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AEDERHIFOR A% O T2 AT IR [ R B 2T 4E 38 70 T 454, 38 g At 1) 7 203k
PR R TN, B A S AR R RN AR WD Al 5 S (R R B AR 72 o AR SO AR ) o
PO AF S 223750« BEACANID A 52 1 OB 1) AT T IR AN A2 AR &R, $2 4 T4
SRR R T R B ER T — M AR A 4R IT 0 HA, H TR
RIE R AR (A, o) B A R A R A AT AL AR ) — R AR A AR AT
TIRAIRIC . HIR, R T KOS TRIE A AL R BRI BRI B 4514, $2 o
DAk S 2 B 3% 1 BRI E% BF Saccharomyces cerevisiae DQIL it iy 471l 4 (1) i 32 7]
I, RILTIEE) KA Zymomonas mobilis ZM4 X B 24k B Edu ik, Hxd 3t
My SZALER AT T WK

AT —8B57, A0t T RO A P2 AL 8 T 25 PR AFAE 1 JEURHR 28 B sl A A 15341
(Y R) R, R P D R IR K M AL B T 200 2 AT SR AT 4R 40 o S i - UM R TRUAL LA
IR A A 2R S50, FA P A 4 3 A TV AR B A SR . AR s[RI e ]
ik 95.7%, LFYERMGMHISERN 79.1%, FEHMHIY S ERC. A58 MR G Kk
TRACERFEFF A AR SR NEFI S WE 54 AL 9 R . RHEAS RN 71.2%, K 54.3 g/lL. &)a
I DAL R R SRR R AR g RN O, B R SEBLAT 4 R RN 2 47 4k R (3R 40 AN 45
AR, 3743 33.1 /L LB 41.5 g/L AHE B,

55 R A B TOUA BE AL AR FE rh R BT BRI AR S U PR AR G SE AR FR(E 20-30
um ARG . WIS ARRAYE R 5 AT, KIRARRE T TR & T
RO A J= 21 4 2 2 B s v () S B ZH 2R RO g A I B30, T B S WA AN DR R AN AR 32 B2 1
AT AELE A AN TIIAL B S P W U7 T DR 3R L RIS M I e, E o, TALBERSFT A gl 2 v B
KEEALN 10-20 pm HAJ R & & HIUE 2P 4R R 450 IR A AR 2 3 BURRLF AL
PRI EE T o HIR, B F rb sk 20 8 BE s AR AR AR 1) T B /N RST
FHORFEANAS o I i 't 2 5 R 55 BN v o P2 T RS ol 2 4 b A B 22 SR R B
Ty T BRI r B X8, A1 bk 150 B o A 3 it o R AR B el ) RS i e e R

5 =R AKE A = ol A 7= A 1) FOKOEERIE (CCRD N ERNEEAT R P B AN 2
BER I (SSP), RIMHAA RKEKEMHEEICHIIm YR (16.8 mg/lg T40kD, FEALHE
-FRIR . WAIAKRE . XWEEIKEFIR. & GIRMZLER . XLy 2R i G BRI EE L) S.
cerevisiae DQI1 R T At BoA W1 RAMHIER, 1 BRI & R R 7 M DL 25 Bk . AR
P T — M FOK TR K R P AT R FE RS 557 S. cerevisiae DQ1 HIASHIIALFng, A
R T ORBEETE I, $em T OBEREEERE. TE5 L M 50 L K T2k, EfxtE
KO FRIE BEATAT T AL TR, BI4K )5 1 S. cerevisiae DQ1 K% 2. B i FE H R tE it 7.9%(viv).

FVUE S, RIE T DO POE R S5 O RE K BEBE R Z. mobilis 750 H & S 2Rk
BV BRI SR AT [ B R RN, AR A KR 2l R e R 3L T e pas
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Study on lignocellulose depolymerization and microbial inhibitor-tolerance

in biorefinery processes

Abstract

The core steps of lignocellulose biorefinery processing are composed by breakdown of
rigid lignocellulose supermolecular structure, enzymatic hydrolysis of cellulose and xylan to
the fermentable monosaccharide, and fermentative production of biofules and bio-based
chemicals. In this thesis, several key issues in lignocellulose fractionation, sarcchrification
and microbial tolerance to inhibitors were investigated and solutions to the problems were
provided. First, a novel lignocellulose fractionation method was developed for efficient
separation and utilization of cellulose and hemicellulose from wheat straw. An interesting
phenomenon of particle size change during enzymatic hydrolysis of typical pretreated
lignocellulose material was observed and the mechanism was investigated based on the fiber
structure and pretreatment severity analysis. Then, plenty of phenolic compounds with low
water solubility in the industrial corncob residue were found and strongly inhibited the
fermenting microbes. An evolutionary adaptation method was developed for improving the
tolerance of Saccharomyces cerevisiae DQ1 to phenolic compounds. Finally, high tolerance
and physiological mechanism of Zymomonas mobilis ZM4 to phenolic inhibitors was found
and investigated.

In the first part of the thesis, a two-step dilute acid treatment method was developed for
fractionating cellulose and hemicellulose of wheat straw and subsequently converting to
ethanol and xylose, respectively. The effect of dry dilute acid pretreatment on xylose yield and
inhibitors content were investigated. The total xylose recovery of 95.7% and the glucose yield
from enzymatic hydrolysis of 79.1% were obtained with low inhibitors concentration. The
whole slurry of pretreated wheat straw was post-hydrolyzed for converting the xylan and
xylooligomers into xylose monomers. The high xylose monomers of 54.3 g/L, corresponding
yield of 71.2% was achieved in the post-hydrolysis. Finally, the cellulose in the pretreated
wheat straw was converted to ethanol by the simultaneous saccharification and fermentation,
a high xylose concentration of 41.5 g/L and ethanol titer of 33.1 g/L was recovered.

In the second part, an interesting phenomenon of particle size change during enzymatic
hydrolysis of typical pretreated lignocellulose was observed. The composition and
morphology of lignocellulose particle were investigated during the enzymatic hydrolysis. The
sharp size reduction during initial 1-3 h probably was caused by the hydrolysis of cellulose
enriched parenchyma tissue. Then the particle size maintained at 20-30 um approximately due
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to the combined effects of micro-tubular fiber existence and severe pretreatment. The large
amount of micro-tubular fibers with equivalent diameter of 10-20um and its high lignin
content played an important role on keeping particle at constant size during the enzymatic
hydrolysis. Moreover, pretreatment severity decided the particle size distribution of
micro-tubular fibers by producing easily hydrolyzed “dislocation” regions in long fibers.

In the third part, industrial waste corncob residues (CCR) were used as biomass for
ethanol fermentation due to its high cellulose content and hydrolysis without pretreatment.
However, the high level of water-insoluble phenolic compounds such as 2-furoic acid, ferulic
acid, p-coumaric acid, guaiacol, and p-hydroxybenzoic acid were detected in CCR and
inhibited the growth and metabolism of Saccharomyces cerevisiae DQ1. An evolutionary
adaptation strategy was developed by culturing the S. cerevisiae DQ1 strain in a series of
media with the gradual increase of CCR hydrolysate for shortening lag phase and improving
ethanol fermentability. In both of 5 L and scale-up to 50 L bioreactors, more than 7.9% (v/v)
of ethanol concentration was achieved by the fermentation of CCR using the adapted S.
cerevisiae DQ1.

In the fourth part, Z. mobilis ZM4 was found to behave a better cell growth and ethanol
fermentability than S. cerevisiae DQ1 when the phenolics enriched CCR was used as
feedstock at high solids content. Then, 12 typical phenolic compounds produced from
lignocellulose pretreatment were selected and used for testing the tolerance of Z. mobilis and
S. cerevisiae. The results revealed that Z. mobilis did behave high tolerance to the phenolic
acids, which was abundant in CCR. The tolerance mechanism was investigated by examining
the responses of Z. mobilis on biodegradation, cell morphology and the cell membrane
permeability to the phenolic compounds. The results reveal that Z. mobilis ZM4 has the
capability for in situ detoxification of phenolic aldehydes, and the lipopolysaccharide
aggregation on the cell outer membrane of Z. mobilis ZM4 provided the permeable barrier to
the attack of phenolic acids.

Conclusively, the fractionation and comprehensive utilization of wheat straw
lignocellulose were achieved, and the reason of particle size change during the enzymatic
hydrolysis of pretreated stover was revealed. In addition, the evolutionary adaptation strategy
and the inherently tolerant strain could be applied for the biorefinery process of the phenolic
compound enriched lignocellulosic material. These results could provide a basic theoretical
support for the further study and industrial development of lignocellulose biorefinery process.
Key words: lignocellulose fractionation, micro-tubular fiber, evolutionary adaptation strategy,
tolerance to phenolic compound, Zymomonas mobilis ZM4
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AR X BARE RN AR FE YRR R 5 A4 MR 2T 45 2 J5ORL ) U
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1.1.1  AKRFEF4EZR R EIR

BERAEAE Z P A R R IR, KA B NFEE W s 2 A EY R 58 3
BRARMBE R AN R FW . Horbr, MO FEYI A5 3 EAFE PAMBEAA R N Tk
272 2 B AR B R8s s AR R 374 ) 5 B SRR AAE VRS AT . RO, MR R AN
TR SRR BR 2T 4 2 IR K P R AT 200<10° Wi/4EP, 32 b R SRR R
YRRV ML L1 Fs. 74, WIERIREWAFF = BT 0, K&
I AR EAVEYD, 457" 8.2 ACM,  [RIR 237 A= AH [F] o & 1 K0S S A AT vl A 9 5B T
R, ARAE A AR b AR 7 L A S P e ) DY R A A )
SRREK. ANEEL KREFHE, BB R Y EY R £ R A TR EEY) .
fEEEAEE A RBIARRA 4R AR, P 30%K E A RN, 2014 42,
E RN AR R YR ATIE L2400, FEERE FOKFEFF. TR, M. BEAK
FREATEE, Bitgems e 50 2hneAm o mEPl. EUGRIED e & H e E 8 e, g
(O P S = B 1Y) 35%, H REVE A TR 4T 4 R AR PR B 40 WA . R EE
NEMKE, RFEAGEREDRZETFE, WGt 2007 4774 P RAEV LT m]
ik 7.5 4M, FEMALER AL, TR ILARFIE IR K o W T IR LR R 7))
R EEAE AR E AR SRR JEOR, B AR H B B R RS, A 50%
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T3 BIROL BRI, AR 55 FE AT IA 18.2%. 1M 7EAM RARFI N T i 72 o 25 7= A K
HIMRAL RS, AR AR MO RSV S B FTIE 24.5 ACME/AE, 3227 An AE 3 [ PH g
R XL,

F 11 HAERVEFWARTERBFESA GO FHM)

Table 1.1 Distribution of agricultural waste lignocellulosic resource in the world

KIRA 45 e MEPH K JEE M HSE M KEEM [ES
TAKAEH 0 33.9 28.6 133.7 0 0.2 7.2
REFEFF 0 2.0 44.2 9.9 0.2 1.9 0.3
IKFERERT 20.9 667.6 3.9 10.9 2.8 1.7 23.5
INZREFT 5.3 145.2 132.6 50.1 2.8 8.6 9.8
R 0 0 0.4 7.0 1.2 0.3 1.5
A TEIT 0 0.3 6.8 2.8 0 0.5 0.2
Hg 11.7 74.9 0 4.6 19.2 6.5 63.8

1.1.2 KL 4EZR I FE AR

T 4T B e 3 B A o 4 4 2 b i, e A 41 4 25 (20-50% 1 2 ) - 41 4E 2% (15-35%)
FIARJRZE (10-30%) AR 4R F BN, W Lla Fix. KRESFH4ERED
JoR B2 IR 2 BEAFE RO R S AL R 554 AE R AN R R A o OB R A R 4R 4 2R oy
FAERKZE R . WA AR 5ok e e A o 3R 1.2 . — M, TERARAY)
R AR R AR RIS, MEAREY R A4 R & EAANE . XTI
RSy, g FA YRR Z LAY T R 00 B A n T H A
1.1.2.1 44X

ARYE T PP B-1,4 BEE B I b IR PR A E B AR ) 43 TR AN 3 P B Bl
AR ST EEE BB K FEEY . FHREESERE T HRE, —
WA AR LE 100-10000 2 1PV, AR LT 4 2 B s Bt I 0k A 24K B 55T 150 nm, {H
TR I X AN Y L U T AN 2 R MR A B S Tk — KRR B AT S AT 4R R AR
BEBELR: e lgs U UL s VS IV (B 1.10). |, BIEF4E R £ B E T A
P ATYER . RS ) AR BIRIE SN | BT 4E 2, XA 4
U 3 FAT XU BRI AT S A b 2 A B B K LR N A A A 4
i@t NaOH AR EE1S 2 1| RA 4, @it IR A EERe1S 2 11, B A4 R, HmkbsE
REEIRTT IV AFgE . B XL AT A 0 BB e MR 2 7 A E R E £ R
{HE, XTAE RIS 44 KR 210 2 e 0 A ERA e T2 H
1.1.22 PL4ER

oAU R — KRR A R VS R ARSI A SRR . XM R RAE
70-200 2], 2Ptk AR Z M (B 11a). E2&H B-1,4 AR s
MR, [FIRELEAE . CREAERERE R, H b nl R e AR D&M a-L- R HEFI
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a-L-E NS Ji4h, BEEH EERILRE b AL B, SR gER B AR AR,
E AR P2 BN SR Y RS R oM, IXRh 22 57 E SR IR B . I B4
JRANSE S ERE T T o FH AR SN, BEAR AW o 1)~ 27 4 2 P A7 4 15-30%I11) O-Z
B2 -4-O- FP BL T E R R R SR 1 7 » TR AE M [~ 21 4 3K rh £ 2547 10-25% 1) O-
LB U H Fa I TR By o FEARA R U VIRG A A, T2 B 2P 4 2 Bl AR A SR
HrpARRBE S B SRS B ORI 2T e R b S A ), R BT R (b S R e — L

(a)

Plant cell

B 11 EOAREARSERAS SRR
@ARBIAYERM Ty O)AHERTBBIEE: CORBRER-LLERERES
Fig.1.1 Structure and composition of plant cell wall
(a) composition of lignocellulose; (b) cellulose crystalline; (c)lignin-hemicellulose polymer

1.1.23 K&K

KRIRFZEERF P HREA S B E W, & B RARE (HD, AR (6
FETHIE (S) =MERBATA TR E SN, o =R A L3 & B %
TR AAGRRRFE R AR (K 11a). BRTHE RSO N AR K450 52 Ha
P BE o S AL BEE A TR B BRI R AR, XA R G R E DL B-O-4 55
SERREAREN, AR R RS HRZI G M S R Z s nfdEH 810 H
LG, AR RN EE G foutb AW . HTHTFHEADARE = S
B, @RSFBORRRGWH A REMENGEN . M FHEYEARENES GIS
IR R, AR s B-O-75 & Skl 5 A B 2 Rl & % 4, L 2
SEBTBLRAL AR BRE AR R ZM S 450 (B 1.10) MY, Mgl f b, $RE0H
AT 25 2 B TR e r AR B8 o T RN T A5 250 FH PR AR DG ATT 7 ) 1K Hodk— 25
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Table 1.2 Resource and composition of lignocellulose

ARIFEFYEZ L) Yt LR NS

RV E ) FKFEFF 35.1-39.5 20.7-24.6 11.0-19.1
Tk 32.3-45.6 39.8 6.7-13.9
INEREFT 35-39 22-30 12-16
REFEFF 36-44 24-33 6.3-9.8
IKTERERT 29.2-34.7 23-25.9 17-19
HEEA 25-45 28-32 15-25
M 35-40 25-30 15-25

ML) /e N 40-45 25-29 30-60
EEA T 40-55 24-40 18-25
Famf 42-49 13-25 23-29
Miwg 45-51 25-28 10-21
TETERA 35-48 20-22 15-21

1.1.3 fHYIAMMEESE R 2 R #r

FELD 44 b B () i 2 B R T L B B ) 2 RBEIL R, 6 T AN IO B e o % AR
FUE T (520 DR 25 32 B AR A 2 25 R RN 28 9 1R A S0 AR B LG A 5 1) BR 1) s 4l R
T LB AR B - S 2 0 (RS S A AT 4 B I R S P T T LA
FORFEFT A, B A AT (10 7 W 2HL 23 45 1) 21 A o7 £ 4 2% AR Tl 4 o T KRS AP R ot 414

10-¢ " FR&10-Z

meters ! meters

Lignocellulosic Internode Vascular Lignified Cellulose Cellodextrin
biomass stem section tissue cell walls microfibrils chain

B 1.2 FRREFTMBELEH 2 R BE T HLAL 57

Fig. 1.2 Multiple-scale visual analysis of corn stover cell wall structure
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T ORFEFT (1 72 W2 2R 45 ) 32 B2 b e 1 2 A0 O3 5 BEATL 2 #5088 R G ) [
HBE S e (B 1.2) 0 Hoh 4R R 2 b 408 TR EE K . ) BB FIOR B AL i R
J R A R K WIS, B X NIRRT AE AR JRAEARE A
1-2 M, X RE AN E FR AL G510 o AE AR A BT A7 AR 20K 1) AR
ARG AT, A AR 1 M FLAO I . IR 4 GRS I R KA 0 A 1074107
m YO Z 5]

8 FORFEAT 2 SR A7 TR H 4 M B 32 B =Rl B S50, el A RE
(100 nm). JEERABELER] (1-2 pm). JEEERAEEE (5-10 pm) P31, A e R KRS
AR =ER, 2RO Mm 2, —REERE. TR, BARITN
SRVERNLE 1 . WA RE R B = AR B R R A4 e R AR, HaT
PRI 7 90% LA by kAR BE R FEFTA 10 AR K S AT AR BE NN T B A0S (R B B 2 . — iR
W, BERIBRELEN, F ERBINMCS RS ER . % T 8BV ERE A ERI 28,
A BE IR K ERARER « TR A SR i 7 o 5B 0] DAy Dy HERE AR BE A JEBE A
B FLr, R R AR BE 5 TS HA I A S ) 0 K SRR A 4, X PR 4 R B R A S A
H IS AR AR o JEBE AR BE SE AR AL I BLAE AR BE TR g A, T HLAE 22
(R F A== S VY NIE S UEA LY i N

Macrofibrils n plant ell wall Fibril Microfibril structure

i

Cellubiose

: . o “ OH
H H. H 0,
HOj SN 9 HO o
HO. o 110 OH
o ) OH 0 HO OH
OH 3 OH i
n
A N oH
of 8 o \ ol o
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HO. o ! OH
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—Q T VR L oM s
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B 1.3 KRG R BHS R

Fig. 1.3 Model of lignocellulose ultrastructure

Non-reducing end ¥ Rl'gducing end

T KA AT 20 B BE R JoT £ 4 2= I OU 45 i B S B AR 4E R (Cmacrofibrils) . i 4F 4
(microfibrils) FI£f4E ZFLRELT4E (cellulose elementary fibrils). &l 1.3 fli~, E£74E
HHAE — B EMNA R REER AR ML, FEAAE T ERE R AR R AR BER T . et 4
FH R () A7 2 FR T A AR Y 2 22 0 5 AR (1) 2 A e Z M i, 32 A7 AE T e B 0 JEL B o A
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BE I R T AT FIR SO S5 M AT SR 8 S AT AR B AR S SR R AR A A R
R~y FEEITH 3.3 nm, AKFH70 5.7 nml. B R A 47 4k 2 34T ELW AT
WAL IR FC, LT AS RIS TGN B e b R AT 4k R A5, 3D R R AT 4 B X AN
(7 S 700 1 i B T AR O LAY, A0 B (PW r 2 4 3 AR 7 4 (1 /K T 2 5
TEANHE, RIEE 5B 27 4 R B e A AN B A . 7ETEREIRAERE (SWO H U /& B4R 4EAN
TR Y 2 PR, KR AT AE A R 2 T & G LA, AT S o i ) 4 o A
IKFRRR 6
114 R4 REER

SUMA A TR 41 4 25 AR W) AR 21 4 R BEAE A R KBRS A PE TR R B AR R
G AR AT T AN A 4E A ) “fr A EAL (dislocation). 1) A 4R
REERIGH R g R KB PR A SR . RRT R RO, R E 244 51T
JEASG R TR R, A AT AT 4 R AT AL, AT SR m R AR, 2)
TREER : AR £T 48 35 AR 65 4038 3 7T DA X SRR AT MR C™° [ 2 LR AT 20
M8, o B0 R S R AN AR TR I BB DR 2R, R K AR A0 52 E A E ER
I FH BE RARATER RIS 15 564k 1, AR 414 = 2 R A 5 st b
Fi J2 PR i 330 Tl Sl I 4 1 R 1 2T 4 2K Ak ), 3) T B R T A
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Fig.1.5 Schematic representation of lignocellulose derived inhibitors
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Fig. 1.6 Schematic representation of a presumed inhibition mechanism of inhibitors
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Zymomonas mobilis . E A 2 FlE, BB, BEALKE IR 4 RN Iy I 26 A A A N O i 28
A, (R TT B b TG T B I RS R AR AR B S 1T B, S BT 4 A I ) 45 i3k
AT BT, R AE B AR 1470 %) ] B B A A e 2 32 31— s )

(a) L Q% %, %OO Qo%oo

%

Lipopoly-
saccharides

O-Antigen
(2 repeats)

Outer
core

PERIPLASMIC |
Peptidoglycan — SPACE Inner

Murein Lipoprotein core

Lipid A

B 18 #2 RF MRS R
()RS (D)HE 2 Bl 2 T Sl A Y

Fig. 1.8 Schematic representation of Gram negative bacteria cell membrane

(a)Structure of cell membrane; (b) Model of the single lipopolysaccharide molecule
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1.4.2  AEPIXHNHIY SN HE

2% M B AE S T A B th A KR, fems it ShEE R G0k HE NI Y
PHEE IS XFEGIMNERS M) FEAAET 2 KA E SR, b
SEYEHR AR PR AR, I B b BR8] o =2 1) 46742 i R0 &M e 1 4 i (1A
1.8a) . Skerker ZEUIRIF AL BAHIR, J@ DNA 844K 43 5IHfi € T Z. mobilis
H1'S. cerevisiae XJ A J5i £ 4L ZR /K MRS T 32/ FH () 44 A1 99 AN REE],  Horp gt 4t
HERI 4 AN T (ZMO1429-ZMOL1432) X6 A5 41 2 2 /K ARl Uk, 25 R i
S A A2 PR AR A X 8 22 PR 9 44 T e /K SRV T 32 1k ) SR LA . Schwialbach 25124044
E. coli 7F T OKFEFF AR MM 15 75 H b AT i S 4L 40T, TRV R Bt M HE SR 1) S DR B 1
IR EIHRII S . Yang 288 3 2 MR BN T 52 1tk 2 38 Bk Z.mobilis AcR F11 S. cerevisiae
HELA BT S ) i A 1 2 TR X 2L R4 R AL HE R R 52
143 ZHufEBE I e ke

Y1 A IEAE 3530 T o I A AE T 24 IR MR B, X R8s T o s ) R 2 = B
T AR T HERR R R IR IR 2 08 2 o AP e X053~ B A MU 3 2252 HH B8 I AT 22 WAL i,
NEZ MR A 10 WAMZ O A2 R EER TG ) O BT R (B 1.8b) o Hog
KA 2 22 B m A O AR A TSR KR I, BeA A R BE R K YE 5T . XA L
T TV 52 P 8 ) TR AR R T I 22 W B B v T M B ik . Z. mobilis /E 8 — R 22 1K
B B B A4, Barrow 2512103 BE 3R R B Z. mobilis A7 78— S5 H R IR 1 3 7L iR
2 R H AT HE A 00T 5 2 IR YT B () AN Ao 41 4 2 SRR ke 275 0 1 R
B4R FH A DRI, (H 2 Amro ZEP2 30 E. coli ZE A WLVATIIEEERIZAE T, 4041 s
T2 IR E RN, 38 R T ) BB WS AR 7 o A R B e b A IR R T
JE 2 B8 & 21 I S 80

15 BXEEMANE

AR YR R AE VPR BOR £ B IR ORI TR B 2P 4E R B AR AEAL . XA
SR T 24 2R RS AR A 0 o 5k « STAm 1 A I T PR T R R A B A 7 JORE I KSR A 2 o
Herp 2 ZERE R A DR FOR LA R R BB . AR SE AL PR T2 A . AR
THERA D ARER DI A 2P 4ER MK IR PR T e R ORI LB AN I8, DL 4D
AN I T D 240 M6 A AR IRV R A ™ SRR P 55 o AR SO BRI T N R 2
58 EIR B VPRI BOR FRAAAE A T T, A FE AR LR 73

(D AT @R E N AR A2 5O i B RS o, F R — T AR R Tl
AEERIRGIR “Ja KR AL BEAIAE & R A B YR TZ, &M TR IX SRR & AR
YR IEURE, JF HRENE KX R R i P e AN A R 20 R 8, F T v B I ™
A7 8T MR AL B ARE [ 21 2 3 B A S A1 &5 B sl s fF 7
Ml “ e KA A B FAL BEAS AT o A MR AN SERE K OS2 s ELIBAS [R) R IR A Bl YAy
O BR8] L MUK IR FE AT 2 A R i o



AT KFHA 8T 17 T

(2) B XA R LF 2t 2 IR Yl i A2 AR P 2R AR 0 A AL R BRI SS B EE: IEBE
BI4E 1-3 h 274 5 (1K 5 70 B8 B2 R B H IR AR, SR 5 20 4 o K 5 G 18 AR 5
TREFAE 20-30 pm LREFAZRIILGR . 43 0 AFEFTHE D 2H UK AR 47K T o3 e 45 40 5 4
JSP A X A1 A HORLAT 53 AT AR R 5200 5 R 5 2% SR R o T 4 4 v R o 35 1 40 5
PO AN SE R TE A AEAL R RN . N TIAL B 7 TH) 25 S04 53 A 5 T A R 5 E 2 1] (1) A8 44 9%
R, TR AR U EE A [ T AL BE 5 FE RS AT AR 4R A5 A4k, i — 0 R I AR AR
Iy AR AR AR SRR

(3) MIEFE MRS RIR M TR Y EKGTRE (CCR) fE AL 4E
R LT RO PR B R B (SSF) B, RINERERZLE S. cerevisiae 14K AR
PERESZ2MH] . B ex CCR I HEAT /il g o #E— PR IE A S R E
%I S. cerevisiae [IFNHI1EFH o SRV R0 54T S. cerevisiae #4791k, 552914k
77 2% S. cerevisiae B AR AE AN A FEE BE M o

() MF R E S RH P CCR VE N KL, KIS 3 K BEH ML P Z. mobilis ZM4
(i £ KD R B B AR T- 40 A 52 1 S. cerevisiael® 11281 sk %2 7 mobilis ZM4
X 12 FheEs DL AN (0 A EE R 2RI, IR UE N T R N 2 . i R
PV fe 40 MR 2528 AL RN A PR B2 055 14 55 D7 T AR 72 Z. mobilis ZM4 X 5 284k & P T i 52
ML
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£28 MLTFAHERLERSNEETRRAERED

21 BIE

M R ARREREAF AR BT 2 2RI A7 i ) 2 N T edh . ERZGAIME T
k. BT IOKRSHEARERIARERE & &, I E oy B2 0 J50RH TR oK il A= 7
ARE. HRBEEANE R REWM, AROTAETIE 2 TIimise) PRI A
B (40%) PPN A BRI S AR AT, Sbsh, SRBURKEE 0 R &
KERERINFEN D, EAZIEBERTEILN, HA ez AR sE M A . Rk, v 7
i R AE AL P R AR LT YRR BRI R RN — P @R SRR R e R L2y,
WETF R R LZRe05E T BIRF B IASFT AR 4E R kL, JF HREWS R IX 38
JFOR R AT Y R AR AT R A RO A, A SEI R B E M YK LB R A

ARIFEFYEZR A 7 MR 0 SRR THRIR I AL B T2, BONRRASEREA RE 8 20
T4 2R KRR T FLRE B SEBLET 4 3K L 221 4 RAIA T K 4% 20 43 18] (AR 43 B 870, ok
JREFAER Ao HIHF 70— R AERRIEAL ) (FIR . FIRATBEIR )« AN (LI AR
VUSRI 2- i DU SR AR R BUES TR E N I8 I — ik Bl 2D R St
T Y F ALY (VAR FL 43 10 52 129031 iR o R B ORTHI I LA o) BRI k- A7)
MER . & TR RURA R AT S, CALR B I8 1R B R 5 Stk
AR B IFIVER o XTI 5 — P B S AT R IR 4E v 0 12, SALER ik ik #%
AN B L Z B E 2 AR B2

i B2 TRAL BEAMY BE 05 ROR M 2 4E R IBE K EROR , T HLRERO R P e R (1%
FEARTENE) FAL AT IEVE B RE FOBE AN SENE . (E, 7 AR R SERE R AE AL S A B k) B
SN LT Y R RS VE PR AL SR ZL AR FH T2 9, S A, R A B AR R S R i 5
B T RS KA ) 75 5 R o4 T4 B VA8 4 v BRI R SR 280 A AR
OO T RS RIS B 2 AR, 0 AL B R R A 4 3R JEOR A AR R
) BRRIAT IR S5 /KM, BE S [R]INRE VA B 20 A SRR AT [ 4% o o B RS SRt — 28
IKREANE, (B H B BB XA T E R R T 7T B, MRS
KA L E T SR AR A2 P AR BE R S, A Bl AR 27 4 2 JEUR 5 KR
R [ETSA R

FERMIRTUAC B RE T, IR ARG IR AT R AR SROBE ) A A A A 0 B2 g 2 23 Jall 7 2
LIRAVRRBRESF I, ADUE R T ABERIBIR, 110 Had 2 52005 SE I ARE [l SR ] 21
UER AR AN A o RV AR W53 BE 5 A 2 25 BR TIUA B ™ A 1) R4 ), (B Mt B2
T2 TR Y PR A B8 A X AW AT 38 e i o K-S 0 1) 25 B AR D AL B 2 1 1
HERE, MIHE — D GE N BT B TR 4R LA T2 RIRAEAT .

LR I8 IR R 4 R H P> TR EE R, SR M INERAT AR
AT YRR R P o BARRE R A 4E R 7> TEH TARBEMA YR QR0 AR 32



AT KFHA 8T 519 T

FIBE TN AT E bR 1) B2 Wi B TRAC PR AR A SR 2T 4E SRR ROCR . FRRARE o — D [
FEANMHIMIRIE R 2) X TAL B JEURE Y 45 SBCEEAT < Ja KA, 5 S T B R I 25 2o ox
ARBEFF AN HND & BN 3) PR RN IR 70 S X ANE RIS 2T 4 3 L0 R I 1)
SO SRS 1 R P AR R AL PR A 1 JEURE LRI EAT AR AN LB I, RIS TR 70l
BEAT ZEEASTRANABE RIS, s 1 X PP AR AL B OB EAT [ 7> 2, [ [ 44 o
IK BTG & &, e iE S s | AR .

22 MREFB

221 SEIOMRL
2211 JRENLYEREG:

INEFEFFT 2011 SEREWGR BRI . StiEVERRA . 105°C HETRRKE, F
F SF-300 HUSCK ENL AR RS, B i Js 1 S5 R A o /N ZEREFT ORI
9 3-12mm, FIKE 89-95%, TR S (wiw): 38.7T%LF4EZ . 25.9% -4 4E % |
14.9%AK i A 5.2% /K55 -

2R 4k 2R youtell#6 T8 B Wi LR /RAEMA IR AR CHE, Hir), F4ER=mRIEAR
B % A 135 FPU/g BEKY , 27 4k — K EEVE v 344 1U/g BEKY , 274k X 2 15 N 9% (wiw) .
2212 FEERH:

BT REAIAE A o M ek e B B AR A R AR (RE, R BERHER
Mg A R AR AE CRE, #I9E); HaSOs KHPO4w MgSO4 7H,0
HI(NH4):S04 ot 2tily B Eilgm i F il A A R AR (P E, B, RN 5-F 2 H
FpRlE (HMP) ot gty T Tl A RA R ChE, B HAaRutG e 1.
2.2.1.3 AP AIRE IR A

B fh: Saccharomyces cerevisiae DQ1 (CGMCC 2528) /& it Co60 4@ 345 —
TR T [ & AT 4R QBRI RAZ B MR, R T [ a1l A 0 T i O g B
BRI PR35 7E 2 ml 54 30% (viv) H i IR A7 FH-80°C 26 1F T A R TR -

Fh 1395 20 g/L #i & #E . 2 g/L KH,PO4. 1 g/L (NH4)2S04- 1 g/L MgSO4 7H,0 FlI
1g/L FERHEEW)

REEREFRIE: 2 /L KHoPO4. 1 g/L (NH4)2SO04+ 1 g/L MgSO,4 7H,0 F 1 g/l EEEESR
VG
222 XA
2.2.2.1 BEAGFHERE AL H N A3,

R P R TAL B S R an ] 2.1 o, IROSEs EHANRARAR S e, N 4% LA 260
mm. = 400 mm, SEFRTAERFRAN 20 L. SON N ERECA OB iRk, il s pLeg
TGS HidE R T CE Y 0-100 rpm. FilAL B e I g A ERZE S I A 22 AR I Al LA Zb
] IR . Z8VRR AR 2R TR BRI R #8 AH I 52 HEHRp S I MR 289K, DR UIE TIUAL 38 I B ot
2 P 75 B



%20 1 EREREITKFHELHMBT

Bl 2.1 iR R N A
1HRT; 2 29700 3 FARBE MG 4 ARl 5 OVIESR Sk 6 K03 7 HFRIM; 8 #ixi
P 9 WA A HES; 10 HML.

Fig. 2.1 Pretreatment reactors with helix ribbon stirrer. 1-Product outlet; 2-Steam inlet; 3-Pretreatment

vessel; 4-Thermocouple; 5-Cap of the reactor; 6-Pressure gage; 7-Inert air outlet; 8-Anchor stirrer;

9-Helical ribbon stirrer; 10-Electric motor.

2.2.2.2 HABAXAF B 4%

FLAM AR 2% WL PSR 1 2 B AR B 4%
223 SBHE
2.2.3.1 TR MR # 7,

TR IE#E: HX 1200 g /N2 /At GETFE), &R 2:1 (wiw) LEFIIn A
IRV, FRAMREIE), BT HEEF IR 12-18 ho HA, HREHE 278 10, 15,
20 A1 25 mglg ¥kl

TRACBERLFE : e THALFE o B 28 54348 50 rpm, B FUR G (K722 RS AT In N 21 Tk 71
N 2§ . FEZRVR R ARSI ZZVR R 71183 1.6 MPa iy, FFIG R M EHEANZER. X4
SN FE A E] 100 °C B, FFAR TN, ORAE T 2 F00E I8 B I [ 6-7 min. FiE O
TREESY 7108 170, 175, 180 1 185°C, [ M#s H 2873 K JIfRFR7E 1.15-1.2 MPa, Fildb 2
SSEFTE] A 3 mine FRALFR S SISE ARG, +T FFHFAURAS SR 88 Hh 2875 70l 5 215
JE, fFSUETFRER 0.1 MPa BAF, FTHFRNVAEHHEK IR, HEH @ &K, FTFHRT,
WA TRAL 38 S kL o B/ B FRIAL B 5 /N 2 R AT ISR T4 ) BE AR WS BRI SRS 15



AT KFHA 8T 21 7

AT ADHI B B E A Y R BRI, HR R e T RS -4°C B iR IR
7 Mo
2.2.3.2 MRS KM AL T .

FETRAL B G /N 22 R AT IR R R P INER IR, iR & )5, BT KEd 121°C 5%
RN 1-2 he Hrr, FEAESESH8 10, 15 A1 20%, BRI E 58 0.5, 1.0,
2.0 f1 2.5% (wiw). ZIIFER<JE /KM, B 1 ml B4, 78 11167>g £/ F B0 5 min
W JFOREAT VR oy 5, RIS T RS SEREAS 2 A A & B E o AR 2%
PEHAT PR UCPAT S, SR 45 SR IR S 56 (1)~ 4015
2.2.3.3 /NEFREFHF I A

P R an&l 2.2 o, SREE 1o Jext WAL BRI /N2 REAT CRAAFIBRAAR 73 1#E47
PR Ja /KR HE TR, ARG XS KA CEARRRAR 2y BT F ML R B R B . o
BHATHE RS CBE, [0 3 ISR R o SREME T S ne TAR B () /N Z2REFT (T 44 AN
AR ) HATHE IR 5 KA A BE o ARG X 7K R I SRR IR AT IRV 58 — IR [E VR o 5, 4331
B RBE RS o o I FEAR /K, KRS S B A L E AR R, SRS AT
AP R ORI o R R G AT RS TR IR B, AT 58 IR Vo &, B ix
15 B R TR S AT A B [ WAORS i o

Strategy |

Pretreatment

Saccharification

. —> Ethanol
& Fermentation

Distillation

Solid/liquid

Solid residue €<— .
Separation

—> Xylose

Strategy Il

Pretreatment

Solid/liquid
Separation (1)

Liqui
iquid Solid/liquid
Separation (2)

A 4

Solid residue

B 22 PIPHBRACE/NZREFT IR 7 RIS IAE A

Fig. 2.2 Schematic diagram of wheat straw fractionation processing

2234 AAERIGHHEL:

W 23 D FR R AC R I (/N 22 FEFT JFORHINN 21 100 ml HEFZHE 1, FIH 5 M NaOH
WA R pH & 4.8, ARG —E &1 0.1 M pH4.8 HIFTIE BR £E 2 v v 7 f1 0.2 m
VUPF 2R SRV (10 mg/mD), fRIUEE FIBEEA R TS 50 g, B8N 20% (wiw),
YR M SN 15 FPUIg TR BHEEE T /KB RRIRH7E 50°C, 150 rpm 2644 F
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MR 72 0o FEVBEE MU TR 1 ml BEARFE S, 7F 11167>g 251F F 250 5 min B &GS
it HPLC AT AR AR 2 b7 o BN L0 2 AR AT B AT ISR, SR 25 R IR S5
RSO

2.2.35 EERERRFEEFE:

M-80°C VKA H — SZ AR5 S. cerevisiae DQ1 ] 2 mlVAAFE , F4 HAE 37°C TR E 75
FEFEE AR G ol e N F K E 035 20 ml 7159835 1 100 ml #8234, B T53%
FEPRH, £ 30°C. %538 150 rpm 2614 NiGLE5 9% 18 ho SRJEKE 20 ml B 3 e K
1) 200 ml Bl 35 7R i 7E Bk 2644 T 3557 12 h, BEINFh-F-3% ODeoo WOt{E 9 8.8-9.1.
KRG FRUT P T N R IR REIAT RID L S B R %

2236 [APHELYS Ol KT (SSF):

SSF IR APAMIEL: 1) WNEALPTBL: B2 D R AL B 5 (10 /N 22 R AT T
IINE) 5 L REERES, T REARRE & 2N 20% (wiw), FIH 5 M NaOH ¥ 85
REFKZ pH N 4.8, TELT4EZ A & 15 FPUIg T4k}, 50°C. #it bk 8433 Jy 150 rpm
FAE TR TG B R (], 2) SSF B E:: 7EH NP FIET 30 min B, ) A G I\ g
PR IR IR 72, R R EE AR R pH [ER T 2 5.5, IJZ LS 37°C. BL 10% (viv)
PR & ) R TR e NPT AT Ol . AEVE IR 1 ml FF 4, 7E 11167>g
ZMFF B0 5 min, HUETERGE HPLC 3H TR & MR LB FE I . R4S S200 2513t
ITPRUCPAT IR, Seae gt TN IR SL 36 (1 T3 4E .

2.2.4 Mk
2241 KRIFAERFEREESE (DM) FUKAEBE (WIS) & EIllE:

D B E: BT sR g TR T, 75 10545°C 4 THEF2EE (M),
W — & B A4 2 R MO I N5 FR ML, B T/E 10545°C JEAEH T 2 HE (M3).

DM (%) = (M3-M1)/ M,><100% (2-1)

2) KA R BB TR R R LB T AR, 75 1055°C 40 R AL
ZfEE (Mo). HU5.0 g £ fA 45.0 g BT /KIIAF] 100 ml #&fH, sHIFETE TS
WBRERH, £ 30°C. 150 rpm 5 fF IR G 2-3 ho K RE S R I M B IE 4Rk AT
g, HHEE K (ED 400 mD e B IE B B o R AR FPELR N LR BB IR L,
BT 10545°C HIMAEHE T 2HE (M),

WIS (%) = (M-Mg)/5%100% (2-2)
2.2.4.2 KT L4 2 JFOR BT A 2R [ A 58 4 2 B oy

AR A 24 2R DRk 3 R A3 s g A AR A 55 [ [ S T P AR REYR SEEG = (NREL) 94
AR NREL/TP-510-42618" 34T — & 150k, HAARIEAEE: 1) L 100.0 mg AR LT
g R WIS I\ F)HLZE K 1R RN 1 ml 72% (wiw) IRBRER IS, KR E B T 30°C
TR KA SR, 1 h, AR AERG 5-10 min FHBIEEHEE) 30 Ik, RERIR S AR 4E &R
JEORFFE MR A 0 2) OB 45 3R [ RE AR 28 ml £ 8 T /KK IR BRI FE R 22 4% (wiw),
WU, ERRBGIRAA . BT 2T B TF, KT Imgs LA e, A



AT KFHA 8T 523 T

JEBE T KE#WY, 1E121°C RN Lhe 3) AT I BRZ R A8 & 0 A A 2 — 25 B
R MRZE, e FE— A VA 5 o Rl 1080 6 W AR A W s B A ) AR R I L 2% A T B4
KRR, LR R R AR IE 2R . 4 MRIR/KIRE G IREYHR TR 0.2 pm i
FRTUFLIENE (PERTHET REE D FHT H e, AR I ANRER S H A1 2 pHT7.0, #4
TRARAE 11167>g 24 R 250 5 min, BL 1 ml 3G s HPLC Il 5 7 2 B A A B IR 2
N JE R ] A5 4 BT 10545°C 261 LT R IEE, HTRAGHEAR R & &
5.

AR AR 2R JEURE R K 43 8 I D7 VAR S 55 18 1 5 ) AR RRUR SR B0 = (NREL) £
A NREL/TP-510-42622 8 34T 15 04 . FARERVED IR, 1 BbricimHneE T 5
Jrih, 1 575425°C #AZE /> 4 h, BURE T FESHANEZRRE. 2) H—EET
PUEHIIBIbRic i F3H R, AR IR E T S o), 1£ 575425°C 2440 N REF
24h, WHE T RSP AA R ERRE,

KRR M & it 5

e C¥0.0297, XIVIS
—H‘éxx i 3 =, 0 \/: - 0 _
R A 2 (%R T TR TTTeo o L00% (2-3)
A A R e T = DI e 24
SRR )= T 3e0.1xDM 0 (2-4)
PRANEAR R B B (%5 T T KL =(ms-my)/m,>100% (2-5)

XA, Cqr Cx 3o HPLC ISR /K fift o VA b e 2 B ANACHRR FE, 5047 g/Ls fg,
X 03l o e 2 AN A BB LE B K AR AR R IR BE IR IR 75 WIS AR [ fA & &5 DM
NEEE S, mo AR E, BAL s m ATREIE, FA0 g5 me AR S 5
&, A0 g. IR SIE S HEAT IR, RIS SN IR SEE I .
2.2.4.3  TRALER 5 AT A1 2 2 BRI A 43 3 ol e

il b B 5 A JoT 2 24 2R DR R0 43 32 B R W S 7 v AR A 5 T ] 2R T PR AR e iR S
B2 (NREL) HIFIARE NREL/TP-510-42623" k47— 2 f& 24

D BREFIPHIY S 2 E : K 2.2.4.0 W5E A2 [R5 20 A% 8 o B v A
SPUCEE . B L ml @it HPLC W E A & 08 . ARBE. M. 5-52 FIRMRIE AN L BRIR JE

2) FERESREIE : BS ml _F IR FCER AR IR 7 R, N Lml 3RBEEH 72%

(wiw) FITRERIEVFN 23 ml L EFK, fmiFET L FRGREGYS, BT K.
DB G AR SEF T, K T AR LA, AR E T KBS, 1F 121°C TR
I 1 ho
2.2.4.4 AL ERTIORL S fE i E -

AR T4 Z AR (£ 200 mg) I 20 ml 95% (1) HEE 5, BT 100 ml =AM,
40°C T 100 rpm #E %4 - 13000>q &L» 5 min, HL 500 pl _Ei&E W (% & T EEFRAEEL 95%
RSO D) B T He st d, B 1 ml 15% (viv) BT, TR . &
JEMA 4 ml 700 mM Na;COs, ZFEild FRM 2 he U EIRFES (WRFFERASH) 7E 765 nm
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AU TRMEROGE . LB FERPRHE - & B & &
2245 AU R BGIE AN At R TR E -

1) £F4E R I E AR TS NREL 94 AR 5 NREL/TP-510-42628M 0 3k47 1, #54T
R TGIC I B 5 AR FERE B BB, 4 IH 0.5 ml _ERERBIA 2] 22544 50.0 mg JE
4k2% (Whatman No.1) 11 ml 0.5 M #74BR Eh G2 s v s v, IF HABUR Y = B Flg
TEXTR . R EIRE E T 50°C KRB L he 2AJE 0 3 ml DNS k77, &%
REYIE)E B TE/KIE 5 min, B AT VKRS A E . B 200 ul 605 AR N
2.5 ml EBETK, REHLIGLE 540 nm 0] WG E WL AR IR B AN 2 B )
IR, TR AR . YRS AALE X 1 h ¥ 50.0 mg E
YA 2.0 mo i &R BT R () AF 4R R B BN — MNIRAUER T FRAL (FPUD.

2) CF4E REREE I E RYE GhostM U4 H I 5 D VEREAT I o K 2T 4 KB K 5
AN KR IBEVAVR, 7E 5 3034 1 ml 80 mM 14 —HE A&, 25 1 ml R
[FR B AT 4 R BT, R BAUR Y = RIS 0 R R FRiE B F 50°C /K
H N 10 mine AR5 BTk 5 min, B BT oKl A 2. BRI AR AR
NI R AN S AT U R AR RS FRAALE S 1 min AR 80 pmol £ 4E
FREEEAL N 2.0 wmol 1 %7 W T 75 I £F 4 R o8 — AN 4R 4 MRS FRAL (1UD.
2246 LAERFKGEVEAN

S RBHARNIA R B RN 20.0 g, B—E mACEE f5 /N ZRERF, DK FL I &
W= 2.5% (wiw), F5M NaOH i75H pH £ 4.8. #5110 ml pH4.8 1] 0.1 M FriE R
RGP AP YE R B FH & 20 FPU/g T4kl £E 50°C %% 150 rpm 2544 T B i 72 he
2.2.4.6 HHE 51T (SEM)

TR T 5 /N2 RS FT 28 TH TR 25 F A H A Hitachi /A 7 S3400 N 745 SEM #HAT A1 52 .
B, A BAARGTRBK, RIEFE A e B iRk em s, £ SEM
JINIE R R W A 15 KV 254 R AT ISR .

2247 ERCGEAHEGIE ST (HPLC)

HWERE. KBE. 4B, 48R HER. BEA HMF KEiET HPLC 3T &0
KH HA B E A7\ RID-10A B Z 3tk ill #8 HPLC BA HPX-87H Y (711544 (300 mm
x7.8 mm) FEATALI . FF 5 11167>g 2640 T B0 5 min, #ikeid 45280, FIHFLE 0.22 um
(PRI i fE AT R o AW 2% WRBAHN 5 mmol/L fRER, JiiE A 0.6 mL/min,
FEUE 65°C, HEHFEEN 20 uls
2248 1HEITHE:

AR, AR, IR, RERA 2B R A S RO 1A,

[Glucose]xV

7= Wi 28 322 (0, = 0 _

HERHRE) 1.111X[BiomaSS]ng><100/0 (2-6)
\ Xylose]xV

i (o) = —— VO] <100% @-7)

1.136%[Biomass]*d,



AR R R VAT 5 25 11

([Glucose],-[Glucose])xV

75 B R B 2 (04) = 0 -
FERRTH() I.111x[Biomass]<d, ~<100% (2-8)
([Xylose] -[Xylose])xV
142 (%) = x<100% 2-9
ARTEHG %) = 1.136x[Biomass]xd ° (2-9)
Ethanol|x W 1
LR E(%) = [ ] X >100% (2-10)

976.9-0.804x[Ethanol]  0.51xdg*[Biomass]x1.111

A, [Glucose]i. [Glucose]. [Xylose] F[Xylose] 7 il AL ik Fiikb FE ol b B2 J /K fife

(1) /N2 AT AT VA PR AR A7) v 1R 26 B RH AR () BB A R B, B 67 g/l V AT

IKEIRRR, BAL Ls dg FH dy 53930 49 /)N 22 i A ) SR FHR SREBE 5 5, 5057 wit%; [Biomass)

NG AL TR R IR Je /K BN RS AT T B i &, 47 g5 1.111 0 1.136 7990 N

i SR BB RN A SREWE I A o 1 287 W AN B B AL R 75 [Ethanol AR BER H OB EE, 41

o/lL; W NKREBERBHFOKIKFE, A7 g; 0.51 ABRIEIRERER] 8 2 i 10 oy C B AL
[FSf

23 HZR5WHR

231 Moy T2 AL 344 1
2.3.1.1 UM ER Tl A 0T /N 22 R AT 2 B2 R 43 1) 5l

INEREFT IR 73 38.T% A4 E . 25.0% AR TEHE . 14.9% K AVE AR E
5.2% K 53 A1 13.3%REHNH . /NSRS FE AU 5 M7 TRACHE A 5 A2 B B AR AL, M E.45 4
S IR R A 4 2R B A 2 R e v R R R AE R AR A ORI il (B 2.3). BB
BT AR AL ER S5 AE XS /N REFT (2 R A3 (R s o PlAR B s /N 22 R AT 1) 32 B R o
PIRHE ECR . AT KRYD (soluble hydrolysate, SH) FUKANE [ R (WIS) AR
BRI SR RS 2 AR A a3 2.1 o o

F 2.1 FREFATACENFZFEFT RS

Table 2.1. Recovery of dry matter, glucan and xylan at different pretreatment conditions

Conditions  Glucan Xylan  Lignin  Ash Dry matter ~ Glucan recovery Xylan recovery
(%) (%) (%) (%) recovery (%) (%) (%)

SH WIS SH WIS

Changing temperature at H,SO, dosage of 15 mg/g dry wheat straw

170°C 39.7 4.5 111 5.8 88.7 3.9 95.1 50.1 36.9
175°C 43.0 9.0 20.0 5.9 86.9 34 99.8 635 322
180°C 43.3 7.9 14.8 5.9 87.7 4.9 100.8 59.7 29.6
185°C 43.8 4.1 18.5 6.6 78.1 5.9 85.9 64.6 13.0
Changing H,SO, dosage in mg/ g dry wheat straw at 175 °C
10 39.6 13.0 151 5.6 915 1.6 95.8 474 488
15 43.4 9.0 20.0 5.9 86.9 34 99.8 635 322
20 41.4 6.0 191 5.9 87.8 51 95.8 737 216
25 40.0 5.1 22.6 6.3 81.5 5.9 90.8 739 118

SH means the soluble hydrolysate and WIS means water insoluble solid.
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Fig. 2.3 SEM images of wheat straw before and after pretreatment
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Fig. 2.4 Effect of pretreatment on the composition and enzymatic hydrolysis of pretreated wheat straw.
(@), (b) Glucose, xylose yield and inhibitors in the soluble hydrolysate; (c) Enzymatic hydrolysis of WIS.
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FRE. 43.4%TEREAT 32.2% 5K KE) . MY S EEEACT X S, cerevisiae ;A2 50%ESL (1)
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UG A RIS TR A2 79.1%, (H2 IR 5 /K ff 75 55 A0 AR S0 1) IR Bt R
B0 P AT 4 R OR
2.3.2 W “JaIKFR” FEALANE SERE RN NE S b

X TRAL R /N2 FEFE A AT R IR “ Ja /KR Ab3E, B IAE T4 5% B T R4 1
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A 2 1 ] 5 =
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(a) H2S04 post-hydrolysis
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Fig. 2.5 Effect of post-hydrolysis on the xylose yield and inhibitors formation. Post-hydrolysis was
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performed at solids loading of 10%, 121 °C for 1 and 2 h unless mentioned elsewhere. (a) Effect on the

xylose yield; (b) Effect on the inhibitors formation.
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Fig. 2.6 Effect of solids loading on the xylose recovery and inhibitors formation. Post-hydrolysis was

performed at solids loading of 10, 15, 20% (w/w), respectively, 121 °C for 1 and 2 h unless mentioned

elsewhere. (a) Effect on the xylose yield; (b) Effect on the inhibitors formation.
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Fig. 2.7 Effect of fractionation strategies on enzymatic hydrolysis and ethanol fermentation. (a)
Enzymatic hydrolysis: solids loading of 20% (w/w), 15 FPU/g DM, 50°C, pH4.8 for 72 h; (b) SSF:
inoculum of 10% (v/v), 37 °C, pH5.5 for 48 h.
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BTS00 73109 66.3% A1 74.0%, 4kSEAEKIN (8] ] G S R AU K, S w SR )
74 70.1%71 81.4% (&1 2.7a). HIF PIRNF 73 SHUK T 45 JEE ) R B AT 158 L B 22 18, A
IHHf 72 TRBRAY, 48 h JEHEAT SSF. B HENE | [ LR BEAIS TR0 11, T ACHRAR 2 e T3
%1 CIE 2,70 MR 2.2) _EIRSERATREE i1 50E 1 FEBBMERE AL AT 3EAT [0 &, A
TCRENS [BISOARE , [RIIN 3d mT BAK B — B 74, AT B AR 1 S0P 0t 21 4 2 AT 1 1K
IR o BROR, PR SRS AE I AN AR (RIS SRS Al A b BT 5 B REAR 0 I (1 22
Fto AHAZ, ok smg 1 KR LT RIE | 8 2 £%, BE—2r A REmR IS K, I
BN N PR K AL BRI R AR A

R 2.2 NRFEFTHR o S AKHE B AN 2 B A T R i

Table 2.2 Fractionation strategies for xylose recovery and ethanol fermentation from wheat straw

Strategy | Strategy Il
Substrate Initial glucose (g/L) 72.3 80.2
Inhibitors Acetic acid (g/L) 3.09 1.23
Furfural (g/L) 0.41 0.12
HMF (g/L) 0.40 0.13
Products Ethanol (g/L) 33.2 37.9
Yield (%) 73.6 84.2
Productivity (g/L/h) 0.69 0.79
Xylose (g/L) 41.5 33.2
Yield (%) 58.5 46.8
Water Dosage (g/100 g DM) 400 703

Initial concentrations of glucose and inhibitors were their concentration in the fermentation slurry after

enzymatic hydrolysis for 48 h.
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Table 3.1 Pretreatment conditions and composition of the lignocellulosic materials

Lignocellulosic material ~ Pretreatment condition Glucan Xylan Lignin Ash
(%) (%) (%) (%)

Corn stover Without pretreatment 354 27,8 11.4 9.8
175°C, 2.5% H,S0O,, 5 min 40.4 3.4 17.4 6.1

Wheat straw Without pretreatment 38.7 25.9 14.9 5.2
175°C, 2.5% H,S0O,, 5 min 41.6 4.3 20.6 6.3

175°C, 2.5% H,S0O,, 0 min 41.2 3.4 19.2 55

150°C, 2.5% H,S0,, 0 min 38.3 7.0 143 53

3212  sEES

T B WP 3% 1o
322 &k

Iy RETRFLAE K /N4 5104 100+ 200+ 400 AT 600 H , 43 A% M 150 75 . 38 A1 23 um.
IR IR B FoAh 3= A HR B4 OB % 11
323 ST
3231 TUALEEFKFEFTFI/NEFEFT

FAMBR LI T ES R 2.2.3.1. TRFEF AN EZ R UL B %A 03 3.1 Fr .
3.2.3.2 ARJIAF4E R JFR EE A AL«

HUAHYT 2.5 g TR FIRARRA 4 R (PR ER [ FOKRFEFFFI/NEZFERT, K
AL TR ) F K FERT AN ZREAT ) INF] 500 ml 4T, FIFH 5 M NaOH VA8 5 5k}
pH £ 4.8, ARG IIA—E &/ 0.1 M pH4.8 FIFFE IR Eh 22 /i VAR 0.4 ml DUIR R L%
W (10 mg/mD), {RUESFIEEMRIA R R RN 100 g, FESE 2.5% (wiw), £F4ERHE
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SN FRAL BRI T KT A /N2 A R AT ot B A 57 2 A #1230 — 2 Jo 1 T AL B A AT
MRS A 10% X EEREAR 0.1 M ERERIER , CRIFAR R E & 28 1% (wiw) . 7 30°C,
150 rpm Z&AF N RN 8-12 ho ik S HUE, FAE > H 2B FKRBEERE M, -4°C
AR IR H o
3.2.3.4  JRior A [EPRLAE S Bl ) AR B/ N ZZ2 R AT

M PR HETT X BEME O h, 3 h A1 12 h BITRAL BN ZEREAT#EAT 075 20 o ARdtEdi H %070 )
“~ 200+ 400 A1 600 H, XMfL4EA 75, 38 Fl 23 um. 2575 ERAE A (E/NT 23 um,
23-38 um. 38-75 pum FIKTF 75 pm MITALEL /N REFFRIORL, 7E 10535 °C T2 {H H,
MEAYER . KRRy &

324 HMTTIE
3241  TALERFT G AR A 4 2% 2 B 4 e

8 2.2.4.2
3.2.4.2 Lo B E AN A A R R I e

S8 2.2.4.4
3.2.4.3  [fRIS AR FROR AR 4k 3R 45 R 1T o A

1) SEM 4r#fr: 28 2.2.4.6

2) TR 2 HT

S A R R R P A5 £ 2 2 SRR B AR kil ik Malvern /& &) Mastersizer 2000 7
BOCKLE /M A (G, AETRERRD #E4T 704, RriliyaE Dy 0.02-2000 pme A i il 45 -
B 0.2g FEMIN—EEZE /KT, BAH 2-5 min. il % 4F: He-Ne HOt#E, 633
nm A, KO TA] 20 so BEAMEE S AT IR IR S ATl e, 45 SR VR I S B T 38 ME

3) SR HT -

W BT AR 4 2 SR BUOE 25 B KR, ZE4 RG340, B 100 ul 7EEE T I,
mAFRE PN . FIH Carl Zeiss A Axio Scope Al pol Bk G S (FEE, el
BEATMEE . %G R 2 MR Fr . S & A Pixelink i AHHL .
3.2.4.4 HPLC 7#r:

S8 2.2.4.7
3245 19FEITH:

8 2.2.4.8

33 ZR51w
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3.3.1 AEATARBREFHE R JFRHE L A kLA AR AL

FRACER (1) /N RE R AN TORRE A AT 27 4 2 SR 27 4 2 B /K A I R Aok A2 1224
ANBE AR A BCR U & 3.1 Pz o e rp it i REAS AT RURDRE AR 20 A1 AL AR AR BN 228
Koo FEBRENIAE 3h A, FIALER K TORFE AR/ N AREAT #2042 H 90-100 pm Tk [
fF) 20-30 pm, {HEFEEBGER HEK (3-48 h) PR R EH RN, MRE
TAL B ) RS AR N ZEREAT P B R AR A By e i R h 2218 N % (B 3.1 @),

(a) 200
—— Pretreated wheat straw
) —@&— Pretreated corn stover
180 - —&— Wheat straw
E “ Corn stover
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2 2 160-
o
>3
[}]
$ £ 140l 1
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5 c ]
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B 3.1 KRESERFRERKESEPRENEEESEZNL
()it Etl; (o)A R 1AL
Fig. 3.1 Particle size and glucose yield of lignocellulosic materials in enzymatic hydrolysis. (a) Change
in particle size; (b) effect on the glucose yield. Enzymatic hydrolysis: solids loading at 2.5%, 20 FPU/g
DM, 50°C, pH 4.8 for 48 h.

AL PR T ORAL R AN FEREAT B 4 25 495, FEAT AR 1-3 h TR 42y, B 5 6-24



45 38 11 B AT KF 28
h AN, ) 24-48 h ZEARLRFEAAL, 45T 15 96.7%1 94.3% ., AR 20 FiAb B (1) 7 Fil
FEFFIRY), A E PR M AR FE P R 1gIg K (B 3.1b).

HH T Tk B (1 /N S A FE AN FOKFEFTAE B A A% b ORI AR AR AL 62, DR et — 2P ad
SEM S HAUM LS ARAIEAT 8 . Wl 3.2 FioR, RSEATEEARTT, TUALERF)/NZREFTAN
T KRG 2 BRI 2 A A 4 TR SR BRAR ) ROMIURL B P v B 2H 240, ] ) 48 5 TR 485 R T ol
Rk (1 3.2a, 3.28)

3.2 %ﬁ@ﬁﬁ*?ﬁ&tﬂ*)ﬁ%%?ﬁﬂﬂ@ SEM E@

AL £ KAEAT (a, b, ¢) MUNEFREFT (e, f,g) 7EMGAR 0. 3 112 h SOWEAS, 457 200 pm.
Fig. 3.2 SEM images of pretreated lignocellulosic materials during hydrolysis. Microscopic morphology
of the pretreated corn stover (a, b, ¢) and wheat straw (e, f, g) during enzymatic hydrolysis for 0, 3 and 12
h, respectively.

B 5 B A 2R AT, IR SR RO R A [m) RO () 35045 B 5 B, DROBIRE TR Jof T i o K B
BB A A E R M, BEARN 10-20 pm, KJEH 50-100 um (& 3.2b, 3.2). HEfE 12 h
JG, BRI A4 2R JFORM AR SR & AN SRR I AR 4 5 (] 3.2¢, 3.2g). ]

ik SEM EUG TR A /8K EELE 100-200 pm K EF 45 B0, {52 HE s v] Rt
RSB IMBCFMEFZ AR, BRIRAS P I (E R FFLE 20-30 pm /A (K] 3.1a). FikA
1 SEM IG5 IR B B0 465 14 FH T 25 728 A0 5 Wi A 1t A RSP 38 R0 BE AR AL e AR — B, 1 LA
FfR 3 h J5 KEAFIE BN 10-20 pm A 4EE R 51

FH T2 4 22 R0 5 25 22 TR) RO RE EL AR OO A 50 41 44 35 T e P Tl A EL A . 35 A s l
Wb 3 — 0 2 SR Ot A R AN [RDRE A% 20 A1 Y L A AS o1 4 4 3% IR R S R A AR 4 X
A SRR Z ARG R R WK 3.3 Ffor, B§fE 3 h N, AFRRAZTE IE@F&
MAREZARKR RS BEREREBWL, B 3-12h WARFR R S 2% E R, merg
F ORI ZN. RAAKT 75 pm FIRBR R A 4E R G ER S, ERAEYILE 12 h
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PRI . RAR/NT 23 pm RILFAEEIRBUR R OR PR & R, A4ER SRR, 24k
RAART R & BN 3 h 5 EEARA AN . RE KT 75 pm B RBRIA R & & 5H
/T 23 pm RTRIARERIE, (HPIE AT RER B ANFRIRSAT AL ONARBUR 2 A E TR
AR AR o, ook B AU RS B, £ KT 75 um HORBURL - ELU
PIOEERIR B, TR /NT 23 pm AYLFAEERIRBURL AT e H0 40K B 41 R 21
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Fig. 3.3 Composition changes in the pretreated wheat straw at different particle size during hydrolysis.
The pretreated wheat straw was taken from hydrolysate at 0 and 12 h, then was sieved in to 4 particle size
groups (>75, 75-38, 38-23 and <25 um)

0-

FIREE RN, Gl AL B ) PO RORS AT A2 B IR PP SR AR AR A, AR
fERI4G 3 h A BRI POE R IGAR 5 RARTE 20-30 pm PRFFIEAANAS, X AR 2L IR
5 Arantes %0 45 S50 RRGH BRARR Y B rT AE 2 RS X TI0RL7E M i A
PR K AR FTEL . TR 2> KRORL 5 I BE A G AR B R BT AS Ty HLBE L AR P 21 4



55 40 T BRI KF LR
0B BB R R T A Y R K BORE . P TR A S A B B, BEVE . TR
GrEw, HA GRS, BRI 34 SR 7E R A GE I BORLAR TR A, M A 52
T N B (K 2557 FORE TR T B B (U CER IR 2T NSk . 5340, WA 3 h J5 T2k 42
7 20-30 pm {RFFIE AR AS AT B AL b T3 Rl MU IR 2T 2 /N SR 5 Bl A 1 R P (R 4 g 3
AARAR (FEREAFAE 10-20 pm) Fra. RS 27 4 B0k A 5 K e i s 2
BRI TR, AR RS BRE. FEESREE. BT ARE SRR
FE AR AT et He T 4 R AORBARAE — 40, R UL /EBRAR 3 h J5 45 K5 LA R ZF 4 5 A
AR R EAMIEARAS , 57— T, 6 ARL AT RS FFHEAT B AR AR R ) A AR
B L3R B2 A A B 5, 3k — 45 0 B A B0 AE P A o3 2T 44 25 SR A A 1
REAR 23 A7 RV % AR R AR (L B B
3.3.2  TRALFRJEURE b A T 25 4 4ot ARk AR A2 A5 A B B
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Fig. 3.4 Effect of lignin on the particle size change and glucose yield of pretreated lignocellulosic
materials in enzymatic hydrolysis. (a) changes in particle size; (b) glucose yield of enzymatic hydrolysis.
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BARE T KFH L 5 41 71
(RI1E IO, 9T Sk SR R LT 4 ROk £ A R S R A AR R R A 25
HFT e B A AT H A5 2% 20 %o il A 3o R A% A8 AL AT R AU T 25 IR, 43 ) ke i Ak
[ FRAEFF RN FREFF AT AR T 203, AR S & (WIS 2353l B 27.7%7F1 29.9%
B M 1.48%7F0 1.89%. 25Kl 3.4 frun, S BN 2 B TUAL B FOKFE AT FI/INEZ RS AT
TEBE AR AR PP kAR 2 A R IUTC AR AR R L (B 3.4a), (H & BTSSR AT i)
4612 hRETF R, ARSI 100% (& 3.4b). 5K i A 5T 2% 40 T2 11 e W i i
EFRAR L, REAR AR AR SR AN [R] , T 761 60 B 459 22 1) A AL AR AL, i A T 2R B PR — 26,

BE—2GiE SEM WLEE L5 B A o 25 A B T i Jes 420 1 B 2 R SO P 25 (R AR 4K
S5 RN 3.5 BT, TEMAR I 21 AR HE 5 TR AE AT R 3 22 A 4R IR 45 W A2 E (B 3.5),
T /DN 22 T DU) 52 300 22 £ 44 o 3 SRR 11 RORIORE D S SR P 41 4 IR 25 4 SR (8] 3.5b)
EEAR 72 0 G, AHEEIRGM SR, ABH P FREHRER/NT 20 um FERK
Wikl (B 3.5b), /NZEREFT A 32 B R K FE A RN ARL (B 3.4dD . T AR A i
SEFR PR R R CERGARE 72 h J5 A K EA 4B IRE MRRAZ1E (] 3.4e, ),

o RN s T3t - (O PR
100um |s-3400 15.0kv 10.8mmx1.00k SEAF ' & &y #50.0umfS*3400N 15.0kV.11.8mm x1.00k SE

35 MERLRETHALEARALERERK SEM BE
FEA 5 2R A FRAL R R ORFEAT (a, o) AN ZASAT (b, d) 70 BIFEREMRE O h A1 72 h IIROIIERS: (e, £ 235105
ToAb 3 FORAEAT AN REFTAEREMA 72 h IROWIERS, (D)FRR 100 pm,  HAhFR RN 50 pm.
Fig. 3.5 SEM images of the pretreated and delignified lignocellulosic material in the enzymatic
hydrlolysis. The images of the dilignified and pretreated corn stover (a, c) and wheat straw (b, d) at 0 h and
72 h. (e, f) Without dilignified corn stover and wheat straw at 72 h. (b) 100 um; else bars: 50 pm.
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RS A R AEFF L YEE IR R S5 TR RS o 53 0h, R4k Rl A REA £ 4R IRBURL % 1H 7]
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AL EFAEZ KM AT Gl 21 RN 2R T R IR -
3.3.3  RUM g AR U E IR LT 4E RS 1 B A

AL TR ) AL TR Ao £ 48 3 50 (R 001 4 4, Ty ELIRUAL B 5 RS AT R
B fif AR P P Y RAR AR AP AR S 22 57, O 1 it B IR e A AR T RS AT IR A T
R ROT AR SR, R FEAEAS [F) AL B 5 T AL PRI /NZE RE AT N JERE, B 5T
Kb 2 55 P 0ok B S R ORI A% 28 A R XD 520
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Fig. 3.6 Effect of pretreatment on the particle size and glucose yield in hydrolysis of wheat straw.
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S AT E A T SRS ) R ci LN 55 S sk T A S h TR N ST R
s T 2 T A TROA 3R 5 B P 308 5, A o 2 o AR A SRR ) AN R R A Y BT B 2 B 2 R %
IX AT B8 A HH TS [] 5 B 110 T A B Tk AR o 28 44 1R 50568 ¥ 5 4 16 R e R A FE AN [
BTk

T IR A B 21 2 o A 5 ) B A Y 2 0T S 4, R b T DA o i i o' A ) JFE 4 4 21
REERI AR N T E—20 T R TIAL 35 5 FE RS AT N SR 2F 4 25 A s e, R o't 2 1 Be
O AN [ Pl Ak B i B /NS A A I AR 4R AT LS . U A 4E A ) T 1) S AN R LA
XM IR T 0] o AT R — A7 [ PAT IS, G4 I 4 50 AR s BT I S . BB,
R Y A XIRAEAE SRS, T2 FE U 4 (R ) HE 3B S R ey, X389y
ZERIAAL I IR GeFk o “Ors” OB, (it Ses st s 3.7 s, BE AL BE %
JER R, YRR, TELRYE r= R AL XSRS N, A X
[B) % FH 87-135 pm [EAIKE] 55-80 pm. H 2 7E LB R S & im 26 F T, e e 4 ot
— PR 22 A BN S8 A T R I X 38

B 3.7 ANETAERRE T /NI LRSI R E 5
(a) RALFNEFEFF: (b) 150°C F£ 8 0 min FALELNEFEFT: (¢) 175°C 581 0 min FALE /N LA
5 (d, e) 175°C fR¥F 5 min FALEL/NZREAT . i kR 1 AL8 X AR 50 pm
Fig. 3.7 Polarizing microscope images of wheat straw fibers at various pretreatment severity. (a) without
pretreatment; (b, c¢) were pretreated at 150°C and 175 °C, retention time O min, respectively; (d, )

pretreated at 175 °C, retention time 5 min. Bar: 50 um
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BRI YR AR “ it XIPY. F4h, AlBER i T KIS R 1A B A 4
2T A N NTTEA R 5 N E Piee g ek 4 Y (5 e e B A2 B P R i T e N A
B i 58 /N (K AT RO A o B AL B S8R B 2 1o, R T4 7 A I i X 3 B 2
5, DRI Pl e e mh R AT T R U 5 24 7 18 B3 /N KA 0 A BT A

3.4 NG

AR B T R BT A BERS FT 8 Bl AR FE P T YRR AR L S IR AR AR - BT
4 3 h PR TR ARG PR, Bl G RIARTE 20-30 um SEARREEABWBLS . Rt
R BT RE 2 BT KRR A 2 B 2H SR B BT 5 RIARAE 20-30 pm FEARLRFEAN
AT B85 TRAL BERE FT Hp B DR 2T A R0 RN T A B FH 5 5 R TR 31 K. 25 TR,
BEILLT R EL L

(1) JEIE X TRAL R T 5 1) B ORFE AN /IN S ARG 2 4 25 g At i 2 o DR~ 340 A% 4y
AR A RS 2 00 A, I TAL FR RS AT AE RS AR AR P35 R AR AR Ak B IR A B AR A
H: EEARYILG 3 h R PRI BEAIG, B S RIARTE 20-30 pm JEARRFFAAE

(2) b0 WS B i 72 TRAC BR RS FF O EAS s A AN [RD KA i BBl PN R P
RS AR, RO ) BB B SV H A SRS, FHA RS =
B o TEBEHA T FE rp 41 4 2R B B 00 v 1 T B 4 S UG B A T 2 5 B ) 46 1 R~ 34
RLARIIE T B ) )5 A

(3D KAURE A AE PR g fige 5 IR ST IR AT e R, I BLAE 5 SR B 1 h 45
S (WS FHEERRFFE 10-20 um) M4y (FHEERMARERSE) AL,
XEEEAEA 10-20 pm. AR S B REDRE 485 FEF 41 A 23 AR BE RS IR
PE—F XFhIRAEBERGE AP0 RAEARTL, KRR S ER R, BEERLA —EmEr
FEAF e SCIE RIS PR o S o b T A v B A 2R G0 ], 94 T BB AN X 3 e 5 g ik
KA o DR 3 P A IR 4T 4 45 W 7T 62 5 SRR Ao P2 P IR T AR 1 R TR

(4) H—IB LR RN E R LRSI RE IR, X AR 5 2R 1) A BRAS F1
BEATGAR o 45 S R D At AR P AP35 R A o3 A HE G RIUEEAE 84k, THAME Bk
FLAR AR IRy 2 D0 B 2ot 1a) — AN REERFEAAE o 3 AN HWIAR B TCE IR A N
FERFEORL o HH I U8 B Ao 20 SRR 4 IR AP e S S EEAER, 35 iEm Lk
AR w i IS A A5 0 2 S ECP R B T AL R E R A .

(5) MFEFT AT 21 2 3% 0 53 G5 K4 7K1 43 AT T Ak JER it PR 0 ol g o R A A JORL o A
SERAL I RE I, R LA B R ey, A AT URCRLAT P 1) i RS, 9 HAEIX —
FREERFEAAR o 3t — 0 18 5 ()6 B AU I SR AT 241 4 S AR 25 A A8 4k, A B0 vy ook FE oAb B
A AR Y b= T8 28 T S5 M A X 3o A1 4 R P 1 P U SR I 2 I B PR A
F I e i #8535, oK FL B AR T /N B A1 2 8 IRk o TR It 5 B 90 4k 8 55 g S5 bt 2
i i R e fEH
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B A4E RS BUER: R ANH I 2 1R YL RS

41 3|8

HHT, 245 SR Ak & e B i I 1) B K M BRERAT A8 =i TRl & e o —A
T B RE TR AR 27 4 2 SRRk AT 2B 28 7= i R B B iR B LA, S BURS TR B
T IIREFERE /r, IBGINAE P BROA . EBEATYER S B m AR A4 R R R e A de &
KRR RFARERSE, S DRSO RBEIRE . BAT, FEEF AR T
FoKAS, T HAR A R O B RS N R T AR WS SO ) A2, HR R 2
AR 50 T3l E KRR (CCR) D49 1500 oy 0 A P oAbl 0 3o 2 b 22 5 s TR 7K
fRERE, CEARMMERR T LA AR AR T AR SR Imibigf, Ml CCR
BAEFEMALER N, 1 HAMEN LFHETHLHE. BT ERLA CCR CAmN
— PR T R AT 4 2 SRR T4 4 32 2l R I ORI el 22,

I DA A 7T R 36 & IR 24 R F R % B Saccharomyces cerevisiae & B# CCR 477
LMY, RS L3 B SE S KA R B RE T BRI 5 %8, O R R 4
JEBMAEAE TR FR S IR L 5-7 R BLRR I By RAT AP A 2 I EIRIL R . (HE,
TEAEF=ARBEIS R R &0t 2 YOKBEERE, KBRS O &M CCR E2ikk. 4R1M,
A — ZRIE R ZE B BOK AN T 230 ) vT RE = U BE HEAR B AE CCR ko X K44
FE AR R KRR B AR =R, B BRI EAT, PTRE<: AN CCR [Elf4
R FORE R SRR RE KR . TR, XSRS AT RE A S BRI PR R B CCR Y
HIAERKAR B Z W E R H4h, BRiEE GER AR LR CCR _ERIKAG
Wy, DROAIEH 8 vk, Wit A B . A A B RN B 1A S Ab HE A HOE H T
Witk ik 20, R A E R B AR R A, (ER B oK e RE RN £ 5% T CCR
PRI 7% R o0 I 2 T RS A R A KT

AR B B R K EE CCR A7 LW F2 v R 9k SRS $E v LB R B2 S.
cerevisiae DQ1 XHHIHIMIHII 32 1% . BARBIFEN A CHE: (1D 204 CCR 1 3= ZEAMH| ) A
gy, #%5%% S, cerevisiae DQ1 XX L& HIHI M I 52 14 (2) FIHYIb SRS L & S. cerevisiae
DQ1 Xt CCR RE AR RGN 2Z1; (3) fEmESE CCR KIIAR T, K
PEERAE SRR XT S. cerevisiae DQL AT [FIAPHEAAN LBERBE RN s (4) AT KK R
K, FHEHMFH CCR KEEEF LR T 23T LA

42 MMEFIE

421 SEBAPEL
4.2.1.1  JEURHRIET 4 2K i

F KR (CCR) Bl IAEIEARF IR AE ChE, 12RO $24t, & /KEN 66.3%.
HRBEAR SRR T T B 2 553 71 9 56.5%F1 2.6%.
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GRS HGEESK 2211,
42.1.2 FERH
My M) 2-0 R . WOIKEY . XK IR, A SRR EER S v o atl,
) H Sigma-Aldrich (£, 275 BMD. ARG S AR AL 2275 2 BRI 5 1
42.1.3 RFPATRE IR
B BRI R% B} Saccharomyces cerevisiae DQ1 (CGMCC 2528)E iz B3 8 2.2.1.3.
I o T EE AR B8 B AR T E AN MY ODeoo "GABARUE HH 28 1T 55, ODgoo "WIGAE N 1 B X8 0.5
o/L 40+
Braedk.
(1 HEHEFRESR 2213,
(2) PR3k —HIETK (DMSO) 1 ABIEFE 28R . AOIARm . i
FR FEOR IR O 7 5 IR AN B BRI 7 ) Y5 Ao s BRI, 3 I FLA%E 0 0.22 pm YR I S BR A
BUE &8 BRI R & 3G 7R, (&6 & Bk BB0E K EE, Hd DMSO HIKFE
ANHIL 0.7% (VIV) o ZIGFIZIKZ ) DMSO AS£s%} S. cerevisiae DQ1 P7A4E540 (K
RKID
(3) Yk sEFREE: 1E 15%[E & & 541 H il SoKEEE (CCR) /KK, HZE
TARKGH AR 50% (CCR KM : 2851 7K=50:50, viv). 75% (CCR /Kf#K: L5
T7K=75:25, viv) Al 100% CAFRER) CCR KB =MNAFEIREERLEE . HAhs 73
WS 5 A S TR AR
(4) SSF KkgkisiZ M 2.2.1.3,
422 &R
50 L B K RN A B AR, FARG IS BB A R Ok R b,
FoARA AR B4 2 B R 1
423 ST
4231 TKETRE K AR 25«
£ 5 L KEEFET 3l n 1150 g & 7KE A 69% [ FoKEFkE (CCR) A1 1200 ml
KE a1, WEERIERE S BN 15% (wiw). FIFH 5 M NaOH ¥ 5 L4k
ZpHE N 48, “F4ERBYH SN 15 FPU/g T8, 1E 50°C. 150 rpm 544 1 AT B f#
BEAL 48 ho 7F 16125>g s 4 T &0 10 min % ik CCR /KEMIEI R 77 55 . Wbk HidiAE
115°C &4 F KB 20 min, 285 78 1 TAE & IR AR KR JG 7= A8 DT TE VI IERR , 4°C
TR £ H o
4232 MhTRiFE:
S. cerevisiae DQ1 #1357 HAh T 152 2.2.3.5,
4.2.3.3 HNHIVISFAE T H AR5
U —3ZfR 5K S. cerevisiae DQL [ 2 ml A7, 7E 37°C PEKE 7. fEME LIEGH
P B NS KR I 2E A 20 ml FpF-R5 72241 100 ml #25fH, B TSGR IR+, 18 30°C.
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FETH 150 rpm 254 FIEALREIF 18 ho SRJG DL 10% 1 R P v A0 I B VUG 12 B o K
RN RE 723 R AE LIRS E I RER 24 h, EEERTAIEL 1 ml £ 50 7E 11167>g 444 F
B30 5 mine  EIEWH T HPLC 2041 2 Wl AN VR FE, B /W B Ji5 7E ODgoo 2% 14
WAL o BRI B2 SR AR AT P AT IS, SR &5 9 M R I P 3846
4.2.3.4 FIH T KRB KAER YL S. cerevisiae DQ1:

Z: 1 2.2.3.5 AP IRIEAL S. cerevisiae DQ1 Ak

PP B WG A S I B ARAE & A A R FERR B FOK ST (CCR) ZK R I Ik
BR AR T — RV AR IR . BAR TP EERE R R () R 4.1 B

50%
Method A Hydrolysate
50% 50%
Method B Hydrolysate I Hydrolysate
50% 75%
Method C Hydrolysate Hydrolysate
50% 75% 75%
Method D Hydrolysate Hydrolysate Hydrolysate
50% 75% Pure
Method E | . grolysate Hydrolysate Hydrolysate
15h 19 h 15 h
Adaptation

4.1 JEMEM YRR R

Fig. 4.1 Schematic illustration of the short term adaptation strategy

73 A TG (KT RE B RS B2 51 200 mI 509 CCR 7K AR K Ik 32 3 op 5 95

Jivk B BB 5Tk AL SRJFHE S0%CCR K RHI I 77 0 b 52 1
PR H251) 200 ml 50%CCR KSR Ik 37 5 37

Tk Ce S3b 571k A MR, SRJEH 50%CCR K AR 1 37 3 vh 5 3 1 T o
TG4 5] 200 ml 75%CCR KM IR 3 s 95

J7EED: WP 5 C ML SRJEH T5%CCR AR 35 b B F (0 T
PR3 200 ml 75%CCR K AR I P4k B R 5k rh 1 5%

TR E: RIS 575 C M, SRJEH T5%CCR /K A YAk 37 35 5 3% 1) i
PR 1) 200 ml 100%CCR K AT YL 85 3 3 s 35 .

LRYIEsE TR B E L 10% (viv) SR s i %, 72 30°C, pH 6.0 % Tt
7 15h. YMLIEHIEFRILL 10% (viv) R E 5] CCR & &EA 25% (wiw) (14 &
RR AT FP RS ORI, A RYIMETTEXS S. cerevisiae DQ1 7£ CCR H1 kK
IV PO 0«
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4235 [FZHENE Ol R (SSP)

HAABIES IR 2.2.3.6
4.2.4 AT
4241 FKEFRIE B 5 oM

Te K ETRIE A SRR AR S B E T A S R 2.2.4.2,

4242 BEEENE:

TR A S B E S 2.24.4.
4243 SHEEE- TR (GC-MS):

T R ETRE 7K AR A T A ) 9 B 2 R 25 [ Agilent Technologies 22 ] Agilent
6890 %Y GC-MS #4771 7341 . B e A 4= E CNW A 7] Poly-Sery PSD SPE %! 250 mg/3
I FRE (1) A AN 7K AR B A ) HEAT e R 1 22 B AR5 A N,O-XU (= H
Bt e ) = 98 SN 22 HUS B e T RE R AL AR BE o d5E B R be AL I et il o £
0 0.22 um JEARBEITILSE, FERCA HP-5 MS Bl i+ (30 m <0.25 mm x0.25 pm)
[f) GC-MS _E#EATAGI o B THIR 441 - 8°C/min 38 2 1 80°C JH % 280°C. i FEE N 1 ul,
A3 o
4.2.4.4 HPLC 7.

WA, KBE. CBE. R, WL, WA 55 F AR FE I e IR 2 10 2.2.4.7,

X FRROR I A A T A R R LA H A B A F] SPD-20A 2 UV/Vis £
MLEFH A YMC /A5 YMC-Pack ODS-A i 4 (150 mm 4.6 mm) ) HPLC &3l .
MG ZRI KA 270 nm, AR AEIRE 35°C, WRBhA NI Z8E L 70:30 (viv) TR A
JIE 1.0 ml/min. T A FE S EREAE 11167>g 2614 T B5.0 5 min, L EIEHA LA AN 0.22 um
(P Ms It 38 5 12847 HPLC Aanill
4245 1FEFEITHE.

LIERRITHE S 2.2.4.8.

4.3 HR5THL

4.3.1 S. cerevisiae DQ1 F| F T KO R E 1) K B M e
N7 BB S, cerevisiae DQ1 1E T K ik (CCR) K AR & R R TEPEBE

S. cerevisiae DQ1 FIH CCR 7E 25%l[f & &2 F Nt AT FIPHEL 5 B2 KB (SSF). 45
Rl 4.2 frox, S. cerevisiae DQL I AR S #iF WA Z 1 A et g . AN A2
B 2 R FE AR I UE 1 12 h TRREAL B BORD 5 8 64 h 1) SSF B B 7EHTUA 12 h REfigrs
A= 78.98 g/L & B . 1M S. cerevisiae DQL ¥ Hi & FEH AL ¢ & TR 2 76 ho 53l % I EEA] H
FOKFEF . M EKCAE N R AT CRE R BEAR L, IXAN I B 18] by FE AR [R] 5 1
T T T B TR ZE K 50 he B 4MNFIF CCR NJERIE, S. cerevisiae DQ1 7 K BEVI U
24 h [ A= H % 1A 0.61 g/L/h. X U b HAdOR BT 27 4 2 k) Rk B2 AR 72 2B
[R5 A 3-5 351901981,
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90

i —@— Glucose
80+ —O— Ethanol

70 -
60 -
50 -
40 -
30 -
20 -

Glucose & Ethanol (g/L)

10 1

o fl T T T T T
0 12 24 36 48 60 72

Time (h)
B 4.2 S. cerevisiae DQ1 F| F T KSR A FRIHET SSF K R BEMEAE
Fig. 4.2 Fermentation performance of S. cerevisiae DQ1 in SSF using CCR. Conditions: Prehydrolysis:
25% solids loading, cellulase 15 FPU/g DM, 50 °C and pH 4.8 for 12 h. SSF: at 37 °C and pH 5.5.

R 41 GC-MS 5 RO BB KRR H R S WA RS
Table 4.1 GC-MS analysis of composition and structure of phenolics in hydrolysate of CCR

Trimethylsilylatd (tms)  Structure of compounds RT MW  Quantification Solubility*
compounds (min) ions (9/100 ml)
tms 2-furoic acid \ O/ COOH 7.88 169 95,125,169 2.71°
tms guaiacol C[OH 9.78 196 166,181,196 1.70°
OCH,

H b
tm_s p-hydroxybenzoic HOO coon 16.53 282 223,267,282 0.50
acid
tms p-coumaric acid @JCOOH 20.66 308 294,293,308 0.10°

HO

tms ferulic acid H3CQ 22.50 338 293,323,338 0.59"

COOH
HO

*Solubility of the original compounds without silylation in water at 25°C.

& Harrisson, R. J., Moyle, M., 1956. 2-FUROIC ACID. Org. Synth., 36, 36

® Yalkowsky, S.H., He, Yan., 2003. An Extensive Compilation of Aqueous Solubility Data for Organic
Compounds Extracted from the AQUASOL DATADbASE, in: Yalkowsky, S.H., He, Yan. (eds.), Handbook
of Aqueous Solubility Data. CRC Press LLC, Boca Raton, FL., pp. 377-398

¢, Tetko, I.V., Tanchuk, V.Y., Kasheva, T.N., Villa, A.E., 2001. Estimation of aqueous solubility of chemical
compounds using E-state indices. J. Chem. Inf. Comput. Sci., 41, 1488-1493

9 US EPA; Estimation Program Interface (EPI) Suite. Ver.3.12. Nov 30, 2004. Available from, as of Oct 27,
2008: http://www.epa.gov/oppt/exposure/pubs/episuitedl.htm

N T DA S ES. cerevisiae DQI B KRAUA B MERE AR ZZ I IR R, X 25%[# & &
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T A R FOKAESER E (CCRO ZK FRREEAT o FA 42 73 BT o (FL 2 45 SR T SRR 1 A2 MR
S-FR FRMRIE . W, AR T S IR PR R H S L IR A TR 41 4 2 SRR 1 )
WEHMKT 0.005 g/L, & BN LR LBENRRIK SR 0.20 /L, IXLLHNHIYIM &
B ATE B B e A S 2 3 fry kg 9% 1590,

T I 3% PR BEE ) T B CCR K R IR B2 ) s gt — 2B i, R GC-MS
BT AT GEEILESE ND . 455015 4.1 fion, CCR KM &H LMEy A
Y, 3N 2-KRIR . OIARE . XK HER .. W EFERMMR, HAEENRERXH
il G K 22 B0 7K H I A P SR R B R T X B I 3R AT A0, VS A P55 43l R 2,711,700
0.50. 0.10 A1 0.59 g/100 ml 7K. K, i BHIX Ll 2RAb &9 n] B 2 70 M B /K il i F2 =
A, HTBREBIREE 2 JOK AR CCR &R
4.3.2 S. cerevisiae DQ1 X T A0k v A A1 A O S 52 1

AT 32D T B I Sy SR AL S AT RE S S BRI 2 B S. cerevisiae DQ1 A FH KoKt
W& (CCR) KM LBENH PRI ZM RN, 05 T iR T R &Y & s 77
Ferxt S, cerevisiae DQL Al A= K AN K EEVERE 52 . S5 RN 4.3 Fros, 2-BRER1E
IR 0.14 g/L S04 REMS S S. cerevisiae DQI (KA KA 2l A= 7 1 % 32 31 S 35 401k
X6} 7 I TR R o] B R A2 B AR IR BE (0.25 /L) R X S. cerevisiae DQ1 ) 44 A KAl 2.1
W BB . 5 A R A S X S. cerevisiae FHIME FH (AR G EL D, Bk
SE R S, cerevisiae DQL 14 M A= K A 20 K B0 By BR AR A A7 AR AR B fUsk . Bk
CCR /K il i 254k W% S. cerevisiae DQ 7 A= i 1 FH PRI 5 S S AR T B A 17 K
AR . T EIRE S K s R UK, T H 2 RO £ CCR
b, FEFRDREACHN £ R 2 i R vp 25 5 R B2 B B e S BUMHIE A . BRIt A AL
AR 0 259 [F & B 44 1F T il 4 1 CCR /K43 (EWHR AW HEAT S0
FRME . 45RRI 25%I[EH & /1 CCR /KM AR Bl & =ik %] 559 g/lL, XA
FEE ST CCR KM M sy k.

R FRR, X EIKIEPEER I R S T ORI (CCR) 7K 4 Kl rhik
FEE 4 o 4D JER KT ] R A2 ER T R /K A T K0 A P AR I 480 2 OK MR R E T H#E CCR
R AR B TR T L B RN [R] 5 A R T I R RO SR AL A Y RE O MR PR A
SR N TR 3 000, {3 Y S R R P AR — ML (IR, AT S. cerevisiae
DQ1 MIZn A KA 2 A B = R MR A o R R I Sy Ak S IR FE A, (HEE
fis 520 S. cerevisiae DQ1 7EFIF] CCR B H B4l fo A= K AN 2 1 R B ME RE AR Z LR o
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(d)
-0.4
5 m
S5
5 e
%l, 4 103 O
z ] 3
> 34 2
o L
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3 2 g
< 01 &
a 1 0.1 =
i B
0- 0.0
0.0 0.14 0.29 0.57 1.13
p-Coumaric acid (g/L)
(e) 0.4
51 m
- 5
o -0.
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2] 3
: | -0.2 8
— E'
8 2- Z
E 1 Lo1@
0- 0.0

0.0 0.12 0.25 0.50 1.00
Ferulic acid (g/L)

43 TREFREPEEINHEIT S. cerevisiae DQ1 HIFMHIE
(a) 2-HR; (b) WAIAE; (o) XMNRERHER; (D) MNEER; (e) IR
Fig. 4.3 Inhibition of phenolic compounds in CCR on S. cerevisiae DQ1. Conditions: 250 mL flask
containing 40 mL of the synthetic medium with the individual inhibitors at various concentration, 10% (v/v)
inoculation ratio, at 30°C for 24 h. All experiments were performed in duplicate. The phenolic monomers
include: (a) 2-furoic acid, (b) guaiacol, (c) p-hydroxybenzic acid, (d) p-coumaric acid, (e) ferulic acid.

433 YL IFEIERHEE S. cerevisiae DQL i & KRV (1 A B 1 fi

T N HEA IR 1 B8 A R v T B 200 B XS A T 4 4 2 SRR 4 O 52 4 9 HLek
3 HAEAR A 24 22 )50 I R TR R o AN B4 tH —FhZ D IR RE IR SEME , B oRARAE
A KT (CCR) /KM R TR pE S e 5 97, 1EIX NI FEH CCR /Kf#
TR FE A BB M 4 v o I DI F5 B0 TR PG 42 31) 25905 5 B 1) CCR K AR RidkAT
[F 0 B R R T 25 52 TR AN 6] B 9K 5 20 B b A TR 2 B ) 5l

SERNE 4.4 FIR 4.2 o, @l —BIMLMEM OnE A EERPHES Ok
2 (SSF) WA 12 h P73 & B FEE R AN Z WA =T 243 )4 0.27 A110.35 g/L/h, 17 H.
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FE SSF R TS5 I AT SR AT LAAS I 2156 ) W b s PRI TT v B R 250K TR M K B
FoE R 2B A P R E ) 1.28 A1 0.75 g/L/h, Tk C I EIRE) R BEVERE CRERE
AN OBEA A 5y ) A 1.27 F10.68 g/L/h)

F 4.2 YHLAFRITS. cerevisiae DQL Z.EBE R B BRI B
Table. 4.2 Adaptation methods on ethanol fermentability of S. cerevisiae DQ1

Adaptation process Productivity (g/L/h) * Ethanol titer (g/L) Yield (%)
Method A 0.35 48.60 63.1
Method B 0.75 52.90 68.9
Method C 0.68 51.76 67.4
Method D 1.23 53.32 69.5
Method E 1.50 53.62 69.9

* Productivity was calculated for the initial 12 h after inoculation.

=BT B A R M RE O 2 SO BH R, 7V D A E [ L AE IR B
F]1.23 #1150 g/L/h, &% 36 h J5 & BA Rl #2000 L. 20 =294 (T77% BED
JE W FPEAT SSF RETS BB = 1 LB IR FE FAH B 525, 43938 53.62 /L 1 69.9%. I
R G5 R F B =S40 J5 FAE IS G %44 S. cerevisiae DQ1 ZE A T Kt Bk i i3t 47 [7] 25 4
WA R R B IE N, FEPE e SRR BV RE

Prehydrolysis SSF
[

Methods Glucose Ethanol

90 -
80
70

60-
50
40
30-
20
10

.

Glucose & Ethanol (g/L)

0 12 24 36 48 60 72

B 4.4 YIS S. cerevisiae DQL F F TR HFRE BT R WL 5 2.8 R BEFIFZ
Fig. 4.4 Adaptation on fermentability of S. cerevisiae DQ1 during SSF. Conditions: Solids loading at 25%
(w/w). Prehydrolysis stage: the enzyme dosage of 15 FPU/g DM, 50°C and pH 4.8 for 12 h. SSF stage:
each of the adapted yeast seeds underwent different adaptation methods were inoculated after
prehydrolysis stage and cultured at 37°C and pH 5.5.

4.3.4 YIMLE S. cerevisiae DQ1 F| H T A TR 34T R 2B AL 5 208 K%



95 54 71 HERT KFHE A0

I 25 =B YA B R S R T P2 S AR R T 2% A0 v ] 2 B T KOS Tk
(CCR) HHAT[FIPWEALAN 2.l KW (SSF) Wsem. g5l 4.5 fiow, B[S EH
20% ¢ = £ 30%, LI BT 44.2 g/L 390 E) 59.0 g/L, {H 72 24 [l & kit 30%F0,
LSR5 i 65.8% | [45) 52.3% (18] 4.5a), XAl fiE 2 & [E & = S 8 e 4k Rl K i ik
RE FPREFTEG BEEE 75 o T BHR B ISR 3 0, SSF 7= ZBEIIR B AR 3R 1A B
EfE, XTRER H T BRI h B B NE TR, £5E MHR IR T aees
PErm T REAN M v M . AN AS LU AR 1) EoK K ($0.18 BT 7D EAR b A & o () %
BHEE) ($9.2 /T 7%), EARINMIFRER S. cerevisiae DQ1 [FIFEtH AEZR I H AL A
BEPERE (B 4.5b); BELF4EREGH =M 7.5 $& 52 30 FPU/g T4k, 7ETIREILIY B R
VRN R 2 B . U R 7.5 $Em B 15 FPU/g T4k, 2B E h 35.4 &
EPmEE 62,7 g/L, (HEH—DIREMHE, KRS R GMISHES (B 450, MG
RIGEAAZH 5 LA w3 50 L K FEGE, 76 FaR A i) R B 2541 S A H CCR JyJ5kLi#EAT SSF.

(a) Prehydrolysis SSF

1 Solids loading Glucose Ethanol

80 1 20% -2 O
25% A A
30% - O

70
60
50
40
30
20

Glucose & Ethanol (g/L)

10

(b) Prehydrolysjs SSF
|
105 - Glucose Ethanol
] YE1 &
90 - YE1O @~ O
5 csL10 A O

751
60
45

30

Glucose & Ethanol (g/L)

151




AT KFHA 8T % 55 T

(C) Prehydrolygis SSF

Glucose Ethanol

105—.
90—.
75
60—.
45—.

30

Glucose & Ethanol (g/L)

15

| i Glucose Ethanol
80 - 5L m 0
T 1 50L @ —O—

Glucose & Ethanol (g/L)

0 : — : ; ;
0 12 24 36 48 60 72
Time (h)

Bl 45 REEFMXT S. cerevisiae DQL P FARBFRE# AT A AN S CRERBE
@M &E; (b) EIRFr: (o F4ERBEME: (d) 5L M50 L KB R

Fig. 4.5 SSF of CCR at different fermentation parameters. Conditions: Prehydrolysis stage: 50°C and pH
4.8 for 12 h; SSF stage: the three-step adapted yeast seeds were inoculated after prehydrolysis stage and
cultured at 37°C and pH 5.5. (a) Effect of solids loading on SSF, condition: cellulase dosage of 15 FPU/g
DM, yeast extract of 1 g/L; (b) Effect of nutrients on SSF, condition: solids loading of 30% (w/w),
cellulase dosage of 15 FPU/g DM, YE1 and YE10 mean yeast extract of 1 g/L and 10 g/L, CSL10 means
corn steep liquor of 10 g/L; (c) Effect of cellulase dosage on SSF, condition: solids loading of 30% (w/w),
corn steep liquor of 10 g/L; (d) SSF at high solids loading in 5 L and 50 L bioreactor, condition: solids
loading of 30% (w/w), corn steep liquor of 10 g/L, cellulase dosage of 15 FPU/g DM.

1E 50 L R EEHEAR 22 L BEIR FE A5 3 471 Al ik 65.3 g/L A1 58.2%, X EZ L 5L &
P v ) 45 SRS A HE o o 45 B0 W AE AR R ) R B 5 AE R R B R I TR IR 1% A X A%
JoR AN A 5™ B R
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R 43 WEFHEIKREEENERET RPN S B RBHNTE
Table 4.3 Comparison of SSF for ethanol production from CCR
Strains Solids loading ~ Delignin Lignin content Fermentation Ethanol titer  Yield (%) Productivity Sources
(%) (%, wiw) time (h) (g/L) (g/L/nh)
S. cerevisiae CICC 19.5 Yes (Sulfite) 12.6 72 60.8 72.2 0.84 113
31014
S. cerevisiae (dry yeast) 15 Yes (Alkali) 3.2 142 57.2 85.2 0.40 L162]
S. cerevisiae (dry yeast) 5 Yes 13.2 36 16.9 44.0 0.47 L163)
(Alkaline/H,0,)
S. cerevisiae DQ1 30 No 22.1 60 62.7 55.7 1.04 This

study
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HAl, &A% EKGTRE (CCR) 1EAFERNEAT [R5 ML AN 2,1 K& % (SSF)
fmf e, RAEHE UL CCRENERL, (HR1E T 2FRER M TR Z £ R,
AR 4.3 PR X T2 5 AR BT £ 222 A T TR K CCR IRRHYZ
TR R, AR . B E AL A AN DL WA R A B A, BT ik
TR A ) LB CCR IR ER, MM 4R &=, #—Pis CCR 1)
AR, HIX L b H D RN N T AT B AR T ORE IR K. FAh, BEAR
XL T 20 CCR AT R & &AW 252 15%LL T, (HH T CCR HAZAE M 2 il
Yy, 16 SSF KIS AR HR AT SR 2 A (1 A IR A v 3, DA BB AR ) A FEE AR A P Tl 2
FEMG . HERAIHH T EMIL, AZFHYIMLE S. cerevisiae DQL fE N A HEE, ik
X CCR I BHHATATATAL ], 7E [ & &4k N iEAT SSF REME SRAFHL 51 I £ Bk B A0 A
PRI, 3N 62.6 g/L 1 1.04 g/L/h. 25 ERTIR, ARFSRH T —FETATH LA
PR, F I S ST B TR I BR R AE Tl TR ki SR R R BV RE
4.4 NG

AR FEAIF AT 32 BT R B R R BRI (CCR) 1ENIE R T R HEL S 2.
BER % (SSF) 2 RILH A TN A T B T B (1) I /R, ELAAH TR R HR 414
WMoy itAT 1M, FFE— BB T HIHIIRT S. cerevisiae DQIL Az KA A I IR 5211 o
PR 7 m Bk N TR S. cerevisiae DQL 7E CCR J5UR}Hh S Bk RS 1) S % o 4331 LA
TERELR:

(1) Jfid GC-MS X CCR /K FMUEEAT & MM T, R I35 A Vo Mt P LA 1) T P gy 2
e 2-HR . BAIKE . WERERFR., X&TRMATEER. HPhmRIb &t
S. cerevisiae DQ1 41 i A= KA 2Ll R B e A & FHIE R - 3B CCR HH MR &4
Al fig 2 S5 S. cerevisiae DQ1 7 K KBk i JFUR b R B AE T BRI TR A

(2) 1@iTH S. cerevisiae DQL EIZ T 5 CCR 7K MR FE 16 B 1 9 55 7 2 v 0
GRAFREANEE TR, AR FOIZHTNE RIS A MHIYIE CCR AKMIREE, M 8 11 )
PEfg. Xt IR I 7 SRBE AT Ee i, R I =B Mk 7 i3 R s 4 AR B s A R4 4 S.
cerevisiae DQ1 7EAH CCR #E4T SSF i FEHAEHE A, JF4m H 2 K BB

(3) FIFHYIMLIE R S. cerevisiae DQL 1E N K F#EH , CCR NJERL, HEAF KIFEK
A3 ] £ B SSF AR = BRI R . 25 R BIAE 5 L A1 50 L K EEREH, [ 24 30%.
LR Yz HI RN 15 FPU/G F40kH 10 o/L FARRAEVE TR, YIHLJG Y S. cerevisiae
DQ1 ¥JREMSIRTE 62.7 g/l (7.9%vVIv) [ LEEIRE .
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5% Zymomonas mobilis X F KN 5% E B 2EHNHI4II VL IR R

51 5&

AR A7 4 2 22 0 PAL 38 2 7 AR G R B AR WA AE IR F B =G B &4,
FLFEIRIESE O, 5-F2 WA . AHLISIRE (4R, WM OBENIR) LALLM
e, fE X S rE, TSR AT A AT WSS R AE AL B S 1 SR R R
ML R, RO A A BN Y . Tl R AV AR R R A=A, RS
Bt EYREAR IR MR E R EY), WX RREOR P, FEEE, TR, M. &
AR FIBERR AN 7 G IR, X SBAL A a2 e A M 40 1 41 P 0 58 T 1k It 2 A
SRS, AHJZ BH T E 7K AR I FE AR GBI T 5 52 1 A I B A

A — LREER 1 AR R AL BRI FE 7 AR B R A IR T A 4 2 5Ok, 9 A
I KRS S A 7 AR B I A 2 A — P AL A W B R I RO R A
(CCR). fEAEARBEIREY, HTAHMMER T KSR 4ER, M- 4
[¥] CCR 4R & ERm B % THEM, IRy —MRA A B AR 41 4 & SRk
R OBV . (HJ2 T CCR HEydb &t R I AR HHI/EM . JFHHAT
B+ MR T 5E T CCR. RS @ YL T Bt % 5 AT e BEX 1y 25 40
TP 52 14, AFCE AR L B KA B 52 P T 5 B3R A — kAR e It 52 1 5 AR
RO, Uk, W SR AEE R LMW B SR S B AT TR S PR R, s RS AT R R
FH T 5 5 oy S A P R A I 4 4 22 Rk

IE8) K EEH I Zymomonas mobilis B T BA R & S k2. LR fK
B RSN 0T, BN — M 2 RN CBER W, FEH TR LRI T
SR Z. mobilis FRILH IR 2Bz KBRS, 2 B T 0 52 v 22 w8 4> T =4
FIV S RN 4 Ol KB 2. AT, Z. mobilis X PRI 21 R0 55 B 5401 4 1 i 32 1 2
GG Z WA, A ST O W S it 2 4k (O L AR D . Franden 5P B Z.
mobilis 8b &K By B HHI VB Af, (H LT By S (it 52 AL o AN 48

AR EFEAEFIH Z. mobilis K E S ZEHNHIYIN CCR A= LR A2, K I FH 4k
KA R e RE3A AT S. cerevisiae. 73l LA Lt e AR ) i i 32 L] . (1D
W TR YR =R 12 Pty KA SR T HE A1 LL L Z. mobilis AT S.
cerevisiae Xy 24k M (KT 2P (2) % Z. mobilis F1'S. cerevisiae [ fif By K4 (1) 3t
AT E e AT, RIS BRSNS HO AT I AL (3) FIF SEM. TEM
R PR S5 T B M2 B TR 25 A2 05 14 14 A B 43 T FNATE 92 Z. mobilis o B 40 il 7 1)
M} 5% P AL

52 MES5HE

5.2.1 SEIGAEL
5.2.1.1 JER 5448 R



FTKEHKE (CCR) RELA4RMASAETESK 4211, HihmEE 16.8 mglg T
YRk, FEmZEIHEIY: OIRE . 2-HR. SN EGR. SRR FRRABTEER ., 44
RS TEA S H RS 2.2.1.1.
5.2.1.2  SEEGRHA

MR EY): -8R FEEE, MEREIRHERE. TEE. MM, SRR, R
RHEE, THRE. BORE. . FEK. SRERFR. TER. IEFERK. W
FERR AN B ER Y2 A4 Hr2liie [ Sigma-Aldrich (£, %75 B . HAARFI AL
RS MR 1.
5.2.1.3 B APNTRS FR

IEH) KM Zymomonas mobilis ZM4 (ATCC 31821) [ 26 [ i F i ooy (3£
[E, 37 BN, S.cerevisiae DQL EE S 2.2.1.3. B /32E7E 2 ml &F 30% (viv)
H I VR 775 T -80°C 261 T VAR AR5

Bhgedk.

(1) RM 53325 HT Z. mobilis ZM4 #1555%, 20 o/L #i&#k. 10 g/L BFEEREEL
PIAT 2 g/L KHoPOy,:

(2) Z. mobilis ZM4 K FER:F#3E: 10 g/L BERHEEAIF 2 g/L KH,POy;

(3) S.cerevisiae DQ1 HIFhFHi FRIEM K FBERE AL SR 2.2.1.3;

(4) s FRIE R & T 1EZ R 4.2.1.3.
522 &R

i BRI E a2
5.2.3 SLEHE
5231 FpTRiFE:

Z. mobilis ZM4 FpF¥:3%: BU— {55 Z. mobilis ZM4 ] 2 ml ¥R 47%F, 1E 37°C i
H 5. FERE G TAE G AN F K E A 20 ml RM 85375501 100 ml 2, B
FAEIR RS IR 46, 1E 30°C. #E 9% 20 ho DL 10% (viv) SRR Bk B 551 200 mi
RM B, 7F 30°C. #E R 12 h,

S. cerevisiae DQ1 F 137 Bk T 152 2.2.3.5,
5.2.3.2 [AHEY ClE R (SSF)

SSF i R HAA#RAE P IR S 2.2.3.6.
5.2.3.3 IV &AF T WA R 57

IH K Z. mobilis ZM4 i1 S. cerevisiae DQ1 43 7l 7E Vs I 8. — Iy 2540 H| ) 1 RM K597
FEMIG R R E5R, B RPN T R ST 52V . By S 4 = 55 My
A ERAMAIY), AP Ey R IHIY): F . SRR, T HFE . @eIRm AL,
MERANHIY: IR, MERERTR. TEHER. NECKR. WERNEER. #6146k
TRHECH T7 52 1 4.2.3.3,

7E 250 ml I E 0 40 ml K ) RM R5 328 & i 7228 (RM 85375 T Z.
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mobilis ZM4 3555, &R FEE T S. cerevisiae DQ1 ¥53%), RGNS IN— & & 1M 240
VIR, AEEE IR B W ANt & BIA BB IR E . BL 10% (viv) BERh e sk 1
Z. mobilis ZM4 B, S. cerevisiae DQ1 & FI 5 N RM 577 3L 8 A it 73 . 75 30°C 2614
TH:FE 24 h. Z. mobilis ZM4 & 1557, S. cerevisiae DQ1 7£ 150 rpm E 15 .

FEBEE I T EL 1 ml AR5 (E 11167>g 25F T B0 5 min. RGO T HPLC 73 A i
BiNE. CEERNESINHEIIREE, TR RIS 75 ODgoo 25 1F I 2 B ARIRFEE o BRI Pk
FESAF AT IR OCTAT S, S50 45 S R 1)~ 35048
5.2.4 ATk
5241 [FIEHELYE CBERIE (SSF) A4 F3E B0 E -

T SSF A4 2 1 &8 KB AT 214 25 [ AR 0T, 4 5 1l W B8 0 5 TR AR A FE PR 7 4
[RlI, 7 SSF 44 &t Z. mobilis ZM4 1 S. cerevisiae DQ1 40 a4 KR 38 i Il 5 5 2%
TR B RS H B T8 T R (CFUD SR [ 45230 7 o 75 15 I 1) AR TREGRE R B 1 ml TR,
ik 10°-10° fi5 . SRJGHL 100 pl B ) R BB R i 20 IR A 7E RM 3% 35 3 8 A s 77 3
AR b o £ 30°C S5 FEFE 48 h JG, Guit TR | CFU #i&E . A KR4 RN =
UCFAT SEG P2 4H
5.2.42 AEKEETE:

FEANH R IR T, Z. mobilis ZM4 1 S. cerevisiae DQ1 40 i A Kotk it id i b A K
HRLR. HAEKEREARSM (4-1) Fik:

= 1In (xdxo) /'t (4-1)

A A K R B A g R, BT T, X 200 t RO B 221 T A 4
Yok, AL g/l t NI R AR AW xe 3 x (IRIBE IS 18], #A47 h. Z. mobilis ZM4 T {4
AR SE 209 ODgoo WOBAE 1 %5 T 0.31 /L ZHiffd T2 . S. cerevisiae DQ1 &4 4 &
HHKXZSE 4213,
5.2.4.3 HPLC 2#r:

HEWE, W, 282, WER. BEEEA 5-32 P ILHERE K I E B8 2.2.4.7.
5.2.4.4 TR BEfE =P A

Z. mobilis ZM4 F11 S. cerevisiae DQ1 [ fEmEy AN ¥15 20 =#yiEid GC-MS F
HPLC 47 E M2 B M. GC-MS Kl J7 ik 18 4.2.4.3,

S FRFOR I FEEE. T HBEMMADE RS RER AR, FEF. TH
B AIRA AT B P R G H A B3 A &) SPD-20A L UV/Vis Bill28fH A YMC A
YMC-Pack ODS-A 5k (150 mm x4.6 mm) [ HPLC Kl o K i 2 fE000, Kl st
K 270 nm, #HIEFE IR 35°C, TBAHGEIL A S 0.1% F B/, Vel B v 2.0,
WIE 1.0 ml/min. BEEEGEHFET: el B £ 4 min Y 10% 7 & 35%, 1E 35%fREF 11
min, SRJG7E 5 min P 35%TH % 10%, 7E 10%{#¥%F 10 min. BT FESESEALE 11167y
AT E L 5 min, BUEIBEREAEA 0.22 um (RUEIET I8 5 31T R RS, HERE B 20uL.
5.2.45 WRINEIM MR 1% S 80T



Z. mobilis ZM4 F1 S. cerevisiae DQXL F& fif By S H1 il 40 1) A= W B At S LA 5 — 2 S ot

MITFEFFE (4-2):
r=-dCT_ k[C]
dt (4-2)

B DR R TR (4-3):

In[C]=—kt +In[C], (43)

L r AEMEZE, A0 mM/s; [CLLIClo 7308 t F 0 B 2T R4 ik B, 5
B mM; K N —ZORFHE R, AL st RBI TR, BT s,

52.4.6 BRI

Z. mobilis ZM4 F1 S. cerevisiae DQ1 1 B A4 MU TE 25 7 ) A1 FH 14 o B 5B (SEMD
FUES T BB (TEM) BT WEL.

SEM: BRI 40 Mo £E 0 i) 43 75 B mlOt B 35 7R rh 5 5% 8 h, HUFEAE 5000>g 2614 T &
> 10 min. F 0.05 M pH7.0 Bl 2 £h 2% s 0K T AR 20 M B8 B0, FH 2% 1 T 8] e
30 min. SR ¥ ] 5E F4H MK IR B T CBEIR FE A BEVEIRUHEAT i K C LB BE 43 301l 9 10%
20%- 50%- 75%-+ 95%7F1 100% (vIV) ZBERWD . fER—A LEERE FFIK 30 min,
SRR LK G A IRAE =R N AR TR, Wieas. SEM #EXTZR 2.2.4.6.

TEM: S5—RANARE @ A5 iE AR S SEM IIRE i il 4 B AR, SR)EI 4t Ik
T[] T BIRE AL TE 2% DY S AL R AT S A S AR R 1 ho SRS R SRR FE R REVE X R
A IEAT K o B2 T SR 5 A MO RE AT ELSERN ) B o A0S B T 28 A 1) [
€, TG T ORAAAFIN o TR A4 M A it 8 1) v R F H AS H 323 W] Hitachi H-7650 7Y
TEM A7 M%E, i fL 4 80 kV.
5.2.4.7 AMEBIE M ST

ARS8 VI R 7 53 T AR X ¢ e G N-2E S -o- 28I RN B AT RO, Z,
mobilis ZM4 415 I7E &4 B BEER ) RM £ 32 FE R0 IR RM B 9836 15 9% 8 ho B 1 m
B AE 7000>g 2614 R 350 5 min. B A 0.05 M pH7.0 FIREER 25 22 vyl E58 B, Pl
BRI /4R £ 22 ODgoo 4 0.50 FH PR 58 F Gkl N-R Jk-a-ZE Vs i, MR 1 ml BB B 1
R, PRUERFIIE R N-2R e -o- 25 i (9K FE Y 10 mM. X 100 pl B3R SN 96
FUKR, 1| FH1 % [E BioTek Instruments 2 &) Synergy H1 B4 ThAEBEFR I E FE 528 G 0RE o
WO 543 5l 9 350 A1 420 nm o BT AIMIES 5 1 A I 45 SR 38 D = I CPAT S5 (1) °F
BI1E.

5248 CLERFITHE
REFSRET ORI RS 2.2.4.8.

5.3 RSt

5.3.1 Z. mobilis F1 S. cerevisiae KEE & & Er b AW BKEFRIE A 7= L BF
TKEFE (CCR) H&H KEMRULEY), By&Enik 16.8 mglg TYIk, X
YE A A W) R 53 N — Sl T /KBNS T K 28, B ERIRE . 2-8RER



5 62 T BRI KF LR
KR KRR AR AR RIS, X BT Y A BRI CCRAEAERA T2
B TN, TR 7 I AR BY BF S. cerevisiae DQY (10 21 A= 725 28 52 51 1 L4 ol
{3 0.61 g/L/h, IXAX Bk F) LLTRAb B F KALFT A JEURHN 2,52 P % iy 1/30840, [ ik,
5B TR FU A ) 2T R 1 % R IR 265 1 W S 0 AR T 2T 44 25 TR R I
=

(a) 30°C
Prehydrolysis SSF
75 4 : Glucose Ethanol CFU !
Z. mobilis ZzZM4 —@— - - |
—_ S.cerevisiaeDQ1—-O— - - |6
J -
? 60 - 5
L £
< 45 1 - 4 noo
= -
LIJ I -
o3 3 E
2307 r O
9 2
3 15 i
© -1
0 0
0 80
(b) 37°C
Prehydrolysis SSF
75 . : Glucose Ethanol CFU 7
: Z mobiliszM4 -@— W 9 |
—_ S. cerevisiieDQ1 —O— T - 6
J -
gz 60 - 5
2 L =
£
© i L4 <
S 45 ‘©
w I At
] -3
© 30 T2
b4 o
9 2
3 15 i
© -1
0 T T T f T T T T T 0

0 10 20 30 40 50 60 70 80
Time(h)

E5.1  Z. mobilis ZM4 FIS. cerevisiae DQ1FI I CCREHT i [ & & SSF

Fig. 5.1 SSF of corncob residue by Z. mobilis ZM4 and S. cerevisiae DQ1 at high solids loading. (a) 30°C;
(b) 37°C. The solids loading was 30% (w/w), the enzyme dosage was 15 FPU/g DM. The prehydrolysis
was performed at 50°C and pH 4.8 for 12 h, then SSF was initiated at 30°C or 37°C at pH 5.5. The cell
growth was represented by the colony-forming units (CFU) of the strains on petri dishes.

FH Tk R RETRIEAE R JFRHE 30%[ & 5 251 T AT R D B AL AN 1 R % (SSF),
L2 3l K B2 F L Z. mobilis ZM4 FNERIA B BE S, cerevisiae DQL 78 & B it #2 4 g 4=



KARGUF R Bt e 25 7. S5 SR aniE] 5.1 Fros, Z. mobilis ZM4 #1 S, cerevisiae DQ1 43 7l 7E
30°C 11 37°C &AM P3RS = GBEIRE, 73 A 54.4 g/L #148.6 g/lL (K 5.1a,b). [A
RN 2 B2 KB (SSF) ¥4 12 h, Z. mobilis ZM4 7£ 30°C £l 37°C 43 ik #) 2.43 Al
2.92 g/L/h 1 L EEA =R, AR LI S. cerevisiae DQI ) ZBE A p=# 5 H 4 0.46 A1 0.31
g/L/h. PEFPEEARIE SSF I 2 HH 24 M A= KA 00 HH B V& T RRCERAL (CFU) K78, Z. mobilis
ZM4 ) CFU £ 746 K AR 4 I 18] P9 s B 34 B1) 35408 47, iX JLF-EE S. cerevisiae DQ1
[*) CFU # &2 — M e . & 5.1b i, ££ 30°C 2514 T 34T SSF I}, Z. mobilis ZM4
4R ME R 20 2.5-3.0%10° CFU, TTELE 37°C 4640, 40L& &AE K B2 48 h J5 ik
FFE%) 1.0x<10° CFU, X AJ g2 T Z. mobilis ZM4 i 45 e i 5 6k = T 52 M . *4 Zhang
A1 Lynd™*8F1] ] Z. mobilis 8b 7E 37°C #E4T SSF I [FIRf HH B B (A0 1 AR O B R 53—
i, TISEAE 30°C iR RE7E 37°C 4444 T, S. cerevisiae DQ1 ZHfiFHVE# &/ K% 36 h &
HPURGE FREMIBLG:, WS E O 3.0<107 FREE] 1.5%107, XA AL T S. cerevisiae
DQL 32 R By A WA A E FH BT S

TER BRSO TRIE VR A JE R AT RSP R 2 B R EE I FE v, Hofh R B 26 AR5 Z.
mobilis ZM4 7 BEVERE K2 a0 B 5.2 B o Bl 5 [ 2 7 20%3 = 21 30% (wiw)
CIEARZRIREE R E R S, ORI A N (B 5.2a). UeF4t R HEH 7.5 #2510
15 FPU/g THKH, LRk FERE 2 B2, H 30.5 #8m 3 51.3 g/L, (HRE 4S84 2
30 FPU/g Tk, ZEEREREFAHE (K 5.2b). 7£ 30°C &/ F LEEME R
37°C WP W& —1E, X AT REA B T7E 30°C 214 T Z.mobilis ZM4 B4 iE PRy (] 5.2c,
K 5.10). 24 pH #HHI7E 5.0-5.5 &4 F, ZEEMBRIFEA REHEKNZ, X §EE
H1 T Z.mobilis ZM4 Xf IR ELERPERT pH 251 Lo Z & e (B 5.2d). G TipEIGI
[ 4> 3N 3. 12 A1 24 h, WITAH b S84 m, 4N 47.8, 69.8 #1874 g/L, {H
SETRFEACET [B] 3 A1 24 h [\ LA R e &5 R IR FE A I BRIk, 4 3o 48.2 Fi
47.7 g/L (& 5.2e),
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(b) Prehydrolysis SSF
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90 Prehydrolysis Glucose Ethanol
| 3h -
80 - 12h —-O-
T 24h A
CeS
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I 20—_
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5.2 Z. mobilis ZMAFEARE] 5t T F F ERSBRAEHEAT F WAL 2 B R B
(a) BE&E: (b BEAE: (o) HE: (D pH; (e) TikE{LI

Fig. 5.2 SSF operation of corncob residue by Z. mobilis ZM4 at different fermentation parameters. The
prehydrolysis was at 50°C and pH 4.8 for 12 h unless mentioned elsewhere. (a) Effect of solids loading.
Solids loading of 20%, 25% and 30% (w/w), cellulase dosage of 15 FPU/g DM, 30°C, pH 5.5; (b) Effect of
cellulase dosage. Cellulase dosage of 7.5, 15, 20, and 30 FPU/g DM. Solids loading of 30% (w/w), 30°C,
pH 5.5; (c) Effect of SSF temperature. SSF at 30, 34, and 37°C. Solids loading of 30% (w/w), cellulase
dosage of 15 FPU/g DM, pH 5.5; (d) Effect of pH. pH at 5.0, 5.2, and 5.5. Solids loading of 30% (w/w),
cellulase dosage of 15 FPU/g DM, 30°C. (e) Effect of prehydrolysis time. Prehydrolysis for 3, 12, and 24 h.
Solids loading of 30%, cellulase dosage of 15 FPU/g DM, 30°C, pH 5.5.

DRI A A T[] 25 8T b ROK S B R 8 ME A A 21 1 w6 &) H S B — e, RS WA
AT 2 AR JEE T FRURE A I TR S KA A S B 2 1wy (ELRSAE SSF T BERE A 7K A 1) 71 267 W s
Skl o DRI = AN [ UM A ST 7] % A4 i 2445 31 1) SR B L ez . R S. cerevisiae
FEAS TR OB AL I 18] % 2 R4 SSF IR 4 H B RIRE AL 5 %), 232 E Fridk , Z.mobilis ZM4
AT LMEA— MBI ik T KB E SR SR T 4E R R R E P2 A 4E 3R O .
5.3.2 Z. mobilis A S. cerevisiae Xy 410 4 () i 52

IR K LSS B Z. mobilis ZM4 L S. cerevisiae DQ1 B M T Tk R K FR A X
e SRR A4 RIER . N TR FEX - MRKER, 2% Z
mobilis ZM4 A1 S. cerevisiae DQ1 733 £ 5 . — B KA S W HIIN I Y5 IR Bk th 15 9%, %5
SR LL B B Al oG B A S AR BRI N o IR 12 FRTE LA BRI 2 A P A5 R P A
A LY AL G E N A G, Hrh 4S5 PR O 32 0K RS | 5 B
TEE. MHEBMECIREY) & 7 MR CGHEEEFR . HFER. T &R &G,
BTARRG . PRERRAN 2-RkER) 121,
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(a) Phenolic aldehydes on the growth behaviors B Z. mobilis ZM4 [ S. cerevisiae DQ1
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(b) Phenolic acids on the growth behaviors
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(c) Phenolic aldehydes on the ethanol fermentation B Z. mobilis ZM4 [ S. cerevisiae DQ1
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(d) Phenolic acids on the ethanol fermentation B Z. mobilis ZM4 [ S. cerevisiae DQ1
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B 5.3 EyALEHst Z. mobilis ZM4 FT S. cerevisiae DQ1 4K AR BRI
(a, b) 3 Ay B RNy BN BRI A AR KR (e, oD 20 il D T Tt AR T B T A I M R ) 2 il
Fig. 5.3 Inhibition of phenolics on the growth behaviors and the ethanol fermentation of Z. mobilis ZM4
and S. cerevisiae DQ1. (a) phenolic aldehydes on the growth behaviors; (b) phenolic acids on the growth
behaviors; (c) phenolic aldehydes on the ethanol fermentation; (d) phenolic acids on the ethanol The data
were the mean and standard deviation of the twice independent experiments.

X Be gy 5T Z. mobilis ZM4 F1S. cerevisiae DQ1 i Eb A= K K i 52 4 ] 5.3a
1530 fizme ST FIMEERIMEIY), YRR, FEE. SORE . T &EBEAA
MR E 43799 04 0+ 0.6+ 1.2 f110.15 g/L i, Z. mobilis ZM4 1 Lb A= K38 2R 52 F| #li il
F, BHXTREZE I 0.23 h4» 5 R %42 0.19. 0.21. 0.19. 0.21 1 0.17 h™; 17 S. cerevisiae DQ1
MAE b IRy s 040 B 43 ) 0.15. 0.3, 0.15. 1.2 A1 0.15 g/L I 52 F B B4 I4EH
b A Kl R e R ZH % 0.25 h™ 43 51 B %) 0.20.0.21.0.20.0.21 A1 0.20 h™ (& 5.3a).
R0, 5 S, cerevisiae DQ1 AHEL, Z. mobilis ZM4 5} B G Ay it 52 1A, 1 % B &L
T AR K 0 0 2 PR S )T 52 VRS, TR B R T T B R PA T TRE F i 52 1 SE AR AR AL . X -1
BEKAE4, Z. mobilis ZM4 X it =5 52 (1 By B R 4 i W i 32 V25098 T~ S. cerevisiae
DQL. YWILFHEL . FER. T HR. XNEGHR. PSRN 28R Y& =k B,
Z. mobilis ZM4 B LLA KR TL TR A Z2MHIE- . KA YRERIKE N 0.3 g/L i,
Z. mobilis ZM4 [y EbA: Ko 3d 2R A 25 52 B W 5 f3m Y, ekl 0.23 NF#$) 0.17 h™. 4R
MHEER . NEGKR. WER. 2R -8R E N5 318 1.0, 0.3, 0.15. 0.25 il
0.3 g/L i}, S. cerevisiae DQ1 HIAEK 32 S B4 IMEIVE, HhAEK IR AR 0.25 h™ 433 T %
$]0.13. 0.10. 0.0, 0.13 f10.12h™* (& 5.3b).

Ty 2%t Z. mobilis ZM4 F11°S. cerevisiae DQ1 ) Z B A= =3 R i s & 5.3¢
A 5.3d fin. EMEERE WAL T Z. mobilis ZM4 ZF#A P~ i#E L S, cerevisiae
DQ1 W& i. M&EFFRE. THE. MAAEMEAQIAKREKE 258 0.6, 1.2, 0.3 106 g/L
I, XF Z. mobilis ZM4 Z A F= iR 2 A B R A HIE R, ki) S. cerevisiae DQ1
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) C I A IR E RE 52 2], ZBEARXS A2 7= T 2 70 73 [ 21 53.6%+88.7%+79.0%741 94.3%.
A IR RN 0.6 /L I, Z. mobilis ZM4 2T & T 14 6 52 31 & & #ik, 1
X} S. cerevisiae DQL A M (K 5.3¢). X TMWERIMILAEY, Z. mobilis ZM4 2.z K ¥
PEREXT BT 25 %2 By BR 2R AN | P (i 52 PE RS T S. cerevisiae DQL. X FR K IR
FER. WMHECER. WER. B3R -8Rk 78 06, 0.25. 0.3, 0.15, 0.13
A1°0.15 g/L I}, Z. mobilis ZM4 £ /& Btk Be % 52 RIAEAAT 5200, 177 LIS S. cerevisiae DQ1
(¥) AR A2 P R 4 ) B3 94.3%. 92.1%. 88.4%. 0. 93.9% #1 69.7%. .11
FERR A — AN R A B 7, MR EEIEE] 0.6 g/L I & 5%F Z. mobilis ZM4 2.l & et
REF=AEMIHIMER, X T S. cerevisiae DQL, i fM ik B ) PRI B: R (o 1o . £ T R T 52 3
geailil. T HRRAE 0-1.0 o/L W FETE TP m s Bl A #i4E A (& 5.3d).

RIREE AR, B P B RN By e SR A i 32 4 T LF AR, B2 Z. mobilis ZM4
ot oy R AT D O it 32 PE B 298 T S, cerevisiae DQL.  HI T Fo KU Bk v dhokd il 31 () iy 285
& mE N, HhaEEaIARE . -8R, X & ERR. SR IR R 1R .
R, Ref It — D AR Z. mobilis ZM4 7EFI Tk FOKEHRE M IR, FAE KR LA
RIEVERE R T S. cerevisiae DQ1 KL% .
5.3.3 Z. mobilis f1 S. cerevisiae i fy 41147 () A= 4 B& fdt A'e

— RN TAE DRI (T 52 3 220Kk B T HHId A B B g Re 70, B RERS R 5
A R ) 0 A A 5 T P B B AR 55 AR 48, BRI, 43597682 Z. mobilis
F1'S. cerevisiae X} ik 12 M Xy R SV AEVIBEMIER . R WE 5.4 iR, Z
mobilis ZM4 F1 S. cerevisiae DQ1 ¥4 5 I EE S YR I) 4 PplEfE, R EAIRMm A GEBE
B fift XTI ER K59, Z. mobilis ZMA X BT (1) 7 R BR #RV% A B AR BE 7, 17 S. cerevisiae
DQ1 R o] B 1 FH ) 2 IR A

p-Hydroxybenz p-Hydroxybenzoic p-Coumaric
aldehyde acid acid
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&l 5.4 Z.mobilis ZM4 F1 S. cerevisiae DQ1 X EyIAL &4y i) A=y A

(a) BEFIAEY): (b TEHERUEY: (¢ d e WAIKIELEY)
Fig. 5.4 Biodegradation profiles of phenolic compounds by Z. mobilis ZM4 and S. cerevisiae DQ1.
p-Hydroxyphenyl compounds (H group): (a) p-hydroxybenzaldehyde, p-hydroxybenzoic acid and
p-coumaric acid; Syringyl compounds (S group): (b) syringaldehyde and syringic acid; Guaiacyl
compounds (G group): (c) vanillin, coniferyl aldehyde, guaiacol, and (d) vanillic acid, ferulic acid; Other
aromatic acids: (e) cinnamic acid and 2-furoic acid.

i —4 5 GC-MS F1 HPLC %} Z. mobilis ZM4 [&fEFYFEAL S W A P2 ik 4T 58
e T . 45 R Z. mobilis ZM4 BERSTEA UG 12-24 h PG PR IR K I . 2 R
TSR R B R AR N I RE SR AL &4 (3R 5.2 A B B LB 5% 1 B 3D

5.1 Z mobilis ZM4 1 S. cerevisiae DQ1 [ITYZAL & =W AR X NS 3
Table 5.1 Biodegradation of phenolic compounds by Z. mobilis ZM4 and S. cerevisiae DQL.

Phenolic compounds Concentration Rate constant k of phenolic biodegradation (1/s)
(mM) Z .mobilis ZM4 S. cerevisiae DQ1

Phenolic aldehydes

p-hydroxybenzyl aldehyde  4.62 1.17x10° 2.65x10°

vanillin 3.96 1.26x10° 7.79x10°

coniferyl aldehyde 1.64 5.95x107 5.85x107

guaiacol 12.10 - -

syringaldehyde 4.91 0.63x10” 5.54x10°
Phenolic acids

p-hydroxybenzoic acid 9.35 - -

p-coumaric acid 2.94 - 1.17x10™

vanillic acid 5.95 - -

ferulic acid 2.49 2.91x10™

syringic acid 2.99 - -

cinnamic acid 1.01 - -

2-furoic acid 5.54 - -

-2 not detected.



MR — PR TR 23 ) A FIR M RS WA R BEAT T Bh I Ha T . 45
BN 5.1 fror, 5 S. cerevisiae DQ1 #HLL, Z. mobilis ZM4 5o 75 B AL T 75 145 1K) Bo ik
RN, Z. mobilis ZMd4 X 7 R AT 7 W (1) B At o 58 3 40 K 1.26x10° Al 0.63x10°
s, 1 S. cerevisiae DQ1 X P3R40 H1I4 1) 3 25 5 B 23 A 7.79%10°° Al 5.54x10° s
3 47 P TR R A R T L0 0 O P e F1) A il 2R FE A AHALL, - Z. mobilis ZM4 X A A i TG
32 T R P S ) AR AR 2 00 I A 5.95x107° il 1.17x107° 578, S. cerevisiae DQ1 [ AR IX 7
b 055140 (035 R 5 %050 1) 5.85%10°° Fil 2.65%10° s

K52 GC-MS BRI SV LY MR =T T
Table 5.2 GC-MS analysis of phenolic compounds from biodegradation by Z. mobilis ZM4.

Trimethylsilylated phenolic compounds

Phenolic compounds Structures - ————
RT (min) MW Quantification ions
p-Hydroxybenzyl aldehyde HOO_CHO 12.44 194 89,121,151,179,194
p-Hydroxybenzyl alcohol HO <:> 14.64 268 73,147,179,208,268
OH
Vanillin HCO 15.14 224 73,91,151,194,224
HOOCHO
Vanillyl alcohol HsCQ 16.72 298 147,179,209,268,298
HO—% >——\
OH
Syringaldehyde H,CO 17.59 254 96,153,181,224,254
HO—QCHO
H3CO
Syringyl alcohol HsCQ 18.64 328 147,209,239,298,328
HO
OH
H3CO
Coniferyl aldehyde H,CO 19.48 250 102,166,192,220,250
CHO
HO
Coniferyl alcohol HsCQ OH  20.69 324 131,204,235,294,324

3

HO

*RT-retention time, MW-molecular weight

FREE K, Z. mobilis ZM4 HA A EEIRE /1, BRSO BY RS A VIR fR A
BRI AR A M. Y EE R A AW, XTI RS T Z. mobilis ZM4 & Py A5 NAD(P)H 1k
AR50 T ) I S 1 T A 25 3 JEA M B I AL B 0O, (AR B TR ik v
AT I R AL SR AR . TR, Z. mobilis ZM4 A MR fe 11 R fg i i 3 Boa xot
T Ak B D RN 52, T FHEAS BE AR L AE 25 T TR I 0 1) 470 190 385 97 2 v B T R KES
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5.3.4 Y0 £ AL T8 25 0] TR A4 Iy R 52 A P 52 1)

A2 B R (0 SIS M LE AT AL A AR AE T RENG S Bk B R A AR L, Oy
T 348 Z. mobilis ZM4 XY R AL &) B A RBRM Z MR, T2 @l R T B
B (SEM) &S 7248 (TEM) %t Z. mobilis ZM4 F1 S. cerevisiae DQ1 74 L
PR VR T (1% 200 B 5 T W 285 AR 4 P AOU 25 A0 T A AT 8% o R FOdR 79 R RS P R IR T
YR 2 R O, (HREERR FEA G BLRR AL 2 AFAE T M A0 B, 7Rk 22 EK
TR BRI AR OB SR, DR IR BT B R A N — R X R R A S T R 5T

Z. mobilis ZM4 S. cerevisiae DQ1
Without ferulic acid With ferulic acid Without ferulic acid With ferulic acid

V aae Wi
{

Cytoplasmic Cytoplasmic
membrane membrane

Cytoplasmic
membrane

B 5.5 Z.mobilis ZM4 R S. cerevisiae DQ1 7E8 JToFIZREE/E R F ) SEM A1 TEM E{&
Fig. 5.5 SEM and TEM images of Z. mobilis ZM4 and S. cerevisiae DQL. (a-d) SEM images of Z. mobilis
ZM4 and S. cerevisiae DQ1 with and without ferulic acid, respectively; (e-h) TEM images of Z. mobilis
ZM4 and S. cerevisiae DQ1 with and without ferulic acid.

25 BN 5.5 i, Z. mobilis ZM4 [#) SEM FME R AR A P BB MNE T, 4L
P IEH B4 NG 1 R TH S5 4 (B 5.5a). 24 Z. mobilis ZM4 75 2 15 P R IR 15
FrIEFREIR NG, A 1) H I B S R B L 4 A 2 T AR AR RS 1 A R & Al /N T i

(K 55b). %—J7M, T S. cerevisiae DQ1 ] SEM 455, 45 Jokil SRR AEAE (5614
T S. cerevisiae DQ1 AR AN A A B R AR (B 5.5¢, d).

XFT TEM WL, S5EA SRR ME/EH N H Z. mobilis ZM4 dfEHEL, 7E&47 T
BRI )5 IR rp A K 40 M Ah 3 T W 2 AR A5 SE R RS, AP R JE 2E 19m, | 30-35 nm
#m#) 50-55 nm, SEMEINER, SME ENR RS E LR N (K 55e . 1M
X}F S. cerevisiae DQL, TEVABIELERIEH T A4 11 REAH i Hh e 0% B S 1F0 0L 52 21 41 il



BEFNAHM 2 1), FC R A RE 50 R %, JEBEAE 105-107 nm. 17 £E B 2R R 3e T (1 1)
21 Jf e B S () AR A0 A PRV 2K, 2N B BE AR AS R I AA B, R 167 nm (] 5.5 g, h).

FIRZER KN, Z. mobilis ZM4 FEBTERER 1 FH T 4H M 2 i AN AR B 25 44 R AR T BRI
Ak, 0T BB RRX B K PE > T, IR LA T B N 4H B i T A AL VRE P B R A
DA A4 4 o 225 Mg e s 4 FEETO), 7 Z. mobilis ZM4 201 g 36 18 WA 2 486 %2 (6 /Ny A /T
BE 2 G 22 BB AE 20 M A s _E A 22 1122 125 178 fie e L o 2 O] M T R A A P /MBS £
B RGER 77, AA AN AR E A PRI, X LG fIR 22 W B ) S 4 B SR 0 9 HL
Ap15 i s 12, Tt T S. cerevisiae DQ1 ZERT BRI EVE I T, 4 BE A8 F5KA B 40
RO FEE 9 2 S5 T P MR &5 ) (1) A8 4 1T BB FH T I BRI AL S R B RE AR BB G 2B R, 9F
RSB IR N PR P e Bk R 2 3 S50 PAY R 7 96 F5E 35 L AT S22 M0 40 R 1 1 6 A R0
12 s, cerevisiae DQ1 7£ A7 B ERZS AL A A G W35 7 A0 Tl 5RO BRI O A 2R
HH R I AR R RN R TR 1 A8 22 1) DR DR AT 2 |l T LA R TR S Mg M R A2 T 3 A B
S
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B 5.6 FAIZEERYT Z. mobilis ZM4 SMEBE T IR
Fig. 5.6 Effect of ferulic acid on the outer membrane permeability of Z. mobilis ZM4. Condition: 250 mL
flask containing 40 mL of the rich medium with 0.5, 1.0, and 2.0 g/L of ferulic acid, 10% (v/v) inoculation
ratio, at 30°C for 8 h. The cells were harvested, rinsed, and resuspended in 0.05 M sodium phosphate buffer
(pH 7.0) to an ODgqo of 0.5. NPN was added to the cell suspension, and then the fluorescence of sample
was monitored at 420 nm for 120 min. Each value represented the mean of triplicate measurements, and the
deviation from the mean was below 5%.

N T F AP ELRR AT AE RS Z. mobilis ZM4 4 AME B BB RE IRE, LA
JEHRE N-ZR I -a- 25 B AF 9 R I8 I 0 M g B 8 N kb 7 A2 (R D' 5 E 7 VP 18 1
MPLSNEZEVE Z . BT N-ZRR-a- SR IGAE KA P R RIR 2Ot B 1 &,
1115 24 HBE N GH 2R R R /K VIR 58 A U 2 7 AR AR i A9 G e o DRI, ARAE GeRbE
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2 R0 7 A 1€ 1 5 FEE RTS8 T3k 5 0K e LA /L2 VE P 2R 4 00, 45 S 1 5.6 s,
FEE47 0.5 A1 1.0 g/L P ZRIR (#0085 7R 2 5557 8 h (1) Z. mobilis ZM4 41 it & I HI AR

RI DGR, FEA 5 R AS IR BRI (o0 FEZH AR, X Ui WM A MIRAE _E SR Iy R PA 5 o

TRFFERIRIIBEE . 285 24 Z. mobilis ZM4 fE85 I B PR B IRIK B 2.0 g/L 2641 T 1%

7t 8h 5, HAMEAMEEZEME IR G .. ERa R EICRBTBERIKE (KT 1.0

o/L) AZxX} Z. mobilis ZM4 A3 AN RIE MG I 2 B FERE 1T 2455 vk B R B BRI AT

FEI AT RE 20 FLAMIE ) 58 BE Ik 3 IR . IR, Z. mobilis ZM4 2 i A1 s 25 44 3o By IR 5K

WA B 12 & SRR Al DLEE— 25 iR Z. mobilis ZM4 X By BRZRAL & ) B A B s i

SEVERIRIL, i H AR Fhar K AR A 0 QBRI RENE A RS A BSR4

RIAR 2T 4 2 JEURE A P AT 4 3R L7

5.4 /NG5

AR EERE TR IR A By 2540 A P EOR S TR VR JFRE AT i 8 5 = [F) 2D p AL
SR, 15 KB E Z. mobilis ZM4 2 A= K A 2,1 R T 1k R 35 5 T TR U7
F#RE S, cerevisiae DQL. AyHE— PIGUF LI G, JEFFE AL BRI 2 oA i 2% B Ad = A 11 12
T s DLy AT A E s A& % 22 Z. mobilis ZM4 1 S. cerevisiae DQ1 W4k &
VIR 52 M. 25 B3R 1 Z. mobilis ZM4 X iy SR S W HITN 5214 5 S. cerevisiae DQ1 #H
o, (HRXTEYRR AL A, Fe il B TR R AETE I R LA IR SR N 52 M. A TR
NIRRT H A By AT S HERIHLER, 737007558 1 Z. mobilis ZM4 Xy S840 & W 1 AR 4 e
fRAE SR IE S B BRI RS . 45 R X W] Z. mobilis ZM4 Xy RAL AW i 52 WL P 3 2
1T BEE N W 5 A0 A 0 SRS A 0 B At DA BT By R R A & P i /K MR PR B /R (&1 5.7).

Tolerance of Zymomonas mobilis to phenolic inhibitors

In situ degradation Permeability barrier

Phenolic aldehydes Phenolic acids

Phenolic alcohols Phenolic acids

B 5.7 Z. mobilis ZM4 X BRI M HITN ZHERE B

Fig. 5.7 Schematic diagram of tolerance to phenolic compounds by Z. mobilis ZM4

AT FRELE R T
(1D FIHE &8RS Tl TKSEREE N EEHE 30% (wiw) 8 7 & 2%
T #E4T SSF, Z. mobilis ZM4 44 K (2.8x10° CFU/MI) 1 215 & B 1t g (54.42 g/L)
58T S. cerevisiae DQL (4IAEKARHLA 2.9<107 CFU/MI, ZEEHE 48.6 g/L).



(2) FgHAh KBS Z. mobilis ZM4 FIJF Tl R K sRE #E4T SSF 52,
S E N 30% (wiw), 4R E N 15 FPU/g T-48l, 1R 30°C, pH5.5, ik
TRBS TN 12 h 640, ARV CBER IR R . BT RERIE 9 54.4 glL, FRAF%
N 4T.7%.

(3) Z. mobilis ZM4 (1) 21 i A= K IR DLAN 2T A BEPE REXT B 2R A B4 OB R
M. FHRE, THEE. MHABMECIARE) M2 S. cerevisiae DQ1 AL, Z.
mobilis ZM4 T4 AE KRR 2 BE K VEREFT B 7 MBI A SR T WAERR 4N
AR BRI 52, el R Tl FTKETRIE AR 2-BRR . X EER IR . X SRR A
B BRI A R SRR 321, 10 S. cerevisiae DQ1 % K &B /3 By B Ak & 0T 32 1 2

(4) @it GC-MS ¥ K& HL, Z. mobilis ZM4 K11 S. cerevisiae DQ1 AEWH4 4 Fiiiy s
WA, FREEIA RS AR RAREBA N T 75 i 4R A DA 753 1 P K 052 550 P KL BE (1 T T A
B, RN T IR AR S S R H B )R 117 1.26. 5.95 A1 0.63<107°. 68 Z. mobilis
ZM4 B ReA7EARARE 1 NAD(PYH Ak st 2 et it Ui e 0% 14 Iy 2R Ak & 0 D Ty e

(5) @it SEM I TEM M%< K ILAE & A P RR PR 5 AE K ) Z. mobilis ZM4 41
P2 T 227 45 LU BORE RS , £ A R S/ TSRS, T LA M 2 8] Y BURG F B 52, T S. cerevisiae
DQ1 MR o, 4HMuBEAR S IZAKFA B . Z. mobilis ZM4 S 1 KB (1) e 2 i 2
TEAMEE R EAR R AN, EXT K YY) R 275 0% bt B R

(6) I YRl N-2R I -a-Z5 A A ARE 2 T BT BRER X Z. mobilis ZM4 41 i 41 it
FEBRIIRERE, REUBARKIFT SRR E (KT 1.0 g/L) A&t Z. mobilis ZM4 41 g 4
JEEI232 VA% R SR RS20, T 224 250 v AR (1) BT R TR A7 (E N R 8 2 0 JHL 7 B8 1Y) 5 2 {1 3 ol
e/
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F6E LiLESRE

6.1 ZREEHR

T I AR DR A AR AR BT 2T 4E 31 9 JEURH AL R RE T e F A R S Ak 2 it 1R I A
LG 6 K L ZAAE=NATER, 0l R 4ER F R TRAL 3, 214t
B g AEREAN DA SR T A DR R S5 £ 4 2 R U R P I 32 M o AR SCEF X R 4T 4E 3R
AR B AR o 21 2 Z A RN 52 VR JF DR RS TR Bk, il BB IR Ak
T 2N AR BT 4E R JFOREEAT AL BRI 7 SR AT 4E R AL LT AER N LRSI H s AR,
3 T T Ak 7 - 2L 23 485 46 ARITER 43 7 &5 R 7K ST % Bl A ot A R AR Joit 41 4 38 TR 23 A1 A2
FUAEAT TIRIE: R, R TR TR E A R A = A 4 R By, KIH PSR
TR AR I R3S, FFam a4 E B S wE 32 =y BV % B Saccharomyces cerevisiae
XTIy AN I 520 s s R — P By Ak & 4 B A AR SR 52 14 (1038 3 & 19 B
Zymomonas mobilis ZM4, JFEXF 52 AL EEREAT T HIHR
6.1.1 45iv

(L) T AR I ARG KBS S T2, SN ERFF AR 4R
Mo BATIR P MR SRR, RERSIE LT YER ML YEZR 70 e A AR EAN 2.0, 31 73731
TS o it 3 2O IR TR A B B % A7 RURB IR N REAT R AT 4E R A5 1, AR A 4E 3 e
ATV VEAKE ZERE AN BRE . AR TR 5 7K M A 3 R 608 4 T4 2 5 A8 0 4% (1) R SR AR 5
BEE— A s, ANMCEIUARRE I 78 73 Fe Ak, T BB AR SR8 0 £ 45 25 g (1) 41161 5
i I [N R B A AE R AN GBS, KON SR FIARE AT 7 8, TSI EF- 4t
AR E R

(2) R I IEFEFF /LB AR R P R AR A AR R IURR A O . BRI UG FY B
R ROE TP, BEEIRFFE 20-30 pm FEAAAL . MAEFFH LG TS A R, ki
I T B AT RESR BT KON AN 2 1) 78 B 2 2 R T R P 5 4 SR B DI T T 355 ot
PR FEARFFANAZ [ BEPT e A2 BT RBURL B A S5 7 A2 0 DR T IR £ 48 0K 72 Bl g o 7%
HRFFSE TS A D AL HhkiEaAiET 20-30 um EARNE IR 5 AK)H
RO EBRRNME A WA S, KRR HIG A 4E 2 REE, 1 B R 23
PEAER, TERRARRE P R RIS A 52 88, 5 AP TRAL B 5 JiE B A% S5 25 52 W X o 45 440 )
ORI o TIUAL BE B8 A Sl 8 2T 4R AT ™ AR S A AR B “ 4l 7 X3k, b5 TiAk 3o
JERE SR A AT LTI RRAR /DN T AT 4E 2R 2 B S BRI A X SO K AT 4R AR
FRRE /N B AT 4 AR AR

(3) KI—FhIEH AW IR A4 2 R FOKE Tl kg, HAAREGER, H
B G 5 TR BE o (E R XA RS A R EKIE M Z I R A Y, EEAHRE: 2-5 R,
FIZRRR . X TR EAIKE A BRI ER, J HXTEREZBE S, cerevisiae DQL 4
P AR KN W R T P e A AR SR B A RIAE A o FER T — PPk A& N SR R, B S,



cerevisiae DQL 7F T KT TR /K VR P IAR BE Ao B 15 IR Bk rp B AT — R 5185 R4 iy XS 401
Yt sz P . R s R ) O E TR E AT FP B S Ol R BER, Zid i hiE
J WS 15 R 11 S. cerevisiae DQ1 I H AL 57 A4 AR KR DU L BE R BEPE R, BRAAAE B L
50 L K FEEIR R AR BEE A3 B 7% (VIv) B Z BRI, HINAF R ATIA 55.7%. REWS
KK BAR G B O BERE TR AR

(4) FIHEABEAEN F K Tl iR g JFURHEAT = [ /2 R D BN 2B K
BE, RIEEIRBEAMTE Z. mobilis ZM4 40 A KA1 2.0 Kk BE L RE ] S 5R T- S,
cerevisiae DQ1. #f—# LL4 Z. mobilis ZM4 #11 S. cerevisiae DQ1 XJ 12 Fli i WLEYy 240 &4
[N 5214, &30 Z. mobilis ZM4 X IS4k & PN 5214 55 S. cerevisiae DQ1 A AHALL,
(R RERIA AW, Rl KO TV FRIE S A7 75 T B2 254 ot B A TR s A i 52 4k
73 531 DB E51) 47 ok AR R0 240 LS 55 5 7 T A & B0, Z. mooboilis ZM4 S B 54k & 40 (1 i 52
NUERLE T B ad ik 5 A 00 23 4 T I R A & e A R IR BRI (Y BEAL &4, HURE (4 20
ML R R A A ) B B K e AR
6.1.2 G

(DFFRT PR IR T 4= A7 5> T2, EH T RIEFEE WRFF R4 R 5k
i I A SRR AL B AN RE 08 R FH 21 4 31 20 7 3 AT R AR AL TR B, T FLRERE A 2%
RIS - 21 2 A AR FE [ o SEBIL 1A 21 4 21 22 20 43 ) s R IDMEL P i B A IR 2R 5
FIH, 8% TSR T2 2R g R A 0 IR 3%

(2) RPLTRASFLFE AT AL B i o R b BORL T YR A AR A A AE i M AR . 20 39l A A AR
W AH 2R G5 0 T J8 oy RIS I 41 4 35 93 7 S5 M 1EAT 22 RUBE 20 T 7= A Tl A i R A2 A8 16 30
BRI . $RIT T AR R 5T R AR e 5 R RPE 1 ROR BT sURR IR Pl Ak 2 e %
R Y= R SR B D ERARR) NS X8,

(3) FIH—FheF 4 2= & & my HJC 75 WAL B (A 5 27 4 3K kL KO R i 13047 R 2D AL
5RO FKE TAERE & M KR Gk AT 1 e e tr, dE—P ik
T IR P ROE T KBS T KB B EWAR R E, F55 T H BB RE S.
cerevisiae DQIL HIHMHIVEH o JT A 1 — il s 43 ) F AL B A SR, RERE AT R0
P S. cerevisiae XHHMHIMIMIM 521 78R EERTJC 756 KO Tl ks ek AT i 25 40
PR, PR RRAS ORIFAR LT TS AN I R IR R

(4) 185 KN Z. mobilis i 4 A Ay — Bl Wi 52 1 22 1 Ol K BE B, (H 72
ARIRSCKIL Z. mobilis ZM4 H S 6} By AN A HAG MUK BTN 524 FH AR 1) ek By B 28 0 il
VI RSB IT 21, &I T Z. mobilis ZM4 ELA R R AT B ERAE 11, Fxd He B W i e S
N IIZHGHAT VI E AT R FIE S F 7 R AUE S5 B0 R A AL T B T Ak 44 i ouE
TEA T, KIL T Z. mobilis ZM AME g 22 B J2 4544 (1) SR « I SR OGIRE 7%
BT B RANHI YR Z. mobilis ZM AMEISZE LR, #E— PR T Z. mobilis ZM4 X
AN (i SZ AL

6.2 JBHE
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ARSI WA R A4 35 SR AC BRFIYR 7 £ 4 R B AR AR RLAR 20 AT A8 Ak R A DA
SR AR JoT 1 44 2 S U5 3 IS4 1) 420 PR 7 0 S S 6 A A e i s R v %) S B ) RELEAT T o0
WHFT. $RH T LB T 2R, RILT SR Mk T — 2 jm) @, Jf Hxf—uk
IEFINERHAT T A B RE . (R Bl FRA R — S TR A Tt — B R IFHE AL
(1) TEARFRAYER G 3R IR A, ane] il 54 22 0 b 28 77 32 A0 428 il 4% A S 2F
Y 2% 48 M IR B IR RS 07K ST PR 38 ) o LA R fe] B K e 7= 2B A K FE B AN 7 43 ik
FEF IR o AV SCRIYRAY 51k RO AR BT 4 3 b i £F 4k R A2 4F i R AL 0 3ET T B 2L
R, 15T AR 4 B M sl OE A 5 T HE— B IR .

(2) FALH 5 ASFEE RS 5 7= A R R EAE AN 10-20 um, KJEN 20-30 um FIRE £F
Ut RLEA YRR TR T ERS, A€ MNIEFREE, 55 h T4 4w r1EH
EHRIEREE . BAENMETIEARRE R vT DN AEYA KLy T3 — 20 I
Wt

(3) REL T FIRN =Y FRBE B8 A 3= S. cerevisiae IG5 14, (H
e TR T T R 75 EERT R AT I B A b T S PR A 3 V7 SRS S A R A X 410 1
Wit 5% P AR 2 1AL S TR AR Mk o DR A 0 B S i K 0 ) e R IR AN s e 3R 75— ik
AL HEARAR 8 BN P 52 1 Tk

(4) HHTAT T K ERE R AR T RS PR 2E R REREAT 2 i, 11 & 2 i R
REMG B A& BRI . T Iy A YIAE A TR R BE AR, BT DA ARG £ 21 1y
FA B DT HR FEE AN B R ) 25 A R0 2 T e R TRk R &8 P R AL B 0 ) L Sk
JE o RIS 5 B — 20 I R — i 80 o B VR TR R B A 2 vp S R R A A Pk
JE o TN AT AT 24 2% T ) o 1 A 42 1) o AT DA B B B TR A B R

(5) ARV AN AE P55t oy R4 42 () A B 9 A 7= A2 R 490 i B 5 g 2 28545 T T
7~ 7 Z. mobilis ZM4 Xy SN I SZHLEE . AR T NIHIA AR B A2 . A OCHR )
VAFENLH] DL 2 40 B RS2 73 28 40 55 0 T AT ER AR BT
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