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Abstract The starch-binding domains ( SBDs) are structurally and functionally independent non-catalytic protein
module widely found in carbohydrate active enzymes (CAZymes) , and they play an important role in the degradation
process of raw starch in ecological environment. In nature, SBDs effectively lead the catalytic domain to the substrate
surface by specifically binding to starch granules or other polysaccharides, significantly enhancing the hydrolytic effi-
ciency of enzymes. In addition to the non-hydrolytic disruptive activity on the structure of starch granules, SBDs widely
influence many catalytic properties of host enzymes, including substrate specificity, environmental adaptability ( ther-
mostability, salt tolerance, and cold adaptation), and oligomerization state. These roles demonstrate their adaptive
function in helping host microorganisms to compete for carbon sources in complex habitats. Here, we summarized the
distribution characteristics, functional mechanisms, and multiple effects of SBDs on host enzyme functions in terrestri-
al and marine ecosystems. The main experimental methods for studying SBD functions, including domain deletion,
functional characterization of binding and disruption, are also introduced. A broader and deeper understanding of SBDs

enhances our knowledge of microbial competition for carbon sources in natural environments, as well as provides novel

approaches for the rational design of industrial enzymes.
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Fig.1 Role of non-binding sites in the function of the SBD
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FIARRIPEY I HEZ 25 TR (T M)
FERIK MR ™ AmyP SR IRT—AS iR IR
Ay )R 2 PR 20 SO, L SBD (- 1R 551 4 1k
VE R ) S R AT BE R L VE A TS AL E I KRS
Yy, SeTatr WG IEVR ORI IR O A TE R
KA A R 2R e TR AR

N B 1A= 0 #4RE B 3K TS ( Ruminococeus
bromii ) KV —MTVEM LS B H Sas20 FHETA
SBD., ‘EXT A TE R A ZF - B 25 G e 1K
5, (E0 FRRIDORG () 45 & RE AR 59 . IR 22
H T SBD MY 4544 B A m B2 vk, AT e fli ik 1
Sas20 BEME R EUAN ] i #a) 52 LA 25 45 VE #3 JoURE Y
A ARV 0 ol 285 74 DX 38, AT 345 58 179 P9 '
EREFK iR e hitEse b i ae Y

[50]

RZ MFA 184 SBD, X J&HGH ity SBD 4b
TER TR A fARSS A ) HERR (5 2, K
WIS R BAR T RET™ . ok B W A 0 i T
( Saccharophagus degradans) 1) MFA EH —/~J&
T CBM20 Z KR SBD , Bk W BEGS I 15 )7 1)
ek, BB IZEENY SBD 2 SR PR 2 —
2 TBER R 3.5 1% )2, ¥% SBD i
Fk H B KR ZFAAFTF 14 ( Bacillus megaterium ) [ 75
— A MFA I, ATER AR 22 28 HOMR R e k. 2
F o34 5 035 8 ) e AU R W 1% SBD fig 2 ik
X EIAR I IR v 9 U, 4 IR 8 | 5 2 A
P8 ) T AT A 1) T AR A o7
3.2 SBD #MnBEEHY = M 51

SBD 5 M T E A il 1Y) 38 v PE AR $h M, ok
U518 1 A0 T R A W D T 2-40T 1Y UE A g
SAGSA AT R 4f i 1 v R A R Ve, B
SBD BTG, SAGS A FE AR Al s #h 25 1F T A i
FRIE RS R AR, % SBD 0 linker X AW 1 Hy
i 2 E A G 2 Mk v, RS 7™ A i v HE 5 DA T B
Rl AR SR AR T HL B PRV B R AR R ) T
S5 IKE B 7 IR RS E 7KALZ T 32 T
HETEVE R BEE IR B Eh B TP K S5 B RE 1 5
JRIEPESTT o T TR AR IT B BR
( Thermococcus siculi ) i A5 2% it A 2%
S AT UL W VE TR Y SBD R REIE kR
S R R (T B0 P A 8 R v M R R ) L A
Pt 3 07 7 A i R 5 TP T T A (A
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T il Y5 A4 1, SBD L BE 355 5 ) i 43R
JE R 5E V. R IR T AW FLAT B ( Lactobacillus
plantarum) S21 1) o-VE 3 il F1 W8 FA L 2F 160 4T 19
( Geobacillus thermoleovorans ) ) o-UE ¥y B Bt K
SBD J5 , SRR fciti B I Tt A I U (H G Hh—
AR e Tk A S e ) ) — AN TR R T
R RS R VR T & UE B 2T T 0 UE B
LaAmy FYF#AE P 550 BE ( Melting Temperature
Tm) 61 °C LT SBD AYZZER Tm L3 T R4
K28 C, REIRET 55% %, UL Lok
SBD TEAEFF ARSI Iy T HAT SR
3.3 SBD ¥NEHREGE

TEDEF- b SBD REAE NS5 B H He52
M i 2 1 A S SR AOIR A AT A 45 il A AR E M 5
HEALTHRE . 10, Sk I T W& R FLAT 18 ( Lactobacil-
lus acidophilus ) /)% >4 [if§ LaPul 87K fif JE #3100
ki, HA —A 8 T CBM41 KM SBD, &K
LaPul 23 — M, MR SBD J& , LaPul £E3 ¥
H BRI AR Sy AR AT I ( Thermus ) K
TR — A~ 22 25 05 € K1 i ( Maltogenic Amylase ) &
TR HN SRS R T CBM34 KRR SBD TR
TRIEIE R RICHAE R . 1% SBD SR JE A2
HRVE Bt AN R 2 4 — SR AR I A8 Sy B AT ik
#7851 SBD THREMY ZAENE B S B8 40 U A i 4 45
HR A 5 D RE e BV Ry SCBE I 4 00T
3.4 SBD A MmsfE{REER B HR

GRS P B SBD J5, AR AL T
PEIF B A K B U i, IR A 2 AT
( Bacillus sp.) TS-23 1 o-JE M g B A QIR ST
MR ( Thermoanaerobacter brockii) 1) TE M3 2 il
BMER SBD J& , SASIAATS R 5 B A A ] B A
PR T L e R B, SBD IR AN 2 4
Fi H AR BRAE AL DD RE T AT B 25 AR I, XM g
VAT DL BB . SBD 7E F AR A R
JK-F [ %4 #2 ( Horizontal Gene Transfer) Bt J7 2\
R N A 18 E R E A S (I A%
BRY)) T PR B AR AL 1 R AR Y
sctll B2 MU SBD YT RESUA T REAS 43T, A
TITESSHR Z5 T R “ e b s ” Fedk . XA IC
A7 AT RE I s i T e S e AR AR AR
SRR OCIR . WA TR i o PR R 1 — N TE
B & 22 B R SBD IUMT AT BT 9 R 3, k2K SBD

Je FEASSE M ) A VE Ry 45 A e T, (R BR %
SBD 1 T B4R X25 4546 38 ( T B 40 Sk i 1
) CBM ) A 5 2% A R A8 Ak, % I X ] 5 1 e
T R 22 0 0 A iR 28 g 2 R X —
RIMFIAAESE 0 22 25 H 3 i, SBD 38 43 5
LR 25 A 388 A R AP U R

KT SBD FEAR il 4 A R 1Y R B & A
fiRiE , KU TP ZEHIFT I ( Bacillus siamensis )
1) o-VERY B AmyJ33r HBEZK MM Ak i TE B, AN fig
TKARTERS R, AmyJ33r A 3 &ty Hp
E 253 J2 SBD, % SBD ¥ Bk J5 , ik 2 1A Xt e
KRR ROMT3G Im 1A, fEfbACRd & 1.7
53X W% SBD £ FHLAT il 5 ik o 25 &1,
F e B 4B Amy)33r IS BE K i e By kL, SBD
TEZIGE T B AEAE LT 2k T I TR

4 SBD I fb thHE %  %

4.1 H5 SBD X B fE L& R R NT

TEARTE SBD X WA AL 1 11 52 i) ) 9F 5 b, A
AT LA A5 A AR B R 28 R R i i AL Zh RE S
et W HA T Ik . i 45 H 7 41
GBI R LSS TN LA K A B AR A O b S A
B P B e iRl S 7E R SBD, SR s I #
PRI EEP AR HOR R AT 4845 SBD Y k26 28 8 44
FEH SBD f14 ff 2 5 A2 R LY A= 70 T 1) il 25 1 e
e 5t RENSHREWT Y SBD 19 FEIRE, SRR T A3k
W 1 3 A TR 22 T AU T R 2 e DAL S P g 7 1
o-TEA T SRR T VB R FLAT 1A 1 & 22 ORI T
L GWD MR SBD J, EARHR R T K it U
Ry RURE 1 BE 7, 1H J2 i 1k R 1 KR BT
Rl 4780 SIE ] T SBD B 32 B AR B i
TE R RIURE K it
4.2 T3 SBD ML GHEN

SF FIE J B YK ( Affinity Gel Electrophoresis )
SRR 1 P J7 R . SBD HLTK I 2R 5
BERE IR T KA S5 G VB, SBD iES
RN , IR AR SR S B R 5 SBD S IR
A4S 5 RE TR, 3 4 i e B4 e A B4 st
AR 0500 S N M L Tk T SBD 5
AIVAE W Z AN 25 5 VR P (ELJ2 0 4 o ) P e
JHE I TR AR Ak 3 A4 3 A9 UKL IS | A BE ) 1% 07
0 7€ SBD 5 AN AT Y A TE By 2 8] 1Y &5 5 AR
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FHPOT ) HRELE A SRR ( Depletion Binding Iso-
therm ) J&—FP g T 7 1%, %07 A TER UKL S —
FIAFIHR R SBD (a7, 15 2 W -1 5
B0 I S A A IR T 1 3 9 1k B UL
Langmuir W RFFARFRY | B AT A K, {E[gl] . K, HAR
FRMT) K, AN, 2 W] SBD L5 P 4 5
AR, (HIR, MG RE AR R SN IHAESS 5 AR i
LKA TE A BR B J7 RS, SBD SR
[F] (9 AH B A FH 3 AT e 58 40 22 7R G i R (UV
Difference Spectroscopy) " 25 ik & H #i%k (Tso-
thermal Titration Calorimetry, ITC) '™ Ll K 3¢ i 45
B T34 ( Surface Plasmon Resonance, SPR) L8l
FE A FHILG (Pull-down assay) ' S5H AR A7
5. BIRHHFIXT SBD 454 e J1 Y WF 52 B J2 Fil 4%
SBD 5 fili A ) 5 ) DE By B BE S TT , (HJ2 X 2K
D7 EALE T T AT SE SBD 5 1 U Y 3E o 2 2
] A EAEH]
4.3 WX SBD HIREIRAE

1 T B VE N B I T KP4 R 7
ARB BRI 58 N R R T — RSN A HE(H
T AR AR AE SBD BN RE Ry U7 i, A B
Bl JE RIS G 15 5 ( Starch-iodine Complex Ab-
sorption Spectrum ) M€ SBD X} B B JE #3 45 44) 1) 1
WL Jm T2f B 7, %07 LT I m
A SBD J&i ELBEVE K-S 5 WA A 600 nm b4
TRV E AL, PPAl SBD XoF B BE VE #y W e 45 14 14
WREEE Gl g 22 R H 4l B G ( Differential
Scanning Calorimetry, DSC ) fJF 5% & ¥y FURL AH AR 1 7
N, BT EMHAR, it DSC 40T SBD B E i
J5 A= GER IR 2 TRk, GBS ALKS ( Ge-
latinisation Enthalpy, AH) {8 )25 4k, B8 4% J2 ikt
SBD Xif Y& A UKL S 45 R B IR0 o B 13 T vk
b, SBD BRI TE K5y 25 A4 4 4 FH 3 T LA 3 ek ) 7 e
I GRABR ) A AL AR R 2 B SBD 1 52 1 % (1]
BERAUETY . AFM BB TN SBD 5 ELAE VE K 47
Y FE A R 4R AFM U0 SBD 5 %€ 4 5t
R AR B, 50 A 3R A5 8 M A 45 217 it
41, Ngo %1% S 43 X e 0 43 8l ) 2 B0 T
JE TR T ) SBD 5 L6 VE Ry JIE ) A5 L 2 J) Y AH
HAEM . WIXLe 58 ik bl LUE 1, 25007 i
JFARRE EHMN E SBD 5 K AR UE My 2 [H] 7Y L S
WER . Rk, K JERES IR 7 WL%E SBD XJ RARVE

TR 45 R4 % R 1 R A0 B R B B R b R Ak X
SBD R SRHLH AT

5 B #Z

SBD &M B/K LA W 4s G 8 CBM i 43
NS R AR R4S S TEM B CBM, 3E T
A Bl AR SBD BIER AT, X SBD A 1) fig
INFIE RN FHR R T S5IEM 4SS &, SBD [ i &
FBE R SC C 4B T SBD Fl CBM Ay #
BRUSS SBD fil 52 i il 0 4 Ak D il % A 2 Fh AR (b
B R T HIRER R 24k SBD REMS B IR Ve #r
Sl T R LR IR S Ve M 7E [ SRS T A A G
SETIBERE | R, DL RS A (E AR
ARE, B, SBD 75 2% A AR A i £ ) fig
PE 5 AR SIS R L R AR R . K4 X SBD
(BT FEASAS B AR 5 4l Al i A B 2 5 AT
GO AR DA RN Z RO P HRGE . fE AR
PRI S AT TR RO A ) 40 B S A N 1 AR
WG VER T S A A R HA 2 B
ORI R AETE R AR, O A B R I
TEHERB Y I B E W IR R SBD R4 & 28
JEFEMIZRAYIEY) , ULHA X 28 SBD 76 & 223 5 oy
T IE RN SE IR, AR T R AR RS A
BLHIT ., SBD FX Rl G4 A AL IR, 38
=5 CBM W45 & HLHIZERL, B AT AIE R, 1
&b, SBD FE5 2% F AR A5G i 18 2 Dy g 1 %o AR 2
AT L) — S B il 2 S 30 (R N 1 TG L
UG . CBM69 2 J & F AT RT3 i B 1) v 1 U5 1Y)
SBD Kk, i i A k45 58 H7 . i bl
Foldseek A2 45 S i /R 1% 5 A 16 16 HH 19 4 A
FERTIE T — 9T 90 B o3 BT 25 R E T R )iz
78 T CBM69 ZE 5 TE 1V 3 2 E M3 1Y) B3 At vh v g
BAEHEIEAEDN, M, w8 2 5
b PSS/ 3 AV PN Ea R a1l N ¢
P AT SN LASAIE . R Sopr i oe & W, — A1
AN R A SBD HA A7 i B IR fE 7, i H. SBD
% IR 8 00 1 B8 s S AR T U R Y R A A
RO S A ST AR SR R I AE SBD H ik
FEAE IR AR B/ T, SBD 500 3
B IALEIA T H 5T g5 . BeAh, X Rl
SEAEIRAE T AL i AN B A, o A 3 0o 5 40 B R
BUGHAR (AN RHBEE) 53 F 3 1 B S R
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