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Abstract: Analysis of Cu™ adsorption on cell surface of a Gram-negative bacterium P. putida 5x was carried out. Isolated cell
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“* adsorption capacity than that of the fresh intact cells. Experimental results also indicate that the

envelopes possess fivefold more Cu
content of the peptidoglycan layer, the outer membrane and inner membrane in the cell envelope is in order of inner membrane> outer
membrane> PEG layer, while their Cu>* adsorption capacity is in order of PEG layer> outer membrane> inner membrane. The total
contribution of the separated PEG layer material to Cu®* adsorption is no more than 15% part, and the cell outer membrane and inner

membrane contribute about 30% ~ 35% and 25% ~ 30% part, respectively, to Cu®* adsorption by the cell envelope. The relatively

high phospholipid content in the outer wall might result in its higher adsorption capacity to Cu®* ,

capacity of the cell envelope of P. putida 5x.

and leads to a higher adsorption
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1.1 fEYR SR

SEH A P. putida 5x BFEAE A
BT 2K v 23 25 B . 3 97 FE 2 EOSCERT 22]
7. ¥ P. putida 5x MR E RN T 100mL
f iR &5 PR I M 1% 9% 3 ( Sulphate Limiting M edium,
SLM) 1, 7£ 30 C'F, 200 v/ min &% 1537 24 h. bt Ji5
Pe N 10L SLM 8% 7% 3L 14 16l 18 K B G
( Bioengineering Co.) 1, 7E 30 °C . $ii # 5 i 400
v/ min JB “{ & 3. 0L/ min [ 45 1F F K5 7% 34~ 36h
Joa, BSOSO E AR 1L, JF T 10 mmol/ L pH 6.5 [
22( N-my R Mk) & f B2 [ 2-( N-morpholino )-
ethanesulphonic acid, MES] ZZ Pl e 2 i H T
B i 1) S
1.2 P.putida 5x 400 5ER (¥ ) &

# 0. 1mol/ L HCI Tl b # ik (¥ 40 M & V% T 10

mmol/ L pH 6.5 ] MES ZEpih, K5 LA i He 51 25
FEAE 1.58 x 10%Pa Ji 5 RSB 40 B 04 1% 1) 200 P ek
VE 424 000r/ min 50 10 min BLBS 25 5% ¥ (1) 52 45
A, EEWH 5 me/ L ) DNA BRI 10 mg/ L 11
RNA fifi 7 25 CF AL #E 45 min, 8 Ji715 000r/ min
ALy 60 min 73 25 H 41 BE A 51O R 1 4 i B
A T 0. 05 mol/ L, pH 7.2 ] N-2- 2 Z HL IR -
N'-2-7. 1 # ( N-2-hydroxyethylpiperazine N'-2-
ethanesulfonic acid, HEPES) 28 Py vEi% 5 ¥, i H]
BT OKIER 2 IR,

1.3 P.putida 5x JiE L)%

HRAE Schnaitman! 2 {73, I — &M1& &5
T JRUAE JSOIBE ) 23 5. 465 40 5 1) 40 M 6t o5 7
T 15 mg/ L W 0.1 mol/ L pH 7.0 Tris
Zpiiih, IR RTFIAE 25 CR IR IR 60 min
DA B I B 2 41 i 2k 2 v %) JE 2RBE 22, R )5 18 000
r/min 20 60 min WA 52 BT L, A i T 0.05
mol/ L pH 7.2 HEPES 28 plvifii Rl 25 85 1 /K % Uik 2
UK. T 23R AT 0 i 2B TR A IRV T/ A 258 1K,
AT LU T3k 25 1R 525
1.4 P.putida 5x AMIAHEER $] %

R4 Kropinski ST Jy ik, HAE 3 B
Ji - F-40 A 1 73 5. 4 T840 35 174 40 A i o
VT 15 mg/ L 3 ) 0. 05 mol/ L pH 7.0 [
Tris Qepfi D, ILBIFHAE 25 CRIRFEEE 77 60 min
AR R B 25 40 0 DR 2R Bk )2, #8518 0001/ min (25 L
60 min YA PTIE. 5 WA 1 DliE Bl L 0. 5%
Triton X-100 F1 20 mmol/ L. Mg** 1 0. 1 mol/ L. pH
6.5 1) HEPES £& p i ¥ % 30min, i 18 0001/ min
5.0 60 min [FICHTIE, #5251 0. 05 mol/ L pH 7.2
(1) HEPES 2200 Al 22 85 7 /K % Ue ik 2 IR, 243Kk
P30 40 i A A T eI T 0 B KR, A R
T AR T30 1 5.
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W5 T4 B9 1 40 S BE B ) 29% (1)1 - do B % R b
(Sodium Dodecyl Sulfate, SDS) #F ¥l /£ 25 °C b A1}
30min, 2R Jii #5 &7 LL30 000r/ min #50» 60 min L
I3 KSR 240 o, due i K WO 1 R SRR ) 4 i
0.5 % SDS ¥E¥, #EH 1 mol/ L NaCl Ju#¢ 3 ¥ 2
B KUER 5 w22,

1.6 Cu® WRPH 28 Rl

415 25 mg [ B AR 400 ( 2017 10 mg (1940
PR SR SRRE ) AT A ) 5T) I 50 mL
10 mmol/ L pH 6.5 [f] MES 2% ¥ (15 b, ¥
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W Cu® WRIE N 50 mg/ L. ) ZLBE A v AS i b
. 7E 25 °CF LA 200 / min 4% 3% W B 20 min JA,
15 000/ min Z50 30 min [ 25 PR 7. B35 W0 11
Cu® ¥ J8 F IS0 Wi 43 6 0% B2 o ( Perkin Elmer
3300) #5& . Cu™ Wb A ( Q) Al fh B aiH 504 5
Q= (cc— co) V/ W,

X, 0 Cu® WA (mg/ g), e R4
I Cu® W (mg/ L), e WL 58 A b
W IR Ay Cu® RIS (mg/ L), Wy i 4R 41 o B 4>
B T E(g), V IS Cu® MR
FIEB(L) .
1.7 W PR A5 2R R Al 5

AR R JE A VB RS 700 23 ) I N 5 - 0 4
WL M 10, 20, 30, 50, 100 mg/ L ) pH 6.5 [£]
MES ZE i iirh, Wt ), MRS AN RIREE &+ F L
T VRV B R T AR S R A4 A R R 1 1 A Y 7 o
A P 2 12 0 R A ) B R 5 i 2.
1.8  F4 T Wil o

A0 B A0 M B R SR 2 i A TSR S
ST T8 URAT B 3R 4 TR JBE 1) /0 J e A Al
(400 H) ( Pelco International, Redding, CA, USA)
PRI HT 30 s, Wl i MR K 4001, 28 <5 )i 41
fifi L B¢ ( Scanning Electron Microscope, SEM )
(Stereoscan 440, Leica) W% H M.
1.9 40 i 3R 140 50 18 43 43 BT

AT AR Folin By iZafi: FES | B H

90% — G0 W B WAL, LA I i 2R Ol bR v AR
595 nm K T LL @l D Y.

fif e e MR A0 a0 2 1 20 2 o 1 ol v B
7930, VR B B R 0O 2 4 T 70000, &
B2 B SR ANSA i sz 30)

ISR B 5 B AR 40 K 2R B 2 v A Sk g R
(DPA) & REvHSAF 2], KO IRZERE h 1) DPA 7 4
N 18.3% . DPA 2 BRI Work! ™ [ ikl .

& 224 ML HE Karkhanis 2560320 (1 5 v el 0
2- i 3 A EBERR( KDO) 15 it 5143 5.

2 HR5IE

2.1 28 P. putida 5x AIAEREXT Cu® KW B
VFZ G T4 B 4 ) 25 1R B P F S 8 3 B o 22
G BFT 4 400 R 114D 40 L R ot 6 i 5 A WA B i ) R L o
PGP AN T (R 4N i RE B S (G E D 5~ 10
fiis) L1 5133 [R1 Ay 185 2 () 40 it 2 T 20 20 4 #y A
JIrASE]. AR SEEG v, MFHE 10 ¢ 1) P. putida 5x B
SEAN P ARAT T T 2. 41 g 4 R RE YR (2 1).
Pl 1( a) A 07 0100 J2 R 45 b 1) 40 i R RS AA L 11 41 4
PRS0 B a5 SR, 3 28 W1 SR FH AR WIF 9 b A 11 A 4k 4
B AR fie 3RA R4 (0 40 M BE R L. th2 1 nT L, 7
pH 6.5 Cu HIEAWR IS 50 mg/ L (A8, 40 2511
A RE B Cu® (TR PR A B2 0N 337 mg/ g , E5E 3
i W BB S A5 LA L, i EL 2. 41g 40 i RE
Cu™ (PR 10g BreEan e 1.2~ 1.3 fi%.
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Table 1  Recovery of different cell components from 10 g fresh cells and their Cu® adsorption capacities, total Cu®* binding yields

i H 7 6 41 i 1 0 5
T/ g 10 2.41
W B 78 mge g ! 67.4%5.2 337131
545 At mg 674 812

5L/ SR Ah I k2 0 2 Py
1.85 0. 85 0.25 1.01

258 £17.6 307 £23 386 £22 217%19.8
477 258 97.3 219

1) R B 52 06 00 LA 3 i 56 OB ol 2 26ty G WP R L RE AR AN 10 g 7 60 40 0 o 4 983 80 10 2 el 401 40 08 Cu™ AW B R, 906 B
LL 3 Uesgss B dean. 2) barh B i iy 2 3 1) AIC2) vHSTAGE, AU 2.4

X 2R 8 s e AR AN PR AR T 14 08 7 < e B B A7
web T TR B 1T AN REA 2L R T A
S BRI ML BERE v, e T 20 B e % R Ak
YR T AR, A P A E 2 G A&
B R TR IR R, AT AT LAAT R4 25 45 T 2o B 1
Hu 2503 [R5t 5 3043 125 () 41 941 40 I Bk S /% oy L
SEAE N AR B 1 T R T A e D, AR ATTIA N X
A BT TARRS T 40 B 1 A0 B BE, T B BN
5C 8GN I P 20 HROE A 5L DR XA 25

ARSI R, 2B P. putida 5x 4

Mt B BE X Cu® () W BH R AT B O RE
Q= 129¢X 228 o5 (W B 2). X 2 W 40 M BE B 0}
Cu™ (11 W B ik F2 4% 4 Freundlich W B 4% i 2%
Q= Kco, BRI — Y3 Bl f2. 30 Ko i)
LA kA= W B 750 £ R B i 04 A 2\ L, P
putida 5x A MIBERG Co® MBI K ¢ 154 129, Eb
Hoe g m K (2 ma 22 W E%s P.
putida 5 x [FI40 0RE L2 S0 4 40 i S 3 51 A4
B B 7510 P T 125 1 ) 2 Bk

5 A A R R £ A 7 SCAR AR B, R B AR 2
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Fig. 2 Adsorption isotherms of cell components isolated from

P. putida 5x cell

Kb E R i ol o T AN W B Ak B B D 6 AR K
Gyt A A R B R AR AT (1 B R T L
TEG )y, A AW B 7 AR R B 2 R Z0IA B 150 mg/ g
AL, A A= Wi B 700 £ A5 4 AT i 2 A [
VoV A Ak T RLIE A 2 O DR e A R 5
FR) A 1, ;J\i%EFI’J P. putida 5x 4 HBE 4% 2
SLe HE A0 My 5 wT BE S — b S H R RERT SE AR E 1
PEI B A

ARG P putida 5x A1 HLRERE (K] Cu®™ W B

A B S AT SR 7 A 2 PR A R 0 B
H/J”&W}J‘( SIS 4R K, Yee Hl Fein'*! ({57 th
[FJARE A Ay 5 22 I A A g R 2 22 G B P 4 08 12
T 1 BT AHACA P W B A A0 B B 5 ). 3K 28 T 1)
BIF 5045 RALLT- Sl 7= 5 22 B 1 40 o 1) 4 it B e 1

SR TSRS (o) AR

() e TrD 7 i) BEEC 7 3 T %) 0 D 2 o
(a) Structure complex stratified cell envelope ( Bar= 0. 16Mm), (b) Structuresimple mone layer PEG layer material ( Bar= 0. 35Hm):
(¢) Thick outer membrane ( Bar= 0. 16Hm) ;
1 SEWHE P putida 5x WAAERR RKBHEE SMEMRERBEGDEEHEE
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(d) Brlayer spheroplast envelop with interspace ( arrow indicate) ( Bar= (. 03Hm)

HAE M S At R 2 FE I, WIREAT n) e 4 25 1
FLAT B I W B i . 3 AR A FRA T — 2B IR R 5
$e P. putida 5 x I B 3 1T PR 4] B 21 43 3 50T I
B2 I Cu® W B 75
2.2 JBEREHEZA P putida 5x 40 BERE Cu® T
B 1 DT IR

2 G O 0 A (0 PR RS ey 3 R L4
i O i 2 0 R 1 TORE AR 41 15 0 40 B A1 i, @
IR BB 4L (1 o SRR 228 @ el R R 1 5 41
JIET A i P R A R P S A R TR AR 22
PEAR 2% 534 SDS # s i, o IKZRBE 2% SDS %l
R BRGNS, & 1 A 1(b) AR, A
SHEM 10 g P putida 5x B 6 40 i vp A7 205y 25
29°0.25 g B )2 G5 R IE IREROBE )22 40 S0 ( 240 v 40 M R 5
THEM 10.3%) .

X JUA SR )28 () e 2y 2 B R B (36 2), 43 I IR
SRR )2 AN W S A R M, 29 95% I K
ST IOIKIRRE. R 1085 Bl &, 7E Cu® HIh
WIE Ty 50 mg/ L i, HREEMEZxF Cu® 1R B 75 4 24
b 386 mg/ g, FUNE T AN B RE B I R B A R RS
FE53 B8 1k FE b JOK 2R B J2 40 DT 19 400 K AR ] R, R
0.25 g Ik 2824 6 Cu® 1 WL B S B
97. 3mg, M 4N HIEERE Cu® WL B MR 15%, X —
LER IR, TE P. putida 5x 40 0 BE R () Cu® W Bt
T AR e, 3L 40 M 2 1 40 23 Gn A R R R PR T
EEAER.

M 2 G5 50T L, 3 B Ik SR 2 o Cu®
TIP3k R 45 Langmuir W PRI 28, JE 0,
B A FE R Q= 1365¢/ ( 1+ 3.66¢,). iX— &5 Yl 7~
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JR SR 25T (1 Cu* W B4 M 15 5 5 400 i R 4 i
BERSLAT BT A 7).
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Table 2 Ingredients content in separated cell surface components

isolated from fresh cell/ %

(%) i 041 Tk 2 ik €2
Ik HE = 1.2 0.8 94. 8
40 M S B 31.2 39.3 7.8
Ji 44 I 37.9 28.1 3.7
41 Py JE 43.5 18.4

1) SEEEEE LA 3 WS MR, 2) IeAT B th 25 3) M
(4)iH5E3E), UK 2. 4

2.3 YIEANEEXS P. putida 5x 400 EEJE Cu®t W
B 1) DT IR

AT 10 ¢ P putida 5 x R8T 41 fif
R T 40T 0. 84g AN L WA 1) . 14 1
() P19 FL B &5 S 18 B SR A 4 i3 AR DO B 41
JL e 23 A A ST T IR B 1 Rl L, S
FRE 7 R 2w 1 Cu® W B 2R B, 29 0 300
mg/ g, VAT L RER B 2340 ot AR, R i, AR ) ot
PR B o0 40 M B S R 35% e A4, 0. 84 g AMIEA)
JFI Cu® W 2 258 mg, 74N RERRE Cu® W
PR 319% LA L. 3K — &5 B3R W A1 A 6 P
putida 5x AL Cu™ W PR 5T kB I T k2R
2. I 4 T, SR Cu® (W B A
AR Q= 109¢ 7 Lok, WARSMEX Cu® W B
IWFEFF A Freundlich W P 45 i 28, AR 2 — A4~
BRI B L FE.

P. putida 5x 4R AMET Cu™ WM AR RE 2
PLHTHR T 10 H 2 5 22 TG A 40 6 A/ B8 ) B B 2 A
BB X e P putida 5x 41
BEMR AT B0 Cu®™ W B A R - B IR, 26 2 rhify
IIHTES T, P. putida 5x [0 M 54 5T b 2
T 39. 3% Willg 31. 2% E AN 7. 8% N 2 4. Fl—
I A 22 ECBH PR 4l A B, P putida 5-x 40 0 A
v 1 i R R A et OV il v S AT K R
[y rLAr A, IX 0 gL P. putida 5-x 4R 4F i
FLATH R Cu®™ WP 28 B0 = 25U K. Bbab, J4% P
putida 5x 41 HAMEE AR 2 05 5 oA 0 BE AR 7 &
IR 2, {H PR T JE 1 v 80 1 110 50 35 N 8 0 ) %
MEGIEE TG SR T 5 2 1 iy AR A,
S S IR B Cu* (0 2 B 4
2.4 21 AR A0 BRI B Cu® SR v A

EH T 40 0 P B 2 L DN A, AR HE S rh B AT AT
RERAT 3 5 ()40 M PN R0 JoiT, {EL it 3 ek 3 e il A 3

A0 B BEIBE AT T IR A B 5T, e A el 4N A R
PO . PR 0, G SR D A 5 JES R0 b B 1) 1 R 3L
Cu* W 2 e i s, 8 2 4000 M P9 s 400 )5k 1) 1 0
Cu®* W B s T LA 24 28 1) R 2) 4435

Winm-r = Wﬁp}n’.l'up!i;lﬁl - Wuuln-r ( I)
O inner = ( O spheroplast W:a|:|u1'u|:]mal - O:}ult-r W(Ill[l’i')/ Wimu-r
(2)

D) Winners Wpheroptas T W ouer 73 91 29 40 0 A
JIE Je A T AT AR RS TE (g) s 2X(2) T Qinners
Q spheroplasi A Q ourer 73 T K AN P JBE izt A= J5T JEE AT A
(K1 Cu® WP 2B (mg/ g) . BEAN, T S e T Jsi A i
JERN AR i 1 A i Y, I8 4 40 i N R
A AT AR 1 7 ] 2 5K 3) B 4) tH A 2
Cpeorinner = ( Cprorspheroplast W spheroplast —
Cpnronter W ouer)/ W inmes (3)
CP-lipikinner = ( CP-Tipickspheroplast W spheroplast =

ertipidouter Wouter)/ Winner (4)
A(3) 1, Cprarinners €pro-spheroplast A € preroutes 73 A1) A 21 J
POIBE J5U AR S5 R A JE b 1 B 1 IR (%) 5 2X(4)
M1, e plipidinners CPlipide spheroplast A1 € lipick outer 73" 1] 4 411 1
PIIE JJ A o R AR rp (R BT 7 (%) . 4R, R
P vk 40 SORAG 1 Bl FU BB, e AR sE
B 2 [R) P 5 22 A AN W RE e 1), P e, IX 2T
P32 1) A AL AL AT B T 0 20 ) ) 4 i P xS P
putida 5x Il BE 5 Cu™ WP R4 .

ARSI B0 SR Y ¥ A 1l A 1 40 L R B0 J5i K S 4% 4

J s A IR, e o AN 10 ¢ BT EF 1Y) P. putida 5x 4l
Murp kA3 T 1.85 g AR I ( WK 1). WK 1
() FRF 4 L RE R vh a5 Bt 38, i AR I Dk XL
JE 5K, AFE A0 ML AT REORD P JEE, A1 ST pAY B 1] 1) i) Bt
& BT T g 2 T () KSR A T2 B R I A P
B 1 AR 2 g5 Bn] WL, JE AR B RN Cu™t
We Pt 7% B 29 O 258 mglg, LR B L FR B AF &
Freundlich W 45328, Q= 99. Ll "' AR# 5L
JRBRISMEL i BRI Cu®™ W20, disl( 1) Al
(2) 73 20 40 o P 68 (1 TR Cu® W B 28 B0 S
1.01 g F1216 mg/ g. X3 B 41 B BE 55 22 455 v 1) 41 i
PN BE ) o ) A B L AN IBE A T, (B AN
Cu” WL B 75 8 L AN AR, 1. 01g 20 it P9 i 4 )5 11
Cu® W B} S 4 24 219 mg, (7 20 Ji BE 5 Cu®* W b
EVEE) 25% UL L. DRI, 7E P putida 5x 4 i RE 5
(9 Cu™ W B IL R, 20 M P BB T R 1D A8 2 o
B, (R LG IR ZROE 2 2.
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H17€ 2 W7 L, 40 0 Py JBE e £ i i R 1 i
30 18.7 % F143.5 %. AR, P. putida 5x 4
I PAY e B i 5 B3 L AR I P ARG, TR
AN LLAMIE . 0k R DAHE W, AR BE AR 7 &, L

JeiihZ Re 2 HiA P. putida Sx 4N P REE Cu™* B
2t R A ARG I 3 2 S5 DAL i A 1 B 4 i A A
SN B Cu 113 ﬂ it TR IR A

3 g

(1) 2B P. putida 5x 40 BEBL(E) Cu® TR
PR S AN ML) S 152 2, 1K i T a2 3 1
Firp, it 2 A BIEEA 7 R AL 3, 4 A B i A7 5
2 (14 JA 2 1 4 A A RIBORE T oK

(2) 20 B L 4= B4 4y, Wik ERME 2 i B 4
AN P AL P. putida 5x 41 BB Cu® W B
IR ORIE T VR EATTIY Cu®* MR A B 1 KN I
FE R IRERRE 2> AMISES PN JBE, i 40 Jif B2 i rpr X s 4
SIT O AR b 40 B P B> AR>S IR SRR .
CEA R T, XL AN i 2 T 450 % A0 i B SE Cu® TR
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