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E 1 oEAQ SARAIAY ME A ATEY

Lactococcus Lactobacillus Streptococcus Bifidobacterium Leuconostoc

Plasmid +H++H+ +++++ +H+++ +++ ++

Shuttle vector +++++ +++++ +++ ++ +

Heterologous

protein +H+++ +H+++ +++ + +

extression

Food-grade

vector +++++ +++++ +

Intergative

food grade +++++ ++++ +

vector

Complete

genome 14 strains 143 strains 492 starins 42 starin 10 starins

sequencing
— o _ o N
Zetan|= pCBI8E G+C #&FE 39.2%, 1,821702 7= o] FoA 9L, shtel

replicase (342 amino acids, 41 kDa)E Ztx 9l°ow, Lewu citreum IH37TEH «] plHO1
WE] °] replicase WA} 96% AsAHdS EAtt (Eom et al., 2010). £ wWE o] LA
71 2ZS dol® 7] ¢4&l, single—stranded DNA 74 A A o H-E southern blotS &
2438 A3} rolling circle replication 7| #tel] 28] A== Aoz ghetgc},

Zet2v = pCB42+= G+C &2 34.58%, 4,231709] 712 o] FoA 9lx, 6719
ORFE /st 9lom o] 1709 transposase, 171¢] DNA-—binding % A}, 270 <]
putative replication FAX, 270¢ unknown FAHAE Egstm  glth. o]l&=
theta—type replication 7]Zrell ol&l] EA == Aoz Helrt (Eom et al., 2012).

2. Leuconostoc—E. coli A5 ¥ ¥ pLeuCM, pLeuCM42

Leucostocoll A 2l&] FHAAE HHA|717] &, Felgk F7HA] fFikd WEE 7|4t
© 2 Leuconostoc—E.coli A5 WHE TFH3sFAth. pCB18¢t pUCI9eA A=
pEK104 ®E]E ligationdte] pLeuCME Azt ch(d 2). pCB183 t}=4 pCB42
WEel= 3717} AAM  Leuconostoc—E. coli AS WHE F3F3t7] Ael, replicon
minimizationg A skt ol= ¢ 6719 ORFE DAME F A4stshH A EHA o 5
= wAsHA Aarls fl*ﬁ}obw(:ﬂ 1)(Eom et al, 2012), # 43} #H
pCBm32+ pEK104® ¥} ligationsto] Leuconostoc—E. coli A& ¥l pLeuCM42
(29 3)= TH3H3



P (349)

Mo Kha 1 (421) Hirdlll (3917)

Kprel 6 Sall (95) W e Replication

pCB42 | lm—. = 4 # 5 +
| ! o2 of3 | ot | ofs | orf6 !

pCBm12 | ;
pCBm13 :
pCBm21 ;
pCBm22 —————————— 5
pCBm23 : : ' : E
pCBm31 '
pCBm32 :

pCBm33 — i
pCBmd2 —y

Fl4++ 1++1+

32 1. pCB429HIE| 9] replication & FAS BAlE

B l{3060,
:ﬁl:ﬂmi fBam 151 czgs)s)
Saclam) Famerien; FRAm (9T iy
w1979 Humpg
i sar 13085 p
i SeoE1{2)

_Bsmg)

pCB18

1821 bp

Hmm ey pEK104
3085 bp
ey Porl(2653)
FAla HEndlll (2637)
Baigh)  gan| i Kpnl
s KP;‘I‘::;E) Kpnl, CIAP
bn[[{m; Sacl, CIAP - ;:;:Iul;jﬂwu) | #eo R1G
Siea1 (5794) - =
B“Ef: 3:: \ Ligation
Ligation
Kot 117280 ,,HM pLeuch42
HpdlL(1EO1) 8216 bp
Parl (4474)_ Fin dTIT (1316)
Him d111 (4438)
le(}ﬁi; d
sl 0821
Baa R1(1823) xbamgsn)
SRl m« HIGo6S
| Sa 13573)]
Epm 103979)
a3 2. pLeuCM HH 1& QAL a2 3. pLeuCM42 HIE 1& QAL
= - . - o -
755 pLeuCMe| #e| kA2t thekdh hostell 49| transformation &&& +43
23, 100415 o] F, 80% A= dFol WHE st slo] AR crE EAHS
= = o] =
& 4 ol ®gk thokst [Akxtol A9 transformation E&S A5, Lew.

citreum, Leu. mesenteroides, Lactococcus lactis, Lactobacillus plantarum. Lb.
reuteri, Streptococcus thermophilus, Weissella confusa, Oenococcus oeni} 72 t}
oF&l Aol A transformatione] 7}Fs3stith(Eom et al., 2010).



B 2. pLeuCM HE7} ThoFst SAMAOA 9] transformation 85

Transformation
frequency ™

Organisms

Levconostoc citreum CB2567 5.1 = 107
L. mesenteroides ATCCR203 1.2 = 107
L. mesenteroides NRRL B-512F 1.7 = 10°
Lactococcus lactis KOCTC3769 4.1 = 10/
Lactobacilius plamiarum KCTC3 104 6.0 = 107
Lb. reuteri KCTC3594 2.1 = 10
Streptococcus thermophilus KOTC3658 .4 = 10
Weissella confusa KACCL 1841 3.1 = 10!
Olenococceus oeni KCTC3200 [.7 = 10

*Expressed as chloramphenicol-resistant colonies recovered per micro-
gram of pLeuCM isolated from £. coli (average of three independent
experiments).

pLeuCM™ Elel 41 o] ol FAAe] W5 Eelstal A, a—amylase®t B
—galactosidase FAAES 22t Lb. amylovorus$t Lb. plantarum® <378 A| DNAe| A
22]5ted pLeuCM A EWEH| ZF=Zyste] XA pLeuCMamy$t pLeuCMgals
TEHedch 29 4,59 Fol, F7HA| o FAATE AFAH S E Leuconostoceoll Al
&= 9t (Eom 2007; Eom et al., 2009).

supernatantfrom & 2
Leuconostoc harboring .
pLeuCMamy £ os
‘.3 1.5
bt _ 04 E
PR
kDa  sps-PAGE Active staning BE g
<= 03 1 %=
225 — & g
150 — & =
;f 02 =]
100 — 2 o
75 — | -
Control o T o
o
supernatant Fenmnmmn hme(i:
a2 4. pLeuCMIt pLeuCMamy HIE]E $rGst =& 5 pLeuCMgal HIE| S $+53F Leuconostoc
Leuconostocdt£0|A419] amylase &4 &7 50| A5 2] B-galactosidase &4 é@

pLeuCM42¥ = 1004t #lofolF 60% =2 WE A Bl T3 tfofil
F Akt 41 9] transformation E&L B|nEASPYES W, Leu citreum, Leu.
mesenteroides, Lc. lactis, Lb. plantarum, Lb. reuteri, St. thermophilus, W. confusa,
O. oeni 5 98] & 2 FoA EA 7FsH(E 3). o= pLeuCM} pLeuCM427}F
AT Ag e HAA FLAF T2 AR S ok PHAT SF w9
= 7+ HHY e EoAEHEom et al., 2012).

T



B 3. pLeuCM42 "IE{7} T}efst SAFAO|A Q] transformation &-&

Organisms Transformation frequency?
(CFU/ug DNA)
Leuconostoc citreum CB2567 9.3 x 107
L. citreum KACC 91035 7.4 % 102
L. mesenteroides ATCC8293 63 = 10°
Lactococcus lactis KCTC3769 2.4 x 10
Lactobacillus plantarum KCTC3104 1.2 = 107
Lb. reuteri KCTC3594 1.4 x 10!
Streptococcus thermophilus KCTC3658 6.0 = 10°
Weissella confusa KACC11841 13 x 10°
Oenococcus oeni KCTC3200 1.0 x 10

® Expressed as chloramphenicol-resistant colonies recovered per
microgram of pleuCM42 isolated from E. coli (average of 3 independent
experiments).

pLeuCM42® el = Leuconostocoll A9 L—lactic acid =AY 43} dextransucrase
knock—out -l ALttt D—Lactic acide WEAFL WaFH}AA A=
HF AFHA ol wiAESE THEl ZARAIA A Ee oA & glth
Leuconostocd < MRSl Al #j kAl H & w] D—lactic acidE& FAHEZ A stHA L
9] L—lactic acid® A A3c}t. webA L—lactic acidE th# A 4Fsl= Leuconostocd F
S A7 Y8, Lb. plantarum e 1dhL FA A2} Leu. mesenteroides pyruvate
kinase promoter% pLeuCM42¢) Atdsled A xgtA el pLC42pkLE A28t & 4
9} o], L—lactate dehydrogenase®&d 3 L—lactic acid &S A3 Z7tsh9 L,
D—/L—lactlc acid &= v|dE= Fastde. =3 +F5%H FFE sauverkraut WHaE A
of 2elelZ A E o, 22 a5 Bk (¥ 6)(Jin et al.,, 2016).

F 4. ol FF 4F FAAS Leu mesenteroides®] D—/L—lactic acid A= v|

Time (h) o-{L-Lactate ratio in L mesenteroides harboring

Mo plasmid pLC18ld pLC4Zlld pLC18pkL pLC42pkL

0 = = = = =

3 021 0.17 0.56 0.48 0.16
B 1.08 0498 1.62 0.86 0.76
9 2.54 330 3.60 7.34 1.75
12 934 8.18 6.60 922 224
16 1215 8.80 8.92 10.65 263
20 11.18 8.31 10.59 12.41 2.81

24 59.69 a.11 10.61 11.58 3.13
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D-lactate (mM)

0 T T T
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13 6. Sauerkraut @axo] oY (@)%} pLC42pkLe] & AAZ = Leu mesenteroides
(O)5 AEHZ A18519-8 o L-lactic acid (A)2} D-lactic acid (B)

Leuconosotce =74 A&} 22 wHaAFo 2tz o] &3 u, HAE(dextran)JA
o] g A7t = sivh webA] dextrans AASHA 9+ mutantE AEHE o] &
st7] $lsl  Leu. citreum CB2567zx% chromosome®| Sl+= dextransucrase®
homologous recombination”] <2 ©|£3te] knock—outA] #Ht}. Dextransucrases+* Ak
7F E8A3 ® dFe oA Fe ASEL, FO HAMbE AAYE 52 2 AolE

Hol|x ¢Foral dextrane AASHA &otth(Jin et al., 201).
Z 4o A= F7VA Leuconostoc—E. coli shuttle W E] 2] EAJS Qokslglt}.

® 4. pLeuCM®} pLeuCM429] £/

Characteristics pLeuCM pLeuCM42

Size 5.8kb 8.3 kb
Replication type Rolling circle replication Theta-type replication
Copy number Low High

Plasmid stability High High
Host-range Leu. citreum, Leu. mesenteroides, Lc. lactis, Lb. plantarum,

Lb. reuteri, St. thermophilus, W. confusa, O. oeni

3. Leuconostoc A3 E

A3 Leuconostoces WA, §49 22 thefdt EHE58 880 E A F
G AEFFCE o]gsty] A8 FAUWPWEHE  FHEC WA, Lew
mesenteroides ATCC 82930] & B Ao R *}%’8}% glucose®} sucrosedl| Z| o A4 &
AL A FAAE transcriptome H o|HE o] &35t FA s, TF A Y 6719

AW {-H A 2] promoterE [3—galactosidase %4 }Oﬂ fusionsle] &Alo| 714 =&

o



promoter(P710)& sl dtl. =3k Leuconostocoll 412 dhx|wraw e el pCB4170<
T%35+9tH(Cho 2015).

stAIRE, AW E] el pCB41702] copy number”} o A 3] »;9— FEg Hol7| o
W E 9 replicase FAAE] WY FodWolE Fste] SsIGFP (super
folding GFP)E reporter XA ZE 3le] =2 copy numberE Ho|l+ mutantE FACS
7Z1Mb 14 Arsld (2 7). pCB41709] replicase A A2 4690 A sequence”}
CollA] TZ wHold WEE pCB42702 2 W™ttt pCB42702] copy numberv 7|

EwlElo] Zlo nle 30w AT =dcH(2d 8). »HE EHA #WEal pCB4270% A 7}
O 06—]'93\

-

ol 7|E9
G

A wb A (sfGFP, glutathione—s—transferase, a—amylase) @& 02 JF&
t}(Son et al., 2016). ¥ W3 HE = LeuconostocoA] =2 &9 #4 } Hhe & 9
gt &% = 2 AeE 7E

a Hindlll Safl Psti b
Amp’ sfGFP
: _ 80
E. coli [it]
ColE1 origin "ol
E
=
Cnv c
EcoRI * T ! BamHI =
1587 bp §-
b 2
2000 1 E
%
4] sy
t 1500 4 o
=]
=] |
O 1000 \
@ ~. |
500 WS \\ /_.-" \
e A3
0 : . —
100 10 102 103 104 103

Relative fluorescence intensity

a2 8. Leu. citreum CB25679429] pCB4170x}

13 7. FACE7|¥to 2 3t high-copy HE] 74 -
| 8 py " 75 pCB4270 RAZHA|Q] copy number 8|

4. Leuconostoc =3I A AHE

sAbdtell A 8 -0l FAAE WS A3 M= SAE FAAe] AAL
= 2Aq7] HsA AA7 ZERETE S Y dd W o] ZE RE strength
7V Zeta wAA de] vl Fow AAdH WAL A EA(cytoplasm) bl FH
3 yEETA Aol 9= inclusion bodiesE A AsHA FHof, gl Hdo] whwd A o
A ALEEE AAe] HH 23| AEe HA4S v a2 s EdsEs A
As| 24T £ e 5 ZZRE7L Pasleh. LeuconostocdF7F sucroserl & of 4

o

] transcriptome®} secretome Hlo]EH FH°=Z sucrose PTS (Leum_0288)2}

{



levansucrase(Leum_1409, Leum 1411) °7<4XP7} sucrose| & ZH=+= 3,
T asioh Al7FA FA A promoter A& B—galactosidasef & AFoll fusiondle]
SWHWEH S 559 Leu. citreum CBNU2567°1] T 8)ale] WA A 27 glucose
9} sucrose’} H7FE MRSH] Ao A o] 48X SAs . 2 A3, F7HA] F=w
oWl B (pEK32P1409Galat pEK32P1411Gal)?t sucrose HjX|o|A B—galactosidase”}
T dss ¥ 5ith(Cho 2015).

xl

© o)
=

Jo

5. Leuconostoc food—grade 3 g

=z Z1lo] 9 El ulg)

glol= =FAkell g WA ¥Eal ol el A W Ado| HQEho)
Leu. citreums theFsh A

g AlFolA $HFo| AR ZEule]QEI0R ZIF R T
A FEAE WAel T FEFsioh mekA] @EAE vheEslas 78 A bsh) E
selection marker® Ahg3te]l ©FEAF WAS 7HA Lew citreum 55 A ZsFaLA
Lb. plantarums+2] 2] bile salt hydrolase+Z AE pCB41700] &4 3te] food—grade
W g] el pCB4170BSHE F+&st9ith(2¥ 9). o|E Leu citreum CB2567¢] & A
Azgkst S wl, 0.3%2] glycodeoxycholic and sodium salt(GDCA)oll A4 WHAS H ot}
(2% 10)(Cho et al., 2015).

30

L, I L. citreum
Amp — — N L clrsin
£ 2.5 harboring pEK32P710BSH
bsh E
pCB4170 o 5
Ppstt 8 20 1 = X
P710 o =
o =
w 15
@
c™m =
w
H
g 10
8
pCB4170BSH 710 0.5
0.0

0.01 0.03 0.05 0.07 0.1 0.2

Bile salt concentration (%)

a8 10. st ©FE Tl A9 ofAl E}
I3 9. pCB4170BSH A xSHA| & A% ) Leu. citreum CB25673 pCB4170BSH7}
AR & Ao ASe|n

S Dol AFESAQ AAeNA $HFOZ T Akt FATOD AEA
!
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