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ORI A B FAIAS R BA B X M YR 55 BR 1 Mg A Ff ( Streptococcus salivarius subsp.  thermophilus ) 25 % 2
ISR T 1 4 520 LA K NaN O, Xof S [ 25 509 B2 0 48 2 R IR BTG ME A 2 M EA T8 48, S RARWT . h X A &
T2 0 R TS P P 52 A A 2 E 0840 8 1 L ) Py s /K P P R ), T T B e o o 2 I MO0 2 Tt 1 1 1) 53
T RS PRI T A SRR IR Wl ) A A ZR S ML RIVE R BT, [ I 3k mT B 5 Hh Mk AR 1 SOz i &

CO, I A K.
x 8
HESES: 0643.3 XEkFRIRAG: A

GABETRI R SN 2 R 5t ( pyruvoyl) B2
N P 1 ( pyridoxal 5'-phosphate, PLP) {1 >y % iff 1)
FE T, Hop i PLP (R EG AT 2 4
E, HRTIRSE i 22 B2 20 2 BF A48 2R R i
(glutamate decarboxylase, GAD, EC.4.1.1.15)""",
GAD 2 EYIRHEAL -8 IR K A AN AT 3 -l R AR
A% y-2d 2 T B2 (y-aminobutyric acid, GABA) # CO,
MrE—RE. T GABA HAKEIMIE ., AR %
ML CEIGHLAE . B HEINTE ) R IIEAC L B
FRA AN B AR 255 E S A )
BE", DRI GAD FUBIFFTIT & T BA 3 BT 25 3.
D-ZIEM 7 BE 2 B IS IR A T A 2 i &
YT B R , H RTHREE AR R TR GAD #5 H,
AR YR e, RO LA R A A AE
FH, TS D-R A B A AL, L GAD if
AT D-B &R A hoxd DL-B &Rk 7r. A
FERW], GAD 55 ZF LR B YA 11 A RS AZ A= )
RIBLER LA 5, AT WL GAD 16 {4 AR ¥y 2k Bl
BAREMEMN. HIi#E T GAD #58, 7388 LAY
M B RA TSR .

12 B F 5T, MR BE BK R Mg AR A
( Streptococcus salivarius subsp. thermophilus) GAD
Zeat (NH, ), SO, /- R ULVE . 55 ML M UUTE . DEAE-
Sephadex A - 50 B 7354 /Z 4 . HiPrep16/10 Phen-

Wris B : 20070205 ; &[5 H 3 : 2007-05-22.
BETE: W5 A RPAEEE I (30671460) .
1EEEfr: BT (1972-), 5, WP LRN, Mt

1) EIHEC R N : Tel: +86 —025 — 84396583, E-mail; fmb@ njau. edu. cn.

W ERRIRNG ; MERBERR A G PO 5 Ehs L Bk

yl FF B /K2 #7 #l Sephadex G - 100 BEREJZHr, 3k
18 7 H k4l GAD . fEFAEHF TS AL =) T X GAD
fEZIR & B, 5 mmol - L™'f NaCl, KCI I LiCl
SEP PR XS GAD Y A R A 400 1 4 B0
W, AFE SO mmol - L™ HIXF GAD 3 1k 5 BLfg ik
YEFH. Fond" t% ¥ NaCl 7] LIAE i} Escherichia co-
li GAD f3% 77, {H & Ueno %" 41 % B NaCl %}
Lactobacillus brevis GAD 1y 1% TE & B & W,
(NH,),SO, . Na,SO, fll MgSO, %f Lb. brevis GAD }§
PEERFEM, H (NH,),SO, > Na,SO, > MgSO,.
Ueno 55 AWK T HPEER B 17 6 2 14 37 & R) 1)
BiKAERT, AR HE GAD (36 1. R 1 v R X
Streptococcus salivarius subsp. thermophilus GAD Jf
PERRZ I AT S BRI, AR SO0 vk )
GAD & P 5 B 24T 1 i iE.

1 MR 5FHE

1.1 GAD &

& B Streptococcus salivarius subsp. thermophilus
Y-2. 25t (NH,),S0, 3 RITHE . S5 fUT3E . DE-
AE-Sephadex A-50 & T3¢ /Z 4 . HiPrep16/10 Phe-
nyl FF 557K 271 Sephadex G-100 BE )2 Hrdk 5 2
2lifl, GAD B 28 5 N ML I v ok 22 B — 2%
i, IRF TRk Al.
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1.2 FE|/FKHA

Agilent 1100 Series /&% AH 6,3i% ( XDB-C , £F,
15em x4.6 mm, 5 wm). -2 % T fiZ ( minimum
99.0% ) iy Sigma ity ; 4354l hy5E [E Tedia 1
Honeywell International INC 23 &) 7= &l s HoAhif 55 Sk
ES P e A Y A i
1.3 &

TLEAH A A . SFREN 10.254 ¢/L, =&
}0.5 mL/L f1Zf2 0.7 mL/1, pH 5.8; #shHH B
e I WEiAE C 2 K.

1.4 GAD & hE

ZIROSCHERL 13 J AT , WAk, 0. 1 mL
GAD B ( GAD iR £ 1 ok J3 TF L TR SR i )
0.1 mL L-Glu % (40 mmol - L™', T pH 4.0 11y
0.2 mol « L™" ZFR-Z FRAN 2% vh i, Ho b % 0. 02
mmol - L' PLP) 5 0.2 mL pH 4.0 [ 0.2 mol - L™
CTR- CTRANGE B (5330 5 AN TR B2 1) v 4k ) TR
G, F55CRRi1 h, AL 6 mL & ZRITCK L FE
ALV, SRIGTE4 CT 8 000 x g B.0> 15 min, B
100 wl FWSHEA 1.5 mL (TR & .0E T, B
RETHEETHR, IA30 pL ZEE-K-= (2 2
)RR, HRE RS TES TR, RE
WA SO0 uL ZEE-/K-=ZfE-PITC(7: 1: 1t 1), &
TR 30 min, F*ELCRAS T HAS TR R f ik
. A 200 WL i shAH A-iR shAH B-Ji slhiAH C(60:
12: 28) IR B, EFT VAR, I U8 R i RO
FAETEHATINE . = BORAR 5 I & 250y Ve
FERP LR 1, KD A O 254 nm, 0 56 O 27
C, #HEEEHR 20 pl.

TEME ZZAF R 1 h A1 wmol GABA Fir 7 i i
TE XN T ANEEHE JHAL(U) , RIS SR 59 B
TRZ N 100% , 1A X .

1 BRRHEEERHEEFE
Tablel Elution programs of high-performance
liquid chromatography

Time  Solution A Solution B Solution C Flow
(min) (%) (%) (%) (mL-min"")
0.00  60.00 12.00 28.00 0.60
6.00  60.00 12.00 28.00 0.60
6.10  20.00 13.50 66.50 0.40
22.00  20.00 13.50 66.50 0.40

1.5 EARIKENZE

B B I 2 2 RSk [ 14 ] R % B2
WY . L4 IS F 2K H (Bovine serum al-
bumin, BSA) JyhrHEM.
1.6 ZitAiE

FIF SPSS 12. 0 {4, R A Duncan ¥ 17

WL, .

2 R
2.1 NaCl, KCI #0 LiCl 3 GAD By

%52 }y NaCl, KCI 1 LiCl X} GAD ( 55 ¥ iy
1.49 mg « mL™") 3G PR 00 A %5 2845 5, 5 mmol -
L~'f#) NaCl %} GAD 3EPERA 52, 50 mmol - L™
() NaCl Xt GAD {& PEEIA i 1EH (P <0.01) 5 5
mmol « L") KC1 X§ GAD I ¥4 # il 1 FH (P <
0.05), 50 mmol - L™" i) KC1 %} GAD G ¥EHI%AE .
55 S mmol « L' LiCl X GAD JEPEA7 M5/
H(P<0.05), ifii 50 mmol - L™"f#% LiCl X} GAD %
PEEIGARHEFERT (P <0.01). Z5 50 Na* Fi1 17
ANJE GAD [ BOE R A RIGR], i K*F Li ™ X GAD
TG PEA B2 AR .

AR KCI FI LiCl ZEEV B (5 mmol « L") B %
GAD J&EMEA IR, SR S Ehvk B2 5 (50 mmol
< L"), GAD iEMEH I, BEBARK T K* A Li*
X GAD V& PE RS2 A di /= Ah, 3B A7 78 HoAth 52
BL, HXT GAD 3% P i 42 o AF AR 7 B K*
Li* % GAD {5 P55 1015 (2 F T RIS 9 GAD 3 77,
MR HEHL R TR, R X GAD
AR GEE R (40 LiCl). g1 F Na* X} GAD &%
WAMHVER, JofR bR a2, PRk iz
(5 mmol + L") ) NaCl I-38A47 i #2448 GAD 544,
R EE (50 mmol - L™1) B BN GAD Jf P4 & 3%
e HEE . L NaCl i 5256 25 R R A7 5
KCI F1 LiCl —F£ A4 g H L.

Fond"" ZERFFEAL M vt E. coli GAD [ 541
Hr, & NaCl AT U2 i GAD 1935 J7, {2 Ueno
2l 2111 95 P8 NaCl % Lb. brevis GAD [ 3% 14 %A 5%
e, 1 (NH,),S0,. Na, SO, fil MgSO, X} Lb. brevis
GAD /A HB 2 #1EM, H (NH,),SO, > Na,SO, >
MgSO,. Ueno 5 N\TAN B T H PR Eh 38 n 1 1 45 11 I
S EKAPERT, T2 E GAD [36 H.



358 4 F M f 521 %
K2 EBEXT S. salivarius subsp. thermophilus Y-2 GAD &4 HI250
Table 2 Effects of various salts on the activity of GAD from S. salivarius subsp. thermophilus Y-2
Sl Concentration of salts Activity Relative activity
alts
(mmol - L™") (U-mL™") (%)
C.K. / 17.40 +0.64 100
5 17.67 £0.65 101.55 £3.74
NaCl
50 18.58 £0.69 * ~ 106.78 £3.97
KCI 5 16.39 £0.61" 94.20 £3.51
50 18.01 £0.67 103.51 £3.85
LiCl 5 16.33 +0.60 " 93.85 +3.45
50 18.50 £0.68 "~ 106.32 +3.91

Note: The concentration of GAD protein was 1.49 mg mL™".

2.2 AEMEEFX GAD iF RN

T HAIE Ueno 48 N WL, & 1 XA ] i B2
A Na® | K", Li" F NHS X} GAD { ¥ #9520 i 47
THER. Gi5ER : B NaCl, KCI, LiCl FI NH,CI
AOREESS N, GAD RYTE PR, 3Rk A 3] —
SEFERERS, GAD f3E P SUTF IR T KE. el 2 KCl
1 LiCl #£5 mmol - L™, X+ GAD 45 &85 1 il 1
M, MIFEEASERG I, GAD [3% Ik S M 5.

A BH 5 X6 2 B 7K A T %) 5 Wi %) 355
FEk NH, >K* >Na® >Li*™" | R
o BB K i DA % i 81 A [) R J3E T 5 5 ¥k J3E IO A
NH,; <K* <Na® <Li", #kM NaCl, KCl, LiCl F
NH, Cl fg # S. salivarius subsp. thermophilus Y-2
GAD M) e KB B 7 BE R 24 NH) =K* >
Na® >Li" (K1), Al L NH, | K| Na® Fl Li* %}
GAD HYFZ IR A B /KA B L.

130

——LiCl :
—e—NaCl / 1
1200 —2—KCI -/ S

110 y _
AT
100 & 7 I

201

Relative activity / %

80

0 20 40 60 80 100 120 140 160
Concentration / mmol«L-1

Bl 1 AR BH S 7% GAD { PERY 25
Fig. 1 Effect of various cations on the GAD activity

The concentration of GAD protein was 1.49 mg » mL™".

2.3 AREIPEFX GAD &1t
2 %48 TR [RY B i SO3~ . CL™ Al NO; %

* P<0.05; **, P<0.0l.

GAD &M, 4558 W78 GAD )G PEfE % NaCl
1) e B 38 o B s, 4 R v B GK B — o FR R I
GAD (13 M W LI 46 F B 17 Na, SO, Fil NaNO, 7
M BE B X GAD & AT B i Il VE L, 285 bl
FHEWRBEE TN, GAD MG PE g i og , Ehik
IR B —EFEEERY, GAD BYIGPEN LI IG R . H
F Na, SO, . NaCl F1 NaNO, ¥ & #h b, 7 4% vk B
NaCl Jf- A FBXT GAD & J1A M EH, It
W] SO~ 11 NO; %f GAD 4 55 By kil e Fil.

TEARER W BT 1 45 F T, %45 5 Fond " BB
LR —3, (ARG Ueno %1 fYBFST 45 B .
Bfi%5 Na,SO, ¥k BE (42w, Na,SO, % ¥ &K ILXF GAD
TG R AEHEVEFT. 10 RH P 3 0 Tl A 5 P 52 e 5
WA G

M 2 B] L, Na,SO,F1 NaNO, X} GAD f¢){ifk
6 PR R 25 28R W AR T NaCl, "] HEJE B T Na,
SO, Fil NaNO, f Jg HHEER XS GAD I PE A2 1
R SO~ 1l NO; X GAD 3% 4 1 1 1 4 FH 1% 314
FIrEL

R B 5 X8 2 11 S5 ) st /K A FH S5 1) P i 555
SO;™ >Cl™ >NO; | Bfi ) — 8 11 R 1 g 7k 5 [
g BRI FR R, #LS b T I B 3 BN NOy
>Cl™ >S0; . SLIEERE, R Ef Na,S0, |
NaCl F1 NaNO,X%f GAD & PER e HF/E IR 24 A 1Y
WA, BT e R B I A NaNO, > NaCl > Na, SO,
(E12), &4 R 5uKEMR AR HE, 4
VAW NOy | Cl™ Al SOT™ HY BE IR e E AR 45 Bt
Na, SO, A 1) Na ™ ¥ BE J& NaCl Fl1 NaNO, i H i
Na* WRBERY 2 £, [ S 56 245 S AN RE 78 70 e 4%
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PG WX CAD {7 T 52 2 75 02ty i K AV A
GAD 775k ] 5 5 T 16 L.

130 o— NaCl I
o—NaNOj; /I\
L 120F —* NaSO, / \\\%
S 110 //fx
E 100 .4%//‘//§17 /%}%
< —
E \i/ A
2 t
2 9

L
<
<

20 40 60 80 100 120 140
Concentration / mmol«L-1

&1 2 A [ B 85 % GAD 3 1 ) S
Fig. 2 Effect of various anions on the GAD activity
The concentration of GAD protein was 1.49 mg - mL ™"

2.4 NaNO, 3t R [E & Bk GAD & MR #i

Bl 3 4T NaNO, X A [A] 85 1 B2 GAD &
IFEIR, 25 R 24 GAD EHWKE N 0.31 mg -
mL ™', B NaNO, ¥ BE 3 N, XF GAD & 4 g 49
HIFE NG ; 24 GAD Ay 1.49 mg - mL™'
I, AR NaNO, X GAD A 82l fE e, 3
B NaNO, ¥ B2 34 fin %) GAD i 1 e {2 i 7 5
24 GAD R M K 6.38 mg - mL ™'}, NaNO, 7E4%
WEE R R e BE A5 1R, X GAD 3% 4R 2 30 I 2 1Y
PEHEAE .

240

—*—0.31 mg.mL’} GAD 1
——1.49 mg.mL" GAD SN
X 200 +—6.38 mg.mL"! GAD RN
z ¥ N
kS I— 1 N
£ 160 | - !
g A
2 .
20 pF
T K e
& S, .
80 — . s

0 20 40 60 80 100 120 140 160
NaNO;/ mmolsL1!

P 3 NaNO, XA A S L 1) GAD 35 4 A4 52
Fig. 3 Effect of NaNO; on the activity of GAD at
various protein concentrations

MIEN3 R IL, NaNO, XA [A) 8 H 1 GAD 1y
PR JE A —EU, NaNOy XMW LAY GAD (135
PEHEAGIVER, SRMEEE GAD & H ik 2 (19
i, Ai%F GAD I BA B R ER], HE RS
MapEa AR s FEAHIRI R EE T, FlE 85 o0k 5 iy 4
i, NaNO,xf GAD i ¥ i £ i 1 F e 2%

HH B KW R G — MR &R
g, BRIERGEREN EEFMPZ—HZ: 2
(BEEE) A RIMe e, AR, A5 RERK

sk T T EN . WESE 2B, S, salivarius subsp.
thermophilus Y2 GAD Wyfi& W pH /4.0, 5
GAD P& 5 pH 4.2 H1ES . [N GAD 7E 4%
HL T, B AR el TR b, o> A S A
FAWC S i A A SR AR BEAE 3 1 B L A s, o)
FHYREIG IR, (6] 52N A4 2 ARk B 1 231
I, ASFITBEGL SN . 24 S A A7 A 2 T 1Y)
HpEER I, FhEs 1R DU IR Ix Se i 5|y, fdifg oy ¥
BT, Bl SR AR T3S N GAD (R et , W]t
TP AR AN EE , A ) T 0 B 02 Sy i 2R AT, PRI
HipkEh Xt GAD TR B B IR Ve .

4 GAD [l R JE By, TR A B 1
Z R EAHE R 5 R A R E AN B35, RN AR R
ARG EEL RIS, b X R 73 7 1 SR A &R
REE R SZ AN, TR ES 5% GAD 1iF 7 1 52 fi
FEPR TR e A A IHIEM. B GAD
it R BE 3 e, AR B0 1 2 B PR L 5 |
A RN G BOR R, 1 I Hh PR X R AT T S
T SRAE T ZORG B2 A/ P A ok i i =, RV it
ERVEAE FIXE GAD 3% 4 1Y) 52 Wil 0 A oK AT 2 5
8 Fh VA VR L GAD BgE Jy /R R T3R8
FXF GAD I P i 40 i VR TTIsE, 0 330y ok 6
GAD {1 B A e AR H.

Ak, T GAD fEfL L-Glu B AR A= i y-24 5k
THRFN CO,, vl e B2 i W SAAE AR v 7 Vs ik B2 e
-7, CO, B 5 1 A R T BN MR 2R 1 e o i
ANECRE P00 S A B S A FR T A 1
RS, PRSI, CO, A B Bk, CO,%f
GAD A Sz I 52 Wi o B R i 25, 5k Wk J32 42 v )
CO,TE K T Vs A B2 [RAIR, CO, 118 PR Ui HE K A )
THEAE SO A EAT. D R PR ER X GAD 1 PR
Wil , 3B ] RS ERRRAR 1 AR AT A G

Zx bR, vtk T DLE ik R AR PR i R
RR R O A R Gk vk, feif GAD 1577, [A]
I —2eEh 21X GAD % 14 7] gk HA 554 I /E
HEER X GAD T 14 1Y 52 i A e 2 18 1 K PR b i 42
IL[RVE AP 45 2R, [RS8 AT e 5 rh PR 3R AR
TR Z R CO, TR R REA K.
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Mechanism of the Effects of Neutral Salts on
Glutamate Decarboxylase Activity

YANG Sheng-yuan', LU Zhao-xin', LU Feng-xia', BIE Xiao-mei', JIAO Yang', SUN Li-jun'
(1. College of Food Science and Technology, Nanjing Agricultural University, Nanjing 210095, China;

2. Biology Department, Hanshan Normal University, Chaozhou 521041, China)

Abstract; The mechanism of the effects of neutral salts on the activity of Streptococcus salivarius subsp. thermophi-

lus glutamate decarboxylase ( GAD) was discussed. Through the investigations of various cations and anions on

GAD activity, and the effects of NaNO, on GAD activity at various protein concentrations respectively, it was found

that the activation of neutral salts on GAD activity was the results of co-actions of weak inhibition and increasing the

colloidal systems stability of GAD rather than the increase of hydrophobic interaction between subunits of GAD. Be-

sides, the activation of neutral salts on GAD activity, to a degree, might be owed to the reduction of CO, solubility

by salts.

Key words ; Glutamate decarboxylase; Streptococcus salivarius subsp; Thermophilus; Salt; Mechanism;

Hydrophobic interaction





