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# E: KBAALEE (Urate oxidase, Uox) & —FP ALK BR A A f & & 0988, F A T B 64 M 0L B RA= &
P B g2 06 57 . I P AL P iR ik th —4k Uox & & B4k OUC-1, 2 16STRNA 30 B 55 047, b5 = K3 Jaif
& Bacillus fastidiosus /& 7| A8/ & 99%. B. fastidiosus OUC-1 ¢9 Uox 2464/, 2#7 & B 1% B R 53 pH A=
B A A 10,0 2 40 C; Uox vASKER A &M R 3 ) 5 A4 K /8% (0.15£0.04) mmol/L (n=5). Mg> #4542 %
FEEMEM, M Zn*Fe SDS ALiR A 4 2B 6 BEE . A GenBank ¥R F AT H A E A F 4 uox A H A5,
RI Y3 uox A E, i@ iT SWISS-MODEL #f Uox & 8] 45 Bt 47T, 282 R RWER K, LLEXH T
% 35.38 kDa. U 3% uox A B LA XMATE ¥ KA, AJe 4 ) Uox o) 1 L BUE R B A AR L.
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Screening, characterization and expression of microbial urate
oxidase

Jingnt Xian, Xin Guo, Bo Li, Haibo Peng, Xiaolong Wang, Jianye Zhang, and Gang Chen

Ocean University of China, Qingdao 266007, Shandong, China

Abstract: Urate oxidase (Uox), an enzyme catalyzing oxidation of uric acid to allantoin, is widely used as diagnostic
reagents and for treatments of uarthritis and hyperuricemia diseases. In our study, a higher Uox producer, bacterial strain
OUC-1, was isolated from soil samples. The 16S rRNA gene sequence of strain OUC-1 showed 99% identity to the
homologous fragments of Bacillus fastidiosus. After purification, Uox showed the optimal pH and temperature was 10.0 and
40 °C. The K, value of Uox was (0.15+0.04) mmol/L (n=5) with uric acid as the substrate. Uox activity was enhanced by
Mg?*, and seriously inhibited by Zn* and SDS. Then the uox gene of B. fastidiosus OUC-1 was amplified and sequenced. The
3D structures of Uox, predicted with SWISS-MODEL, showed a homotetramer structure with a subunit molecular weight of
35.38 kDa. Finally, the gene coding for the B. fastidiosus Uox was successfully cloned and heterologously expressed in E. coli,
which provides theoretical basis and technical support for improvement of Uox in the future.
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JRIER A AL (Urate oxidase, Uox, EC1.7.3.3)
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A I 1o PRI A 1y b i R 1 7 Uox T
PR, RBEfG4EAL Uox, JFXTEAEIRE . pH S5~
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FEB, AT BEATE R R IR KR, NS
S uox J PR 5 AR 2 1A I 0 ) K i1 e e 1k AN
R PISE A 117 Uox B85 e fi o

1 MBE5FE

1.1 ##
1.1.1 BRI
AN 5T K B9 R kR K FF B Escherichia coli
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DH50. BL21 FlJfik; pET28a &5 Jy A LI % {RAT
112 BEFEREH

PRIZFE R W) & R 3R ik (o/L): B IR B
0.5, & LN 0.1, BEFR A 4 0.5, MR A4 0.5,
R 2, pH 7.0 [EAS; B G SR HEAS N 2% B BE o

77 IRIR FAG I R B R B (/L) : SR 10 g,
WEbE 20 g, SfL4N 05 g, BREREE 1 g, BERR A
B 1g, BiMRE 10 mg, JRE2 1.59g, pH 7.0,
1.2 F%
1.2.1 7= PRER4A T B MR 1Y 7 1

FREUS g A [RIFRERIR A - HERE b, A S & 4E
BFRBEF 30 'C. 120 r/min ¥RV EAEREFE 3-5 d.
Tofs JBE 5 R 5 TR AT TE 1 A PR TR 1Y) 7 2 K 3% 3k b 8%
F%, PSS AH BV TR, &asaifs, b
TER TR FE 3P 3 3-5d, Rl & e P Uox 11
T, Rk P Uox A B ARIES Tk — 2R
1.2.2  PEMRA KRR S AL B BE IS M Ao I

7 Tl 2 T o R R s BB AS I P AR K N
MV Uox B o B AR AE 4 38 3 Kl ODegoo Y ELHA
SE o Uox 15 PEAR IR SCHR TS0 f 4543 B e e 1 pmol
PRTR 12t 2 SR BT I o RSl B I TR PR R 5 W
T 293 nm ZEAMGTN WO (R B 67 B[] 14 a2 2 >k
g, BAAAKT:

(25 F Aggs — TR Aggs ) /K x AR x 1555
12.6 x FEI R AR AR

1.2.3 PEEEH 165 rRNA ZEE W F K X% &

FRIU™ iff oA P (4 3 K 41 DNA, F1l FH 16S rRNA
H DU S [ HEA T PCR 3307180 45 gy 2 4
I E S, FFaliEat PubMed $c# 2 Y Blast
T H-5 GenBank H %R J¥ 51 HEAT LU 4347, 12
SR ATE R A AR RIIE R . DNA T3 A= T AE9)
TR (R ) B A R R S8
1.2.4 ToEEHMR Uox ByZifk

PR AR R WSS A L B0 4 B AR IR A
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REW . PR B e B O B, BIHL
T . K I PN AR 22 50 mL B #T % (10 kDa)
WA B W ARG, Wit AKTA & 4lifk R G IR
% DEAE-52 [ 5154 2 4 oV o4 445 2 4 R i
Sephacryl S-300 #E iz 3k 1 J2 A7 2% Uox g1 7k
— 4tk
1.2.5 Uox Bg2EM: B 417

Wb LF 19 Uox BRI A A & 1Y BN AR 2
W, AR BrIRE (25°C.28°C.30°C.32°C.35°C,
37°C.40°C.42°C.45°C.48°C.50C.52C.
55 °C .58 C. 60 ‘C).pH (7-12). % L& F (Cu®*.
Zn* . Mn* . Mg® . Fe* I Ca’) K g il F
(EDTA. Bkmg . SDS) X Uox & rsZm,
LRGN E 3 A4

TE R RFLE VBT, SO 53 5 AN ) I
JEAREE 10, 20, 30 min JE Rl AR TG AR Ak KGN 4
J& R Uox SZmasiar, B nyuk B iE
0-6 mmol/L, Bk Ca®*fliffl CaCl,4h, Hifihé:)m e
TR AR RR AL S Y 5 K I EE) 77) EDTA
WKk . SDS XF Uox 15 PE 52 m , 00f 551 (0 e 2 4
HE M 0.5.1.0,2.0,3.0,4.0,6.0,8.0mmol/L.
1.2.6 FRZFHFFE Bacillus fastidiosus OUC-1
) Uox KRERHEE (Kn) Wi

7E 25 ‘C4FF, 0.2 mmol/L BERSM I 1A Z
(pH 9.0)H, WA [R] A B 9 IR (0.1-0.5 mmol/L)
JRY, 7E 293 nm A4b 1 min PGIRI A I8 1 o Hi e
Lineweaver Burk PR [ % IR BRIG Koo

1.3 HERFMAFE B. fastidiosus OUC-1 K&
B uox EEMRE. K&

uox JL K31 . AR¥E GenBank H LA uox MR
SEIEHI T 1 B, fastidiosus OUC-1 14 [ uox JL[E
SIFFIE P, T s, S 7EE
R 5 19750 55| ARG BamH T F1 Hind 11T
BEOIOLS, BARS P50 . IEM5[4) UoxF:
5-CGGG ATCCATGTTTTATGGTAAAGGCG-3'; [

&: 010-64807509

] 51 ¥ UoxR : 5-CCCAAGCTTTCATAGTGCA
ACATACTCCG-3', PCR #/## %% ik [24-25]i1 7 -

uox Fik#MAk pET28a/uox MYFIHE: uox LA
PCR ¥ M4/~ #ISik. pET28a 4% BamH I #il
Hind [NV EIfcalifh, 24 T4 DNA &R E
BRI BL21 B2 454, A
Jiiki pET28a/uox, =4 ok v 41N f 2B TAEY) T
TR (1) et A RS w58

KIGAF B T4 F£ik Uox EAMS B itk &
A Uox EHFRIAW TRERRKGITHEKEE . IPTG
WeRIKE 48 h WOREEIK, 7 500 r/min 2.0
20 min AR TRIAR, T AR 28 0 P IR B 7T O 1500
VAR AUTIE S A4 12% SDS-PAGE 4 #t
et SO M AT s AR R A, FAL
i AKTA EP4ifb 2%, 458 M2 kg
e N T o

2 BREL

21 FRESUEEKTFEREE

S & TR NIAEAE L rh alifk ) 9 SR EA
=B W O E Rk, 42 PCR §73% 16S rRNA #5435
G I P HEAT P A R, AR GenBank H A ¥
F 90 AR RLE L XTS5 5 (P AU ARTBLEE>98 %), %)
% 5% u0-331, uo0-332. uo0-333, uo-334, uo-335,
u0-338 K ZEFUAT A B, u0-336. uo-411 M {E Hjf
W8, uo-412 T e o AR 2 WY R A /N
2 TR VR 1% 1 A T, uo-338 BT A 174 TG e e
H 16S rRNA JF 41| 55 %85 5K ZF AT 3 Ak I ) 4
(NR_113989) HHMIIE>99% . B bk 28 itk — A 1) A= it
A AR 53 BT IS B R SR ZE AT A B. fastidiosus
OUC-1, LAFSEEE XA Uox BT 5T
2.2 B. fastidiosus OUC-1 H94 < F07=H ih £k
M E

SLEh gk (K 1) EoR, B. fastidiosus OUC-1
ZRWERE 36 h AR IR SR, FHSTERAY
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1 B. fastidiosus OUC-1 B94 K F0EEE N E
Fig. 1 Growth and enzyme production curve of B. fastidiosus
OuUC-1.

ODeoo fHE THE . KR BHEAEEE SR 12 h FiARAS:
DIE] Uox 3G, 24 h g%k 0.128 U/mL, %30 h
TG MR, 1A% 0.183 U/mL, FifiJ i 15 7k 72
TR,
2.3 B. fastidiosus OUC-1 = Uox By &ti{k

S v R TR N AR AR ARG I - Uox il I
Ve, 2 T T 200 KL TV 2688 D8 VAR 4 AN E— 2 1)
T BERZEMTAiALS , PN A Uox & #8 A
ARRERRE (R 1), MAN Uox 1 LT HE Tt
T 5 %, MAh Uox Y ELREE LT T 13 f%.
SDS-PAGE 45 (& 2) 3 Uox Z4lifb ) 4l
HIR4e s, HFZIrAiTE 35-40 kDa Z [A],

F 1 S iEpEsEFILEGE
Table 1 Enzyme activity and specific enzyme activity
Endoenzyme Exoenzyme
;L:)réglsng Enzyme activity (U/mL)  Specific activity (U/mg) Enzyme activity (U/mL) Specific activity (U/mg)
Crude enzyme 0.28 4.60 0.11 0.85
Ultrafiltration 0.34 11.70 0.18 1.73
DEAE 0.42 16.80 0.26 5.73
Gel filtration 0.84 23.33 0.38 11.35
A s 2.4 FRFMFTHE B. fastidiosus OUC-1 K&
kDa M 1 2 kDa M 1 2 Uox E"]@ﬁ?"‘li@ﬁ
— e—— ~
180 — — \ S e
1= 14— 2,41 Uox 3 S IR B B A PR
100— s | . SN .
To—. . 70 — - SR EE R (18 3), 40 CMIZEE RS T
55— w— b ™ R L TGN 25 “C T+ ) 40 ‘CHY, B. fastidiosus
40— 40 — — , ; o ,
’ L LS e 0UCL il Uox PRI TR TR TR
o . - KA, 7F 40 CHUMFE 10 min 5 kB ik
25—  — e o Ih N . >
JEM 48 CHE =% 55 CLAEHT, [FTE M = a5 PR
1| 89 J JIE A ZE K, H A

2 OUC-1Ba5h (A)BEA (B) £E{k Uox B9 SDS-PAGE
Ei%

Fig. 2 SDS-PAGE analysis of exoenzyme and endoenzyme
purification. (A) Lane 1: unpurified exoenzyme; Lane 2:
purified exoenzyme. (B) Lane 1: unpurified endoenzyme;
Lane 2: purified endoenzyme.
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Fig. 3 Effect of temperature on Uox.
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Fig. 4 Effect of pH on Uox.

AR ZE) pH M 7.0 FHE#) 10.0 1 #2H, Uox
AR B TS N 30%FH =5 21 120%, Z )kl pH M
10.0 FH#) 12.0, BTSSP TR, % Uox
i (1) 3 pH W 7E 10.0 A 47 .
243 AF&EREEFXT Uox &M M

SESER (K 5) Wos it Zn®tXE Uox e
A UL AMEVER, RN EE (0.5 mmol/L)Rf
Uox AHIXTTEE 7 11.15%; 1 Mg® i 25 vk J32 i 3
A 2 i Uox B AYTEE , 241k 235 % 6 mmol/L 1,
FERITET Rk 163.27%. K1 Ca® 7EMiuk ¥

&: 010-64807509

PR TG TC B B . T Cu®t Rl FeltBE
W T, HOXE Uox AYMRI/E FHBA 5., 45 )@ Mn®*
eI AR Y R T RE X Uox T 1k A F 36 o
2.4.4 FHIFIXF Uox &1 IR IH
&l 6 45 SR Uox G BE & SDS ¥k & Tt i ifif
O R, oY SDS ¥k JE & T 3 mmol/L B,
Uox JLF-A 15 . BEMETE 0.5-8 mmol/L ¥k 3T
Bl XT Uox JCHH B52m0 . EDTA 1E R LK 4R
FAF, AE 0.5 mmol/L B AH XS BTG =ik 134%, X
Uox HA B RAEEER, (HMERERRST &
(>4 mmol/L), HAEJEVE 55 )X B B IS 7K
175 r = Cut
-+ Mn*
7+Mg2+
——7/n*
et 8

- - Ca?*
> K*

wh
(=]

(8]
L

(=]
(=]
T

~1
h
T

wn
(==
T

Relative enzyme activity (%)
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(v}
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5 FEEFX Uox BEERIF M
Fig. 5 Effect of ions on Uox.
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Fig. 6 Effect of inhibitors on Uox.

. cjb@im.ac.cn



1152 ISSN 1000-3061 CN 11-1998/Q A4 T #£244f  Chin J Biotech

25 Uox BIKREREE (Kn) FA Vi M ZE

4 Lineweaver Burk fEEERIGHFRZFHIFFIA
B. fastidiosus OUC-1 JK g & fL B K 4 (0.15+
0.04) mmol/L(n=5)(&] 7), Vimax & 0.021 mol/(L-min).
KT N 1/V=7.01/5+46.57,

2.6 uox EFEHEEMELHFTIE
2.6.1 uox ZEE Y 1 R FR BRI E

DL SR ZE 0 4F # B. fastidiosus OUC-1 A JE[A
ZH DNA Az, % PCR 444 H K/N)k 900 bp
) DNA R B, 757502 NCBI M) ORF
Finder %4y A 5741, FIH] SWISS-MODEL
AR I B R )R DU, B SR A 4y Rl
35.38 kDa, %:Hi /5 pl & 5.1, B. fastidiosus OUC-1
B uox 5 K 41 3@ 1k NCBI [’ 3% i blastn F1 blastp
3T T H5 GenBank H (1) 22 %1 uox 5 K Al Uox [iff
EOREATHI, £S5 EHE P
B. fastidiosus ATCC 29604 A¢ uox JE[K F1 Uox ¥ %)
I EEARAL, [R5 5k 5] 96% 1 97.5%, {HH
WAL IR Y 4 B AFAE 7 DR EER Y 220 -
D103S, K118Q. K207Q. A215P, T230S, N234T,
E236D.

W I A4 (K] 8) nl A& H B. fastidiosus
OUC-1 11 Uox 5 HAAE Uox i [m] 514 A x4
ik A UniProt kot e b 28 11 H 0 32
B Uox 16 PEA o0 65 7 F 2 iR (T) 1 66 i
RA&HAMR (D). 175 (iR INERR (F) VA& 192 fif
R EIR (R).

120 -
110
100

o
=]

(= |
o O

1/Uricase activity (U/mL)
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=

n
g [}
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=1
NS
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=2
=]
=S

1/§ (mmol/L)

7 WEHEERENE Kn
Fig. 7 The K, and Vn. Vvalues of Uox produced by
B. fastidiosus OUC-1.

[ Geobacillus stearothermophilus KZE93565

Bacillus sp. TB-90 BAA08723

B. subtilis KDE23729
B. subtilis 168 PucL. 032141

[EIWH

B. fastidious ATCC 29604

Kroppenstedtia eburnea VVP 076523207

B. muralis VVP 064463859
4&—8&0#[”5 sp. AFS017274 VVP 098373266
B. simplex VVP 076370427

Fictibacillus gelatini VVP 051291355

Natribacillus halophilus VVP 090397066

—
0.2

Microbacterium sp. SCN 70-18 ODT11330

— Aspergillus nidulans FGSC A4 XP 868852
L——1U dspergillus flavus

8 ETREBFINMMEEL (N-J) MER Uox REA B XRF LR
Fig. 8 Neighbor-joining tree constructed from amino acid sequences of the microbial Uox showing the phylogenetic
relationships. Bootstrap values above 50 are indicated at the main nodes. Bootstrap values are given above branches.
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2.6.2 ¥OHRIFMFFHE B. fastidiosus OUC-1 A uox
EREERRKGFHERERSE

B. fastidiosus A9 uox JEE7E K Mm AT E 4%
IRSEER T, B AR S IR AT TE S PRIR 04 [ A 35 77
BB, SXTRAAHE, A R ER ARG R T A
Bl A&, Uiz EH R Uox, dE—H
X H 21 00 0 BT e B Uox 276 R 1 S U
IR o L - P A A P T R R S I A
FIEWE NI AR B 2l Ak 2R 15 B 20 R A 1Y
Uox. BEINIR Eon, £ IPTG iSRRG T
A Uox 7 (819), {EARIN IPTG A X IR 42T
ZfR IR BRSO 0.07 U/mL, A IPTG iS5
4 SI2B6: 2 TG 1% 2.32 U/mL, SR TH 30 £14% .

3 Wi
Uox 1 3 D& 240 Ml st 3 AN 7 G B T bl
BT TR, o (e 2 B R SR A e — A T Bk

W, HA D TR AR A4 . H AT
AN VP 22 A 0 R R I 5 4 29 Ak g

kDa M 1 2

180 —
130 —

100 —
70 —
55—

40 —

35—

25 —

15—
10 —

9 Uox FikRY SDS-PAGE 4%
Fig. 9 SDS-PAGE analysis of recombinant Uox expression.
lane 1: uninduced Uox; lane 2: induced Uox with IPTG.
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A3 AEFRBEAE S e 15 2] T 24K Uox I 1A
MR, AR . ROTTE . A REREER. H
TSR AT OUC-1 P 4 . B. fastidious
OUC-1 HAT [l B} 7™ A= - WA 4 T4 L P9 Uox i A e
A, P AR TR B A R O R R 5 5, JF AL
A RME R D, X T Uox MYAE = liAs, i
e i A o AT DA A B AR TR A 7 o
AEXT A%, 48 o 6 175 R At ol P o A A — o M
B R LR R B R EA, — 5wl A TR
W E A Uox, WA T4 3E A0 R 51145
O3 T PR O B PERE . ARSI R IR FH A
J& Uox & [ i ik 1) 17 BF A T RE ) 30 £, IRl
48 25 T U INA A B 52 19 IR IR .

AWFSE T ERY B. fastidious OUC-1 7= Uox H
[ J5 DU AR M B, 5 1978 4 Bongaerts 21 A
2 4~ 36 kDa #il 2 > 39 kDa V.52 i
B. fastidious SMG83 Uox SFVURMAAR], Ja# RAFAE
RN, PG IR e 0% e
GIEIR YA FZsS [ 454 5 B. fastidiosus ATCC
29604 [AlEvEAE R &, VA 7 MREERZER, W
RE A [A]—Fi il . o AT 3 M2 LR T230S \N234T .
E236D fii T o #2iE (225-238) ', BHNLAE I
T2 11 P A R 7K P S T AR A AR AR Ak, X AR E,
P B 38 Aok 75 H, D) 24 R 2 (1) 45 ) D o302 o Tl 35 42k 7
A — 8 BRI

B. fastidiosus OUC-1 i Uox B Kn K
0.15 mmol/L, #{ @ik T B. fastidiosus ATCC 29604
(0.22 mmol/L)?", i {ik T Bongaerts % 5.4
i By B. fastidious SMG83 4 4 JK R W
(0.18 mmol/L)?®, 53 S AR X T Kai 2B 1 iy — Rl
TR T 8 R BRI (0.31 mmol/L), L R 2 A 2 004y
1 1Y ZF 98 4w OM N IR R B8 (0.29 mmol/L) ,
B. fastidiosus OUC-1 JRER B Ko EAAK, UL H:
5 Y55 R 5

WG HRAE AN ] 4 TR R i) Uox
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ISR PE AR, A5 E T 05-60 mmoliL
(IARTRT S FHEBERRIE , R Mg™ X Uox A7
HHER, I BREE R RS e e E B s, X7
A SR AR DHE L 1T Zn®* % Uox I 1A BH S
VR, SHRERY Zn™ WERIE AT Arthrobacter
globiformis®™ | B. fastidious SMG832® FI i T i
Microbacterium sp. ZZJ4-1537 iy i 1% it 47 il 4 JH A
o ZHIBFTE & B Cu XA ) il A 0 PR TR Tl th 77
FEARFVER, ABFIERE Cu® W T, HAmd
VEFRZ W, B4 5 Cu® 3R XT A. globiformis
FERM BP-360. Bacillus sp. TB-90 #il C. utilis %
PEBTg Uox AR 304 F A X 31

B4R B. fastidiosus OUC-1 i Uox 5
B. fastidiosus ATCC 29604 f) Uox AHELPEE 3 55,
R FEICHI I 2R A T L 5 X il 1) 5% W) TG R
EARKHZES I FOX SeEig ek i 22 5 54
BRI AR Z [ AT BEAEAEORHE, ik — 2 oE .

i L ARSI A RA YT 1 Uox 53 77 7E
PR 22 PR SRR RV L, A BB RE . 38 i AL P 2ot
P25 KRG . B #EE MR Uox DFEEL
/b o PR DL FE A 2R W oR ZEALFF TR uox [k Bk
fili, RS54 PCR 55 HAD IR FR E ARG AT 43+
BEE AR, #E Uox HE[R 278 FETH e Fis i B
A TG pH a5 P Uox &4 EWFFE R J7 1 .
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