER5VHL

4.4.1 = PERME X BR B EF & 20 AR AR TR B 14 B S2 0

108 I 240 R R P % i) S P A R AEAN [F) 8]  ME VS I B X S, cerevisiae R BN
SN . £ R AR OR, AR AR S Rtk sE (Huang et al., 2019). Z53E
B, 70 20 BB BV NG00 17 200 P B ) 25 1o e PR, S LI AR P52 ) 398 o 400 B S 1 %
PR B SXTIRAALEL, ERAFRINE N 18% (viv) KM, &
SRR T 117 £ fEmiER R B AR, TR S, SN BE R
TR SR AG 731 ZE A H N 1) 4 B el mg iz 2, SR sh

A0 ML 2 P o 2 T e 2 O LB, R 4 S AV TS Y ) A Y A
¥, DAAERRANM I A= RES (Losetal., 2013). UGB4GN, Bk
HERT TR A 73 A 1 28, DAERE bl o aa s A B ) 1R 8l PRI ZE B 4ERR
IEH AR IIRE, X5 UFAs S BRSNS R G . iR T, KZH4
P38 e AR R AH SR A 4 AR A D RE o e B A T U P T 7 TR P A VR R 3
0T 24 P B 37 50 A P R 2, 52 4 L B A R I R 4L AR A R 52 0] o R AR R ) 3 12
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GBI K. U/S FEAF R B RGN v] B BT~ 445 40 i i 1) 50
P, OV R BEARIT IR AL B HE S 5%, il UFA 4L HESIRR Y, sl
PERE SR, 2, AE RS InRERY s gn M B AR sl I, SR AR IS YR e

(o
QD
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0.23

fmiRE (pd

021

@D

0.20

2 6 10 14 18
HERFNE (%

0.18

(e
[<3]

0.17

o
=
(2]
T
o

&5k (n)

0.14
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1 1 1 1
6 14 18

N
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HERRINE (%)

4-1 EHERMEFT S. cerevisiae YRR REE RN MR FZ M

Fig. 4-1 Effects of high glucose stress on the plasma membrane fluidity of S. cerevisiae
4.4.2 S HERHE 3T EREES £ 4 AR IR R IE 14 RSN

Tl A 00 s T VR )R X fL 3 A AR A DO i A 0 40 i 3 5 P8 1Y B AR
(Cai et al., 2019), MWEHATLIEH, ESHERIEOT, S. cerevisiae &TF TR )
FHO P S 2 A I F) B HEAS N, JF i ARG o 40 BB L /N S 4
PR S A S 52 ) 5 99 B LE o BB B I T iy, U4 IS I 1 o AR
e AYE RS 40 5 I ) e B, BRI B o A B a8 BTN 32 RE ) (R3320, 2019;
JER, 2023).
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S. cerevisiae M NEFIEZENE S BRI HRA K. S. cerevisiae TEMEEMHE T
VAT T 10T R VR AT AN IR A B, DA S AR M b B IR TR A Ak, DI VK S A
JEfEIENE (Peietal., 2022; Wangetal.,, 2020). Ak, 22 EE S R
o2 S b &4 L PN A B A0 B3 1 B RV BD . FETRE S, cerevisiae AN (123E 1% 77
AL EE/ER (Jordd and Puig, 2020). S. cerevisiae 5 B0 [B] 7 GEXT = b v
WA 5E e B, FELLHANE] S, cerevisiae IEANBEIE NN . o BE NS 204N i R
WIEVET S, RN TSI, MG S. cerevisiae &R IRAEX HL T2
BEE o W N SRR SR TE] R ZE K, S, cerevisiae 56 AN 25, 38 N = B N I o 3
VAT 4 B R R 5 ZH I S A B A M, N R LT b e . PR, S
cerevisiae BIFRINAXT B2 ZE THE (Wangetal., 2024a).

[ 2%
[ &%
1%
[ J1a%
501 [ J18%
i i

~ 40

3 1 i

330+

m, i

B

"ot

E

O 1 1 1
8 16 24

BrIrmtiE (%)

42 SPEIMBXT S. cerevisiae MR R IR IBIE 4RI R0
Fig. 4-2 Effects of high glucose stress on the plasma membrane permeability of S. cerevisiae
4.4.3 SHERNIE X BRE S £ YRR AR 2 f E R RO S 00
BEFR BRI BRI 2 BN 2% 6% 10%. 14%. 18% (viv) %M F, &
M S. cerevisiae FZMEBES &, S5RWE 4-3 Fron. BEFRIEM PR INE 7508
2% 6% 10% 14%H1 18% C(viv) I 2 fERE 2 TR, S sng
2% IE B TR I S, cerevisiae AMIIRZE A [ RE # & 4 4.58 + 0.12 mg/g fH
bb, 15 R R AR I8 N AT S, cerevisiae AN MIE 22 1 B I & PR 1K - S. cerevisiae
FEH BB INEDY 18% (viv) KRBT FERIRAR, AR & EDN 2.51 £0.13
mg/g.
2 f [ B A Dy I B 40 0 S 1 2 ) B By, Gt 5 i1 45 5 R 1 40 PR
A EAEIE N . L G B s VR AT LIS M, AR g 4 IR AL A ) e B A
(Jord4 and Puig, 2020; Liuetal., 2019; Wangetal., 2024a). FiRZ5RFKH,

46



PL RN R A 27 185

7 A B B B BRI S, cerevisiae MR SE M RN R o3 772 AE RO, T4 32 i 1D R 1)
VYRR, DA B s 5 5w ik v i A AR D 1R B 7 A

FAFRESE (mg/g)

2 6 10 1 1
HEFERME (%)
4-3 SEERMIBRT S. cerevisiae ‘ARRIEZE B EIEE S = RIS

Fig. 4-3 Effects of high glucose stress on the ergosterol content of plasma membrane of S.

cerevisiae
4.4.4 S HERNIE 3T BR B B2 £F 40 A IR A 22 Bt AR B 72 )

Br R IR R IR BN 2% 6% 10%. 14%. 18% (viv) %M T, &
M S. cerevisiae PRAM NG &, S5RWE 4-4 s, BRI PR INE 7008
2%~ 6% 10%. 14%F1 18% C(v/v) WHREBENG 2 TRERES, SHEEnnE
K 2% (viv) IEE R FRFET S, cerevisiae 4 EAN 2 WE I 2 8 1258.58 +£15.66
mg/g ML, B FRHE PR A NI INAE S. cerevisiae MMM L & & K. S.
cerevisiae {EREINENIEN 18% (v/v) KA FIEBHAL, MHEMESEN
1031.63 £20.27 mg/g-

MW — RN AR, W 2 RS B . P2 mAE AT DUIE
WA YRR R E R (Venturaetal., 2020). fHEMEIGAKE AR L2
SO AN MR, R R S P R e e, 51 R ST B B S, AR T A
PREFS Hh R A o 4 o 2 A ] R0 o 20 B i 25 8 1) PRI BB 2 L 0 V2 05 e
JIRIGIER 43 (Fangetal., 2016). LIRZEHRE, Brarierhiaif & &)
B0 A i 2 W S s PR AT X S, cerevisiae 40 AU S5 /AN RS 23 P2 A2 52, fdi A
UTBR (4 73 Wb R A DA, AT ey 155 7 38 v B A1 A T e ) 5
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1100
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900 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1
2 6 10 14 18

BERRME (%)

4-4 SHEIBXT S. cerevisiae ‘AR AT IR S SRR
Fig. 4-4 Effects of high glucose stress on the ceramide content of plasma membrane of S.

cerevisiae

4.5 KREBING

A EEFELL [ E R AL A R ) 2 A [ AN A I e S AR A O, TR
T e W P 3 20 i A s e R O 1 S, TR N S BT v R B 6 S
cerevisiae UFAs 413 1b S A0 B B T 520

(1) B IR FE R R AT E B INAE S, cerevisiae 4 MNE 22 8 BEAAN 22 Bk i &
BEAS, FEMIZERERINEN 18% (viv) TIEEIRMK, &E5508 2.51+0.13 mg/g
F11031.63+£20.27 mg/g. 7% A [ B FNRP B & S FEARXT S. cerevisiae 2 B 45
PR RR A3 P~ R RO, $R v B V0I5 02 B8 0 R0 i T TR 1 43, DT $E v 335 77 2 o M 4
HETR & &

(2 2 e JEE P YA sl e AT s P IS R 2 PR T v o KT s i 2 i 1 it
SR E I REhTE, SEm HARIE YIS I A ). 4 a5 1 e o I TR () HE RS 3
HERAABIGREE « B S PLBRR SR M ALK, S, cerevisiae 56 MMM 2y, 18
Aok PR 7 4 L B A I 2 S A 4 L B S 1 o T ARE
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FLE HEFERLAEEESIEN®EFENEERERAE
D&

P 2

5.1 i

it

A YRS 7R 5, {5 SFA Il UFA Ll k7. KW & K& SFA
M= UFA BFIWIEK, FIRE SECSRMCAE . SR SRR 10 55 5 FluCo i
M o ) B 1% A I 0 0] s 7 e ) e AL mT ASE IR TH L UFAs S 8. G
candidum & B PIEEH LA HAEYFE R, (HH UFAs &Ee A Z. FIA S
cerevisiae-G. candidum I35 AL NG IWT R & @42 73 TR WA sk, AR ACE 7>
VB T I v R e AN [R] s R B R 1], A9 G. candidum & Bt UFAs £
7o

T, RTESLIGHFIH S cerevisiae-G. candidum FL35 37 H bk K H B WIEK,
For N 9 25 Wi b A AN 5 R D5 R 2L A5 2 5 | PP 1 9 P S AT R R
SGIALTRRR, AT ILEE IR R BN A FE YIS UFAs & & A SRR I S2 I, Dtk
TR R BEFIRIE B 0 o UFAs 198 23 0E 7 B I A.

52 MRS

5.2.1 LR Ay

EIRAW A, W THILFDVER; ARE (&g, Wib—REMEEA
BRAF S (B, REWTARAR; BILE (5%, WAL
TARHEARAR; & (BRZD, HEEVAERAF-.
522 EZERF

IECgE TOKBEREN. hiR. WEE. LBk, A o bral, voEERl R
MAHBRAF; HAREHW 2.2.3,
523 FEMNFESHREF

B, HA Insent A ] S840 WA O, HA SHIMADZU BEA
Al B PR FAZSIEUIRE R EE SRR AR AR pH it
R RMCSE AR AR PIEAEATESRE R, L E S R ES el S
224,
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5.3 SEBET5E

5.3.1 BB mAEI&

RS IR R BEA A B IS HIE T 20 B AR Al — B IROR W 5 R 21 & S I~
1% FLIR B AL B 977 R IR —37°CHEIR R 77 1.5 h—Es N 0.05%F A AW, 1
P LTI 0.3% BB —37°CTHIRE A 1 h—U)E], Hif—HAE - L5

(1%~2%) — V-5 24,

532 BREE

PAIR  ZH ZLARAS A2 F5 b5 A X 3Lk 77 R 77 1 25 W A i A T R
POy, VRO ARHEINER 5-1 PR

*= 51 RETENE

Table 5-1 Sensory evaluation scale

PO ITH FRAEREIR BBV
A E IR B E XR, A RIRAT 34~40
B4 RIR S ES, KRB 25~33
B R R TR 5 SRR X LT 16~24
R SRR, Rk 9~15
BRSO S 0~8
DI PO E, SNEOLH, G 34~40
RN B, SMRBONETE, AR 25~33
AV JRMERA, AR 16~24
HIVRE H W, ZWZIR 9~15
HIVRE T2, R PEI> A1 57 0~8
BEAGEREG, GRS HARE 16~20
JEERES CERCNIS), TTWROLER 9~15
TN ATALIE) 0~8

5.3.3 pH {ENIE

W FL 85 75 R WA R I 11 B S i 78 - P AR, MERAPRE 1 g NN 10 mL 784
K, REXIS, WG RARAEGTR pH iHE4TIE, =UWCPAT/R TR FAME.
534 Ky EENE

FERE IR R R B A B WA K 0 & & E 2 GB5009.3-2016 28—
RE T
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535 ZEARESENE

SEEE IR R R P 1 B3 W A i R B T B B E 2 GB 5009.5-2016 2
—EILIRE AL,
53.6 lRATEENE

LR IR R0 A 8 1 B WO B A i b T 107 B E 2 GB 5009.6-2016 55 =
TETRIK R -
5.3.7 FRHAS

W JLRE 7R B R B2 (1 B WS AE A DD B 4 emx2 emx2 em J7HUR B T 5 A
1% (Texture profile analysis, TPA) & & .

ZHCE: FEEN 10.0mm, WHAEE N 1.00mm/s, #83k TA3/100, Hix
FORAH FRME 7 A EE AN 10.0 mm, il AR 0.15 A0, EIRIRER 2 K.

PR U EZ N i = /BRI (/A N ) G SR It B2 N o /B o SN A N
PEL IE M
5.3.8 FERK AR

LRG|  E E B WO E A S E R PR 25.0 g, BHEEJS BT 500 mL 7818
IR, ISR YIS, 5000 rpm, B0 20 min, CREYSEE_EIEBOR S U8
2 AR BNERDER, OB B FF T A R g AT Rl
53.9 BRRFER S EME

YRR L I I R o B E B A A (2022) 195
54 ER51HE

5.4.1 B BB EAEAEIR R E TN

FLRE IR R 77 A I B W s A B P B 8 IR R B 12 52 T2 o TR A Al
IR BB PR AN & 5-1 P, fE & 9IPE Ll 30 d SR s oY 23 B I [R] A2 4k,
25 ETHR TGS, RS 1 d 25 20 d, DI E I 73.5 £ 1.9 70t
% 93.6+1.6 73, HMN 20d Ja, WiE&VEE PR THUGIEETFRAR, Ui B 9 BEAE
TE R A SR R BTG . LEWIE AR S, cerevisiae T G. candidum RGE A
K, 325 7R, WP 98 5 N2 2k i) B AR R AR B RN, 7= A B KU
FHSRARES ™), 3GI0 7 W9HE B2 WO RR BE o SR, BEAE RGN TR RE G, BB F
BRI, TR H T H WS R = AR s ZU M B A, (E 28 RAKIA
Bl K. ER ISR KR SR IANF] T 2 & 0 VR XU, AR T8z, Sufil
JRE P BEAIC
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60 |-

40 -

BEWS ()

20 |

5 10 15 20 25 30
JRFARS T (D

5-1 INERAREAHAERRE D T

Fig. 5-1 Changes of sensory scores during cheese ripening
5.4.2 pH {EZ 1L

FLRE IR R A 11 B2 W9 I 1 pHL AELYE B A R] A8 Ak ] 5-2 B . B
AT ] IR E K 1 22 W0 1Y) pH (B AR 52 R R, T IS 1Y pH (E 54k
B, BG5S d 1 5.86 £0.04 NFEEEE 20 d 1 5.18 £ 0.08, 7EZ 20 d J5 4
I i) pH AE 20 S B B84k, TIRER T G. candidum 571510 R B B 20 At R B 7=
A RR TR S E, WCE GG B, FTRE BT A A R AR N TR, WD
% pH [ THaE . MeAbh, FEYRE - LR B R TR FLBE P A FLRR 2 5 3L
1 pH AE AL . IXFHERBE VT LA 1BV Z AN E R T A .

6.0
55
T
o
50
45 1 1 1 1 1 1
5 10 15 20 25 30
JFESTE] ()

5-2 JhERARFAEAIE) pH (EZL
Fig. 5-2 Changes of pH values during cheese ripening
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543 KTEELTNK

TE RS F5 R R B A B W R AT R K o B R T AR, 45 R 5-3
FIT 7 o LE WO BT A AN K 0 & B N R, fE RS Bk r B THeE .
WK S S AT 64.3 £2.6 g/100 g, ZWT NFE N 46.9+3.1 g/100 g, il
W I RS AR R A BT, IR 55K R (2022) IR R —3. thoh, &
AV K S EAM T HERERNEKSERE, HRAEHHT G
candidum TEYIBE R T Y BB IREE ) “ B 6452 ” BeA PR IE K2 R R, M
T AR UE R0 E & 90 5 K & B 1EE .

80

70 a
60 | b .
d
=50 | : f
o
=]
340
i: 30+
20 b
10}
O 1 1 1 1 1 1
5 10 15 20 25 30
BRAEE (d)
5-3 INEEEREREAEIK R ET

Fig. 5-3 Changes of moisture contents during cheese ripening

544 ZARSETL

FLHG % R W 7 I 1 % 9 % v B 1 O R (] R S K 2 BT T B
ks, HREGAWIAR TR ERAENEE, EAMEREHREYIT 24.57 £ 0.55
g/100g Y/ % 19.69 +0.62 g/100g (& 5-4). WhHEGH AR AR 8k E T HERAL
RE I 224K . FEWESRBHWIN, G. candidum ()3 KARAE YIS B A RS B
i, B RIERIEAT, BRAKRRE, RILEE R R pons 8 50 B K A
1 43 fi W s vh B 1577 A2 /NG TR SO I 1 B 1 5 R PRI . TR D K
WG, EAPECT, vREE H TR B, W O B B UK AR R
i Wl 8 i AMY B4 = S IR B, H B B A (1 88 1 Re TR T 5 1)
RetE, X AR E TRl A R .
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30

a
~ 25
2 b
=
C; : d e f
] 20
<
=8
I
HE 15
10 1 1 1 1 1 1
5 10 15 20 25 30
BREETTE (d)
& 5-4 PEERFREIEIEERSETHK

Fig. 5-4 Changes of protein contents during cheese ripening

545 BEIEEXK

SEHT IR R e 7 05 s m A 25 B B RG] R S R BT BRI SS, H.
FERAE WE T & Bl TP, SR 5-5 fos. LR IR R I B 2 Wh 1%
FRAATIYIR i 0 2 B, T I o FR T 0 A AT AR AR e W 23 S A
(ELBE S BRI TB) B SE A, I 28 T 48 i 2 00 2 ik 1 i 0 g 70 it O M T 2, HL I
EFFREMRN AR BIE B 2RSS, AT EUE Y e & 20 T %,
A 31.75+0.59 g/100 g FFZE 26.51+0.63 g/100 g. LR KB K EEA
B YT LA AR 5 PR 0 e ot T R R S (K8 R AR AT, BRI A
MIEESE . WESS . WRSAN T 2 Hi i IR 55 0 o X W e AR A2 Jl L AT B B DOk (2= 50
S, 2022). HRMEAER_EROFE R AR DRI, AR T A SRR R
B o LEA, PESA LW AN (R i 7 AR FEE X 1 2 9 1) AU Rt AT K DR
SRR AT A It 1 1 B I AR 20 e AT ey AR A o R A i
2 W T H AT AR R XU
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Fig. 5-5 Changes of fat contents during cheese ripening

5.4.6 AL
LR IR R TR R B 25 WD B A AR A, 58 5 RN L IS P #0 0 ETE, TTA 5R
PERGR RS A AR S . TR bR WL A ) ) o A AR A an ] 5-6 B, W5
(IR R FHATAE ) 19.3 £ 1.64 g BEINZE 44.6+£0.95 ; WhERMH MM HZAE ETF,
WIUEH) 0.46 £ 0.04 mJ ETFE 1.32+£0.06 mJ; BbAh, 7E R ] 45K iR B
BiEE, HAES 5~10 R EE, H0.11+0.01 mJ EFF% 0.29+0.03 m)
(K 5-6), {HAE R E AR PE 256 BTG R RSy, Ui HAR L 5 R e R) B
A A I o R AR A ) iR R T R T A R ) (R R, 1 R A A o
8 & AK R HEY AR LR, B G. candidum 1E 95 R I R “ A €
HhFE” W FEM JTTAL ) TR AR RS L85 7 R T 70 s A SR M AN AR AN,
E A 2 b T 3 o FL A g P SR RN S5 R i U R A A W 1 A
1, Tk BHAE R o S 57 R T 7 W s 1) P S5 A AR A B R 3
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Fig. 5-6 The results of TPA of cheese during 30 days of ripening

E:oa: HEFXBLBASNHEOEE; b: XEFLABTLKBOSNRIEN,; o MEFLBTLEEBNBKRNAEMYE;
d: HIERLEEFLBRASDEKAMMYE; o HEFLBTABOSIERAIEEY
5.4.7 ARV

S TR I WS 1 10 ol A R v B o A e ) ) 1 A2 5 B I AR B
AR = W52 i 55 3 IR R PR A2 AL o W31 () P 7 0 B 4 SR ) 5-7 s
[t 5 SO IN B) R RE S, % PR RSB T vy > T E 2 AT 0 I 2 T 14 670 v
TR B EPUR M LA o 110 W31 (B DR AT R R B A, 50k SRR
IR IC B AR, W A SR B A BSRA R [ R E A S IS BT R T FERE S,

56



PL RN R A 27 185

A REAE HH T BRI IE G I7 Wb 1 254 S AU 0% WS I ) ik . ST S
SR IR R BT R B VB OIS A RVR S BHIR S SR, VEWR. SRR AN,
111 PR A ) i 25 AR T A FH PR 9 R TR 0 8 IR Ay IR R 2L 1) (R 1
JFH, B 5-7 TR, DYERAE A 15 d I, Sk B R AR R R, i
W LR B 77 A e ) A I 1 8 3 I £ XU o B A £

Bk —n— REFHLR

15 —o— R R

10 —A— KRERLOR
—a— K2R
—>— RIEEEE30R

5-7 SRR EAER B KUK 1L
Fig. 5-7 Flavor radar charts during cheese ripening

5.4.8 FRATEER R 2L

G. candidum .0 % 21 87 W% AR B W I s 2N ) R S T A A8 4k, B
AAREE B 5 MR AR B S AHSG, #EMsZm gl UFAs & & . 7E st 1%
e, TR [ YIS R R R 4 R G B R A8 Ak, {H UFAs & 218 10 I . 75 2,
L B RS SFAs N 59.45 = 1.97%, UFAs &8N 38.54 £ 1.53%. FLRH %
Wil UFAs & AR BCART IR AN B2, fERVE I UFAs & EA I B &
15~30 d, LA SEMZAMIWIMN 2~3 1%, ALA SENZ LMW IR 2~4
%, MR UFAs 5 SFAs H LG5 T 0.65:1,

LRSI R B R B (R W I A R UFAs & = 37+ (| 5-11), Horp
LA & E A G 1R 2, LA & 2R UFAs & 25 A 30d Ko lisE] 7.58
+0.45 g/100 g f115.4 £ 1.49 g/100 g. Ak, FEE MR RIFZEL, TEEH LA
SERFEEN, M OA S8/ EFE TR, LR FREkETHG SR E
OA, [ R AR TR I ZEK:, FLREFREMRM A 1) UFAs tHELAM . B G. candidum
HIAEKARS, P ERIMNBE OA MENEYIK G LA 5 G. candidum W
FHEE, L8597 KB (A B W0 ) SFAs /K FPEK T 10.98%, 1M LA fi1 UFAs /K
i 7 O13.73%H 11.33%. shah, LR R B & Y& ) UFAs 5 75t
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(47.29%) & TAL4i) G. candidum Wil, XK IHILER FRERREA 3L = Uh S
UFAs &&=

[ Jciss
[ Jcis2
[ Jcisa
100 + [ Jciso
Ej Ej Eﬁ ﬁ E Ej Ej:]cm:l
[ Jcieo0
80 -
§ —
~ —F—
iy 60 F = e e R
g S === =
5 ar == = =
20
0 1 1 1 1 1 1 1
0 5 10 15 20 25 30
FRRAITE] (d)

5-8 BMhE BB & B OB B Ak 2R HA 8BS A ER 4H AR
Fig. 5-8 Fatty acid profile G. candidum-ripened cheese of during ripening

. BEHER, (BFMAEAER (Cl6:0, C18:0); AEFIASAAER (Cl6:1, C18:1, C18:2, C18:3); K[

[ Jcie0
161 [ Jciea
[ Jciso
| [ Jcisa
14 & i A [ Jcis2
1| [ Jciss
> m 3 &
S 10} f
S f
W 8 I I i g g
& of
2
= af
| Ll el
0
0 5 10 15 20 25 30
FREARTE] (dD

5-9 BB RFEAERSYIEEAKZAERE UFAs 22K

Fig. 5-9 Fatty acids composition of G. candidum-ripened cheese of during ripening
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R TE] (d)
5-10 HiEFF LB 4 B2 0 B Y0 A A HA B AR AR BRLE AL
Fig. 5-10 Fatty acids composition of co-culture bacteria-ripened cheese of during ripening
[_Jcie0
[ Jciea
167 [ ci80
[ Jcisa
1411 [ Jcis2
[ Jciss
~12f
5 Ao, on 0§ B 4
< 10}
\C/n 2] ) A ) &
m
i ° It
.
& 6y
=
2 47
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0 1
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FRRAISTE] (d)
5-11 #IEF A BT A B2 A B IER A HAB BEATBRE AL K 2 8

Fig. 5-11 Fatty acids composition and contents of co-culture bacteria-ripened cheese of

during ripening
5.5 KENEE

FEATIF T I FH e 37 R B AR A 0 35 B0 01 K B 1 85 0 s DAV BRI T 7Y

25 W B B RR RS UFAs MIZH RS & &, BRI 1 R8s 97 IR R I 1 25 0 T
ST 5 KR, $EmE L UFAs (& &, EESRI T

(1) SLERFR AT A I 11 B2 WY T A AR B) B A L B VP4 ELRE S

AR RN SE K, ABEDERKS S & pH E. EAFRSEMIRNI& 225
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(3) B BRI TR B RE A, L5 IR R B 711 I8 3 2 00 I PR JRICOR S W 18 0
Forpssiok . VRBRAN R B FEAR LSS, T W ES I A ORI B R IZ T AR 55, SR T HH
Je EIHE TR

(4) FEILIG IR R R B B B s S S 2, UFAs (& 2 W 1T,
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G Al dRRRANIE TR 7 WA RN AL R, I IR AR TR A R AN 43 MATE
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JMa TR M o i AL o R m B IE G 98 S, cerevisiae NEWTE & AN 73
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8 WhlE T UFAs %4k, P S5 9% SFAs 5 UFAs LUfil. FE 45000
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o eI L DR 2R A e B AL, R IE R IR B AR AR KA L A AR 7 UFAs 1
ReJ1, W€ 1 ILRE R R 26 240, T SEBLSE = L85 SR R MR UFAs = &1
H K
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A SCIE R Sk, A5 SRR BB 32 5 1 B RESR iR UFAs B3 &, H
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R T 222 1%, NEWIREIZE A PRY1 E /KPS T4 1.29 f%, kT
S. cerevisiae Wi 2k CoA WiliElE TES1 MK, i 720 2.15 £, it
5 CoA JK 3145 FFA, JNIERE ML 3 AR R L FFA . 300 it B B S SR (A o 2 A
R BB 52 S, cerevisiae NR TR A BURH 73 WA AH OC J5E IR % sk 7K ~F IR B AT 177
R e AN O SR PR 2 SR 7K1 SR SIS R T R 5 B3 n 9+ 43 Wb B a4k

(3) WEREFEIEXS S. cerevisiae HMIEIIFLI . S. cerevisiae 40 IR f
] P A o 228 P f 5 o A o 200 L b 22 i [ e R o 28 P g 5 0 P A1 R i v )
B IMR IR I 43, T B w35 7R 2 v MR AR TR 1 & & . I HL 20 B o i
(R B P R 325 P H RS (R B T v o e B P o 5 A P AR S, e st
JL A1 g 197 1R -l

(4) LEEFRMIRAE SBE R TR TR, ENILA ER KB B E Y, JEorb
LRI DA R WY I v i D I 4R R B G et o e, B T B 0 I RS [ R e S A
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