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TEFE SR TR DX, NGB R 75 Jedit s 1 L se B, /b 1A E I IR %
TORIFWENY (DBT) & —Fhyk i Mo X H UL 24 R 55 T de, Wl R AR TS e i A W B AT 7T R AR A
oG, N A fih 5 AT B8 1 B g B XU AT DB T iy — Fh A AL AL 22 5, B, XS DBT
HEAT PR . A H RO T AR B 1R B €3 (Burkholderia sp. C3), BRI HIDBT, WZE
¥ LL R 7T : ODBTIAM M SN 11%: @R K ©RZERE (RL) HIEM G @RLS:
Whe 7EHM S DBTRALBE /RS, SCIREE 1R, DBTAE Y M 28 5 5 sl I DB T 1

iﬁgﬁ” FEHANLLHR T T 184%, DBT AR MR T 25%~30%, IXFHIEKAR 1k 15 40 B A K P fIRL A=
s VG USRI A 0% SR B TR R T 2 5RLA G AE I 90R L2E 0 Bt 78
MBS o ST H i AIDBT BB IR s th 7 BRI A ) 534 Rha-C10-C10. Rha-Rha-C10-C10. Rha-
SRR R Rha-C10-C121Rha-Rha-C12-C12, 4ATi. 7EA A Hh sz b 7 RLATSIRIEIH 70 1% 2 th Rha-
AL C12-C12, BFFEdeMl, Hriilid (RERL {14 BORANEE 1k KRATE DBT AR e, A5 s
Emﬂ - B AFBE— R T H I IS AE BRI E S, DA RE A B SR IR A e AN e ol 33 g A 24
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1.51F DBT /& —Fhsi /K VEAL &9, /KR NT.9 pmol-L,

IEAAGE LN A = AT D H AR TR . = S
WAL LI, N SETE B B e T AR B AT
e, FECREDR TIPSR MR, b
A AR S S5 L X AT A Bl R B R S 90% [1]. TR
HE, EOKEEREE R T R aRTE Y[2]. IEAEMIIBE E AT
DAHS Bl 52 A4t DL R AT B R AR AE AR 720 A2
16 52 72 ) FH 0A 4 10 A i A B 250 BRI B b Y
PeW[3.4]. ZIT5RR (PAH) =22 A28 575
GeW2]. —HIFEEWY (DBT) & FhE B4 MiPAH
[5], & H VR VPl 22 34 95 & 3335 e[ ST AL 54 .
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V- K REUNS.44 [6]. DBTIFE NG 18 H BE A8 98 7630
R ESE, Naedd g T AEmER, Nngl k&
2 A AR S BN [7]. FFE K I, DBT < B & 47
FHPE LA IE RO R, I HEKE I DBT & & 5
BILA R FBETI[6]/H K. — It 5T R B, DBT K H
AR = PTE T47D N FL e 40 o [8] H 78 MM i = 2K tb &
Yo UURWIALIE T He X A DBT R s A A5 . N A 4%
fid PR A DXL AR i e e JBInAS G Js A — b 4 N AR 4 2
i, P TR B DBT AT HA 4 #[5,8].

HiAK TS 4en (WDBT)Y HIAEMIME 5 4 H % 2
AW = FEARFNAL 2 A W R FH B 22 I BR 1, S BUE Y %
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fif 21 712 /8 FBEAR[9]. B T 0 AR B [10-12]4F, 7
5 G 8 PG RN R A8 7 AR A ) 2R T S MR TR IR B AR
V13,141, & —FhbE s i Ad A A= PR FE B 1 5 ik
[15,16] 2 BA 7= A5 A= 2 1V 1 750 R0 2 At A Rt Bl 1 B 5%
(1720158 81, 26 4 38 3o 33t 43 7ok 5 R JES 4 1 A 4k
I I ] R

1H 70 FE R 18 8 C3 52 MPAH TS 4 [X 43 B5 oK (I PAH
BB [21]. &1 01 5T B4 PAH [ 413E (phenanthrene) ]
(IR 42U 3L (A [ 22,2310 ASHIF 72 B 24 H AR A SE e
VIR BLCI R MR PR EDBT. ATV FL LM, S
)R (A& R ANE, Hl el DUE SR DBT (14
VIRERRAE T . FEd I E A R R R A v, gL R B B
IDBTHY V. YK RAIC3 X DBT ) 3 [, 1 7E
XA DBT (5 77 Fp R MR B LI G o X 22 5l —
Tolt 2 T Ve M TR P 23 W 3 P o H AR 2% B ik N B- SR AL A
ML A R TR (FAS 1D [ ACEHEZ, M SEm
BRZFENE (RL) AEWpRIANE M RIAR R R (PHAD
M= (24,25, KRTAASCE/RIER I8 (Burkholderia sp.)
AR ZEREE (RL) MIRIER D . JIRATHTRN, X
2R THMIE T IIRLAEY G S DBT A4 B fife B #25%
IR B s . FRATAIBEFC R, H b AR T 2
B K VTS A AR B, NI SR B B 1 DB T
BREAR . R, A I P S A e B R vl R i H
GRS g (IR 25) AEMMESE .

2. 8T E

2.1. C3 (P85 RN 2R FEMEMy (1) A= 1) % i

7450 C T, KL ulE mim %3 he I MAE
PIE M DBTEINE , R E A (N RN
SEAER . HEROR, AWRE IS mL I AR 7R
(MM) [26]F13& 5 [1150% H i 1 7K 35 . DBTI £
£ 50.54 mmol-L™' [100 ppm (1 ppm = 10°%)]; Hilir£&
W E N0, 0.05 mmol-L™". 0.5 mmol-L™'. 5mmol-L".
50 mmol-L '\ 200 mmol-L '8{500 mmol-L"'. 7ELB&
BR300 C i I B IR C3A L,  FH 2k AR 1 97 2k
(MM B B3I, I AR RE 77 5 1) 56 3% B2 1 %8 2 0D
= 0.50F (7K, 7£0.05 ODgo [IIRE F, ERE SR
BERh0.5 mLINC34 . [AIR, iBuES 7 & H i EAS
DBT 5724, ERLAEY G NG| SLie h, 2-IR 2R
(HEX) F2-1R3E[ (0OC) MIZKE N2 mmol-L ', 7E
30 C HI e 5 4R 3% 2% 1 LL200 r-min™' {30 B 15 B 55 954

i S K TR C3 4 i yoxof 2

2.2, IR FFMEW) IR EREUR 43 BT

MR 2 2% SCHR[27] 00 J7 S $E BURT 43 HTDBT. S 56
HRERES N EHEMLE (HCD KRRV E pHAE
N2~3)5, F LR ERIREUDBT 31K, SR)G/EH Aqua
CI8fh % 1 (150 mm X 4.60 mm, Ki 4% N5 pm; Phe-
nomenex, Inc., USA) ffJAgilent 1100 Z 41| =5 2R AH (13
X (HPLC) E4#rDBT, kil 4245 nm. ViahAH
H60% K1 ZIE7KER (ACN).

2.3 Hufir

MR P IME 2% bR e iR 22 CPIEAR RIS
A EE A ZESE) Ll [A] f . FRAR Hh 26 FH — 2
I REC = CoX e "G, Hih, kEDBTEYIEAR
HRWE, CRERTR SRR, CoR_RPIMIREE (R
Do KHARX, = In2/kiFEDBTHIEER (4,0, KH
IBM SPSS Statistics 19T G52k 5%, WiTukey
SR EMEERRRE (HSD) Mk, H/NEEZE %
(LSD) i fi1 Bonferroni {2l o

2.4, AR AL

B 5T BB BT v AR T [28] Dy R A A i ek
B): SR EE2 R MNEE TR AR C34E L, ATV B
M ZKIBEBE3 R, AREHATEA R 49 mL
19 mol-L™' JREIEW 5 1 mL 110X 28 [ B 400 ) 771 75 7k
RA, W% I Sigma bR 2 (A B 40 77 Fr
7 (Sigma-Aldrich, USA) il %8 A B A .
58508 [ B0 M) e bR 2 B IR BE e, K A M T Ve B =k
TETET00 pwL 2R G i il A o O 122 40 0 2 7 VRS o )
300 pL FIZRRSE I IR A TRCE TSR i, %
WRSURE SR (L2 0 3) HRTiedE A EAEN0.5 mmBl
FEEk (BioSpec Products, USA). 4t & 1E /N Bk & 2 21 21
WEE2S (BioSpec Products, USA) FyK b DL K iH FZ1E
RBEAT VR BRI, BFF8E1 min, BAGHMONE . 7E B0
20 820g &5 0215 min 2 BRIt J5, FH Amicon Ul-
tra-0.5 mL &0t €2 (3 K cutoff; Millipore, USA) i
PEEE TR BB LR A R A . AR5 500 pL mQIK
eI e

2.5, AR TE - e (LC-MS) 23Hr F 2R F B R b i i 4%
#4436 ng I (5 _EREF12% I SDS-PAGE. &%
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Substrate Rate constant (d ") R Half-life (d) N Fold change®
0.5 mmol-L ™' DBT 0.025 + 0.01 0.63 275 30 0.0

0.05 mmol-L ' glycerol and 0.5 mmol-L"' DBT 0.064 + 0.01 0.84 10.8 15 1.6

0.5 mmol-L™" glycerol and 0.5 mmol-L™' DBT 0.359 +0.09 0.90 1.9 15 13.2°

5 mmol-L™" glycerol and 0.5 mmol-L™' DBT 0.390 + 0.05 0.99 1.8 15 14.5°

50 mmol-L™" glycerol and 0.5 mmol-L™ DBT 0.479 + 0.02 0.99 15 30 18.0°

200 mmol-L™" glycerol and 0.5 mmol-L™ DBT 0.229 + 0.02 0.99 3.0 15 8.1°

500 mmol-L™" glycerol and 0.5 mmol-L™"' DBT 0.113 £ 0.00 1.00 6.1 15 3.5

0.5 mmol-L™" DBT (autoclaved C3 cells) 0.002 +0.01 0.31 287.6 27 -0.9

50 mmol-L™" glycerol and 0.5 mmol-L™" DBT (autoclaved C3 cells) 0.009 £ 0.00 0.99 70.44 15 -0.6

Exponential decay equation, C = C,X ¢ was used for fitting “ N” data points where k is rate constant and t is time in day; R’is the coefficient of determination.

“Relative to rate constant of 0.5 mmol-L™" DBT.

® Biostimulation at these glycerol concentrations was statistically significant (Tukey HSD; LSD; Bonferroni; p < 0.001).

s R 4G B i Sk e th, DUE T EE . AR
JRE VK AR A o291 mm®, FEFH25 mmol- L RIRA
B (NHHCO;) H50% 4 (ACND iE¥E, HEW
AFPSIEIT AT UL . S5 100% ACN GRS RE Fr K, 2RI
7E56 'C T HE4T 30 min ) i 5 M BE AL IR R B, 4R S5 7R
i N AT 20 min L £ W e AL RO . 7E37 C R
RS A/ Lys-CiR &3 (Mass-Spec Grade, Promega,
USA) JHfbEE R BB A, B 16~18 he K R
WAL L I F Pierce C18 tips (Thermo Scientific, USA)
w4d, SRJ5EBruker nanoLC-amaZoni# & 2 1 [ i 1
ARG Lt AT o Hre AECI840 T AE (0.1 mm X 150 mm,
3 um, 200 A, Bruker, USA) 5 0.1% R LB
CREBCEEYE s 5%~65%) #6180 min (2 minff]
BATHEIR) Ja4y Bk, PEio0 min/&, K shAH S o
NEH0.1% FFIEMI95% ACNIEW, HIAFFERFE10 min,
T &4 0.1% F R 5% ACN BT #7120 min.
#8000 nL-min ' B SEE A B4IE B
JEH1600 V, EBHME IR N149.5 Co 7 b (m/z)
400~3000 117 5 [l 8 HEAT 34, SR )5 XS 10Fh i 3= & 10 5
T REAT BOUE A O B TR (MS/MS) AT, AN A% iR 2
0.5 Da. AR ENEZR MR TR, R
J&HE)%0.8 min.

2.6. B i B0 AN R R

15 R 2 Mk A (Bruker, USA) B4 SCF (3¢
2R NBAF) 4 ymascot B AN Cmgfig ).,
WA SR BRI N TR S B . 265 5 FE A N 100,

FrE BRI E] TR A BT 51 (4924026 B Hidis
NFASTAKGZN, FHMUniProt ¥4 N4 (20164FE4 H 4
H E49:35). &4 22 1 8] 58 48 &R 6 —— 0 w8 /R

(Burkholderia) (UniProt4r28y%: 32008) 1A
iR —— AR [F R A R 2R L. I MyriMatch{% 2 5]
AT IR FE A R [29]. BEE R TR AN B
TBE, FIRTE auto, BENIREARE/P (FoiF % e %
AR/ Lys-CIR ALY, PRI 321 N 1.5m/z,
Jr BN 21N 0.5m/z,  BARETAATN 5214810 ppm. B
TN B (e MEEREL (),

2.7. B ¥EbriEll

FH1dPicker F A4 Xt 4 Uk A B mp % v HH 1) 2R 19 s b 4T
itk it B, AP 7R R: AL 0.54 mmol-L™' DBT; B.
50 mmol-L™'Hi; C. 50 mmol- L™ H#H10.54 mmol-L™
DBT; D. 50 mmol-L ' Hi. 0.54 mmol-L' DBTAHI
2mmol L™ OC. ¥ k5 HMS/MS UGHL i € 85 i1 F -
K RAIE (FDR) N1%, 4K F 4 UL
WA =ik, N TER S & A FAHILE, S25
F /b FR VR RN TR R TR RO 6 B DA K. 5 AN B3 70N 149 B
IK[30,317. #4225 SCRR[32] 7 #8138 5 B 3 3t 47 b
AL, BPMS/MSH#EJE % 1 HAHZ BRI K E. N
18 mormatized count + 10 I AFRAEA B 5 R UG HH8 34T LA
FIDEseq [3313t17 77 Z 437t (ANOVA, p<0.05), K H
Aot N E AR FEER L. SMEARNHmS
DBTH EAE H #Ip{E Fllg Fold change (FC){H U132 fis .
lg FCER/RH M S DBTAH BAE BRI & . 7EA H A
DBTHI HEAEH AL (EPALEECHID) i, 1g FCHIE K
L H M ADBT (1) AH BAF A % 40 3 8 3 0 0 3
AR o

2.8. BRZEHE A A SR IO 52 B
R 2 25 SCHR[34] 19 7 iR S IR B . 7 ik
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R2 SR RN 5, 20 5 5E AR LTI T AA S e KT T C3 b B ZERE i AR A R

Relative abundance by treatment

UniProt ID Protein description Ig FC p-value
A B C D

U1XYV8 HAA synthase (RhlA) 0.85 — 0.86 1.09 1.52 0.090
AO0AOB6RU44 Rhamnosyltransferase 1 (RhIB) 1.46 1.02 — 1.28 -0.57 0.407
C414U9 Rhamnosyltransferase 1 (Rh1B) 0.85 0.81 — 1.34 -1.20 0.274
Q3JLM3* Rhamnosyltransferase 2 (RhIC) 1.00 0.43 — — —4.34 0.001"
A2RWES Rhamnosyltransferase 2 (RhIC) 0.94 0.43 — — —4.34 0.001*
E1TAD4 Phosphoglucomutase/ phosphomannomutase (AlgC) 0.45 0.62 0.97 0.54 0.68 0.360
B4ECS6 dTDP-glucose 4,6-dehydratase (RmIB) — 0.13 0.24 0.27 0.84 0.503
H6TI92 dTDP-4-dehydrorhamnose-3,5-epimerase (RmlC) 1.13 — 0.58 1.24 0.91 0.233
Q2SYI1 dTDP-4-dehydrorhamnose reductase (RmlID) 1.22 0.60 1.10 1.52 2.73 0.030°
Q63587 B-oxoacyl-ACP synthase 2 (FabF) — 0.62 1.38 — 0.78 0.235
AOAODSVARY  3-oxoacyl-ACP-reductase (FabG) 1.32 1.06 1.36 1.45 —-0.58 0.328
AOAODSVAC6  3-hydroxy-ACP-dehydratase (FabZ) 0.98 — — 1.10 1.39 0.140
K8ROG3 Acyl-CoA dehydrogenase (FadE) — — 0.69 — 1.99 0.089
Q3JVY2 Enoyl-CoA hydratase/3- hydroxyacyl-CoA — 1.15 1.14 — —-0.20 0.768

dehydrogenase (FadB)

Treatments were A: 0.5 mmol-L™' DBT; B: 50 mmol-L™ glycerol; C: 50 mmol-L ™ glycerol and 0.5 mmol-L ™' DBT; D: 50 mmol-L™" glycerol, 0.5 mmol-L "' DBT,

and 2 mmol-L ™' OC. Three biological replicates were analyzed in each treatment. The mean normalized value was shown in each treatment. The lg FC represented

the glycerol*DBT interaction term. ACP: acyl carrier protein; CoA: coenzyme A; HAA: 3-hydroxy alkanoic acid.

* The changes in relative abundance among treatments showed significant differences (p < 0.05).

g5 N LU H2K, AE B0 75850g F & 0210 min )5,
kg s (AL N02 pm) HIES B4, H 2R 2
fig Cethyl acetate) FEHUR:FFREL30. LE A B A A
W FRE TR AR, WEERRY, B
2 T05 mLig B, XA R R (MM) i,
Xt ¥ F5 mmol-L ' 8650 mmol- L™ H il v URL AR 1
(50 pg'mL ") BEATHHIA 3 E . Forcinol MK [35][ &
0.19% orcinol (m/V) HIS3%HIE (V/V) ¥ iR 2=
B i HEAT 2 A USCER AN T 5250 nLREASRE, ¥
HHH BVF 7250 L KA IR E 2. M100 pL W2
W FE 2 H A V85 W B A [ A 1 B2 R s o 8 N
900 L& B ERFEBOAFE, REHIEAWIESC TEA
30 min, 7£421 nm AL EHEIEE . £0~500 ng-mL ™[
R P e BRI bRt th 2k . RSS2 TR [34]
M5, FHRC& A Aqua C18 4 (150 mm X 4.60 mm,
$i1£ 45 um; Phenomenex Inc., USA) HJAgilent 1100 & %1
= SORA €154 (HPLC; Agilent Technologies, USA)
Iy BRI AT 250 pL R B R . A BIAER TR B (F1)
4~5 min AL A A B (F2) 5~6 minAb Ui 4 15 A B 25 0
fem sy, RIGTHEAA CEMTERE T . Bl
57 BB B T 10 uL 10% M ACN/ KB G W+, H
Pierce C18 tips (Thermo Scientific, USA) ¥ 4@ 4l &5 .
xof i) 3 7 I O RAREAT T 0 B S AMEH =R LR .

B FIAF2EEAF CISHLE 107k, 5% M ACNIEHES IR,
FH10 pL 70% I ACNYEML . 7E45 C FEREA TS 20 T,
SR G BT B VE T2 pL S0%IMACNH, W+t &6
40 mg-mL'[12,5- "R FIEHR (DHB) £ . #1 pL
B AR H AR AR B IR, SRS AR L nLFE /R
BED.

2.9. B AR I % e

T BRATF IO RR 70 08, 22 1A 4 Bh Ok g T R
B RATHE] (MALDI/TOF) ultraflex™ i #4% (Bruker,
USA) [ IE S5 7B g AR e BB IR 1 | R4
[36]. H K& (DP) BERRHEIZANSS: 2 = KA
Y] (DP3, MW: 504.44 g-mol ™). ZZEJUKE (DP4, MW:
666.57 g'mol ). FEZEFFE (DP5S, MW: 828.71 g'mol ™)
FIZZE 75K (DP6, MW: 990.85 g-mol ') [37]. MBI
& 42 EL500 pmol- LA REAE TmQ/K . K Uk
5uL RAEFIRAF20 uLDHB I, TRA WA i
LR IEN62.5 umol L' . fEMALDI H AR _EMEE2 nL
BEYAEE, KAREFE . B m/z (38 2 300~1200,
BOG ARSI BB RN 50K, BOGHRE N
38%~50%. & LR PR HI/E300 Dall . f#f fFlexi
Analysis %44 F1Compass Isotope Pattern #4114 ( Bruker,
USA) AT il srtr. MRIESHE A (38117774 iin



silico BU¥E %, R ZEMNG /> BCRLIE, 5 &% 2 40.5
Da.

i Agilent 6520A W AH €415 - DY B AT R AT I (1] J5g 15
¢ (LC-Q-TOF-MS) (Agilent Technologies, Canada) X
FESBEAT BB (MS/MS) 43 #T. #ELuna C18th i
# (100 mm X 2.0 mm, ¥if£43 pm; Phenomenex Com
Inc., USAD I, ZZMiAANS mmol- L™ 5% ACN H iR ki
ZZ P KIE (aqueous ammonium formate buffer) #2355
95% ACN H 2 4 2% 1 /K W W30 AT 1R BE e B, AT 43 59
H20 nL IR ZEFENEFE W, 2 F )5 #E 15 mine JBHAH
(AE 0.3 mL min o RIS AT XA Z A7 267 i (3%
FE10 min. FLWES S TR E N i, BANEHIER
4000 V.o 22435 U RN 43 B9 4 s 4391 D9 180 VIR0 Ve
Y RGAETMS/MSHL, TSR E R
K, MEEASAR BT AR R RREE R N350°C. T
AR N10 Lomin e FAERIE F1N25 psic fEm/z N
50~170070 [ ]y USCER A F s . MIS/MIS B il it
B N20 eV,

3. 4R 511e

3.1 H A A R SR T DBT MY R R,
3t Y Burkholderia sp. C3 WHRIIA K

IXTGURE 5K F — R A= ) sk w9 75 H b X Bur-
kholderia sp.C3H PR IDBT AW & fEAE 1150, DBT
R e 1) L R A S 56 B VAT S s R B 2 i A 1 0 ) S
%, WEARBPER, XELMILRDIREY O
1B [16,39,40]. W B ATR, 25 RFRH, HHMmEAT
AT AR BECI AN AR K, [FIB SE SRDBT (1) A4
Pifft. SCIR B, DBT AR YRR MR 1 16 o FE B B e T
Hh 5DBTHYEE R ELANE: B A 1E] . 24 0.5 mmol-L™'.
5mmol-L™'. 50 mmol-L "' F1200 mmol-L ™" [ H Ji ] i 4%
FEWINT, WELE|EE Z S (Tukey HSD; LSD; Bonfer-
roni; p<0.001). fEIXEIRE T, FHFHIRGE, HHW¥H
DBT [ AW A2 T 25%~30%. 587 K, £H
M (50 mmol L") 5 DBTEE/RHAN92.6 & 1 IR FEMH,
B ARC3 100% b F% f# 17 0.54 mmol-L™ (100 ppm) ]
DBT. 1% H i I f (3 IR 5 FH 2 1 Joi 4 2 R ot 1 51 560 o
EMIRE R, DBTEEMM27TSKIFLELSR, FE
5k, DBTFE A E 2 % £ Wox 18 I K (1),
WKV FT7R, T i s K B8 4 B 11 5 B85 72 ) v L 42 21 11
R fii v 28 A1t 550 mmol-L ' H i DB T4E

607

VIIE R 5 J1 AL, B S 0.5 mmol L 5 =Y,
C3H FRAE S 10K 4 f# 1 0.54 mmol- L' DBT92%. 1H
ST, TEMCHMIRIE T, C3EMRIIAKLRFFIE0.05 OD4gg,»
X 2 W AE W BB IR S DB T AE 1) 4 A8 184 5 f i — JR
K, DBTAEY)RE MG om0 & HAh 2 7 AL . Seit- ot
FKHW, FTRINFE 10K ZIDBTAENBE RS 3% 7557
(Tukey HSD; LSD; Bonferroni; p<0.05). Kb, TEATHF
T TRV EVIERRT R

PErE— IR, DBT A SCHRFREMRCI g0 A= Ko
BB 10K G, ODg4EFF7£0.05, X 5 4] Uk 12 & A0 25
CEI1D o 7E 5 B — R R R AR 15 772 0 PAH IR A ) % fi
U T-2H R B AR . PAHRISEIANREE . filtn, 7EZE7R,
C3# KRB % 7 40 ppm DBT194% [22]. FRATHIZE B %
B, 7E557R, C3B#f# 7100 ppm DBT 1 11%~12%. 7E
HKEES, DBTAAHRE KA H R, HEEWER 4
VIR SRBUCR AR X — RIEE] T UL P HEL L 5
B AL, H-DBTIR &Y I C3 g i A= K 32 3
. B, 240.54 mmol-L ' DBT 5 H i 4 5k i 7R
GBI AT 50~500 mmol- L' 2 [8], ;%1 RGP
B, CIANARA Kk, AT F it Hooh, AR K
Jn#0.3 ODgypo TERKIKSEE (0.05~5 mmol-L™) [y H i
t, DBTRIA KR 3Z 0] . 50~500 mmol- L 1t H- i 411
HC3I4H P A=K T BE S DBT. DBT HIAC 7= W a9 4 1
B DG, PEHRIE, PAH MIBL/K R B0 1 2= 5 m H 2
PE[16,41,42].

3.2. RL “EW) & BURAEAE Burkholderia sp. C3 B #EH
o

R R A B AR RL I R AF AR [38]. AT BAR
ARSI WA 1] 5 1 PH A SIURL T B3GR RL = A= 1 i o2 1) i 44
1[24,38,43,44]. K2FH T 18 DUFh b BE A ) 21 e 1)
AXTEREE, Bl: A.0.54 mmol-L' DBT; B. 50 mmol-L"'
H s €. 50 mmol- L' H i £10.54 mmol-L™' DBT; D.
50 mmol- L' Hif+ 0.54 mmol-L™"' DBTHI2 mmol-L™" OC
DL 1g FCHIpfE . XLERF 5 5T RLINAEYI ARG WiE 2 AT
7No RLIVEYIG BT E A HFAS 11 [45,46] F1 (55 B-
HA[24] P2 I R-3-FR B 28 T - ACP B -Co A IR ST AT,
PL & dTDP-L- B ZSHEWE T 44 [43].  — HLIR 5 AURE (9 R 44
742, RhIABCA FH- B0 -RLIITE . 7E DU AL HE
Kl ) T 5 dTDP-L- BRZEHE A& A G A
AlgCHIRmIBCD (&2, #2). RmID#{tdTDP-4-fifi-6-
W48 -L-H B2 WA L d TDP- 250 . 7EAN[F AL FE A RmID
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Glycerol supplementation (mmol-L~")

[ ) A200 @50 MO0 @005 AO05
0.60 i T T T T T T T T T T
- g
= A
g 045F T 1
£
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50 mmol-L™'. 200 mmol-L ' #1500 mmol-L™") T K10 KEFE 14 K.

MIAE G B A AR 3 (p<0.05), JfHlg FC L.
lg FCARFEH M 5 DBTAH BAE IR &1 EifR
B X Fif A ELAE FA S A Z I A B A AR R . 4k
ZIEETP I P B RmIC A - iH . RmIDFAIRmICH]
AEXS = FE R B RL A& Al 7712- 1R E 1R (0OC) A4
) R B A2 1 o

TE VU Ff b B A4S 00 215Kk 5 FAS TTAT (80 a-Afbig
FHIEE (2. %£2). FabG 2Bl FAS ITI&#A ML R-3-
FEIL IS ACP & U e J5 — P 1 [46]. FERTA AL FE
FabGIAHX FEEHRT1, RSN BZEA . H
&, pEET0.05, XEWEREEMMFEN FEEEAEEH
ZR (R2). fEAFCH, HHFabF#E Ak 1) 56 Al 2 Bk
i, A CHB-EfLBFFadBAIFadE S EFEE (£2).
GERRE], EREME2RK, FAS HHAB-E LR )G
B BAE C3 R I BRI

RhIA = AE3- 2 BB R (HAA)D, A JGRhIBY H
FH T 5 RZERE IR 0 A0 5 i[47]. %€ BIRKIA, 1g FC
Won B [ EE E B R 2R b AR L #2 BERhIB AIRhIC
(£ 2). RhIBFIRhICS) 5l 25 i R 2= B fI5 [48,49] F1 —
R RE AR [S0] M BB . R2rh 4 5E I R A R W,

FAS Il
B-oxidation —
T ) 1 Glycerol
Fatty acid
\L i D-glucose-6-phosphate
J Acyl-ACP AlgC
Acyl-CoA
Y FabF l RmIB
FadB FadE l FabG
Trans-2- RmIC
enoyl-CoA R-3-hydroxydecanoyl-ACP l
| / \RhIA RmID
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R-3-hydroxydecanoyl-CoA ——— > HAA

dTDP-L-rhamnose
l RhIBl/
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Rh|cl/_
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B&2. Burkholderia sp. C3 Btk H 5 RLAEY) G A SR AR S E .
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NGRS A K BB/ 3-SR AHBE A B RS FadE: FEIE4HIHE A B AU
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FEEL RS s RhIC: FRZEMEELLREME2; AlgC: MR T %5 bE A8 67 ity /
1t FE BEAR AT B : RmIB: dTDP-7% %) #%4,6- i /K ; RmIC: dTDP-4-Jiit
TRKHFIEHRE-3,5- R M) ; RmID: dTDP-4- it 7K 3 54 40 J5 i

HE S T C3YI M S R L AR 49 3 T 1 75 1 I S5 i
o BHEFRW], FAS ITHIB-FALigE# 25 1 5Tk
E . (HA, MATEMRKIEE S ETHAL, FOYX
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3.3. Burkholderia sp. C3 TPk 1G58 %) DBT “E4) % fif %
RL A=W6 i S FAM IR F ) s

DBT 2 s /K VEI[6], FoAH] FH B 2 A2 B A 11
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B AR TE . X e W82 25 LR BH 1A 2R T 36 14 7R 1
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TR EEY A BB ARAECI R ISR A Rk,  FH 5 R 9y
MEEWEE T RLE H 75 S DB T AE 4 B i 185 58 (1) A1
KME[S1].

Gutierrez 55 [251 B, IREELEERXT T RhIA 4 HI{E
FHE MR A B R P RUFIPHA (72 4, 3 H X Fif
PR EL P B VR e R . SCHR[24] AR T
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AT DARA 8 RL A3 WA IR 0. FR AN B9 FE 1 H i 75 IR L
A AT A B3 () 1 5 BRI DBT &% VA 5[
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WAk, IS H AR RS 1B IR G

3.4. RL [FVEYIH Burkholderia sp. C3 T Fk 53l
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Nomenclature

ACN acetonitrile

CoA coenzyme A

FabZ 3-hydroxy-ACP-dehydratase



FDR false discovery rate

HEX 2-bromohexanoic acid

HPLC high-performance liquid chromatograph

HSD honestly significant difference

LSD least significant difference

DHB dihydroxybenzoic acid

DP degree of polymerization

ocC 2-bromooctanoic acid

DBT dibenzothiophene

FAS I de novo fatty acid synthesis

FadB enoyl-CoA hydratase/3-hydroxyacyl-CoA
dehydrogenase

FadE acyl-CoA dehydrogenase

FabF B-oxoacyl-ACP synthase 2

ACP acyl carrier protein

FabG 3-oxoacyl-ACP-reductase

RhIA HAA synthase

HAA 3-hydroxy alkanoic acid

RhIB rhamnosyltransferase 1

RhIC rhamnosyltransferase 2

AlgC phosphoglucomutase/phosphomannomu-
tase

RmIB dTDP-glucose 4,6-dehydratase

RmlIC dTDP-4-dehydrorhamnose-3,5-epimerase

RmID dTDP-4-dehydrorhamnose reductase

MALDI/TOF  matrix-assisted laser desorption ionization

time-offlight
LC-Q-TOF-MS liquid chromatograph-quadrupole time-of-

flight mass spectrometer

MM minimal medium

MS mass spectrometry

PAH polycyclic aromatic hydrocarbon
PHA polyhydroxyalkanoic acid

RL rhamnolipid
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