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Simultraneous Saccharification and Co-fermentation for Production of

High Titer Cellulosic Ethanol from Lignocellulose by Dry Milling
Biorefinery Processing

Abstract

Dry milling biorefinery processing (DMBP) were applied into cellulosic ethanol
production for the purpose of maximizing the biorefining efficiency of lignocellulose by
minimizing energy consumption, fresh water input, and waste water generation. The biomass
solids loading of the typical lignocellulose feedstocks is maximized at each step of the
biorefining processes. The DMBP starts with the “dry” dilute acid pretreatment (DDAP) with
the initial solids of 70% (w/w) and the pretreated solids of 50% (w/w) with minimum water
(steam) input and zero wastewater generation. The pretreated lignocellulose is fed to the “dry”
biodetoxification for the fast and complete removal of inhibitors with no water input and output.
The “dry” pretreated and biodetoxified lignocellulose is consequently fed to the “dry”
hydrolysis and fermentation by simultaneous saccharification and co-fermentation (SSCF) with
very high solids content (up to 25-35%). In addition, in order to improve the competitiveness
of cellulosic ethanol for corn ethanol, must improve the titer and yield of cellulosic ethanol, and
choose high performance, low cost industrial cellulase enzyme.

The first part of this thesis is selected five different lignocellulose feedstocks, including
the agricultural waste type of corn stover, wheat straw, rice straw, sugar industry waste type of
sugarcane bagasse, forestry waste of Italian poplar wood chip were carried out to produce
cellulosic ethanol by DMBP. At the optimal pretreatment and biodetoxification conditions, use
Saccharomyces cerevisiae DQ1, at the moderate cellulase dosage (15 FPU/g Dry Matter) and
high solids loading (30%, w/w), the final ethanol titer was 56.8 g/L, 58.5 g/L, 65.4 g/L, 64.5
g/L, 54.7 g/L, for corn stover, rice straw, wheat straw, sugarcane bagasse, poplar wood chip,
respectively. These five feedstocks all well met the high fermentation titer required for
industrial applications although with observable differences, which provides a wider range of
raw materials and geographical scope for commercial production of cellulosic ethanol.

The second part of this thesis is use five lignocellulose feedstocks to produce cellulosic
ethanol by simultaneous saccharification and co-fermentation, pretreated material contains a
large amount of xylose, Saccharomyces cerevisiae XH7 is a xylose utilizing yeast strain. Finally,
by optimizing the fermentation conditions, the record high cellulosic ethanol performance was
obtained: wheat straw feedstock achieved the maximum ethanol titer of 101.1 g/L or 12.8%
(v/v) with the ethanol yield of 74.8% and the xylose conversion of 73.9% at the moderate
cellulase dosage (15 mg proteins/g cellulose) and high solids loading (35%, w/w); corn stover
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achieved the most economically beneficial ethanol titer of 85.1 g/L or 10.8% (v/v) with the

overall conversion ratio of 84.7% and xylose conversion of 87.7% at the low cellulase dosage
(10 mg protein /g cellulose) and high solids loading (30%, w/w).

The third part of this thesis is three major cellulase enzyme products available on the
Chinese industrial enzyme market were selected and evaluated as the biocatalysts for the
biorefining process of lignocellulose biomass into high titer ethanol. The cellulase enzymes
included Cellic CTec 2.0 from Novozymes (Beijing), and LLC 4 from Vland (Qingdao), and #
7 (purchased from an industrial enzyme maker). The detailed assay on the filter paper activity,
the cellobiase activity, and the total protein content of the enzymes were conducted according
to the standard protocols. When the cellulase enzymes were applied to the practical hydrolysis
and ethanol fermentation operation under the conditions of high solids and low range of
cellulase dosage, the hydrolysis yield shows the significant difference and the difference was
narrowed in the final ethanol yield. The commercially available cellulase enzymes showed the
different performance in the activities, the cellulose hydrolysis yield, and the ethanol
fermentation yield based on the protein dosage per gram of cellulose of corn stover. In general,
the industrial cellulase products are satisfactory to be applied into the practical cellulosic
ethanol production in commercial scale.

Conclusively, these five feedstocks all well met the high fermentation titer required for
industrial applications although with observable differences, In addition, the high cellulosic
ethanol performance was obtained by simultaneous saccharification and co-fermentation, the
three industrial cellulase products are satisfactory to be applied into the practical cellulosic
ethanol production in commercial scale. These results could provide a strong theoretical basis
for the industrial development of cellulosic ethanol production by dry biorefining technologies.
Key words: lignocellulose, cellulosic ethanol, Industrial cellulase enzyme, dry biorefining

technologies, simultaneous saccharification and co-fermentation



BEBRIKRE B2 AV
Hx
= SRR URURURRRPRR 1
1 =TT 1
1.2 ARJFETFYEZFERHITE TGI8 oottt 2
121 ARIFAYGEZIILZE . PRI oottt ettt 2
1.2.2  F R T 2 R T2 A0 oottt ettt et en e enees 3
1.2.3  RTLFGEZIRITTARIE .ottt ettt ettt ettt et en et ee e eneees 4
1.2.4 Y2 CBE G CTEITEEI oottt ettt 6
(R T B A 5 o N 20 =AY AT TO 6
131 TR R TR T I 2 oottt ettt e et ee ettt et en e e enees 6
1.3.2  HHII T IR TETE R oottt ettt 7
1.3.3 FEEEEFRDHEASKEE (SSF) I o 8
1.3.4 EEEEFRIEFAL GILRTE (SSCEF) I TT oo 8
1.4 ASCHIFTE H B BLFEAREB LR oot ee ettt 9
%25 MHAAFARGL4EZ FERHA D B K I (SSF)AE =4 4E &R L1 ... 11
2. Gl ettt 11
2.2 B G T 25 ettt ettt 12
2.2 BB ZE 2SI .ottt ettt ettt 12
2.2.2 B I TR I oottt ettt et 13
2.2.3 TR TIALBE LU AL S AE I TETE oot 13
224 RTEFI T I IIETE oottt ettt ettt 14
225 [ B G I (CSSF) 71 oottt 14
2.2.6 LR R Tl B 7025 oottt ettt 14
227  EREBABTTE T CHPLC) oottt 15
2.3 B T T IR e 15
2.3.0  JEBFH I MUTE oottt ettt ettt ettt 15
2.3.2  FHALFR GBI ZIEET oottt ettt 16
2.3.3 N[ B A BT SZIR oottt ettt 18
234 ANAIIIEE SOF G5 oottt ettt 19
24 N ettt 20
3 FHAFARG AR ERED R SR (SSCR) A= milk &
R OO 22
Bi L Bl T ettt ettt ettt 22
B2 B Tt oo ettt 23
B2 JE B T GEZRTE oottt ettt ettt ettt ettt 23
B2, I TR0 oottt ettt 24

3.2.3 FAHMER AL B LA R ARIE AV FEE oo, 24



% VI BEEIT KRS Wilbiip

B2 R T T R T T oottt ettt 25
B.2.5 A A G e R T T V2% oottt 25
B.2.6 AR BRI T B TV oottt 25
3.2.7  FERBABETE T CHPLC) oottt 26
R S T 26
3.3.1 AFEARFAGEZR TR AL EE A I IE oo 26
3.3.2 VAR FORFEAFLF4E 2 N ERIEIT SSCF HIRBETERE ..o 30
3.3.3 EKFEFF. A 30%IE S E N AR R SSCF oo, 32
334 T ARFEFAFEEE T SSCF RIEMERE. ..o 35
335 /INEREFFAFEIE EE T SSCF RIEMERE. ... 36
3.3.6 T AKFEFF. INEFEFAE 50 L KR R N SSCF I EETERE oo 38
B N ettt 40
%45 FIHAARPRI AR MEEAT SSCF A=A 4R LFF oo 43
AL ] BT ettt ettt ettt en et 43
A.2  TEBEG T oottt ettt 44
420 JEBIZFBE BT ..coovoeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeee ettt e ettt et 44
A.2.2 BRI TR oottt ettt 44
423 TR TALEE L L BRIE A DIEEFE oo, 45
B2 A R T T R T oottt ettt 45
YN RGP it U By g = 3y T 45
R = B R = Ay OO 45
427 TERCBAHTEE T CHPLC) oottt ettt ettt 45
A3 BT G U oottt 46
431 AIE YRR BT T I SSCF ittt 46
432 BEFWE LLC 4 ARAIEE B SSCF .ottt ettt n e 48
A4.33 H T AT I SSCF .ottt ettt ettt et e et 49
434 ZFhe4EEREG (CTec2.0. LLC 4. #7) ANEIEFAE SSCF HAL oo, 51
A4 ZEUR oottt ettt ettt ettt 53
D B T T I e 55
L T ettt e e ettt e 55
T 25 == TSRS 56
BB IR ettt ettt ettt ettt ettt ettt ettt ettt ettt ettt et 57
BT R o v | OO 65
T B S B - ST T TP 66
R T = 151 = 28 N 1.2 OO 67



RERIRE BAERE T

&
A

FLIE 4P

11 ®E

AT 2 2R B Y RER ) LSy 25 B e ARG E A2, RE IR ) 5 B Tl AL
MR BEEOR R RIEED ARG (ERRBEE A RV AR H o
by, DAKCH IR AR R R A R A (58 . IR AN, (e (i [ XM
2 B U A R AR (4 S0 BAE T PR AR RIS IO R RIRI A R R 2 (IARFRIK
FEIES] 99.5% L EHITE/AK 48 Z—Frmrhefe. I EANERRRIAREL AT Lk
R R AL, FLURE Dy B R e n] DA E ST e R A, AN 100604k 21
HENE BT U 1 N LS BRI 7E 0 RNE BRI — S I A B AL S W RSO T
FIATREF R H R ORE 2 320y B — AN SR AP, AR 2 DA
AERD RAE YN JEORE, AR L /& LR R T 4E 2N JEURAE P AT 4E R 0% — AR
LA 2 MBS A B R, R B A R LR I R I 15 2 AR AN
PAR AR RUBOR, A Mb AR AR SRR AR, Br 1A BRI Z A T oK 55 2 AR IR
WO AT TR QBRI KRR T S0 A RS Bk A7 IR b P /5 22 (1 7]
BEEK A BT, AR T B REGF A . B LK B R gdih — AU Z B2
WHt Sk, 2016 4 12 H 5 H, ESXGEHERAA CEVImAEA Rt =1 M), M
RUFE IR A DDAR IR S VO AT HE T B B R B e - JHERERORE Sl N, K
TIRSELYER O+ = TIIE B VAR IR BT #5120 180 /27T, it 2020 SEA4:4)
JRAEA AT ARG A R TR A 2 5800 J R, (AR RE R R T = FHORKD) HIH G,
NEFHER CIFAE ] LIRS A 25 40 O 2 P B Bt 145 51

R YER FER LT 4ER . LA gER . RTTRAR, FHARRLYER L 404
RO EEDROSE: RFA4ERITACEE . FUACE S Y0k s bR . Y0kt
HIBEREREAL . AEE. SRR B Atk . N T IR 4R LI T 1K ORI 54
71, AL MR A AW B A B bR, OV E) 5 Z R 4 4k LR
EPEROR, EERAERE . (R AKHBUSON T 4R L2 KA AR, XA P $1] %
(ERREA ) 1), B O B B )2 BT AT e R IR & T AT 4R LI I A7 B¢
DR RH L, WAAHEARBERE . ARPRIKHEBA BRI A3, XA RE AL
A I E B AR K E L A5 oA 3 R R HoRiERa A 2

TR BORE A S8 ST A — A R REAE . MRBKHEI. =R i)
MR AT ROR, LR THARKRICEEA, MR REER. FP RS
HRBEHR (SSCF) PA K —Sedfi B 47 T2 EE: F 25 MR R, &k
FRIEAL I AT 21 2 2 SO e 21 28 22 B A i A P AR, <P 2 4 3% 1) B (8 49 AR ot



%2 T BERITKF WLEM0ET

YRS BRINE, AR TGS A %R S A4 RS G EREGE YR #
T TR B i e i R T PRI R A A P i B e B, A9 B B R g A
W) I N s AT SSCF.

FAREDERIH AR I R OEFEA TS, FIFZIEARLE > @ik E YR OB
FEARN T B — DRI FRFEFE TR AE DS R 70 © 218 31 T BN A
S50, AR BR) ZAEE N ZER A DRI BOR BEES&E B T 2 MR BT 4R R RL, itk Ah
WP AT 4 2 I R TR P R i HAH S F TR FEFF 38 5 0, X R A SCHF 5T
IS EZENA . AT NS0 AE DR B DA 7 4 3 Sl A P B AR 2 e I 45

R
1.2 KRAERERKERSEZH

121 RBLFgERMLE. YETER

ARIFEFYEZ R — PR Z A B B85 REY RS, R AF4ER R
A Mtk FENME IR, B AR R AR 2T 4E R R AS & O AT (1 3t
IR T e RBREF4ER EEAL4ER .. LR RBR AR P TEEH A
Y, X = AL A R R AR i T 4 R R R A A 7 A AT ) B R
FEERF R TR, KB BT 2T 4E 2 1 45 R AT fe 21 4 3R N AE P21 4E R AR
AN R E VIR o 27 4R 22 H P IE L B-1,4-H S e E R A Ak 1)
FISLHEEGY), MR REGERIRA AR T A E R THBEDP, pagEdi
D-AWE, L-Blffrs, D-H &M, D-#i%M, D-2FLAA D-% % H B IR 1 S HE s
KW, KRR TEEBNEGRE, AT B =RV R R G M. A FRE
Y, AMHALMAMEEZ LR AR RER I LLBRAF K.

Cellulose
Cell wall structural Distribution of cellulose, hemicellulose
SrganizAtion &ligninin Cellwall ) = |zl
ma y Z fmr' ‘b\#: %
o wai L J
Hemicellulose
d Roes TG AR AR
ol L o
i i - Lignin s ; = - »
Lignocellulosic %T " ;
_bi ~—Cellulose \
biomass _4 ==
=t—Hemicellulose e
- ([ Lignin__)
r—— - = 1
O =r—Middle lamella oo g - e - i
= Primary wall o e e e

B 11 ARRAERKS U

Figl.1 Diagrammatic illustration of the framework of lignocellulose.



BEEITKE WLHNMEBT 3T

KRR FREAERPGIKMER — P FIREEY, B S TR 44
FIKMER L, W 1 R AR R A 4w R EEMRERE, A4 Rmigian Rt S
BEE MRS A4, XUERURA 4S5 PA4ER . ARBEN T RSO LI TR
EY CRIBD PMEEIF AR T RE 55 FAAE T A4k 3R - 0T 2 o T i 40 4k 3R U
R4l AR R R AT 4E R NG o 45 i 4T 4 31 R B AU 21 4 (1) 7 T b 5 5%
MWEEAE, MOEEETH 2R /AN TYRAKEA G N E R ) s iR, X
AR YER ML ST AR — 830> A AR R SRR S5 1, FRO9 R SR [X 35
U, &5 FEMA PR =R KRR HERAE T K, FHERNSE /X LT ER
X AED R . BAAMEREG R (R RN 4 R 2 5 52 B A 4 R K AR
F, R4 00 50 2 RO B ff e T 8 21 4 3R R RN 46 ) O D R 8L, A MPE A B 41 4
GRS, B Y R R R T B N N IR LE A Re K AR DR,
RV T AR AN (RLFEN . SRR ZRMmE AR SR — AN R R R . RIRL
BREANEREGE., SERENEHR R, ST BARFME AR A4 R R AL
PAHE FEAERI BT LU ZB0E Ik — e 22 R R R A R 41 4 R TRAL 38T B A RE S PR AIK
RIFTERMR AL S50E, MM 4ER T EAEAN, R L4EREEN T
JE AR, R4 RIEER S S54RSS, WIREEMAUR.

1.2.2  HEA TR AT 4 R AR 5 A

HERANRE, FEMETHEERMEZ . aamT, K KiE. DERKRE
= RFZREEY, FRAEREMENARR K i), FEMERIL, A6
PURGHBIX, PR AL 37123.39 T-A L, 4/ &Eik 21564.63 JiMl; /KAgFEEH A
AR EARIHX . KT, BRIDARIE, Fhid Ak 30309.87 T AW, MWES7EIA
20650.74 Jilli; /N EESAAAERE R RIS R R0 E, PRk 24069.42 T
N, FNEL KNFEREFFRIL 12620.84 JiN; HABKLFREEE, EE S
AEREEE. RS 0 fEmE. W, =AY, FiEmERL 1760.45 T A0,
SRR ERIA 12561.13 Fild; DL R RS SRYE TR AR N RICHE E K Gt )R 2014 FRAEY
FEE G AR

F & AR AL RS FERE AV R EA T, & A DL AR
o KREEMMIIZEF. W2 EMHBEBS, £RK. K. MENES CRIEY
R G YRL B E L) 0 2.00 1.0. 11709, HR¥E 2014 X =R EAEY
= ] LIRS A 550t R AS AT (4 77 B 43129.26 3, K FEREFF 4R = 20K
20650.74 Jilli, /NFEFEFTHIAEF B 28161.22 J3M, 31X =0 EREAT A SAES RIS
AT LR E] 9 2o X T REFF DA S FAh A BT 247 4 22 ORI 32 B4 N IAJ7 T RS FF AT BA
FEshPr k. RFSFFARe R . T4 mgEaR. AT REMAKER. BiEE
H A RE . F T A= A e s ARkl . AR5 .



%4 R BERITKF WLEM0ET

[ Jea
D 1<p<2 - T<p<8
39« [ s<0<10
D 5<p<6 - p>10

B 12 mEEEREVFETT R A6 E R
Fig.1.2 Map of total collectable output of agricultural crop residues in China.
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HEHo
124 YR I S5IE LRI

2P YR LI TR R B IR 2 AFAE AR R AT e 20X M AR s s k), @I — e (1
REBR T VEAT R SR T 4R 2R (NI 454 AE AR I R £ 4 2K i T R (B SR o, 98
JRAE CIER B RARAAE R SEBL QIR AR 77 o 2P 43R CBEEOR, & — s i (T Vi REE
BR, BB A RERER R E CBEHAR, FIRHHER T2 AR A 4E R 5 R
POIEORHE TR I SRR, 80 T TARGE R . 214 L H AT A REVSAE N TE A
BORAR B RRE JFEARES & M . MR S 32 B AR R Y R R S
AT ZRERR BRI, AR RSB A7 A2 R ORI Sy oA Y BB S-A ot, F2 ZEA 4
ek SRS, W UME B R DL B . oK 2l 32 B IREL 44
mEAE i, EEATRORRIE RS TORRE RS, BEBLEE IR R T2
AL, PREAEREAC I AE PR SISO (77 A 8 PR RS B2 28 vt T i e e b AT R
L A 7 fo i 2K RS B e 2 R AR 287

YR LM TR WAL €M E S, BeRERDIH: RRAYERBEAM. %
AT R, RSN, TR AR S, R K, HARE AR
HERE R HLUOR E R AT T : AT 43R Ol S AR BLAE A o 21 45 31 i At 3
DRV S AT Y B A A 10 oK oA B SRR, Kok B ikl i1
TR, A TR R Ol 2= SRR SR, ATl ira i e, MAsitr
PULRATRFEE R T S, AR TRAL B VA 2 X A 4 QI A A T A 7 A
AFEFZ, TR P B I VAR AR KRR S 15 Y BRI R, N 1 S A] HF 4k
RSB IEAE T BEM IR ATIR TIT LT 4E R LRI, M FoK LB 1A P BOR BN R
ARG RN B P J5TH LUEL, £F4E R Ll AR A T B R P AR i 2 ) DAt
T TR G G BARCRT DUR R FOKE AR P AR RSSOk SR A 7= i R e vl AR
(SIECYEE S ST YSTIY S )3 i aey B Db S VL S =N

13 TEEWESISARKRL

1.3.1 UM IR THAL B A JE

TAEED IR 3 EAHE T MR B A . AV RHAR . &S E R
FOAR s A5 G0 (1A% R T A 82 1) R R VA WRCE 38 v RO T L A 2% A (6:1~10:1) BHjgd
ER AN EE AR TR AT 4E 2, SRR IR 45 M SR S 4T Y R I BT B A . LT 4 R AT
R I AR BE T RS PR AR, TR B IR 454, BRERE 2 NAHEREMNS S
BLpi o ZFIRRERIE AR AT VE N AL BE AR RIERE, BRERIMARAR. BRI RN IER
PR, AR I TR T B IR AR T 4T 4 22 R BIRLUF IR, (HR AL LI TR R R
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LG, ARG AR ARSI A AEAE T i, IS R e, 2 oK & 1) R
AKHERC B AT 2B e ] 2 2 (0 IR T A B AR B3I,

T AR I B AR R A LI IR E LK IREEFEI T B AR, Tkl
TR ISR LL B 2:1,  TALIER IR J5 1052 e I N R SR Ja IMON T ¥ 1) 266 4% A W Ui
AR 2 B A% BN ZEVRAE 175°C N AR 5 s B EIMEI S KERA
45% AT, PR EE T RVBRLA 4R B4R MR R0 IA R 85% A4, H
O AT B AR BEAR AR TE T TR B 5 el b, ANl et kB v ] 2 & () T AL 2
REAERE, BRI/, BEFE. KRB, BANE NEZRR NG & & E R
Peft 7 RE.

1.32 M TEEYI R EOR

EFRR AL EE SRR, AR =M R g, A4 R, RRERAEER
AN BT AR BRI FEAE A B4 T 2R BOAS R R S IR A 5o 5 R BB A B AR RE )
P 3 By Sy = 205360, B — SRR IR AN A7) A p Y 27 o R 0o R A MR L 2
Y 53 FE B AR I 5-FR SRS (5-hydroxymethylfurfural, 5-HMF), #5252 Z 3t
IKFRF=HE TR BRI 5-HMF #E— 20 B AE ) IR N B N IR S A LIRSS, 28 — 2K
72 A J0T 25 A0 A = A Ty T T I Ty IR S R 420 5 7 A RO 0 6 420 R B2 5 T BRI b 28
H & el DA TRAC B A B A BRI R R e R P IR AN DI, BiEE iy
TR EE S A A AR WIERR KV TR R IR PR BT 38, b 2 R
AR A 3k U R FH A AR P, LA B B B A S R A2 ¥ vk 0L, VR 2 A
RERE R AR BRI 5 7= 2 M M oy, BUFEEERE. HBA . 401 BT R J R AR P
AR 2, BT AR R R R H T AR S 25l . RIRARFRAESH 269/L &
2. 0.1g/L HEEE. 0.2 g/L ¥2 F MRS (7K GEUR T 6 KRG CRRIEMF a4, TPl E 2
PRI RATAED), R 30%HIMEfRZ, MBI AT, (RN G SR £ KR
FERAF RIS T 35 4 50, How U RE . 4B S AR RS L AR I o R A 2
Y EEAT IR o PR AR, AE SR AN B AR HR K . AR R I8 i 7E AL BERS F Hh e 45 21—
PR ECB Amorphotheca resinae ZN1B2, & RE68 75 T AR IR Tl AL 35 1A [ 35 14
Bhr AR K B SIS P00 R B A s AN SEE6 = DA B R N B 25 B R T R T R
N—FRFESMFSHEE, 5—M BRI EER, XE E—Fe fERE 1
AR S RIS A AT, AR ARG O T S I 2 0 R B s S B .- Amorphotheca
resinae 5 4 H T B AR TS YL M, A RCRTERA I SRR T, SR
. 5-HMF. ZPRB R NAZ B i OB AR R s IAME S 2640 R AR KR
HERE, BARDLERI PR g 2E . AR AN HIA), I PR A 4 Mot 1592 Rl e 42 1l Jid
BRI, HOR B R ACHE LA TR H BRI, R JE S A A SR T %
AT ) FH R SRR B
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1.33 =l S EFED M 5 K (SSF) HSE

KRIFA YR AL AR DL R8P0, ol DU T & RS, EE R
HRA: PS5 KB (Separate Hydrolysis and Fermentation , SHF). [F:Hitk 5%
% ( Simultaneous Saccharification and Fermentation, SSF) . [A] 5 i th 5 It & B

(Simultaneous Saccharification and Co-fermentation, SSCF); ¥k K& e ¥k

Wik 5 Koy 24T, AP IR AR S AR 0 264 N 2EAT . 9140 NREL FIH 2 Lt pL
BB SR ) 7 R KA AT 2R AT TAL BR AR JE R FH S SR S B TEXT MRHEE T B AL, 1 28%
[ ] 7 2 A AL 120 h £33 T 230 g/L HIALBE (AR 4E 5 P4F4E R AL R #TE 85%
A, SRIGULREERI R EIE . AHE . BTRApEE4T SR B 1 B Pk Zymomonas mobilis
13-H-9-2 3L % 50 h 5% 86 g/L ) B4, 7 AL AFAE I Bl s St LS o 3%
MR, EA R AL 2 3 RO A I X £ 4 2R S A, LR R IR
AR FE I m X B R R AR FERE DL S RER AR PR HIEIE R . R T A A
() DA B2 S B BT H A FH 0 200 S DR BB AL 5 R R — Ak, [RIE B AL S5 k% (SSF)
& (1) 72 B 5 0RL IR B 4K DL R R 19 R R R B A O LB W A8 O R AR A [] — AR ) s
Ao SSF [ SL I 75 225 R AL AR I % B SO iR A2 . pH BRG] o 0T — L8 32
e PR R T B R T AR 5 A TR T R 0 L e R AT, T —— S8 R T U A %) TR R U T e
K R T (8] LSBT 4 R I R K A3 5 . Bhabm[E & &) SSF W EH B 2, il
15%I&] 7 & (1) SSF B 5 R IR A 23 BN S R BRI Il R, — MR (PR A P R AR Ik B
TFHIFEAGRICR, AR SE5e 2 BT BB ALy B R AR W) S N34 15%-30% T AR IR
oA B FORAEFF S50 T A SEILAC U PO AL 5 R B 7R B R ] 2 B 261 T 259%-30%,
A URBRZE R F TIURE A 1R 07321 S B AR} R R B2 SIS A% AL 3, DL AR B I IR
BRI, ARG N KRB PRI UG SSF; #E 7. 30FPU 50 TWKHEEH & T 15
#) 40.0 g/L. 64.6 g/L (1) LEEMR WS, T ASCH 701 32 BERE 28 2 — w2 R FLA AR i 2F
AR R, LRI EOR il Sl T = b S B AR Ol KB, SRAAE R
) UM R LA B ASUR DL S AR IR I AT AT M, DA [ 5 B SSF 22 5=
134 s EERDE SR (SSCP KB

[F P B S5 3L R B (SSCR) A2 F & & AHE A BT 21 4 22 J5oRHA 77 R 1) R B I £,
REMERI R ZI e . AHE . DLACH & 2 Bl 28 1) 31 0 I B k2 R B B R OB R R 2 —
1] T (0 T A Y e Tt B R I 5 A B R AW DA I Fees 2 M 2R (e 7, P LA BhiE
L DO SR AT REA R R B B ik o A TR 2T 4 2R T A 3k i b A P 00 i 4 2 B e
R TR B R 1) A = R, 1T ) P A R0 ok 2 T Ak 2 2050t 4 2 TR 1 26 S S R AT S
T B A4 25 IR ARG N 24 R B A A A R T2 00 s J03 S5 ks & b
BT 2IA 5 78-84%, AWE 71-77%, LKL Z.mobilis 8b 7E 20% i & & HIFE LK
HOREE, A5 RRIRFERT 20 h JLFIrE B EE A AE T, CREKRIEIRS] 70 g/l 195N
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90%U8), kA1 2 BT T ACHE IR F 2 P AR R BRI A, 32 B A4S T AR 5 4
2 RTS8 S PRI VE F, ARE RISt 2 K S OB L s e, JR R 7R A [ =
FAMETT S TR E IR 2 AR 2 ACHE B R A P AR AR KA I E A, P DARG I — e R R R
W PR R B SR 3 A BRI WBOSOR s ZE AR B 5 B i T Ak B 5 vh A A7 A2 TR 4H.
3 HH R FH R0 T PR 1) 7 V2 S A A BB AL S8 48R FH SR i K N 214 2 Bl A 45 B AR FH 6
FELSL, e N AN RL . BEAE AR 27 4 R AL AR AT, DT AR 260 0 R P2 73
AR B R FE A s 4 FH D 55 1400 3 3 8 v A T B M B o 1) 7 V0 L RE R 4 s A R FH 2R
AHFFT ) E R A 2 — Rl R B R A, 12 Saccharomyces cerevisiae XH7 [F]
RS IR FEIIRE ST, LTI RAT4E 2 N ER A - ik AT 4E 25 LI

Enzyme, Ethanol

A.resinae ZN1 .+ ontation Strain

Dry dilute acid

oretreatment 'Y Milling  Biodetoxification  SSF,SSCF Distillation
Corn After After Fermented
icati Ethanol
stover pretreatment detoxication mash

B 13 FRAEMEE EERARRRE

Fig.1.3 Main technical process of Dry Milling Biorefinery Processing.

14 ACHIBTARE R AR B

T SRR R A R B AR 2 SRR R R, ARSI T R
o BRI AR RIARBEAYERIER: RMEFY TR 25 KFERFT,
HilRE TR FEH R, MR FEVIARIE 43 AT T MR AL B, $R Fi 1 2R R 13
SbFE T T AN R Ak R P e R, b AR — AP R T B SR R A A 2% A AR T
S5 4 1 A W i 75 LA S R Saccharomyces cerevisiae DQ1 (¥ [F B B4k 5 KB (SSF),
ZAF AR ERNF A T A A JFER S 5 B H ka1 . 285 DAL R I e A
Saccharomyces cerevisiae XH7 FJH FAp Fiiab B 5 H 2858 A 3 i PR e 25 1A o 41 4 32
YIRlidEAT [RE BB S L kKB (SSCR) HIMTSE, it A FlAb B 264 . ek Ah. DL
IR T SR SR A vy TR AR M) FH R W A AR AT I R BRI RE ), I AR E i R v ]
PRI YE . IR BRI M A A Y R O RIREE, T A4 R o



510 T BEEIKRSF it irib
BT AR F S, e N TiEN TIALA =75, A [5) R I8 1 e £
YR MGIINETE, VLA RBiELRe JIM 2R, HANUEAN R 4 4k X B /E SSCF it 2
WU AR4E R K AR RE T DA SRR AR KA R R 1 52, DL LU [RI A & SSCF
P25, FHAIFEER) SSCF R Hfid fIBg A &, DL A& Pl m b B A0 AT A e 4
REZZ 57, NTIEEYIMERRIE R A = Sk B4 2 ABE DAL ) SEIL R A T SR S
ESRAIEMUN FE/i




EFRITKE W% 11 W

B2EF FMANRAKRRAHERENELIENS KEBE(SSF)EHHER I

21 FF

YR TN B AT AR YIRRE, (R TE MR AT IR AT, el
FAERDIAL T5 BT 4 3 CRERI A Pk B m Ui s, I BLRE S 5 £oK QAT e 4 DAL
AR O BRI Y. SR, H AT TR A BB LR A P AR = R, AR
FELFYER L RER DGR AR SR RS B, A A BE S E AR ) T 34T
YR ORI, —J7 ], FEFAF4E R TUACEE . KM DL SR B ) A e Ak s
ARACFIREE T K OB AR AR, B A£G ARS B4R L BRI R AR
KAGES] 10% (viv) ¥4, 5 10-15% (viv) K ZBEREEREMLEL, JEE kb5, 5
—J51H, AR R AR R K AR K A R E R EE T KL
B 1) A 055 981, e A A o 41 48 2R AR 0 LBl 2 P B R i Nt g 7590,

AT L7 4 22 A ) ) A 7 R S DRSS A 7 AT I8 AR A R T A
o, 1B N EARKRIIZES . A L85 2 e (R e & 5K & B sF
FREEAMR, (HRANE R /INIRIE 2 KRR AR Ak i) 1 SR M AR5 8 B A /K 1) <P 1
MR LB I FE R B AR S i, A 9k KA 2R K 72 A R AT Tk B
100 {20, IXWTREL R B E K (b E, EFEREEDD A& Tk kR @ k4t
AT, BARIR R R E AR B E K AEMI R A R, (BAEK . T KA E AT RE
TRBEN PR AR B RGN, MGG R QIR MR e A [ Sk ik . REFE
FKIEIRAAL AR A B AR, G0 SRR A Je A [ SR i Ik S AR ekl 1), R4 el T 2400
AW R = e T RE RN R K AR 2 (1 ), K 33— R [ A A AL S )
FIT DA RS 5 7 FE R R K HE S B3R B U AR R e R G A 7= T2 01 R A, T A
AR R RAR I 1] 7

BT AR Y1 e A7 7 REFE R TR 2 . ORI, T AR s AR
FEARSIS = H ETFR M AR R RE . R BRI AR AR, EEA
FET AR A . PoRAE B EEA. SE S EFRDRHELS KB AR (SSF) D
Jo—Sehl B T 2R o 1K 6 A 7= T 2R R I T R 0 E MR BE R A IR K HERC S5t
T AR A SR AT 2 2 A A R A R K T A, B PR A R A B Ak A v 1
TR 264 T HEAT, A5 2505 B 0 RNE e 75 B2 RE 2 X B /K B H3Gn 7 45 /E B4
BEAGAE =228 1T UM R AL BB AR DR SRR IRV DA 2:1 IR L (wiw) TR
TINE] 20 L HTRALEE I S 2% 3k AT, e A5 2 TACH G P RHE & EIA B 50% 44 ,
B PR A HARAE AR 65 o Ak, 0 R T A 3 A Hp ™= 2B (R 0 1) 4 G B s  5-HMIF
LR VLS ARy WSS, 0 SRS 13 S 1) 7 o 5 o A 490 ) 0 P 3 P A 0K 1)
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SRR AE K, RIS RR ST 52— 2 0 P9 FE I B R B R BB AE LR P [ 5 & 2% At
NRHMTREE, R A AR AR R A, T RS R AR R AR SR TR, BT
PLAZIE F — 52 B 7 iR BRI A A R SE I i [ & B R B2 . [ AV RR & AR sk
=R AR, AW E K A, resinae ZN1 7 26 FH FiAL 2 5 208} A kg
M, YRR P M R 20 I AR 5 T AR T UG B 5-HMF . 2R DL FAh I i SR, SR 5
7 GG TAL 35 Ak v 0 7 2 BB RN ACRELSY, R B B A VR TR, R, T
REWEOR B KR AT R FHBESR, $2m RS2, 78 SSF L FE T S ey ] 25 5 1) K I
WA — A B RIFHHE . BTN IR BIAS, AR50 m il & & 0 R BER F 12
I3 P BB 77 V5 BARRL BRORG FE SR J5 4 Be SR FH T i 2 b AT SR s AN S5 =5 R Ry =X
P FE L RE0E SLIUREAL 5 R BEAE R — AN R BERE N 04T, 08 X £ 2 RE 5 76 ik 309 &5
B TARATEER, 152 5 R R B TR IRAE A, BELE 35%[H &
TS AE T R BB 0% S I A I i A R R T o

AL FEGEEL T MR AR R, EE NRWIEF: TKRFEF
IKFERERT Z2FTs MR FY): SWRE: IR TR HREE, DUX kb ekt
ITEENT IR, 15 2IYR 2 S A P B2 b 22 3 s 2, 28 )5 F)
FH 2033 T 7 R0 i 25 5 A TR R RE LA Saccharomyces cerevisiae DQ1 Jy & B B Mk 4T 30%
[ & & N R FED L S R EE (SSP). SERS H I BN T IR AT UM R Tl A B+ A LK
AW B R [P B R B ARG T A R R & R ), 5 AT T AR I i 4
AR08 08 18 FH 2 PR i 47 4 21 R

22 MES5HE

221 JERIRLYER G

T KAERT = 1 FF A e B QSR T 2014 SERKE) , AN REFT T 1] g 44 $R 9 B QUi
RT 2011 FEAKZRD, KFEREF = B R EVLA A E M T (BGRT 2014 8K, BRI H
BIARE = AL #2015 4F), HEEAE (2011 45 F~EHFET g LT . £XK
FEAF AKAERGFT A A KBERR AR TG, HALERN 10-mm BT, 8
5 BT HEAE T ERAE T HEEAREE R EERM TR AmARBEANEEAS
i E TR A

AR A 24 2% JEURE B 43 W 52 & A B NREL Fr il 5 5 y:180 81, JEUREZH 430 5 1) 5 7 A
FREL 400 mg HET /5 FOAR R 4T 4E = RN IN 4 mL72%3KRIR, T 30°CIE IR /KAE I v 1
h, FFHBEFBEAWHEE. 8500 112 mL 25 8 FROBIRMBE S 4%, @ %7, 2mg
%, LREEBORIRS), T 120CERAR 1he BURBVE HIREI RN, SRIGHK i 0 R K iR
JERA AT HUE, [ X e 8 75 2 1) F) R W e e ik B B vV AL Ay, RS TCEAE
105°C FEF, B8R SRl 5 L Hh ] A7 BB FOACHE (1) & & T 8 2R e R AR A e R I



HAEITKF Bit2iese 513
T M SRR AT LA R IR AN EVER BLR R 7 RS, T — BT 5 ki
AR AU S N AE S SR A ke, BAZS R ARAE T BB (13540 il DLUCH R AR 2
(& &, A I E & BRI 5 0 JEORHBCE AR HHm N AE B g A ke, Rl

CPYEZR B 7 A2 B FA PR A m SR — Fh R 21 4E 3R B il 75, JEARERIE v 63
FPU/g; [EAREH 2L & 46.7 mglg; 214k —HERETS >y 99.89 CBU/g; JEACHERIE 1 &
T4 B HE NREL LAP-006620, 24 25 — B 1% I 5 779324 32 Ghose 63, & (94 &1
W58 7 V2 R 2 By =2 1575 (Bradford method) LAARIfLIE 2 - (bovine serum albumin,
BSA) JbndE B4, LF4EKEERINE N 15 FPU/g DM (DM: dry matter, 4780
2.2.2 MR IREE

K A Saccharomyces cerevisiae DQ1 (CGMCC 2528) & M\ Hh [ 3 sk A= 4 1 A
PRiEE B RO RIS, 2iEId Co60 7T ST I —HRiEH T =l & 24 4R OBER
B RAS BAk s AT LD YPD BE R85 7 B BUHIR 5 70 2578 2 mL & 30% (viv) H
T IR AT -80 CHB AR IR VKA HH LR S

Bhgedk.

(1) &R 20g/L #&FE. 29/LKHPO4. 1g/L (NH4)2S04. 1g/LMgSOs.
1 g/L Yeast Extracts;

(2) “HHEMRFYMERE IR &8 25% (viv) T RAEFFKARIE (15%E & &
it 55 K FEFF I 4 FOZK AR~ 2 /L KHoPOs. 1 g/l (NH4)2SOs. 1 g/L MgSOs. 1 g/l
Yeast Extracts;

(3) =R TIIMLEFRIE: &4 50% (viv) T KRFEFF/KMRR (15%]HE & &
it 75 B K FEFE ) 45 /K AABOD . 2 /L KHoPO4 1 g/l (NH4)2SO4. 1 g/L MgSOs. 1 g/L
Yeast Extracts;

(4) Py 9E3E: 60 g/L M&IFE. 29/L KH2PO4. 10/L(NH4)2SO04. 1g/L MgSOa.
1 g/L Yeast Extracts;

(5) SSFEFREhININE: 2 g/L KHPOsy 1 g/L (NH4)2SO0s. 1 g/L MgSO4. 1 g/L
Yeast Extracts;

TR =R AR IR TR A RER DN 60 g/l i) KH2PO4, (NH4)2S04,
MgSO4, H2SO4 W H H [E i THIRAF]; BERHERYR A F EWALE B 4
P REA IR A A B A b E Bk T AR A A .

2.2.3 TR BR TIAL B DL K% [ 245 26 W it #5972

FFA R A 4E R FR 2 S T MR TiAL . (DDAP) , FEMBRII AL T F4F
e R R BRI NARE, AP A4 2= S RFT A R T 5 S A 4E R KR,
AEFTTIFEAKHE Zhang B4 1, Pkl SRERRERVA W LA 2:1 MR EL (wiw) YA IINE] 20 L
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ITRAL BE S N5, AL PR A sl 4ERRIR e+ 50 rpm. 175°C T 4EHF 5min, A[RIFIAR
R AR JF R BRI FH 2 AN [F] . AR B JS YRL S /K E4E R 7E 50% /- 40 AR 2T
RPRDIRAS, pH 4EFR7E 2.0 /£47, WACERISFE %A IR AK =4 .

THALHE 5 Rk I [ S AR Y I B AT B S LR, IR IR Zhang!®. A=A
B Pk AmorpHotheca resinae ZN1 (CGMCC 7452, Chinese General Microorganisms Collection
Center, Beijing, China) FH >k 2 B FilAC B 5 PRL R 4054, A. resinae ZN1 {R17F7E S E
HE B E R R (PDAY b, RigR B4 752K 200 g MR VIR I SR EAE 1
L 288 1ok & 30 3 Bk 2 AR B RIA A r e 5% 1 L RN 15 g/L 1
Mg 20 /L (A% 2 0 AR 5 K B Tl 4% AL resinae ZN1 ZE K1) PDA R} - A. resinae ZN1
AT PAL B 5 B E BERS 18 ST D RE e ORI, o e B KT 20 I SR U B RO
IR FEAR S-FE I EMERE (5-HMP). PR DL FAR By R SRAM Y, AR5 T a6 AL 2 )5
Yok s BRI ARRE . SRS A E 2R E e M 20% (wiw) Ca(OH)z &R I 1
YRR pH 2 55, RGN 10% (wiw) FIBEEM T, BEF &S5 FH A KA A
resinae ZN1 BRI A 4E R Yk IREW S EIMANBR G TN TSI, EiRgE
FF25°C, WLEENTEN 7 K.
224 RIEMTIRIIETR

Saccharomyces cerevisiae DQ1 B i PR A7 7E-80°C KR IKFE , SSF M+ 13 F=20 IR n
T, BURBIRAAEALE 20 mL & s IR R4l 18 hy ARJEFEHES 50 RN 1) TR A
FEIK ARG 77 3k 34T R Ik LABR i TR R T 52 B8 70, B S 20 mL 4 1A -3l
EEFRIEYIMERE TR 15h, SR FHE3] 20 mL =G R 1 YIfb B85 72 3L 91k 5 7% 15 h, R
JE S 30 mL =AM OIS R IR 5 15 h, e TR Rk
B3R 12 hy AT ORI ER R Y 10%, FhrREFREISF 8 30°C . pH 5.5, 150 rpm.
225 [FIAKEE K (SSF) J7ik

SSF /R EH A IR AU 2L 5 L AR O BL38 R gh AT, S i # J5 i RHE 5 L
Ry Ak 3 A2 ) s S 2 PN TG TR A, TR A B4) S 2 A - 30% %] 75 5. 50°C . pH 4.8,
150 rpm. TiELL 7 h; SRJEKF 10%H) S. cerevisiae DQL Fh -1l N\ 2 & B 3£ 4T SSF,
SSF %44: 37°C. pH55. & &} 65h, pH H 5M NaOH #35, BUH IR ZE 11167
Xg A NEL 5 min, 152 BIGWEHT S RO OIS (HPLC), A I b i) 6
W K. B, OB, BIE. 5-HMF 8 &,

SSF i 72 H 4 i 1 A KB A B PR I v T2 (CRUD JEATAS IR, S, cerevisiae DQ1
E R I 2 H (1) T 4TS 0 R mL R BRI CFU 3T 3R0R, IR 7 10°-10° I R
WL HY 100 pL 3545 T YPD 15373 7E 30°C R #5597 30 h J5 it 4 CFU.
2.2.6 LPFEAFFRIVHEITE

LRI 5775 2K 38 (Zhang and Bao, 2012)11;



EFRITKE W% 815 7

[Ethanol 1w y 1
976.9-0.804 <[Ethanol] 0.511>[Cellulose]>=1.111x]Solids] <M

Ethanol yield (%) = %100%

[Ethanol] (g/L) #& K& B 4 0 LA FE s W: SSCF 1S A4 5 & (@) [Cellulose]:
WAL YR AT R 558 (g/g); [Soilds]: SSCF #JU&HHEHIE &8 (g/g); M:
YRRl E (g)s [Xylose] @& Wb # i f5 Wkl & A BIAR B pE ) & & (glg); 976.9 2
CIEARLIEREL (/L) 72 FRARIE i 8k T 5 ARFAM B (Al (1) %4k 0.804 & oM+
R SSCR IR K73 1 5% L1111 e A4 R LA N A0S 1) 588 0.511 &3 T
AL N AR BT S TR R A MO A I R B

2.2.7  ERRAHEE ST (HPLC)

Wb, AW, 2B, 4. B, 5-HMF (3K 2@ HPLC #H T E ' air. Al
i ORI 28 2 H AR B AR A7 10 RID-10A BURZEPHCANES, =30 i i &
€ > AL PR R 5 2 HPX-87H (300 mmX 7.8 mm). M R B RERL iR BE fh 7E 11167 X
g %M FEG 5 min, HEEF/KRREE Y& H0E T L2 0.22 pum ) — IR IEIE AT IS
JE. RIMFI262: Smmol/L BifR, iE 2 0.6 mL/min, AE4ERRAE 65 C, HFEEN
20 pL.

23 GRS

2.3.1 R E

ME FAPA R 4R RISy, FFHE MR 2 S il 2.1 fos TR H
HENT R P (IGR T 2014 SEKE), £F4ER & & 32.1%, FLF4ER 55 20.6%, AR
3 26.5%, K5y 4.4%; /NFEREFE ™ ARG A S0 E (fiGR T 2011 4R KD, 47 4E % 38.7%,
RAFYER SR 259%, AFIEK 14.9%, K4 5.2%; KEEREF B R ETAEEMT R
KT 2014 FRKZFE), LF4EER 35.4%, PA4ER T E 18.4%, KEK 22.5%, K7 9.3%:;
BRI AR ™ BILE B3 (2015 45, 4% 39.7%, A4 RS E 16.6%, K
JRE 29.4%, K4 3.2%; HIEHE (2011 4 F~HFE] PEE b, 4F4E% 38.8%, F
PYER B 23.9%, AKFEK 26.4%, K7 1.3%.

FFRAS [F] A BT 21 24 35 SRk B AL o0 A A O R 22 e, TR R A A TS A H R
B S ER 78 39.7%. 38.8%; T KFEATAF4E = & mIRALA 32.1%; A E
A 4E R & B i s 3 25.9%, HUGRH A 23.9%; o JEURHA BT R & & 2% )
BUNERYEFRAE 25% i n, BMIARBANAREBARRAARZERTUARRE S EER &SN
29.4%; MKy INGE 25 F IR K AEREFT K o3 & B mi oy 9.3%,  FEE T H AR K AE 3R
B o1 mAE Y oL ER B 7 R e A R A AR KO R R A A bR A B R AR R A, HIRE
IR E BN 1.3%, HAL =P & EAHEA RYERFTE 4%t . o2 ont
JE BT AR AL B 2% G g, AR R AR A 4 3R B B IR R X f5 24 Ll K
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MELH AP AEROREON, AE P SO A M KSR 45 R i
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B 21 AMARAKRGERER (EXK, K, NERF. HEE. KB Aoz
Fig.2.1 Determination the component of five different lignocellulose materials.
Cellulose: #f4EZ: Hemicellulose: E£F4E%; Lignin: KM Z;: Ash: K%

2.32 TUALH PRI > P

XF T APAS ] A B 2T 4 2R JEORHEAT T M IR TUAL B, B SR PRAL B2 AR 58— W 5 O -
PR SRR AR 2:1. 2.5% IR & . TALERIREE 175°C . AL (] 5min, $i
P Z 50 rpm.o X FAL RS BOPDRMEAT 20 I TE R IAE AR [R] B AL B %A R AN [F] R
JREF YR FURRAL B BOR A BCR I Z 7 Wk 2.1 P = Mo e VEAE RS AT AL 2] S
HIH 7> Z2 R BN, AP AL 2 5 LA ) 0 & B AR RFAEAR LRI KT, A
R U M/ E RS AT PUAC B FE e AR RO BERE (4.9 g/g DS, Dry Solid) 12482
(125 9/g DS) HFEBANAA TR BRI D IR S LB AR, TR PR IS i) FOKARS AT
AKFERATPIRHN ) & B M AE R AL — NMBOVIE B HIKT s (EH BEE AP A S 72 % T
A FRZEAE T H AR T B IR B A Y, R BRI VMRS (8 g/g DS) Al 5-HMF (5 glg
DS) HIMRE LEREAT R m it 1 — 1%, 1 SRR EHIAH] 1 30 mg/g DS. i I 0K L 5%
P T ARMEBEAT 5 HIVRH A W 5 7520 BRG] 5 45 A I T A ) A A 7 A 7 E 4R
JUFFEAE e [ & B B R 2 AT T o T DA RS B BRI T PR A 9 P sl D i B = 2 B
AL AR R H B 2.5%0F 22 2% B SR AR ANAR BB H R AN i AT T UM R AL
P, PACER S AL 2% RS BOH REEATR S 1Y) S B R TR, BRI
W v TR AT AR B 3 A I, (BE IR A 35 45 2R 0] DL %0
TREHET RIFHIAEYIN R PR (nf&l 2.2 ).

FERCTUAL B S VDR 2 s AP P 4R 5 5, 2% E R AR E A 4R 5 &
R F N 46.7%, TOKFEAT SRy 36.6%; KAEAEAT LT 4E R & ffie iy 4.8%, 2% HI &
HIAE By 0.3% . X EUH RREVE AN A Ji P e i FH B AL B Jm RO 2P e AR AT dE R & &
2%IE BRI gER S AP BT 2% HEE LA 4R ta i BTt
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Table 2.1  Structural compositions and cellulose hydrolysis yield of dry dilute sulfuric acid pretreated lignocellulose materials and the Solid state biodetoxifcation time

Composition of the pretreatment material 72h Enzyme Solid state
Lignocellulose Cellulose  Hemicellulose Furfural  Acetate HMF Glucose Xylose hydrolysis Biodetoxification

(%, wiw) (%, wiw) mg/gDS mg/lgDS mg/gDS mg/gDS mg/g DS  yield (%, w/w) time(day)
Corn stover 36.6 29 5.0 194 4.7 34.8 117.1 88.9 7
Rice straw 40.7 4.8 4.7 16.3 4.9 35.9 115.7 98.1 7
Wheat straw 40.2 1.6 4.9 12.5 2.7 32.6 165.2 98.7 7
Bagasse (2.5%0) 42.3 11 8.4 29.0 5.3 80.7 115.9 98.1 7
Bagasse (2%0) 38.8 2.7 4.5 22.5 2.1 43.0 187.9 78.5 7
Wood chip (2.5%) 43.7 0.9 7.8 28.1 5.1 87.8 108.6 95.1 7
Wood chip (2%) 46.7 0.3 3.4 21.6 3.0 43.0 164.0 72.4 7

(@ (b) (©)
-0-CS -@-WS -@-RS -©-BA-2.5% -©-PC-2.5% —-©-BA-2.0% -©-PC-2.0% -00-CS WS -2-RS - BA-2.5% - PC-2.5% & BA-2.0% & PC-2.0% ~&-CS -&~WS —-4-RS -&BA-2.5% -A—PC-2.5% —A—BA-2.0% —A-PC-2.0%

=
o

9 27
0 /
8 7 8 8 21
o 2 o2
> 6 o > 18
E £ E
= 5 a % o 15
R T g 12
S 6 Q
L 3¢ < 9
2 6
1 3
0 0 4
Detoxication Period(day) Detoxication Period(day) Detoxication Period(day)

B 22 IRARRALERFEEFFSHE 7day B, S-HMF. ZREIEELER
Fig.2.2 Degradation the inhibitors of five different pretreated lignocellulosic feedstocks.
(a) HEEE (FurfuraD; (b) 5-32HIERE (5-HMP); (¢) 4% (Acetate)
FRPAR B AR E R TR (CS). KRB (RS, NERF (WS, HERE (BA). ABAE (PC): [EAEYIMETE: WAL G YR H 20%1)
Ca(OH), 15 pH 2 5.5, SRJ5HN 10% (wiw) i A. resinae ZN1 FM - YRHE SR G N BEAT B BRI EE, IR TG TR BN INE TRy o
Glucose: TiAbFEYIKEI A& HE) & & Xylose: TRALFRAIELFAKES &: 72h Enzyme hydrolysis yield: £ 4E 2K #1558
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AL S PRl B S A R E 5, 2% IR FH R AR S A& i, HI2
TR H REHE ;s 2,598 F & i H VA AU TS 186 2008 & 28 mr, M FRAKER A &= 5 e A1)
IS B S L EYRE R ZE A K, (HFRKER &5 R B A H RS AR & EHE
BORBRIZ BTy, B2 W TR E N B2 b Mk 2 A R i — By 5-
HMF {5, ATCUBER F & 2.5% RIS 2.0%R B AR & &1 BT 5-HMF & &
R E%, XTI AR T 25908 FH & XS T H RE T RN J S 1l A 3 e B 5

W E TOMPPIRL B K A5 28 s 45 SRR I U Ph R 5t 21 4 2= J5URHAR e % 18 214 =y 1) £ 4
FOKMEGE, 258 72 h KA IS BURE I SE & PR A4 20K 22, 45 R oK gt
FHI1F 25 IS B T 98.7%, H k72 2.5%% F 22 #1(98.1% ) 2.5%1% FH & 1A S (95.1%)
A1 2.5%IR HE I H RS (98.1%); 5 R KFEATLF4E 2 /K AR R B — 247y 88.9%: 1M H
T 2.5 1% FH & 1 H RE AN g AL 39 B A A =, AR S SR i 5 k9, TR IR
1% FH B2 LAk S50 PR TIRAL B 5 29608 FH 2 PR A Jig AN H e VA ) Bl /K AR A 3R LIS, DA
AN A YR KRG EE 72.4%F0 78.5%, HARKMFAF IR, E2MEIY & &n T RE
13 2.0%MH & N RIS . H R HEIE A )5 221 SSF.

X P A BRI AR A 40 %) B R R K FE ARG AT AN 2 A ) = b 2 B & ' L
FRFEFHIC, 2%M H & TRAL B G RS 6 & &t 2.5% I E R TIRIKIRZ, &
IR FH 28.1 mg/g DS T 4% 21.6 mg/g DS. i H 7.8 mg/g DS TF4%) 3.4 mg/lg DS . 5-
HMF t 5.1 mg/g DS ~F&% 3.0 mg/g DS. 1fi H EEEHH P& & F BB EHE 2
R & & HH 29.0 mg/g DS T [% %] 22.5 mg/g DS, #ElEH 8.4 mg/gDS T4 4.5mg/gDS
5-HMF £ 5.3 mg/g DS T[4 2.1 mg/g DS. MNP & &N kG, 2.5%RAEMEK
FEAE . KAEFEAT . AR DL S 29088 FH & 10 H REE RN S P RL 306 2 & B A 4 e
— AN A, AT DL A YR EE AR IR R] A BR 25 KR )

2.3.3  A[FIVRHERAS I 7 5L 5

FIF AmorpHotheca resinae ZN1 Jii & FE kT 2.5% % F B AL B 1) FLFPAS 5 2T 4
RYRLEEAT 7 R B ER AT I I D TR ) B B oL, i 2.2 Pos: ROKFEFT )
BHEZ IS 3 KA WS I 55 i =Pl A B A B b 4, B sl e & i T
TRAL B JG IIRME & T N A MK, S KIS G AR RS MH Y & &
SRR A i BRI K FERS AT AN 22 AT P RLER B AE 3 R PRSI A 5-HMF i i T4,
MERI 4 RN B MAEFEAR . (HiE 2.5%8 F B AT 5 (1 H RE# A1 A TS A=Yk
B LOBCIA A, DB BLEE 7 R JE IR YRHI R AR S DL, 2.5%08 F & B H AR
2 25.2 mg/g DS A% 3.8 mg/gDS . 5-HMF 2.9 mg/g DS; 2.5%0% F & K JE 2.1 22.3
mg/g DS. & 2.8 mg/g DS . 5-HMF 3.3mg/g DS; AL 7 REESHEAE. H
REE VDR B & B AR, T =R SRR 7 R 5 PR i B 2 b M R
EAARERH, 286 A g FaT LA 2.5%002 F B UGB (AR S « H RE AL P 58 i
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ik v, A AR R I R AR I AR R A T E AR, TS BRI B AN R I
AT o T T R PR PRI T Ah P i B SR PR AR I AR ks 14 2% IR & . 175°C
NALER 5 min B TAL AT RN HRERATR S R AT AL PR, 4Nl 2.2 s 2% &
FRALTR G ) H REVEAE 4 R PVEAERE . 5-HMF JEARB T4, 1T ZRRREAE 7 KA i
2% F B PAL B IS R B W BE P — £d, 3 RNHEEEAM 5-HMF ik 145, 5 RN LB
BT o

& PR AEYINEE 7 ROV S BT . AR S P i B A
BT, AmorpHotheca resinae ZN1 R GGFI PR R 5 bE . BT LU T BORFEEE I AR
B PAL B S Rk B R S, AT DA R R B AT S TR, 2.5% IR 2 TP 5
) RRAEFT 24T KFEREAT AT DK I 58 R By 4 R i 2% FH & 1 H RE R AT R 8
L BE RN 7 R s XA AT DALR BE ) o (%) SR8 R 5 2 )[R AL 5 R IR L B 22 ) B T
2.3.4 AR SSF 45 R

A IR T U B Je X VR B AT BB AL B, iR A I Ah P s i — 25 PR AIR A A
W () LB b 5 82 R I B v TR ORE A Kt 1 ) R IR T () 3 2, AR DU e P ek
(&K & IF HR R J5 PR 2 T 3 RHR rh 72 115°C 1 KB 20 min Ji5 FH T J5 2211 SSF.
X T AL BT J5 B AR BT 2T 4E R YR AT A [F] S5 A T 1) SSF, SSF 2 AE 5 L H 44 15y =\
PR AW SN A% R EEA T, AR RN B8 e S [ A B N RS AR gk R EIR &
IR BT IR, s SSF R ELAFETIEAL 7 h SR G E N KRR MR T 46 SSF; TbE4k (1)
M. 30%l[HE S E. 50°C. pH 4.8, 150 rpm, JLAMEF4E & E v 15 FPU/ g DM;
TBEA 7 h JE R ERE 2 37 C IR I KPR S TR 55 1T pH 2 5.5, RGN
10%/#] Saccharomyces cerevisiae DQL K EAFH T ; Hi #13551 Ja S IR 4 5 B R 1% 65
h, &1k EERT DA R B RE B = AL (R RERE o« BORE AT 3 6 5-10 40 i #1355 f5 B
B, HUH R BRI G 4738 A B 5 X 100 ul ARl T YPD K5 Rt HAEK, 30 C R
7% 30 h j5 it % CFU, MImllE SSF it #2 rh BE BRI A KIS 7T

AT TR RAL B S BP0 RE SSFIEE B, MTIREAL 7 h J5 i 2 SSF 4R I )46 i %
PEIREE R AR Y, ARV T2 55 BIAS [F] LA S P4 B 56 i 1) 22 e 3 B T M R RHZE A
7] (RS I N A E AR R 4ER AL RE ), WKl 2.3 Fros oM R 46 1 #6 4 BE AR
MR AR KB 65.29/L. KFEFEFT 76.0 g/l T KAEFF 76.5g/L. /NEFEFT 81.4
o/L. HEEE 90.8 g/l ; ARJEWIUGH &I HEA BB F B2 i T T B9 A AIK, T LAl
ok 3 N e P B B K TIORE AN ) R 32 5 A1 4 K /K AR A 26, (A Rl I B2 = LA B 5
JERIRE AP 4 3= K5 2, DUOACEDLE AL B 9 B2 RIS & B O 2R 2 7B
R, SR — P 3 5 i v TRUA 3L 9 P52 SR v 4 4 3 1R K A 15 28 5 06 [R] I 38 4
VI &, S 1A B B ME BE DL ST I B B e a4 AR B A PR AR K= AR IR A

W 2.3 BT N R B2 B R J5 R A o 41 4 2 RS P 3 A S 4 AR 7= I o R A A AL
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MIRIR G B — 28, 202 T HAIG0 8 & R FE UK, MR A B, Bk
ARG, $Em TR TE R R, TGN T SRR A AR H T AR B 5
JEAL S SR M AT RIS, 2T 4E R AR K BB R AR, Bl e &
) CBERE AR 54.7 glLs 2 LR JE B 1) 72 H REE AN AT 73 701y 65.4 g/l 64.5
o/L, EERH T XA 4ER R PP 4ER & B, f£5E K AL BE A TR 4F
ARV R AL L JE R B T I B A 4E R B ER, SRR AKRERAT T
B & LR FE AR ) 56.8 g/L 58.50/L. MELF4ER ZFEMRRNMKE, WD
BINZEFT 71.6%. HEEHE 71.1%. FKFEFT 69.8%, HURKFEFEFT 64.7%, HAKMIZEAR
J& 54.6% ; A LTEFERARAK R FE L T B E I SE BN 1R B RS B2 DL &
— BRI WAR I BT, SRS RMAG: A T 24 3 5 0B S B,
SEALER KGR G, BT 4R IR,

Glucose -O-CS -@WS -©-RS -O-BA -©-PC
Ethanol po-cs -m-wS B8RS -IF-BA —-B-PC

100
90
80
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&l 2.3 S.cerevisiaeDQ1 A FLFA A FIA R A 4R B EEAT SSF [ R EEMERR
Fig.2.3 Ethanol fermentability evaluation of different dry dilute sulfuric acid pretreated lignocellulose
TAPARFE AR R TR (CS). KIEREFT (RS). NERAT (WS). HEEE (BA). BA
J8 (PC); KEEZAF: 30%[E &, £F4EZEH&: 15FPU/GDM (#7); 10% (viv) S.cerevisiae DQ1
Pl WRE(L 7h %F: 50°C. pH4.8. 150rpm; SSF 4ff: 37°C. pH5.5. L KEEAH
.

2.4 INGE

IR IR 73 W R TR R 21 4 3R IR AR e 1 1326 4T SSF, JF Hik %
T RIS AR R Homam KT 40 9/L, AT Ja ML 4e R Cms Tk e A 7= b O
ZRIRAS B AR AR 2.00682 HI B THAL 215 1 H REEYIRL LA K 2.59%0 1 fE AL



EFRITKE W% 21 7

JE IR YIRL SSF S 2 1) L BRI BEANS 22250, Hoika2 2.5% 8 FH & 1) T KRG F A 7K A%
FEFIRE, 55 A2 2.0%M & T A B YR, Tobh ERHEIE ¥ SSF R T4l ST LLEEH,
AR SEEG B TF R VA YR R B0 3E N TR 2 AN AR IR AR AT 4E R k), ah e
[ 25 5 SSF IR BEAT i — AT 1 a3y St bl 22 AR ) B B 25 (R AL R

M SSF SIS EE R MR A, TR A4 & R R R A7 AR 5 — Fh 8 DR -
AHE, M SSF ARMEIKIZ /M E, TLFHERIE 30%[6E & &4 1F FHITAARPHKRE 5 N: &
KAEFF: 6.19/L. /KFEREFT 6.29/L. ZEFF 26.1g/L. H ¥ 64.8g/L. AJ5 40.8g/L, HI
AT 7 REKAESEYB S, HIEEBAAETE SSF YIGIAMKERIES] TS
[RI7KF, T R OKRFEFT DA ROKFEREFF A2 AT IR =R & 2R EMREAT B T IS R i, K
R K8 7 40k ot 2 TR AR AU R, B DA AT AR o 4 6t 2 I R) ke £ BE AR (R R o b
VER—Fh 8 BIRRIR, 7ETRACER 5 kR K BAFAE, B AE BB REAS RR 88 R FH A BE R A=
PRI, AT DLIE i J R MO R 7 VAR A R (R I R P A AT RS . ARREREAT R R 53k
B = AR Y R CBER R T RAR, IR 0T DUSE U ()4 1 SBEVR FE RIS 56, B IIOR o 47 4 25
IR 2
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FI3F FAANRKRRAERENELEUS L LEE (SSCF) £=EKE
HAUREE

31 FF

FAELEDRHI A — FMRRERE . K DRSS AR FIHER, TEAEY
PR AR T MR T B A . AR SR A, SE S PSR
FEHi AR (SSCF) DL — Ui Bh T 2R AR » IX B84 7 T AR T R0 2 LMK RE RV AE
A & AR AKHEBC S . R FEAEIERRIER A=Y R OB, RE% Sl 2
JERN N BN S k. AT IREFHER LN T KRN 5w 5 71, By
R OTEMREEREE; Wi Z Mk SRR A 43 B 0RIE, AR m R EN A &
B BRSO B B AT AT DARR S A R AR R el R A A R S, (HEAER
(R 0T £ 4 25 R A 3 S5 R R BR A 4 R 2 AN B B AF 4 25, TERRIR Pl 22 1) 2% A4
N LR Y RE S BB A R T R A RS, TEB AL 35 DA K 5 VR R S TAL B 2 1 R e 4F
2 m] DU I~ 21 4 1) 7K AR FH R A R T ) R, 20 4 2l o] LUK Tl Ab 22 5 Rk o
R YR PR AR O ETRE, I RIS AN T8 I H s ] R R A v B R R R R R TR 2R
VIR A FE o AKE AN 21 B8 AT 0T DU N B A4 A e 3 (R AR IR, AR — i i) B A 2R o
RER PR ECE HAh 2l KB AR (S R FRIR B #AN BRI FH AR AT S B2 () K
FIT DA DA 25038 3 3 50 PR 532 SE IR R AR DA R A SR £ 4 2= vh AR IR A, T 32
m LIERE

M AR TR FH A1 4 R WA R A 0 AR DL S L SRR AT S I 2B = A 4
R OB %, B irdad PR s AR AT B2 & IR ATE 7T L0, g R TR FH AR (1 B Ik
FNEA i H R A 52 M RO BE B R AT 335 %, AR 23 00 T UM R A B2 5 11 FOK A
N ERIR R & . AW SSCF A= R4k R O o A FRER T 1 PRI FP B AN [R5 L
1511365 AHE R FH AN CBEA P2 s, 25 S o, AHER FH s AR AN i ) it 32 s Ak LA 10:1 32
TR IR R B N IR TT %, BRI K E N 58.8 g/l. AN E 36 1 AT A AE I S 56
% (NREL) 2016 fF &R KT mik L 4E R QR S0 E, WAL )72 2 Sk
SENUB B 25149, FRUAR B 5 1) FOKRFEFRAE 28% A [l & B 25 A1 N i 41 4 R A - 4 4 2 i
7K AR FH R AT LAAS 21 230 gf L 1 BRURE Rl 0 0 AR S BT hr A8 D, BAESGE B Pk Zymomonas
mobilis 13-H-9-2 KT B kAT 73 P HEALIL KB (SHCF), 2K 22 h J5 LBER IS
BT 869/L, LIRS ECN 10.7% vive EAN—EE S8 R IT T EARE LR BER I TR
R ) AR 400 LA B S ma A BE R F R DR 2%, 5 an - XM IR Pl Ak B 5 ) Pk v B IR R 2
FANH 2 R AR AR K AUR B, HETE 15% (wiw) [8 & & 124 T 7 fe Se B 4
FRIIE R R4S 2 29.5 /L [ LBl (e 4 s 457 A B 56T TR AR R FH A (1 52 I 450K
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AR 6 WA 5E D S 3 T 6 W RN A LU A 0 A 0 R B ORI E T, T
ReeAR A & MR T, AT DL 25 sttt i 77 200K SE T 4E 3R I G215 /K A AT DR FF — M BUIK
PRI 67 WA FE AP, AR IE AW 11 e 380R T L2 730 b A i 1 A R i P o - AR P 01
DA K CBET R R AR ORI, B SRR AE &R — P OB T, B2 S B R
AL R ) ST AT 1) il

KRBT FEEMFRANE R — R TR VSIS R AR 4R A A
e O, DL R PR FE el A = i R BRI VH FE S K BN BLA BRI =4, [
I ORRFE = B ARV B A3« TR R R 1 S s [ A 2 & (70%, wiw) T
AR TALEE (DDAP) JHa, i B & TR A IIRZIRAIK AT £ R
Ja AL B S () [ A AR o7 £ 4 2% ik i it — MR () B (Amorphotheca resinae ZN1) it
TR B Y, IR ERERNE, JIFRFRENKIEA: &5
BEAT = B R (30-35%) AL 5K EE (SSCR), 4T 4EZ MR SN AL Ty ik
FE AT 4E 3R I o A MBS R R ot 41 4 3R AR W i S5k CELdE TOKAREFT, INEREFT, FafT,
HEEBERMAN ARG KIS AT QA" AR A RS 1 101.19/L
(FH2T12.7%, viv) BRI CBERIE, RN R4 BEEMFEIL, KT %
KOBEW ISR . BT E SR AR FIOR R 2 4E R 0 ek,  CARERS [R5 1 FH & & B AR
B TR i B Ak Saccharomyces cerevisiae XH7 i#E47 75 [E & & ) SSCF; 7 &) i AR
R R P e R e AR B R FH R MR AR, P DA R BEARAAZ B R IR A B 25 A CRLFS DR it
e I By s W NI E 2 L= o3 S e e =8 I S CR DI ST =R L)
T AT RERNARE L R BEIIBE T s SRS AEUAN G I R B 2% A R I AT AN R ARE . AN [ [ 2 &
ANFIBG &1 SSCF, #F A KB . $2m SEER R IR T .

3.2 MHES5HE

321 JEURMFIA 4 E
AR AT 4 JEURHII 2200 5 A HEHE NREL (R 5E J792%; ToRARAT = B b [ P 2 0]

(S3RT 2015 SERKZ), £F4E% 35.38%, V414 & & & 24.62%, A& 16.05%, K45
3.47%; /NEFEFTFE HRA FRIREL (ISGERT 2011 4FAKZR), £F4E% 38.70%, P4F4E%
Fr & 25.90%, ARJAE 14.90%, K5 5.20%; KFEAREF=H R EVLHAE M OREkET
2014 FERKZ), £F4ER 35.38%, FLT4ER & 18.36%, A 22.47%, K4 9.26%:
BRF B BILAE S (2015 4F), 44k 39.66%, V474 % & & 16.60%,
AR Z 29.43%, K5 3.24%; H (2011 4) 7= 5 R E P Jbilg T, 4F4E % 38.77%,
P YR 23.94%, AKEK 26.39%, K5r 1.33%. FKFEFF. KFEFEAT. ZFE&LT
KRR ARFBT J5, FFLAEN 10-mm FEAR NI, S8 )5 B T RS iR A7 H
FEE AT EBEREES T EREAH: AmARBANEEA R BT .
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2F 4t K Cellic CTec 2.0 i 4E(E (R ED AW H AR A IR A 7 #244t(Novozymes(China),
Biotechnology Co.,Ltd.) JE4LAEIH 203.20 FPU/mL; 44 &K EE A& & 87.31 mg/mL; £
Y — PERETE 4900 CBU/ML (IS VAR 2.2.1.0) . £F4E BRI & LA 50 47 4 2 P 7
HdE B BTN, ARHEFRIT T A FREZS X SSCF fsem, 3 Bl 1 VA
HEHEME: 5. 10. 15. 25 mg total protein/g cellulose.
3.2.2 WFMAIEEFRAE
R B Saccharomyces cerevisiae XH7 S22k B T 1L AR KGRI, Ref® =aL
PRI 20 . ARBEEAT [FD R 53R, e R X B AR R XU AR B ik - Saccharomyces
cerevisiae BSIF 33 JEAT A B 43 1 oid BE VT AIE N I A3 B T8, IR R 4 T kA2 A
7 [ P Rty K R R 38 H SR B AE H AT A S R IL A VF 20 R . FESUE PR
AN ILIZE R, ARHERMEE (XD -Ru-xylA DL A S ARE R Z 3£ K MGT05196p
(N360F)F A Z| BSIF, i FIAAEIHEEHE LS AEEALE PPP BRARIN — 2o B, JfrfR
PHO13 (X fif R piRRmE) 1 GRE3 Z& K7,
Bhaedk.
(1) —%HFFH:FR3E: 20 g/L Glucose, 20 g/L peptone, 10 g/L yeast extract;
(2) g Fh a5 970 5% PG F 5 Y0kL (wiw), 2 g/L KH2PO4, 2 g/L (NH4)2S04,
19/LMgSOs4, 10g/LYE, £f4EZ B &E: 10 mg total protein/g cellulose;
()= FhFRr 7722 10%PUE I B J5 PR (wiw), 2 /L KH2PO4, 2 g/L (NH4)2SO0s,
19/L MgSOs, 10 /L YE, #£F4EzFEGHE: 10 mg total protein/g cellulose;
(4) SSCF #F:E UM 2 g/L KHoPO4, 2 g/L (NH4)2S04, 1 g/L MgSOs, 10 g/L YE.
TR ZRA IR FR AP DI . R 58 IS I ROKR TR M — B, I8
Toft ) IRF 45 00 £ 21 44 2 Tl /K AR 7™ A 1) o 260 W DA S T A BRI 77 A TR AR A 81 o ) A R A it
Bl s AT i 25 B - a5 7 i e b 0 ot 7 25 A FH 1 A
3.2.3  FURGER TAb 3 DA B M idt A= W it wg ik
FFIAFE IR LA 4R R R 2 0d T MR At ¥ (DDAP) A2, (J7i%[A
2.2.3). WIEI SRMERIEILL 2:1 ENREE (wiw) JEA NS 20 L ()P AL P e B 28
o, A PRSI R R A e BE 50 rpm. 175°C F4ERF Smin,  BRER 1) B KR A F Y
KRRFEFEEER, TR, HEE. OAREE% 100 g T A 4 48 25 ikl 7 2
2.0 g IFER; ZZFF. KIEFEFFEF 100 g TARFLF4E R JERI TR B 2.5 g KRR
THRALIR 5 (A T 21 4 2= P Rh gt [ 28 AR i B v2sdb AT s e B8, (B EE v (A
2.2.3). Saccharomyces cerevisiae XH7 FJ LAk FH 6 260 B AACHE 3 R B A 7 2%, P
DR L OR B VDR TR B 22 BN o PR i 75 A2 E S Y 18 SR R B B HE R 2R T
Fur. 5-HMF. Ace LAz S 7Y i) P e SR AT I ) S s 1 B PR e, DRI I 75 36 h ) 45 SRAH =4
THFASNEE 96 h, HT A. resinae ZN1 fL5e R MY, Bt AR RS RER 70Tk
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B PRs i n EE AR 20% (wiw) Ca(OH)2 540k pH £ 5.5, ARG
10% (wiw) FIEEFRF, WEEFh72 & A A2 K HEBS ) Amorphotheca resinae ZN1 FAK
JREFYERYIRL: IRAEIIEIE IR 15 L 1A 8 I 2 00 A P i B S 82 3 e EAT B
TR, JRE4ERR 28°C. WA EYER 0.6 vwm.

324 REEMT IR IR

Saccharomyces cerevisiae XH7 B ¥k R 17 7E-80°C HHILIRVKAG, SSCF IRk ks 755
BRanr, BUHRAFEAE 20 mL ) YPD Ri R B 47354k 12 hy SRJE 3643 LUK B £F
YEFNIRWIMRh FREFRIE, BR R M TR B R IR 120, SRR 3 =R 71577
FRIR 120, A R E N 10%, —%. =R 7871 B2 10 mg total
protein/g cellulose, #3537 15415 30°C. pH 5.5, 200 rpm.

325 [P BRI AT

SSCF & 7f B2 P30 5 L 8 50 L K EEREDHEAT I, 20 i 8 )5 AR R 2F
e JFEHE 50°C . pH 4.8, 200 rpm B2 F UK 12h, S8)5%4 S. cerevisiae XHT7 (14
TR K et b £ 47 SSCF 4%4L 108 ho pH ] 5M NaOH 5 4E ¥ 7E 5.5, HUH HIEE
AhTE 11167 *g 250 5min, 133 FiEWET HPLC 4007, AL &, K. &
M. Hl. OB, B, 5-HMF 18 &.

N B ACHE R R AR T SSCF W FE B B Am B, B RD IR 48 Fh 0k
PR A, BARTTER . SRR =M A R A
SSCF SR E 1] 10% (glg): Hrh =M IAE 4000 rpm HI&4F T B0 5 min, £
Pl LT RAR BT B AR R A R 2E 2 TR TR — 0 b VP R B = A ol VR
RIEAFI A S, 19 ERAFFIBINAEN 5 L A BEE N 31T SSCF.

I e A ik g R SSCF IMIaa g &, 2P RHEIE R FES L, AMT K
FURESRES (50 L ;) HIRkAT, TR FlREFRIT. 52 EENAFEZ
W Tl TV I A ek I PG 25 5 B A S R 5 day FORE, S SE AR §I 4
T RBESA R R AP AR K . BRIRAEP IR %3] YPD Kirdksios
12 h, SRJE AR5 5%k s IR 6597 12 h, FRELHERIE 1000 k1S 7R R R 7%
24 ho g Ja— BRI BB K EESAATR ) 20%, A T RFFEM R G2 K EERAAA
(1) 10%, T2 MHEALET BOITas 0B B Bk 0 BR SR R 11) 10%, 4 TRE4L 12h 58 Fh
TG R & BT RS2 30%, T et & HI A AR N 10%.

SSCF it F& i 4 i iy AR K H PR v T H 2 (CFUD #E Tl (7R 2.2.5)

326 CLBEARENIIEITIE
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[Ethanol ] <XW
976 .9 - 0.804 <[ Ethanol ]
9 1
0.511x([Cellulose ] >1.111 +[ Xylose]) ><[Solids] <M

[Ethanol] (g/L) & K P 400 LBER s W: SSCF SRR &E (g); [Cellulose]:
FALFR SR A 45 2558 (g/g); [Soilds]: SSCF #IAR kI E & & (g/g): M:AE
fEiiE (g); [Xylosel&Fildb B 5kl b &G AR BRI & & (g/g); 976.9 & L
RAEREL (gL J& F SRR I i Sk B SRR BE ] (1) 3% 4L 0.804 J2 L&A+ F kit
B SSCF /KBRS 1111 RAHERFAAHENER RZ%: 0511 AT AR
JSLA 2 B 2 I RR A R A R L ) R B

AHE T FH 28 (10 V1 S50 2 0 46 AW 1R 55 ok 2 A I B 48 AW TR AR P2 T 2 AL L BT Ba oAk
PR, RAHERE ST,

327 ERBAE A T (HPLC)

WAERE. K¥E. OB, OB, Hih. MBS, F1 HMF (iR 28 HPLC 3T & &4

B 7B 2.2.7).

33 AR5V

3.3.1  A[EIAJF L4 2 Rk s I AL 3 4% A4 P e

JR AR A 2 DL S SRR BRI AN [ 48 2 5 T 1 X0 R TIUA 3 PR A8 SR, AN () 1) o 4k L i 5 3=
BN A YE R b R S MR IR FR R . LRI B & = A s, M 5 48 BRI 25
A EEKARVL S SSCF #B4x P LEB RIS o TRAL 3R 1Y) 58 B 32 B2 5 JEORM e S 1
R & PUCERAERRE . LS FRALH ) o TR DU b (R 2 B DA G, MOAS R 1
T P 52 2 1 A 2 1 2 e I S R R FH R U TIUAL B (SR L . AR R ) H &=
I, SSMEIMAY4E R BRI FIIAFRE R . ISR ARk R . R T )5 84 4 R )
YR KRR, ARLRNIN 2 B I 4 1) & 2= S EUE YR SR 2 1 BRI, FEXT S 2k
T RE (%) B P AR BRI s e 2 PRI AR AR 1 P B 2 BRI P 1 = A G ) T 1
BERAE G, AR I Tt Ak 2 i B2 0 2 S IO AL S8R (R AR . SR S DR LR 2 . ik
A3 2R SSCF &5 FIX = AN [H 25 M T A 5 A [7] sk 1 S A1 oAk 388 2% 2

PAEKASFF 9B, EH 1.5%. 1.75%. 2.0%. 2.25%. 2.5% F.Fh2 &4 T 06
FRTRACEE, TRALFZAT N 175°C . Smin; XA [E R A & AL EE 5 (1) B KRS AT 047 41 23l
S, GRINER 3.1 FR: B TR BEBE BT 30 A B A (1) 2 7 4 R 15 B IR TG, 1
AR YE R R AR AR PIARRE S T s M 0t B A R 0BG N T3 . 2.0%
iR F B AL B 5 1) FOK RS FE, AR bl & N L 2. 5% A &4 FIOMK T 1.1%, ii#nHI4)
BB BORIR P I LMK T 29.4%. MEBS 41K T 18.4%. HMF [&1K T 22.2%,

Ethanol yield (%) =

x100%
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Y RKBAFRIEENT 77.1%5 2.5%K FH =1 85.4%HEAK; MfkT 2.0%0 H & 1)
FRFEF PR SR AR SS, RIWAARNEMRI LA R R FRRRRE S &R IR, X
FERISRBEAF T J5 S GRS K 1%

HEHY 2.0%. 2.25%-. 2.5%0 H & TIAL 38 5 i KRG FT AT bRk AR 47 Mot 2 1 2 ) )
S, 2.5% % FH B 1) TR A FTAE DU BB 72 h 2 J5 A RSB BEIS A1 5-HMF JE A FAfii 52 4
1M 2.0%F1 2.25%0% FH & 1 FORAEF 0 7522 12 hy 24 h kB0 R Al 5-HMF JE AR A
B MNCRRIIBEMREERE, 2.5%MH M) CS 752 96 h A Ref4f# =2 3 mglg DS #15,
1M 2.0%KME R TR 24 h i 47, 2.25%F5 2 48 h /oAy MSEEL DAL F B f FE R
JULBEIS (B A4 R, AR T S AR P S A I DU G R, AT H v A = R B A &

MG AR SSCF 45 5Kk, il 3.1 fizr 2.0%0% A B 20 ik i 25 i 0B ZE 3096
& &, 10 mg total protein/g cellulose & H & . SSCF 120 h J&5 i) LBk A 81.7 g/L, 2.5%.
2.25%% FH &) SSCF ZBEIRFE 73518 78.9 g/L.  80.9 g/L;1f 2.0%0: F & 7F SSCF it &
T A AR R P RIE R T 85.0%, 2.5%. 2.25%7)HN 79.4%. 73.3%. 45t bk
I 2.0%0% F & FUAL R 5 (19 FOKFEFT A B /K AR R e~ = AR 5 . e 2R o
P, BEIE R T K EERE R SSCF, FrLLESE 2.0%H &, 175°C. 4ERF 5 min N1 KH
FF I B AL AL B 2644

FOAh A 5 £ 4 25 JFORHI AT DLZRA VDR B K il %6 . S e idi 22 . e SSCF
48 Bk e AR AR TRACHE 45 1F o I EVE AR 2.5% 1R F = 2640 T BAR 4T 4 2K il 15
FIEF] 90%, HAEMHIHSEENAET S LRA 29.0 mg/g DS, #ElEA 8.4 mg/g DS.
5-HMF 4 5.3 mg/g DS, %=l Yk 5 -5 U 75 W AR A K BON R AE, Bt DL SRR
TIAR PR ()58 . 283t LLI R IR 2.09% 8 F 12 1) H REE I 4F 4 R (M AL 2R BRI 22 78.5%(H 41
FIMR S ERIKTIREZ, 8N 22,5 mg/g DS, H% N 4.5 mg/g DS. HMF >4 2.1 mg/g
DS, b T B AEAS-PuIE I 55 e 8 IR AT, Zad PUEBEE 60 h Mk
SR TNEHE, ZRFER 2.5mg/gDS. RS HNF AR A . BE%E e+
PO B R R T R I iR AR I AR AN P2 o [RIRE AR A T 5 H R A 6 A )
. 2.5%[RHE NYRHNGIY) & B S L2 28.1 mg/lg DS, % 7.8 mg/g DS. HMF 5.1
mg/g DS, it 2 AN BENFHEAT AN FI T 5 821 SSCF, AT LLIE 538 RIK FE , L R B 2.0%
& FH B AR B WY& BRU%, 28 21.6 mg/g DS. 4% 3.4 mg/g DS. HMF 5.3 mg/g
DS, ZidHREMLEE 60 h J5 IR I A B B0t J5 22 R T B A R AE KA BN,
FIF JE 8210 SSCF. 1M & FFAUKFEAEFIAE 2.5% 1 HE i BRI T B BE I 314 i (A Bl K A 15
AN 98.7%F1 98.1%, MKV FEWEAL, XA RMEER SRR T~
AR FI Y B b Rk 2, E B RN IR R RS AT K A A R 2, FE TiAb B A
H 2 T — 800 R A T AR TRAL BB, A 1 3K R R RS AT 7 58 45 il Je i = A=
(RBE S o7 A T e SR SR A A I 24T b &G BRI U, i DAAE A B A2
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Table 3.1 Corn stover composition and cellulose hydrolysis yield after the different dosage of sulfuric acid pretreatment and the best Fast biodetoxifcation time

H,SO4 dosage Structural compositions of dry dilute sulfuric acid pretreated lignocellulose materials 72h Enzyme Biodetoxification
(%o,wiw) Cellulose  Hemicellulose ~ Xylose Glucose  Acetate  Furfural HMF hydrolysis yield? time(h)
(%, wiw) (%, wiw) mg/gDS mglgDS mg/lgDS  mg/gDS  mg/g DS (%, wiw)
2.50% 36.5 4.5 155.1 29.7 21.7 4.0 3.6 85.4 96
2.25% 37.0 4.3 139.6 20.1 15.1 3.2 3.2 83.0 48
2.00% 37.6 4.4 138.0 22.1 153 3.3 2.8 77.1 36
1.75% 38.6 6.7 102.3 13.3 14.2 1.9 1.7 68.7 --
1.50% 39.0 8.0 73.3 9.9 11.3 1.2 11 53.8 --

R 32 ARFERREBLEEAS TRAD R SERKBERUULRM KB 8

Table 3.2 Structural compositions and cellulose hydrolysis yield of dry dilute sulfuric acid pretreated lignocellulose materials and the best Fast biodetoxifcation time

Lignocellulose Structural compositions of dry dilute sulfuric acid pretreated lignocellulose materials 72h Enzyme Biodetoxification
Cellulose  Hemicellulose ~ Xylose Glucose  Acetate  Furfural HMF hydrolysis yield time(h)
(%, wiw) (%, wiw) mg/gDS  mg/lgDS mglgDS mg/gDS  mg/g DS (%, wiw)

Corn stover 37.6 4.4 138.0 22.1 15.3 4.0 3.6 77.1 48
Wheat straw 40.7 4.8 165.2 32.6 12,5 4.9 2.7 98.7 36
Rice straw 40.2 1.6 115.7 35.9 16.3 4.7 49 98.1 36
Bagasse 38.8 2.7 187.9 43.0 22.5 4.5 2.1 78.5 60
poplar wood chip 43.7 0.9 164.0 43.0 21.6 34 3.0 72.4 60

Glucose: TRACEEYIRI R &I HE & &5 Xylose: THACEEARIHACHE & &
aEnzyme hydrolysis yield: B 7K #3122 2.5% (wiv)[El & & YEHE 20 FPU/g DM RIBEINE 1L 72 h 800 K d G 4R 4 R AL (wiw).
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HH EH Ui BRSSP AR A A D o S B AR BRI PR B 1 2R A A5 S A Y R
RAE KR A AR R 13RI

N 3.2 Fs BRFEFT S AL PAL R 26 1. 2.0%FR F & . 175°C. 5min, FRE: 48
h: KFEREFF. Z24T: 2.5%M &, 175°C. Smin, BREBEN ] 36 h; HRE®E. EgA
J&: 2.0%MHE. 175°C. 5 min, PUEFLHE 60 h. FiAbE YRV ik 3.2 Bos, Tl
WS (K AR B LT 4 R & B mis 2 T 43.7%, H R A b & B imik ) 7 187.9
mg/g DS; /KFEFSFTI) 218 & &R 12.5 mg/g DS, 1 H A A AKE K R & &
B T H e MR R4, AU R KR (i), 78 SSCF id i+,
BERERE A 52— 58 BIAMHIPIIR S, 200 2 ORI S50 R 45 R I S kLR 146 208 & 4+
£ 2.0 mg/g DS e A7 HEEEF 5-HMF A Bk 50 A I B R R IR BB 6 B 5 3047, 35 R
WEE S R ECE RS . 5-HMF SR BERR 78 4, T2 s B AR 1) AR, AT FRAIR B IR AR 72

Furfural —A-2.00% -4A-2.25% -A-2.50%
5-HMF -=-2.00% --2.25% -@-2.50%
20 10
18 9 ~
=
16 Z 8 QO
s 2
14 72
2 £
212 6
£ s
o 10 5T
g o
&) 8 4 a
£ 5
g ° .-
4 2
2 1
0 0
Time(h)
(b) Glucose -©-2.00% -0-2.25% -@-2.50%

Xylose —4-2.00% 4A-225% —4&2.50%
Ethanol -83-2.00% -8-2.25% -B-2.50%

120

100

g ]
2 80 ] .
® =
o ] 2
< 60 e
[} ]
2 ] £
] L

S 40 1

V] ]

20 {

0 12 24 36 48 60 72 84 96 108 12
Time(h)
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) Glycerol 0-2.00% -3-2.25% -0-2.50%
Acetic acid —-2.00% —A-225% —A2.50%
Cell viability -0-2.00% -©-2.25% -@-2.50%
40 - 80
~ 351 70
3 -
2 30 ] 60 £
o >
3] L
© 25 ] 50 O
2 5
§ 20 40 g/
g 2
& 15 1 30 3
= ©
o —
g 10 1 20 2
> §]
o 1 O .
5 Q_/\—A_A—A—/\\ﬁ.}‘:‘j\*—\-—.\ 10
0 1 \\= — 0
0 12 24 36 48 60 72 84 96 108 120

Time (h)

B 3.1 S.cerevisiae XH7 DA RIER F E AL 5 I FKFEFF#EAT SSCF i R B BE

Fig.3.1 Ethanol fermentability evaluation of dry dilute sulfuric acid pretreated corn stover with different

dosage of sulfuric acid at pretreatment
(@) RNFEAYEHNHIYIBERER; (b) SSCFIIFEHE M. AW, ZEEMARL;
(c) SSCF i Hil. 4. CFU KAtk

B & B FHERIRE: 2.0%. 2.25%, 2.5% (wiw); RIEEZAF: 30%[E & &, AF4EREHE: 10
mg total protein/g cellulose  (Novozymes Cellic CTec 2.0); 10% (v/v) S. cerevisiae XH7 Ff -y £ 54
&, TikE{k 12 h 44%: 50°C. pH 4.8, 200 rpm; SSCF %{F: 30°C. pH5.5. 200 rpm. SSCF108 h.
3.3.2  VDARAPAFIARFE4E R Oy JERLEAT SSCF [ A B 1t e

AN JFORHA I ol ) AL B DL S A dE R PR B BRI AR JS YR RERS IR B RS 40HY
REER CEERAE P St S b —Fh =2 BB, TRk rh 2D & R R Voo 5 28 B B A AR
K5 PR FE 0N o M I T b A BR A ) SR DU 4 B . ARRESL % B Pk Saccharomyces
cerevisiae XH7 7£ 30% [+ & . 15 mg total protein/g cellulose i (75 In& K #E47 SSCF.
RIS R IR R A SSCF U7, DIIEL N R A 4E 2 B K K EVER T 8
REERN T A TR AR, 1 2 i AR I A T A 1R 70 SRk R R i A VR ) 7 124 v T
TR, FHEL 12 h J5 8 NIR4AFh 1T 46 SSCF.

FEAA R AR A S AR BT 41 4E 3R J5URHE) SSCR BT — @ Z etk H B —& T
B 12 h JE R R EAACRE O EE, R s BB 25 A T M R R 2P 4R R AR e IS 2
BUFHIKARRBOR, WAL 12h Z24T . FOKREAT . HREE . KFEREAT . AR AR E
3006 [ & 44 1E T & MR BE 4 )8 93.3 g/L. 92.4 /L. 83.3g/L.91.89/L.86.0¢/L;
TAP BT AR A BRI 2 5, EEE T IR A B 41 00 (1 22 etk WIAA AR HE
WPy 60.3¢g/L. 50.8g/L. 57.8¢/L. 36.3g/L. 65.9g/L. S.cerevisiae XH7 XA
7] SRk b AR ek B AT m IR 2, HREHEE . Z24T . KBRS FT AR IS ] 90% 1) A K
FIFZ, AREAMEARFEFFEMKD 5N 82.3% .  78.4%; il BARIX FL Rl FRMFAEE £ 57
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PE, (A5 G0 B T A 20 5 P DA R 224 1) bRkt I 2 20 IR B BR A A [RIAC Jo £ 4 2= Js R AL
NEYER ST HEERY) . Wil 3.2 Frs FOMOR i 474 3 J5Uk SSCF120 h 5 #RES
BRI OB, ZFT CRERIE R IA R T 88.6 g/, 2R NEATE R R LF4ER A
YR Iy BAE s D s FORFEFE ARE . HEEE . KRR LR 55 7
N 817g/L. 811g/L. 79.6g/L. 73.49/L. MZEEERSHRE, FIA T KT i
EIEE] T 80.5%A1 81.8%, HIZ/KFEFEFT 74.9%, HREEAIAEBALT 5N 71.5%.
70.8%, FESERAA T AR H REE A G 75 AR B AR A = AR M A, T RS Tl
MEFRREE, BP0 PR T ETUR BE fS M0R BORE AT 2K, T S BGH 2 Bl L 2 LR
PEE RAEE R T CREAR 2R o =1 QR FEANIS 2R [ SE I 2 PRAR AT 4 3R 1 Tl Ak 2R
PRI ERAS R FEE Tk v I U 208 T 75 O AR LSRRI, TR Ao 2% T R 3R A R A 2 1) R T
25 R UL ACSE G = I i DDAP HR AWl 8 4 AR LL J SSCF AR BEMEIE B 43 A
JR AR R JEORMAE P mR FE I AR 4 R LI

(a) Glucose -O-CS -@-WS -©-RS -0-BA -©-PC
Xylose —&-CS -&WS -&~RS —-&~BA -4-PC
Ethanol -O0-CS -BWS -#2-RS -I+rBA -£-PC

100 1
80 1
60 1

40 1

Glucose and xylose (g/L)
Ethanol (g/L)

20 1

(b) Glycerol -0-CsS O0-WS RS --BA O-PC
Aceticacid —-&-CS -&WS -&~RS -A-BA —4A-PC
Cell viabillity -o-CS -@-WS -0-RS -©-BA -@-PC

140
120

100

o]
o

[o2}
o
Cell viability (x107 CFU/mL)

Glycerol and acetic acid (g/L)

0 12 24 36 48 60 72 84 96 108 120
Time (h)

Bl 3.2 S.cerevisiae XH7 ARFHAFHIA R 4R F AT SSCF B REEIERR

Fig.3.2 Ethanol fermentability evaluation of different dry dilute sulfuric acid pretreated lignocellulose
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(a) SSCF it FEh iz, AWE. ZBMA21L; (b) SSCFidfEd Hilh. ZFR. CFU 128 k;
FORAEFE (CS). MR (WS, KFERSFF (RS, HEEHE (BA). KB (PC); KEEFAM: 30%
&, A4S 10 mg total protein/g cellulose  (Novozymes Cellic CTec 2.0); 10% (v/v)
S. cerevisiae XH7 FhFiliiefh &, kL 12 h 214: 50°C. pH4.8. 200 rpm; SSCF %f4: 30°C.
pH 5.5. 200 rpm. SSCF108 h,

3.3.3 B KFEFF. ZZHF 30%IHE & & A FIEE A &1 SSCF

EE VYRGB 5. 10. 15. 25 mg total protein/g cellulose, LLALFRAT () T K ASFT
FZFZFFECRARY), DA AT . AR ISR B2 B #& Saccharomyces cerevisiae XH7 7E 30%l#]
&8 Ni{T SSCF, HAANFEEHE T SSCF M, FEMEL4ER/KM. HIAMAE
Ko ARBERMHSEHEZERRER. KB R R IR R H SSCF K777, LA
VIR N IR A AT 4E R B I K AR FH R 9 R B Rh 1 AR KSR (IR, v 1 3 KB AR
AR 1R R4 Bl DT iR S AR &, TOBEAL 12 h [ 8 N4 1T 46 SSCF.

AN FH &0 T AR 4E R /KA B R e BRI, ] 3.3 (a) Fros 30%l[H & & 1) &
KAEFTTRELL 12 h J5 5. 10 15. 25 mg total protein/g cellulose BV IN&: T % % B Ak
359 67.3g/L. 83.0g/L. 91.3g/L. 97.3¢/L, 12 h (LT 4 K BEMAFE /3 7N 41.8%.
51.6%-. 56.7%- 60.5%; &l (c) FrosZ ATkt 12 h )5 % %1 8 AR 2 73 3l 70.5
g/L. 88.6g/L. 93.3g/L. 95.29/L, 12 h HILT4E TR BGMAT 370 N 41.4%. 52.0%. 54.7%.
54.8%;: £14E R B /K M AF B E G VS N & p0 X inm g o, 24l & KT 15 mg total
protein/g cellulose I £ 4 28 1) i AR 152 52 Bl ™ A il FRT 2 e T K 22 12 . 22 FFTRE AL
12 h REEREYERFAE 60 o/l ity , FRFEFTYERRAE 55 o/l ity RIBERH AR E
AebEAE AR Mg, FEJEREZELT DDAP IRl 44k 2 G 7 9K
R ERNSERE, FF H AN £ 4k =B B KRR R RERIBE T -

WK 3.3 (a). (¢) Fizn S.cerevisiae XH7 B AR % BEF %, fEHE 12h
Ja B A EREPOE TIER) 2 g/L A4, NOEERAFRZRE, RElHESRE O

(RO FE AN AR P2 i 28, T2 BT FH 2 42 3G 0 17 21 4 2R /K 1 mT ) FH o 26 0 ) 2
SSCF120h Z#T 25 . 15, 10. 5mg total protein/g cellulose s & T Z W 43 5 9«
88.2g/L. 88.6g/L. 85.1g/L. 75.99/L, 15343 %|°~ 80.1%. 80.5%. 77.0%. 65.6%; SSCF
120 h FKAEFA Al & 2554 T QBB 4309 77.0g/L. 82.1¢g/L. 80.4¢g/L . 71.9
o/lL, 35358 77.6%. 82.1%. 77.9%. 70.4%; 10mg. 15mg. 25 mg total protein/g
cellulose 1) SSCF LBER FEAHZEA K, 3 B 5 R & L 4E R B /K AR F 22 52 BK = i
P, DA 406 1 2 WA s v ) T A 2 R — 30 i s B A 7 H i 4 e B S s id
AT, BT CBERITSR; FFPRE KRS FTFLE 5 mg total protein/g cellulose RS N & T
ST 120 10 o/l A2 AR H T, 104 15, 25 mg total protein/g cellulose Ff)f s I &
Tl e T 160 13 g/L AR, TS BB IS 1 IS
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Glucose -TF5mg -£-10mg --15mg —@-25mg
Xylose ~ —&-5mg -A-10mg —A-15mg —A-25mg
Ethanol -©-5mg -©-10mg -0-15mg -@-25mg
120 , (a) Corn stover 120
100 ]
2 ]
9 B
[ 80 4
12
=} B
> ]
< 60
o ]
c
< ]
o ]
g 40 7
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Glycerol -0-5mg -0-10mg -0-15mg -0O-25mg
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&l 3.3 S.cerevisiae XH7 AR K. IERFFAFERBIT A FBEHR SSCF KR EEERE

Fig. 3.3 Ethanol fermentability evaluation of dry dilute sulfuric acid pretreated corn stover and wheat

straw with different enzyme loading.
(a). (¢) K. /NEZFEFF SSCF i aihE. AME. ZEEMA1L;
(b). (d) FK. /INEREFF SSCF Hili. 4. CFU [1384k
KIS 30%[E & &, F4EREHE: 5. 10, 15. 25 mg total protein/g cellulose  (Novozymes Cellic
CTec2.0); 10% (v/v) S.cerevisiae XH7 PR & FUbEMk 12h %4F: 50°C. pH4.8. 200 rpm;
SSCF %&ff: 30°C. pH5.5. 200 rpm. SSCF108 h.

MAHE IR F KT, BT 0 A [R] 2 52 M AR R FH I 28 . IR AR R
2352 B % E B 56 VR E R OS2I, 2 B R S B T T B R G i e s Ak
B ETRER R = 2 S BRI A2 B, T e AR R H . AZERT
FEBHRAES FH (5 mg total protein/g cellulose) 4514 T, Bl 7K M7= A2 1) 881 26 HR R P A
R ARAE AT, AR T EAAS TARKERI A, FERCT 48 h 5 AKE I H 8 T 46 1) 59.2
o/lL FR%) 6.7 g/L, “FHFIFERES] 1o/Lh, ELIHAREEF &2 RAKER] B i 24T
%o 5. 10. 15. 25mgtotal protein/g cellulose B I K FF SSCF120 h J& A F1] F 2
73714 85.5%. 91.8%. 93.3%. 94.7%, £ KHiFT 7y 67.6%. 78.8%. 85.0%. 88.6%: K
R FH 2 B0 g P B R T T B o ROKREAT A 22 AT A RE R FH S AP A2 — E 2 5+
AT IR R Z TR &, BRI BT A E AR 27 4E 2 R T AL 2 72 v
PR AE A A B BEANTR], B 7R 225 DR i 2 ) AR MECR 35— B, AE R B AR b il 15
3006 & #2511 T 24T SSCF i i LR HIWKEYERFAE 2.5 /L a0 T KAEAT W 447
fE 45 g/l ks CSBRWRTERIANE] LA Ky — 6 F e 55 % IR A 0 A7 AE 2 S BRAA R AR
T S5 M) AR FRO R o

ANFEBEHERM T, RN RS CERETE 15 mg total protein/g cellulose 2514 T 3k
73 88.6 g/L; R KAEFF IO LBEIR AL 15 mg total protein/g cellulose 4514 F3k45 82.1
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o/L; FFF RIS, BT TRFERT, FBJRR R FZFF LR 45 B m T KR
FFy CARAE R TR FE o Z2 FF IR 9 B L T KRS AT . WP AR E 18,
& B B R T IR RA . BREURES: XTEE & B 10 mg total protein/g cellulose 5 15
mg total protein/g cellulose BEV & 2514 ~ 7 SSCF 45 AH %A K, 10 mg total protein/g
cellulose BES N & 25 ZEAF AN L KRS AT SSCF120 h ZBEIK & 4 ) A 85.1 g/L. 80.4
o/L; FrLlik# 10 mg total protein/g cellulose FI B I BRI BRAR AR AT, tHAENEIE 245 = 1)
LR BRI 2
3.3.4  F KFEFAIFIE S & T 1 SSCF K I R

A S 2 FH B 1) 2% 45 A Wy S PR 2R AR W IR SR , IX AR RS T R
BR TRAL BREEARRE N B TE Y, Refg AT S & B 2 T BRI E A S SR o e H =P ]
T 25%. 30%. 35%, VIMACFRLFH)FOKFEFFIZAT BERCNIEY), LAHI &S, ABEIL K
% I bk Saccharomyces cerevisiae XH7 £ 15 mg total protein/g cellulose i [ & 2% 14 T #£47
SSCF, #RFAFIE & &M T SSCF A, FEAFEAAERIIKME. WIRMEK . Kb
R A IR ] & B2 (B IR R e KB FE R T R 2 R SSCF B 1%, LAk}
RIRADAE A4 R BRI K ARAE T R R R (1 A KR HERRUR, R T 46 v AR IR 2 B AR 1)
G IR ARG R A S AR B, TOEAL 12 h Je 3 N IR Fh T U5 SSCF.

TOKFEFAE 35% [ S &4 T, /622 714 15 mg total protein/g cellulose [¥)f&7E
BEALIT G BT BOsh— MBI, NS BRI HT KRG, B CBEKRIE DY 81.2 g/L 1959 67.9%.
ABEFIFHZ R 46.0%, KEESEHRS 30%l0E & &) Loz b i R 32 B Y & =ik
G, TIUREAL 12 h (105 260 B R FEE AN A MR B2 2 A IV ER) 4 v » 7268 v 10 ) 260 R AR EE 2 % B
R AE R P2 AR BRI HIER, M CFU WA LEAKE, WA RERERN, A
BB K S AR AR IR S B 1 B T S RN B A IR FE s LA [ B B ) 4
AR R A RIS &, X w AR AEK TR A % N & it
shn, RIZETREAL AT GG 5 R I 10 mg total protein/g cellulose 2% J& 76 TipEAY, 12h J5 5
N K EERDT-I8IN N8 4% 1 5 mg total protein/g cellulose; ANy T A% 350% & Ak 2 (410
HIvr E e, K FOKRFEF ARV EER ], B2 BT 48 h Pl i S K 2 72h, 25
RN EG I Ol TR JE ) SSCF RS ISR IF I R I 2 SR 8] 3.4 () Flow, M4
PERIERE, 7 AtInBeE/3 Mkt 12 h 5 R H &K Hr 103.6 o/L R FE3)] 92.8 g/L,
T A FE S0 K58 75 P T A Jd 23 SRR VR A 1 — 070, H 64.4 o/L NR#3 59.9 g/L; IXFE
PR R B T B A e 2 = AR FIE T, (HAN CRU (AR ka4 Sk b AR TE I IR 11 1) e
PERFRCUF I AR RS 72 h SRR FE A B N R, WI46 12 h B 2RI FE
3.2g/L NFEE| 2.2 g/L, BARMINHIYIMRERA R T HAK K. KGR TR, 28
Bl T () A2 72 TR FNACHE (Y R R A s T 2 AT R B R, A& CREREIA R T 91.4
g/lL. 53 72.0%. KFEFIHFERT 67.7%; LEERIEFIEOEE] T 11.6%, fEKE2 84
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h J& CFU {EVE T B, 225 (R BARAS BRI 532 1 SRR FE T R EIAE T . SRR Uk 8
o 43 SN DA R S K it 2 st 18] BT DLCE 3590 5 (45 1F 15 BRI R LS R

15 25% [ &g 254, TSI B, DLRCREEER N IE, AR AR K E
T 30%. 35%[E & & BT LG HEREAIRHY 2 (51 BERh 4P & . 7E 25% 5 & B Ak T~ SSCF
GERN: CBRERFEISR) T 743 9/L, 1REZRIEE] T 94.9% ; B [8 & & 148 AR 26
OIS EE S T b, 32 i IR 0 2 WA 0 s 5o A () W WSORI R FH R B S, DA % B
HIE S BB, SR EE KB ZR (ORG FE )4 el ) B A 1 2R K= A bR
£ 25%. 30%- 35%lH & &2k TR ARR A0 M4 1 12, 14, 20g/L B HH, X%
KT ZBARE,
335 /NEFEFAIFIE S & T SSCF K EFMERE

INEREFFAS T FORFEFT R UL A 45 1) SSCF %A, 4F4ER. Pa%RA R
s A RS RIEHT T 35%. 30%. 25%E & A NI SSCF. 5 L KARFT
— 1 350[E 7 & 251 T R FH 2 SN ) SFE W R S IR AT U A B ok v %oy A (R ], 5
56 45 SR 3 SN £ B P AR 7 T 2R R AR 1) T FE 28 0 1 T 2 4 e — IR PR 4
NI RIEZER, & 3.4 (o) P 35%[E % & T SSCF108 h Z Bk fEiAF] | 101.1
o/L. 152 74.8%. ARHEFIFHRILF] T 74.7%; LEEHFEREOLR] T 12.7% (VIv), 7
K 84N J5 CRU {EE R, = 25 R TR AR AN B it 52 5y LBk B T KR IAE T,
R 15t 85 43 il T DAAE 35% ] 25 & 1) S5 A 1S BRI K2 R, HRe AR 8 =
SR HER QR IE, 18 T %R OB T R R OREAIT 4 )1, BRIT 44
RO T K JE . TAE 30%. 25%[F & T, LAZAT A JERH#EAT SSCF #Rets
BRI E T LR AR R DL AR BERI K . 30%[HE & 845 1F F LBk EIAE] T 88.6
o/L. 153 80.5%. AKEF|FHZRK 91.8%; 25%I[H & E&M T LEERE 79.9 g/L. 15%.
87.2%. ARBEFIHH 96.0%. 7E 25%. 30%. 35%[H & &4 N kw4t T
14, 16+ 21 g/L FIH M, XWFEIK T OREHEE,

Glucose H-25% E-30% —B-35%
Xylose —A-25% -A-30% —A-35%
Ethanol -©6-25% -©-30% -@-35%
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G|ycer0| -0-25% -0-30% -0-35%
Acetic acid —&—-25% 4-30% —4A35%
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Fig.3.4 Ethanol fermentability evaluation of dry dilute sulfuric acid pretreated corn stover and wheat

straw at different solid loading.
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(a). (¢) EHK. /INEFEFT SSCFHIZIME. AKE. WAL,

(b). () FK. NEFRFF SSCF Hith. L. CFU 74k
RIEEZAT: 25%- 30%- 35%[H & &, £F4EZ M &: 15 mg total protein/g cellulose (Novozymes Cellic
CTec2.0); 10% (v/iv) S.cerevisiae XH7 Fh e Fpa; Fiki{k 12h 244: 50°C. pH 4.8, 200 rpm;
SSCF 4f4: 30°C. pH5.5. 200 rpm. SSCF108 h.
3.3.6  FOKFEFF. /NFZREFFLE 50 L REER R N1 SSCF [k Bt R

ZHT A IR T SR B0 AR 2 AE 5 L AR IR BE 28 INEAT ), O 1 SR TOlAR 0 S 75
BEEAT I T USSP TEOK S8 I T 362 UF 25 AR W0 R ) 4 AR A 7= AR 4 3R £ I e 8 SE B TBOK
A" o F LI SSCF JBUK 50 L HRNAR, DAL PR EF I FOKFEAF AN ZE AT IR R N R Y, B
HiEE. AR KB EFL Saccharomyces cerevisiae XH7 £ 30%[& & & . 10 mg total
protein/g cellulose figH & 254 F 14T SSCF. 2 Bl i@ W 4 b K 42 =1 SSCF I 464
Ms, ZPRUEE TR ES Q. AR T#AT R SEiR s A, T 221
W R 707 e 5 00 EZRAS A2 R IR ) AR PR Bt 7 8 O S i 7 5
day HIVIEL, BEE 564 P RHIE P& BRI 13 I B Re 8 S i 1 AR . HARER AR IR
e HME R YPD B3 4555 10 h, RJ5 HEERIT 5% CS FIRi 777 12 h,
P E)T 10%CS 3EFR AR5 24 he dfa— B P FIAR AR 2 R R AR AR 1) 20%,
N T ARFFEEM B IR 24N K BERARTR B 10%, T2 WBEALEY BE R Ini B Bk 0k a4k
A 10%, UL 12 h JEE AP TIE fl AL ) [ S SR 2 30%, TR E A
N 10%.

FE 5 L WIAED) IOBEas iz BB A1 55 95 07153647 SSCF S8, K45 IR /R BTy
P55 752 07 R4S BB S5 IR, 5 HiAH (R R e SR A R R IR M LA, b1 %
FETVEN T KFEFF ) 2B IR ) T 78.5 g/L #3380 76.0%  AHERI I IA$] T 90.8%;
|F 7855 7% J7 921 KRS AT LRI 80.4 g/l 53R 77.7%- AHEFI I 2 85.0%; &5 5R &
INPIFNTTIEAR ) SSCF 45 SR AL, BEWTHT IR 73537 7 ik Re & FH T 50 L MBI T
KL

& 2R 7E 50 L FIAEY) I g3 TR EAT SSCF, 50 L A=W s o7 2 ) SE B ik B AR FR K 24
928 L. KL B4n& 3.5 frn SSCF 120 h £ KFEAT 2Bk )E: 86.0 g/L; ZEEf3%.
85.6%; AHEFIHZ: 88.7%; IMZFT SSCF 120 h Z ik E 4 90.0 g/L, Z 153 85.8
g/lL, ARFEFIFHZ: 95.9%. FAKFFF. FH 50L AR T OEEKREELE BL K BEAR R e —
Be, BT ROKREAT 5 L KEHA R =P B0 AE PR AR T AT IO 50 L A =28
TARAE 5 L RN HATH, RMFA T REEZRT 5 L VA, il S350
LSSCF HI¥ItH B A= L 5 L 19/b T HzL 40%; Jig k4T 24T ¥ 50 L §E SSCF i, H457
WM EA S L BENEE TR, TR ER R ISE R 7%, BrCLZ2F ) 50 L
(PRI A e b 22 LU R 2 A 1 et — 1, IX AR U B 1 Fh 855 7 R R SO0 T B AR 1)
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Be, 30N 15 g/l 13 /L, FELR T E IR R PR T 5L, #EBE
AP A R A 7 A B 22 R H Y

MRUE, I EKRFEF . ZEFTAE 30%I[E & & 10 mg total protein/g cellulose M
. 50 L MIRIER R I N E#SRE8S AT B UF 1) SSCF AE 4T 43 4%, B LREIRE 53 )
LH] 7 86.09/L. 90.00/L. 1= SEEREERISFERMSLIL, S /AR E, KT ERC
BEZRNRI A, B In&prilas, AR F S8 T AL O A=
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Fig.3.5 Ethanol fermentability evaluation of dry dilute sulfuric acid pretreated corn stover and wheat

straw at the 5 L scale, 50 L enlarged scale.
(@) (©) TR, /NEFEFT SSCF A& ME. ABE. BRI
(b)y (d) oK. /NEFEFF SSCF Hi. 4R CFU fAE{L;
RIESAL: 30%[H & &, £F4E %M/ &: 10 mg total protein/g cellulose  (Novozymes Cellic CTec 2.0);
10% (viv) S. cerevisiae XH7 M7y EeFn & ; FiibE{k 12 h 6fF: 50°C. pH 4.8, 200 rpm; SSCF %%
ff: 30°C. pH5.5. 200 rpm. SSCF108 h.

3.4 NG

MR R FA S 21 4 3R J5URE A R s v AT T e B AW S R I A 7 L PO
TR %, (HRENS AT B R 1) LI B L SORBE M R R S5 R AR w D, B2 AL
2 J7 I BORFEAG o

B R GERIARTEYER AL BB, TALEL TR BT L2 N ARRR TAL 5 1R
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TRACEEFF,  H AT AT 7T AR ORER BT A B AR A AE ] B AR )8, X SO
Ab PR rh O A (R R IE ERE OR AR AE TR b, e T RE IR E, AR
% T P Hh R T 2 T T AR e B A DA 2 I I AH 73 3 ROK B R R K™ A 38 T
THEEE ), mReke. BAE BB HUG I FE S N T A AE P2 R e . 1T A SR
KA AR A B R TR INE, BEEWE SRES GRIFL 2:1) 1£ 175°C
NZIRACEE 5 min, PEEFYETRRENS KHB 70 1 B AR AT B R s TRAL R S R R
TR AT B o> & BT S YR A I EE, PORAEYM SRR BT HAKRE
FRERHIEIN, AL AR Ja BIYRLRE 05 TIUAL I AR A A 1R = A P B A P i
e HAORE 7Y KES 7 IR B0, XFEAS BRI RL S 7K AE 50% 4 &
BEAG. KBS RIARNES R TR, SEmrAFIT 520 SSCF.

KA G AR S s 0 T3 AT = [ & &= SSCF R b2, KA fEm S &
(RIS KA AT REIR B S I R R BRI BE o FEAE) R S8 HROR LA 4 =P RLS 41
Y RBEIR A IR EEN, DR SSCFFTH, T N as A 5 i #F 17) BR 1] 5 2
RIGHE G EEAL, M- RBORE ) CERREA S, SSIm B S E R B T Tk
AR FH B 5 dn NREL (36 [ n] FAE REISEED A I 25 LB B ML ES e AE 4 i)
FAR, C RS DI R %, BRI 9 L 3 &A i i A S5
RN, TR Z 19 rpm, BRJCRECEY 1000 g Z0kL,  MkHE S EARYE 75 2]
DAFHZK NG EAT IR, RECHN 20-30%;  JiT DL AL B vT UG BR )Pk &0 22.2 kg-
33.3 kg DM/m?* , SRJEFehlAk 120 h BIHE AL e N B A HEGE N 34T 50 h BRI . T AR 5K
56 218 F AR YD IR B8 e A A gty SRR, RROEAE = [B] 5 2 0 %A T k5 g ik
TR IRG, RMEAE 35%[ & & 1K 25 A MR BE AL R 58 2% Rl ;- Zed 12 h 1T
WAL, JE SR K A A [F]— AN R IR E AT, S T BB AR IR ) — 444k, 5 L K%
()T 2 3 200 rpm, UG ERE N 2.2 kg WIRE, WRLS KB KEUN 50%, T LLEAAT
PEALGE T LLAR R 0k A 220 kg DM/M3 KR 50 L HI N 8%, S bn &k AR AR AT LA
WLE| 30 L, %08 30%0 F T, BALE A HEALFE AL IR Sk B 360 kg DM/m®; A&
AW S N AT v S R ) SSCF S it 7 RTRE, = SEEIREE B SEIOAN Ja B2 28 T AR
TR

[ Bt s P R 3 R I T vk 2 HEAT = [ 5 SSCF YR,  DAR B 4F4ER v )5k
AT SSCF KB EE LU 2%, Eean s ma i R AR KR BRI =l & 2 T S8
R B . DL A I R M FH R BE IR RE 1 AN 51, TRARAE SSCF I A2 I8 I AE K LA
Lt B R R Jot A7 4E 25 72 A5 =1 SRR BE NS 32 (1) 08 . AR R SOR1F B L R 18
P kK Saccharomyces cerevisiae XH7 F A B U % BEAIACHE 3L R BERE 71, WILRAHE RP A
153 60 g/L EETE SSCF i FEFH I ATH#E;  MLAMZ B M T KA R E R EA B
TR IE R, D A A R AR AR 0T T A 1 AR A R MR L/ o



5 42 71 BERITKF BHL¥Me
M 28 1) TR B LA AT LUK I, R R AR MR R BE 8 IR U I A 4E R &
BERTEAER, FORFEFF. 8. RIG. HEEE. KBRS LA RFZEMEEE 30%
5 f . 15mg total protein/g cellulose 12644, 3kf3 T 82.1 g/L. 88.6 g/L. 81.1 g/L.
79.6 /L. 72.4 g/L (LT AR FATAE 50 L BIBURAR R T SRR EE N 86.0 gL
90.0 g/L; 7E 35% M Il & & 26 T LKA E M e 345 91.4 g/L. 101.1 g/L (it
BRI U R CWEIRE . LU NREL (1) 25 2R UM 22 AW IGH R I L BEREFT: 72
20 mg total protein/g cellulose FIEGHS INfE, 22.5 Wt%,25 wt%, 26.5 wt%, 28 wt% [#| & & T
ZEEHE )y 81, 78, 78,81 g/L; 10 mg total protein/g cellulose HIBEARINE, 22.5wWt% . 25
W% [H SR N MR N T6 |« 83 g/l » MRS, AL EIITRLI4ER
LIRS O AR TR CBEIRIE, e B A4 R CmEm AL ar AT .
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£ 4T FRATEMANAYUREGHAIT SSCF EHHERLE:

41 BlE

H AT, S BRI A B4 B KRS R4k 3 CBER A A2 =B, F15 (DuPont)
AR BR 2 ) R F KRS AT AR B2 55 O AR P o B4 Re s A2 7 89600 MK AE4)
L, BT (Abengoa) A=W REVE A PR A w5 R FOKAEFF DL AETA R4 BR YR AR 4 B
FEREREAE T 74900 iAW) 2.1, 75 B = (Poet-DSM) | FH R KO IR 44F g %5 £ 7~ 59700
W24 B8, LG T B AR REIRE PR A W 5t B s AR ) I m) R S e Al

CLJ ARy T BRI 5 5 A6 18 ) R RES K 20 T A=W R R A0 A 4 T3k
AV BT, EE AR R R KR, R4 485 LR DAL B TR
KIGHERE, W 2R e 3R AR P A R I 1 R oK B B4 v DA 7= B i) 2 B8, b
BHAYER CEEREDAL, 1B BEKAERE 198 H AN A AR B B R ML 2R 4E 2l 2 S A 4 R LB
e M A o R R B AT A 7 A 1) AR

ANTR) 75 SR TIAL BRI (A S5 21 4 22 40 75 AR 21 4k 2 R HIAE B N A e B i i i e 1 4
FIMFH B, LPYER IS — KRR RN B, REELT 4E R BEE R A = 21
gy 2. AhYI-B-1,4-71 B HEEE (exo-B-1,4-glucanases, EC 3.2.1.91), f&i#x N4Vl
(CBH), XHRNE4: —kE/Kf#EF (Cellobiohydrolases); P17)-p-1,4-% S b (endo-B-1,4-
glucanases , EC3.2.1.4) , fai#f NAVIEE (EG) ; B-%i%i B4 KE(B-1,4-glucosidases, EC
3.2.1.21). AMUIEE (CBH 1) M4 & XA 4E R BE R IE I im el (CBH 1) ARid J5im T 46+
BRKfE, B RE: NUVEIRNE EEAERH T A4 RN AR IX, BENUKRLT4E =5
HRE T, R AERKEETIN, BBV KREARR G RN ERA4ER, SRR
PRREG LS, NIMIRGIRAL T 2 A 4 R B R v B~ 40 B 1 g U 32 20K 41 4 —
RN R A T 24 SR B AR AT ) PR 2 8

FIFH AR A4 2 AW E R A = A Y R O, A4 R0 I T IR K — 8870 IR
82831, 7Eid L)L, Bk TOEGRAE IS TERMRE, 2 G0 RERIML
Ye RPN T T3 HH T A4 5 R4 sOE i I ml 4 4k 2 24
#4E(5 (Novozymes, F132) A2/ CTec & 411LFE Cellic CTec 2.0, CTec 3.0, LA HTec
3.0 2 REERL (BLLLEE o B AL F U ) £ 77 1) Accellerase R FI4F4E R, 16
Accllerase1500 2584, o [ TOVEFHI T34t I T 15 2 A L B 47 4E R B 6 a0 G R /R A9
A BRA B A 7= 1) Youtell R 514 4E 2 BH71 40 Youtell 6. Youtell 7095831, i A= 4
AREBRAT VRBEHED £/ Viand 5241, AT L-10. LLC 4 £,

2R Y 2R g DL SO S 7K AR Bl 2 K R o A1 4 2R A DN B AR T R B SR 08 J5 F T A A
DL R FUAhAY 2 it AE 7= (0 B AR AR BT 3 FH LA %o T A B 0o o 7 A 4 s A 52 1 v
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RPN ATIEZEE RS PP BN 21 24 25 1 e % S I TRAL 38 Rk ) v FE 7K
AR 188 AN [ ) P b AT 4 R T 47 4 A A RIK AR RE 0, A Sl 5 B A k. %
M. EfaeEmit e, A SNE SR etz F4ERKMRE 1B I8 M6k 5
FIT DA 33— b G 3 1) 41 4 25 g A2 SR T 21 4 32 A2 7= AR 4 3% G Tl A OB 5 22 R 3R
Z

AR SCE A, AR T P E S TIEE T RO =R R B4 R, B
T REELE (a0 1 Cellic CTec 2.0, SREBEAME AR (FH) M LLC 41EHN
TORFEFFHEILEG . DL BRI A RS Is 7 F4ERE. TRFEF S+ U IR wiid
HHR (DDAP) SR iE A i 25 2 R IL A il SR e R & ad b 2 H i 5 )5
() FOKFEFTAE 300 [E & & 1) 2640 T KAk s R —PREESS [RIINHF FH I 2008 . ARBEIL R
PR ) TR SO B AR AR ™ S R B m A R I AT 4 R Ol o DOR I 45 3 W os = Fh i B AE &
P Ik R P A A B R P I, Ul WX = R G AS R A8 N FH T 4P 4E 3R SBRE R AL R

42 ME5TE

421 R YE R

T RAEFT I ZH 30 5E R AKHE NREL [R5E 773 BKREFT ™ B A 1 N S m] (R
T 2015 FEAKFE), LIk 35.4%, “PE4ER T E 24.6%, AR 16.1%, K7 3.5%; 4
KRR AR Tf5, HFLER 10-mm SR U, 85 B T 2R R s IR A A7

PR VUFPAS F YR LT 4E R B, 4 AR E4E(S CTec 2.0 R HIA4EE (FED AYH
ARAERA T4 (Novozymes(China), Biotechnology Co.,Ltd.); Ef#E LLC 4 WL T 7
Rl AR #7 (I EERE R HAL): AMEA AR KA IREA B 34 4T
Y XEPHEER . R S5IC R (SSCF) FE R 44 REF N IR DI A4 R (g
cellulose) Fr 5 I8 B RFEATEIN, AGE B TR TT 7 AN [RIF0 28 1 41 4 2= 10 AN [R) s i
Xt SSCF sz, £ ERH T VUFhEF S I FHE: 5 + 10, 15. 25 mg total protein/g cellulose
4.2.2  WHAPANE IR

K EZH A Saccharomyces cerevisiae XH7 A& —Fk 818 5 2R B 3 & bl . AR k4T 3
RIGH TAESUE WA, WARRASOE T EME B2 3.2.2,

Bh Rtk

(1) —Z%FM-rH5773E: 20 g/L Glucose, 20 g/L peptone, 10 g/L yeast extract;

(2) i MpFREFR0E: 5% EE 5 RJa I EKFEF (ww), 2g/L KH2PO4, 2g/L
(NH4)2S0s, 1g/LMgSOs4, 10g/LYE, #4Ez M =: 10 mg total protein/g cellulose;

(3) =ZHMprREFREE: 10%FFaME 5 KRG M F K (ww), 2g/LKH2POs, 2
g/L (NH4)2S04, 1g/LMgSOs4, 10g/LYE, #F#Ez M &=: 10 mg total protein/g cellulose .

(4) SSCF EFEhiNIN&E: 29/LKHPOs, 2g/L (NH4)2S04,, 1g/LMgSOs, 10g/L
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YE.
423 TFXFHER AL IR LA B AR 2B 4 i B3 vk

FRAEATG I T AR T (7 1 ] 2.2.3). YR SRR ERIAM LA 2:1 (B EL

(whw) JRAIIAE] 200 O TRACER SR 2%, AbER A% AR 3 R 4 R 02 e 6 50 rpm

175°C F4EHF 5Smin, BRRAEN 2.0% (wiw); FRALFR G i T KRS FH i [ 26 A4 i 55
TR R, HiES R 3.2.3.
4.2.4 REFT RIS IR

SSCF KI5 77 & 2o M ARIR VKA F BUH JE NG B R 3 iE i, A5
MR D) 2. = R3EFREEN IR, RGN BIRBHEN T SSCF (AET7E%
f#3.2.4),

425 [ REAS 3R T 1

SSCF Je 7t A gy At HE 2210 5 L R IEREH b7 (), TbEAL 12 h 5N T11
FF4f SSCF 108 h (AR EZ R 3.2.5),

N T IR BT E R T R S WA AR, BRI %R YPD B9
BB TR 12 h, R RS %R SRR 9% 12 h, PR E1E 10% k1 5%
FEREFE 240 ARG TS R G B2 28 S L R, B DHUHEE N 10%, N TH#
AR R, B a— PR AR AR R O A SRR AR ) 20%, N T PRIEERN E
GR L PIREAL S AR TR 10%, T2 MBEALIT BOIr A N B oK kR 109%, 4 fikE{l 12
h NIRRT, S 0 4 2 (R A R S o s PR At 2 L AR 1Y) 10% .

426 CLFESZRETHETTE
[Ethanol ]=<wW

H 0, =
Ethanol yield (%) 976 .9 - 0.804 x[Ethanol ]

1
8 0.511%([Cellulose ]>=1.111+[Xylose ]) ><[Solids ] ><M

*x100%

[Ethanol] (g/L) 7& KA LIEKIE; W: SSCF s E (g);
[Cellulose]: FiALFEJGHIRHAL 4R & E (g/g);: [Soilds]: SSCF #ILAI Pkt [E & &
(glg); MAIRHEE (9); [Xyloselse FAb B i fa ¥kl vh & A 5 bl (1) &5 &
(g/g); 976.9 & ZBERIEREL (g/L) & FHRAE I T Sk P 5 AR B2 1) 1R e A s
0.804 JELFAN KT HKiTH SSCF i FErF/KA I E S 1111 4R 4k R ALyt &k
220 0.511 25 T A0 R B A v 5 22 B REA MO BE 540 R L RE I R 38

ABER FH 280 T SRR AT AR AHE BRI B2 9 25 TR T e 2 AW B9 B2 1) 224 B BT IR R
PR, RABRRE .
427 ERCGEAH IS (HPLC)

WERE. A¥E. LB, . Hih. MBS, A1 HMF iR 28 HPLC 3T &4
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tr CRARTTES I 2.2.7).
43 ZERET®

431 AFLTYERBEAEAFBFEE T SSCF
G VU P 2T 4 2 B o FLUE AR L SRR DAL B-HI AR IS, 45 Rk 4.1
fzss REVEYEE R Cellic CTec 2.0, F BETE AL LLC 4 IXPIMIBIALT 4k K i
PTG fabr AL, BA B W IR ARBE A 6 - R ARG, #7 52— FhE A2 45 Xl
Pl 1A PR E 22 R T 5 A Y 5 - 80 26 R A AT AR 1K, DR AR AN B 1 25 B2 Cec
2.0 f—2F; MR H AR RS2 TR A P (V) AR B L B B 2 R AT e AR LI
F 41 VIFHFERBEIREEG . FER S, URBEOSELR

Table 4.1 The filter paper activity and cellobiose activity and protein content about cellulase

[EYLES LRI BEHE B - PEH S
TEHAE CTec 2.0 203.2 FPU/mL 87.3 mg /mL 4900.0 CBU/mL
B LLC4 199.4 FPU/mL 75.9 mg /mL 5500.0 CBU/mL
#7 63.0 FPU/g 46.7 mg Iy 99.9 CBU/g
iy 9.1 FPU/mL 4.1 mg /mL 400.0 CBU/mL

I FH YA [R5 1 21 4 25 Bl DA TRAL 38 5 DO e B 2 K5 1 FKRAREFT 9 JRURHE
30% ) & 5 & 4544 N 3E4T SSCF, [ &~ 10 mg total protein/g cellulose, 1P 4.1 ft
N, DURP AR BT AR R B I ISR R 264 N34T SSCF, (H R BE SR 2 1) .1 = & Al
1528 DA S A HE ) FH 2 0 R T aok et o 8 R () A KA AN R A R T

e AR T K fRRE 0 RO IR 22 57, T4k 12 h Ji5 DURPEF4ERG LLC
4, CTec2.0. #7. SD KM/ =AM G HEIKE 3 HlN: 74.3. 824, 63.6. 77.59/L, M
X ] DLt BHEAR R B & CTec 2.0 BAA B sm A 4 = bE{kae /1, LLC 4. SD Hy4F
YEF AL RE JIARL, R 7 = — 2k, BhANIURRZF 4k R BEE4T ) SSCF B & A A
FIFHZ23 50 86.3%. 90.9%. 90.1%. 62.8%, CTec 2.0, #7 KEZf M AKEF] R
FILL, LLC 4 B&{K—LE, |fij SD H1k: M SSCF i 2k iy A= K ml LR BLAE ) SD £ 4
R AR A K ZE B EUAE KW, WARAE SSCF R i e AT A ALK Al A
K, RS R T E R R A AR B S 2 R I AR A,
PR )N PR 1S S BRI BEANS 2R (M FEAIC,  [RII t 2x BR AR A R 22 TT [l 4 il 7
f£ SSCF WA K d i, FE T HAGEIEAC, TOBEAL 12 h J5 8 & R FE UK, BUIK
(1% 58] 267 R AR S 0T B AR 1) AR KRB /DN, AR B R AR KB F . BT USRI R 245
AERTG T H B BIAN I DL R A4 2K AR BE 70 AN [F] 22 5 35058 1R 1 AR K32 BIROR
oM, ARV 2 BIACHE R R DL L BEASR . MR A H e BT DUE
SD A4 =B M= E 2 1 H i, Wit — P RIK B3, SD A4 R ME
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30%[H & B2k N RENS 2L 20 g/L (H T, M A =Fh T 4E R B AT 12 g/ (0 H Il
By I R B A VAR A SRR R AR AR AR T, R B R A
2 () H R GESF S8 TP B T B LB A5

(a) Glucose -©-LLC-4 -©-CTec2 -©-SD -@-#7
Xylose —A-LLC-4 -A-CTec2 -&SD —A—#7
Ethanol —8-LLC-4 8-CTec2 II-SD —|-#7

100 -
90 ]
80 ]
70 |
60 1
50 |
0 |
30 ]
20 ]
10 ]

Glucose, Xylose (g/L)
Ethanol (g/L)

0 12 24 36 48 60 72 84 96 108 120
Time (h)

(b) Glycerol O-LLC-4 -O0-CTec2 -O0+-SD -O-#7
Acetic acid & LLC-4 -A-CTec2 —&-SD —A—#7
Cell viabiity -O-LLC-4 -©-CTec2 -©-SD -@-#7

40

120
35

20 100
25
20
15

10

Glycerol and acetic acid (g/L)
Cell viability (x107 CFU/mL)

0 12 24 36 48 60 72 84 96 108 120
Time (h)

Bl 4.1 S.cerevisiae XH7 DA KFEFT A RRIFI AN R MR 4R BT SSCF KRB EAE
Fig.4.1 Ethanol fermentability evaluation of dry dilute sulfuric acid pretreated corn stover with four
different cellulase.

(a). SSCF IR &b AHE. CEERAAL: (b) SSCFIEREH . 4. CFU K&
RIEAE: 30%[E S, 4B E: 10 mg total protein/g cellulose  (Novozymes Cellic CTec 2.0+
LLC4 . #7 . SD); 10% (v/v) S.cerevisiae XH7 Ff FilifEFi L, Tikifk 12h 41F: 50C. pH4.8.
200 rpm; SSCF %14: 30°C. pH5.5. 200 rpm. SSCF108 h.

VUFHEF4ER LLC 4. CTec 2.0, #7. SD &M LEFWKEE /)58 77.3. 78,5, 77.1,
495 g/L; ZEFAFER RN 78.3%. 77.7%. 77.6%. 48.3%. L4 = 7E 10 mg total
protein/g cellulose 73 IN&E T LLC 4. CTec 2.0. # 7 B A MU ZFH R E SR, N



o 48 T BEEIT KRS Wilbiip

WAEKIIEAE, #7 BRTEAKAK, 3B T E AR B 7L E R T R B
HE YD s AN SSCR ik F% HhH v R 7= B2 AT LS Hh vy i e Bl Ak B 0 T B A
AR AR R A E Y, T8 BR A 7= AR B 2 0 i DASEBR R AR K . A4
B HE KA LLC 4. CTec 2.0 RS AER/NIIH & N IR RN B = 1) L BEHE R, 1M# 7 1X
[ 1 il E T BT 75 BB P B K. 1T SD 27 4k il 5 o0 18 TR A 7 B ok
B A RESRIM R E BRINE, X525 BT o T4 4ER
BV A (1) — e ARk 2H e 10 3 S50 R 1 2 K 2 32 31 P2 EE IR AT 52 T SSCF 3R
B, BHR T ARPERIH R, RA&N LERERSE,

SRR R P AT B2 A SRR RO A A, b e R B =R Tk 4F
Y Z M CTec 2.0, LLC 4 F# 7 4354 277.1 mg/mL, 13.4 mg/mL, 12.9 mg/g 1755 %]
BEAN 36.2 mg/mL, 4.4 mg/mL, 0.9 mg/g FIARKE. 1E SSCF HIidFEH, Byl rfioK
WEDIRIN T CBERERIRA B« BIanTE 30% [k M= T, F4ExRmARERN 10
mg total protein/g cellulose, —Fhf§ CTec 2.0, LLC 4 F# 7 435 Al LA 4.9 g/L, 0.3
g/L, 0.4 g/L Bf/KAEWHREE, FEAFER RN, FIN B EaT D74 2.5
g/L, 0.2g/L, 0.2 g/L )L, MBEEH AT M RREAR EE EL i v LUK IR CTec 2.0 7T BLA 2
B R SR UL TR 2 (YD, (R TR A 4R R KB SRR E, BRI A7
FER ATV VERE K AT B CBE R AR/ —38 0, /MR MR U1 55 tH AR SRk
PR R A CBER R, P AAEA TR SCE T R0 25 R 2T 4 21 g v 1R T Vi P 0 19
IR .
432 ¥ LLC 4 A[FIfH & SSCF

B YA G E: 5. 10, 15. 25 mg total protein/g cellulose, FJ e i 2 2 day f¥)
T AKFEF NEYILE 30% [ & & 1) 264 N ibAT SSCF. il 4.2 o, BRI N Xt filkh
B S YR IHE AL B AN SSCF 23 7= A 5t B R 152, 300 [ 2 Tl Ak 12 h = 16 25 b
FRIVEE 43 59 63.3g/L. 74.3¢g/L. 83.3g/L. 91.3¢/L, MIXA[LLEH LLC 4 ¥ &1
It 2R 4R K i B A B SR 2R

MR R ARG, el ESRES R EM A ® %, 5. 10, 15,
25 mg total protein/g cellulose FFH&E T, 8 N KEEFE 12 h J5 LBEA L5373 9 33.4 g/l
43.99/L. 50.59/L. 48.89/L, IXs&H Tl ERIFEmIG N 121 4E 2R KM R AT ) FH 6 26 0%
HE R AR E T SR A E A

SSCF120h J& 25. 15. 10. 5mgtotal protein/g cellulose i F & 251 T Z B 43 1)
N: 80.49g/L. 80.2¢g/L. 77.3¢g/L. 69.19/L, 4% 5I°N 81.5%. 85.2%-. 78.3%-. 69.6%:;
10. 15. 25 mg total protein/g cellulose B HH & T 1) SSCF & 1) £ Bk 5 A R AR ZE AN
K, F B R BE A AP m AR 4 R K R 2 SR i, AT S B0 AT R
FOEG IS B AR A, M SSCF I R Fh A4S (B A% (CFUD) 1T LLE H
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1t 25 mg total protein/g cellulose EGARINE T, BEAAEKIHEZE] 7H0H], JLFEEH
SHAERES, AN BB B EIA R T 15 g/L.

SR, B LLC 4 XA YERBGREE AR VLT 43R LI Tl AL AR B i i g AR 3
s (ERUKES & : 10 mg total protein/g cellulose BERINE T, ZEFKFE HAEHEIA S
77.3g/L, GIERIEH R R RS QR FERE S T A 24 3 R B A 7 8

(a) Glucose -©-5mg -@-10mg -©-15mg -@-25mg
Xylose -A-5mg —4&-10mg -A-15mg -A-25mg
Ethanol -8-5mg -I+10mg -B-15mg -B@-25mg

100 -
90 ]
80 |
70 ]
60 |
50 1
40 ]
30 ]
20 ]
10 1

Glucose, Xylose (g/L)
Ethanol (g/L)

0 12 24 36 48 60 72 84 96 108 12
Time (h)

(b) Glycerol -0-5mg -0-10mg -O-15mg -0O-25mg
Acetic acid —&-5mg  —4A-10mg -4-15mg -4A-25mg
Cell viabiity -O-5mg  -©-10mg -®-15mg -@-25mg

40 r 120
35 [

F 100
30 L
L 80
25 [

20 F 60

15
40

10

Cell viability (x107 CFU/mL)

20

Glycerol and acetic acid (g/L)

0 12 24 36 48 60 72 84 96 108 120
Time (h)

Bl 4.2 S.cerevisiae XH7 PAFKFEFF AR AHRE LLC 4 BT ARBBHET I SSCF
Fig. 4.2 Ethanol fermentability evaluation of dry dilute sulfuric acid pretreated corn stover with different
enzyme loading.

(a). SSCF &g, AWE. LMEHIAEML; (b) SSCFFEHM. L. CFU HIZefL
RIELAT: 300 &5, 4:5MifHE: 5. 10. 15. 25 mg total protein/g cellulose (LLC 4); 10%
(viv) S. cerevisiae XH7 Rl il Flir; Fithifk 12 h 444: 50°C. pH 4.8. 200 rpm; SSCF 2&14:
30°C. pH5.5. 200 rpm. SSCF108 h,

433 #7 A[FMEH]E SSCF
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[ R EL DU Fh B & 5. 10, 15. 25 mg total protein/g cellulose, FJHHLis i 5 2
day B FKAEF NIEYILE 3000 & & 124 FidE4T SSCF. Wil 4.3 Frus, B i &)
TRALER J5 PR BE AL R AT SSCF 22 7= AR I B B R2 IR, 30% [l & &= i AL 12 h Ji5 (17
EIWEIR 4> 38.3g/L. 63.6g/L. 72.8g/L. 71.0g/L, MIXFLLFE Hi#t 7 dnE G
e T4 4E R KK g R A R B E EE R, H 4404 R B H & KT 15 mg total
protein/g cellulose I AR 13 214k 25 /K MRAE FHFAIC, 32 B2 T /KM= A= 1) e 26 B AR i
BT AR YR KR RE S A T IR

MEER AT IR ZKE, 1EmMH Eaiem BRI A =g e, X2 TFE
5 T FH B PR B e 41 4 2 /KA s mT R A A A BB A5 232 S n . SSCF120 h Ji5 5. 10,
15. 25 mg total protein/g cellulose B & 51 T L BEKIE 737l y: 56.4 /L. 77.1 g/L.
83.3¢/L. 84.0g/L, 15F 4 5N 50.1%. 77.6%. 84.8%. 84.0%; 15. 25 mg total
protein/g cellulose 1] SSCF LB FEAHZEAK; FEF K Mg B8 3 — e PR J5 Y
TG RS B T 2R 4E 3R Bk e IR #EAE DN, B H/K g Re i 2] — e R FE T
A, ALK RS AL (HAE RS FH BRSSO T, BBV & 2 R KRR B2 () 520 £
AER MRS, MR i 4 ) CEERTEATG A . MR AEKORE# 7 XA 4R
BT B AR B A SR/, BT B I E ) 25 A RIS CRU B EEAAEL, BT#7 X
P24 2K B g RS A, BROVRINEERZ, 7RG BN 0 & 1) 2610 T ARt R % 34T 5L
AR R AN, Ut B 2T 4 R BT T B AR () A K AN 2 7= A 5

BRRUL,  #7 XML YERRREWAE N 4R LB T AL A= 1S S B AL e s 7
AR H & T : 10 mg total protein/g cellulose BN INE R, LK EHEEIIAE] 77.19/L,
IAME S B B SR AT, 2 RS A AR A KRN R, TR E Ny — K
BBURK ) 2 B B R 3R 47 SSCF 21 4 R g i3 #%

-0-5mg -©-10mg -©-15mg -@-25mg

(a) Glucose

Xylose -&-5mg -A-10mg -A-15mg -4—25mg
Ethanol -5mg -H-10mg -f-15mg -#-25mg

100 -
90 |
80 ]
70 ]
60 ]
50 ]
40 ]
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20 ]
10 1

Glucose, Xylose (g/L)
Ethanol (g/L)

o ] -
0 12 24 36 48 60 72 84 96 108 120

Time (h)
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(b) Glycerol -0-5mg -0-10mg -0O-15mg -0-25mg
Acetic acid —&-5mg  —&-10mg -4-15mg -A-25mg
Cell viabiity -O-5mg  -©-10mg -®-15mg -@-25mg

40 r 120

35 I

F 100
30 .
L 80
25 -

20 F 60

15

10

Glycerol and acetic acid (g/L)
Cell viability (x107 CFU/mL)

0O 12 24 36 48 60 72 84 96 108 120
Time (h)

&l 4.3 S.cerevisiae XH7 PAEKFEF AERIRIF# 7 T AFIBEAHE T SSCF

Fig. 4.3 Ethanol fermentability evaluation of dry dilute sulfuric acid pretreated corn stover with different

enzyme loading.

(a). SSCF et &imE. A, ZmEMAEMk; (b) SSCF e Hil. 4MR. CFU A L
RIESAL: 30%[H & &, AF4EREEHE: 5. 10, 15. 25 mg total protein/g cellulose (#7); 10% (viv)
S. cerevisiae XH7 Fi-Fif i &; Tk 12h %4F: 50°C. pH4.8. 200rpm; SSCF 4%fF: 30°C. pH
5.5. 200 rpm. SSCF108 h.

434 ZMEYEREEF (CTec2.0. LLC 4. #7) A[FEFHE SSCF LL#

AREET TG T VYRR A4 2 ol W 4E{E CTec 2.0 5 B i Wi AE W4 4] LLC 4.
#7. R RS a2 e 5 A0 7 OB ARH BB XS T X DU R B RE4T 1 SSCF k%, H1T SD
AR L A7 4 R BV LA, RIS ZEEAT 30%[E S &M, AN B K &3 H
FH R HL 2 4 R VR In & R B 4EFR7E 10 mg total protein/g cellulose 7245, B LGk
ARG B bh A s B DUR B Ath = Fh 4 4k 2 B3k 4T 1 5. 10, 15. 25 mg total
protein/g cellulose A~ [7] & FH & 1 b A 5256

A =M 4 SR B AE AN [R5 00 S TbEAG 12 h S & iR, RIMEA R G
FERIZZMET, =MeA4ER A S E A & 4.4 (2 P s e i fERm G
FEFAT, =MEGRIKAERE S N RB GG KL CTec 2.00 LLC 4, #7, HIKEFHEAER
HERE SN 12 h J52F4E 2K A E R SR 380, A §) 2 b i
FERIEIM, ARGYERBFT 4R K R 3t BIAR, # 7 BRFHEM 5 mg total
protein/g cellulose 3 /11 F] 10 mg total protein/g cellulose s 78 2 ## ik 4 i1 1 66%, 1M CTec
2.0 F1LLC 4 73334 hn 1 21%-. 17%; B = H 10 mg total protein/g cellulose 3% i 15
mg total protein/g cellulose If# 7 % & B BE3E N 7 14%, 1fi] CTec 2.0 A1 LLC 4 43 5134/
7 11%-. 12%:; B FH &} 15 mg total protein/g cellulose #4 /1] 25 mg total protein/g cellulose
)4 7 A R FE AN 0, 10 CTec 2.0 I LLC 4 43 B3N T 7%. 10%; MX A LAE HAE
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BT FH 2 00 25 A T 385 I 24 231 T (0 A 0 B R0 B S (IS B 4 4 3R /KR AL, RIWLA
SRENIAI A T, T B R 3 ) TR 4 R KRR R E AR S, B T K AR
7R 2 W T 2 24 2 T PR K S A

SRTARBERRIHZ, WK 4.4 (b =FF4ERBEAE —EMZERME, CTec2.0 LK
LLC 4 HEAMHE R, BEEMHEMIMN, AERNHESEIK, GTHAERSHHESR
f#°F CTec 2.0 1 LLC 4 FIAHERIFIZ 5710 67.6%. 59.8%; iXFE &M THAAEKZ
BT R, MRS AKE FIAH, e AR AR K R R E A BRI & S EIG
1 20 W AR P 3 R TR A PR AR s AR R 7 /R DU ARG A B AR S E AR AR IA B T
AIAHE R FH 2 4EHF AT 90% 2c A7, =8 5 IR 5000 PRI 46 0 2 9 AR P58 0 T 44 P A A 4100 1
BN

M IR 2B FE RS R0 4, 1l (o). (d) FiznfE 10 15. 25 mg total protein/g
cellulose 1 FH & F = Ph4F 4 R IN CREIR BEFIF A ZA K, SR m il 2# 7 /£ 25
mg total protein/g cellulose A H & T LB IE )y 84 g/L 1534 84.0%: TMERIKEEH & 5
mg total protein/g cellulose 251 =FP4F4E 2 SSCF 5 i 4 ) LEEKRE AR 2 R
K, #7518 56.4 g/lL. 50%, CTec 2.0 %4 71.9 g/L. 70.4%, LLC 4 437N 69.1
g/L. 69.6%, MXAILLFE H PR AR AR B R A 7R SRR H =B L N R RE S B 2R I 1) 2
BERBELE R, # 7 —FpEARy, HEZEBFEAZ PRSI ES, B
DA 2 DA 32 1) 3 9 R T I ) B s g b, WIFEAR R VR InE T, # 7 LR
(e S /N T HAR PR AR RS, P AR % T, # 7 KIERE I
ZHIME IR, SBEHERNKERRIK, WS LRk BRI 2AK. wE.f pr
ANEEEE S BRI T =P a4k B A B SR AR S ZE 0K, HAEsSE T# 7
W REAR R EO S 2N ARRHEOX 410,

=M ERRENS IA BIRLIF I SSCF 455, LL 10 mg total protein/g cellulose 1% B¥45 R
HE, B4 1 A TR T 21.69 1) CTec 2.0 HRIBEE I, I &S2brhn NEF
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