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Biodegradation of the lignocellulose derived inhibitor substrances in the
pretreatment process and its photo-fermentation for hydrogen production

Abstract

The degradation products from lignocellulose pretreatment, such as furfural,
5-hydroxymethylfurfural (5-HMF), acetic acid, formic acid, levulinic acid etc. are the typical
inhibitors for the cellulase enzymes and ethanol fermentation strains. Efficient degradation of
these inhibitors (“biodetoxification™) is required for the following fermentation process.
Biodegradation by microorganism is one of the most effective ways for inhibitors degradation.
In this thesis, we isolated three fungi with the degradation capacity for the inhibitors by the
two screening procedures in both the synthetic medium and on the pretreated corn stovers.
The strains were identified as Amorphotheca resinae ZN1, Penicillium polonicum ZN2, and
Penicillium turbatum ZN3 using the 16sDNA molecular identification method. A. resinae
ZN1 grows well at the pH 3-8, 20-32°C, with or without oxygen when the inhibitors
concentrations are not very high. The maximum concentrations degraded by the A. resinae
ZN1 strain were acetic acid 8g/l; formic acid 9g/l; furfural 4g/l; 5-HMF 5g/l. The hydrolysate
at 30% solid loading using the typical dilute acid pretreated corn stover contains glucose 65g/I,
xylose 34g/l, acetic acid 9.0g/l, formic acid 2.7g/l, levulinic acid 3.2g/l, furfural and 5-HMF
0.8 g/l. The Saccharomyces cerevisiae DQ1 could not grow in this hydrolysate at 37 °C
without detoxification. After the ptreated corn stover was detoxificated by A. resinae ZN1 for
4 days, the simultaneous saccharification and fermentation (SSF) by S. cerevisiae DQ1 at the
same condition could be carried out and 43¢/l of ethanol was obtained. In the second section
of the thesis, organic acids (acetic acid, formic acid, levulinic acid) derived from the
lignocellulose are not only produced during the pretreatment but also fermentation process.
Using these organic acids for hydrogen production can combine the treatment of waste water
and hydrogen production. In our study, we choose the Rhodobacter sphaeroides ZX-5 for the
photo-fermentation using the effluent from lipid fermentation based on lignocellulose. The
study show that: under 30 °C and 4500lux light intensity, R. sphaeroides ZX-5 could degrade
the all residual sugar and organic acids with hydrogen yield 8ml Ha/ml effluent.

Key words: lignocellulose; pretreatment; inhibitor; biodegradation; biohydrogen
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Table 1.1 Contents of cellulose, hemicellulose and lignin in lignocellulose raw material
KA 4ER IR Az (%) FLER (%) KEzE (%)
fifi AR 40-55 24-40 18-25
L/ @/N 45-50 25-35 25-35
a3 25-30 25-30 30-40
Tk 45 35 15
) 25-40 35-50 10-30
S 85-99 0 0-15
INEERT 30 50 20
W 15-20 80-85 0
WRLEHT 80-95 5-20 0
E{&8 40-55 25-40 18-30
ez R 4R 60-70 10-20 5-10
J K HH B R 8-15 NA" 24-29
e 6.0 28 NAP
A3 1.6-4.7 1.4-3.3 2.7-5.7
T A H A 25 35.7 6.4
Wik 2 45 31.4 12.0
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FRBRTRALEE . AL 4ER AL H L4 /7, Bracconet 7F 1819 5 — X HML
REFEA KRG B AR W AL — S R R BR R (0. 5% ~3. 0%) TR AR,
SRIGTE 130~200°C Z A4 T 7ETHAL B i 7 25 Hh AR BT i R B oy . AR AL A o WA
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R, B A AR BCAS S FE R E AN R AR AT 4E R SR AL ) 32 BT .
1.2.2.3 ARJi 4 5 K%

AR 1 2 F KRR T 7= AR} R 22 SR AE VD RE e R FH OO, B0 35208, T R HE,
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© B K R AT ATP T LA I AE . Roberto 25 3% 21 70T,
BRERS FOVR AR T 0.50/ BORS A, KRB AE KA (R B E T T 49K EE = T 2g/1 e
15, B o2 s iR 4K, Delgenes fRE MRS W 4 0.5g/1. 1.0g/l. 2.0g/I i fi
K43 BIAG P, stipitis 40 4E K Ik 25%. 47%. 999%M°1,  Nigam /& 3024 A B 5% Jik ol
WK B 0.25g/1 I, FEANRERS IR /D L BEAS A= 2, IRE N 1.5g/ I, 4 5zmtgd4)
2B, ZBEAG SRR A %> T 90.4%F1 85.1%!,

F2 RS, 2 COME M. Palmquist AT Hahn-Heagerdal $5%3E e (30 #14FE FH A0
FRRBS FRALL o (2 0 PP R IS 75 LR 55 o 170 L' 6 1 4 /KA b 0k T — M EL AR
FEFEEG = (D FgERPOENTRIC (2 KEXET, —BIRDEN S
filts (3) XMW A LB m EERY . Delgenes RN, 4%% B SRR AE /K A vk FiE
435179 0.5g/l. 0.75g/1. 1.5g/l I}, P, stipitis ZHf & IR/ K5 43%, 70%H1 100060,
Martinez %5 J& BRI FH IE S /K R B C R R P, 4RI ORERS RN FR GRS ) 1
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YR FE R 0,99/ I, E. coli 325miatel, sl nnd /K a5 MEHE % B i, (A
F& X PR AR A AR TURR I HI A, Aok A 5T 2 A B T SR AN O A TR A LA
JUFR (B8, WM BN SLFEAF/ER, Z A PrFEEEE.  Vogel-Lowmeier
SEHRIE : FEARKE K EEIE AR, SR B TR R RIS, 2 F MR AN 2R %) Pachysolen
tannophilus A1 P. stipitis IJAAKEIMEIER, THEEE. WA, XLEqd]
WX A R T T M R I 4 P AR R G SR 2 P, I B A IR 1) R DRI DA S 0 4 T £
v R sl
1.3. 2 R MG~

KEMWEY OFFE, 20, BRI EAR T A4 R K ET R AR R H
R Ko I AL B XA A AR £ 4 2R /K R ) R B il R A I R Al s, 9 HLax
KR EA e P EEPE . Byt AR PR e BEVER AT 2 i, DR s i AR W SR R ik
VEBEBEANBEAE AR AL J7. S5, AR A KA Rl A, Parajo 738 AR
KB, B AEABARIRE N, WA Wi 35 25 V8 A BRI A 520 P b s . Al
WA AR KR T, A2 RIKELE 5 5L 3.7g/1, S. cerevisiae U AKHE K BE S14k 58
S PO, i AR B AR B AL WAL FE R, Villa R BB AL AR KR 0.1g/
I, BEAN 52 M A 1) Y FE AN RS M 4 i A KR AR B () A2 B (HR MR v T XA
(0.2 F 4g/)f, e ™ i 4 i i Y,
1.3.3 SR B AR A 4E S5 M AT A4

MR, FHTIR. WhIATR A SAFAE T A 4E 3 h S A ) 18, #AE K i R R
TR TAFAE T /KB - McMillan & IR Se4) J57 LU AR 53 22 A7 AR P00 ol 26 A Fe A 4
FIVEREE91%A,  Lawford 1 Rousseau KR, 43EFdkr pH LLEME, 218 (pK=4.75)
PLAR MRS PR RAAAE, SERREPER), FEHae & M. fE4M N5, pH 2 7.4,
LRV S AAAE, JF HAEMBER AR R, BT, 458, 40N pH T
B, $0H) T A IE v, ELE s Al it T 2RI E I R U R ST AR R . Van
Zyl A3 P stipitis I H R - A0 4k 3K RBCR KB L, I IR B4R A
AR e BEANRI T AN ], 117 HL 32 S0 A RS 57 2 pH BISEIE o £ pHE.5 N, LRI EE 4.59/1,
LA BT AR o« 2 G BRIRE A 159/l B, 98/ 3 50%. TifE pH v 5.1 %4+, 24
BRI LA Y 1o/l BNl 23 B ) 77 & T P31 50%. 24 Z TR L 10g/1 I, ¥
LAY, Felipe 2SRRI, ZBRWKIE A 19/l PR8I0 ACKE B ACKHE B 10 A= 4 1E.,
(E49KFE B FF3 39/ B, o R B Rk A 4 1 P, B4 — i, 243835 b ZIRIK
J 10g/1, AT HAb MGG, Rk 20 A
134 HEEE 1

HERET (BB, 85T, BET, #ET) KM MK GRS SR T
G, I X L B 750 G AR AR g A Bl AT 40 /R FH Y . Watson 25707 6 J& FH &8 5%t
2 5 ARREACEHE AR T B S M2 LL A6 P tannophilus ZH AR K RS2 o ARAT IS P 2
AE&EMEET, FFAETRBRTN, GRsRE. MAeYIEEES, 8, 5%, 25
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TAEREFRIEE R IR E 43708 4 5. 100 A1 150mg/l B R SO . 5 — 5 TH, SR e T

W R 100mg/l B, EESD T 609%P . JRATTAT LA 1.3 51 F bk RIS 10 4% R

W AR ISR S %ok i T T R 2B AR R 2

R 12 WHYIN KBS

Table 1.2 Effect of inhibitors on fermentation

TN TE B e K | KR MHEK (@) % | 3%
(g/D iR (F) % | SCHR
Tiiab B IS FE N7 1.4 | BRIE R 50(f), pH4.5 y.
8
LR 4.3 | BRIMEERS 50(f), pH5.5 2
8
LR 8.0 | FeIRIEhE 98(f), pH5.1 y.
4
LR 8.0 | e RmERE 25(f), pH6.5 2
4
R Bt ) LS 1.0 | HEJrRmERt 47(f), 71(9) 2
9
5-F4 FH L 3.0 | B RmELE 69(f), 90(g) 2
9
KRELRBE 4 PR 1.0 | BRI EELE 100(f) 3
0
p-F2 R HH 0.4 | FREEZRE 68(0) 3
1
p-Fa oK FH g 1.0 | EAIKE 48(f) 3
0
T 05 | HeiRFER) 40(g) 3
1
T 0.22 | B E% L) 72(f) 3
2
R H) L% 5.0 | BRAGFEE) 80(9) 3
3
L 120 | BRI PR B 100(g) 3
4
HR 2.7 | BB B) 80(9) 3
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LR 38 | BRI EELE 80(9) 3
3
HoAth % 0.1 |EHREL) 95(f) 3
5
o 0.04 | B HE/EES 29(f) 3
5
23 05 | EHIEE} 45(f) 3
5
B 0.05 | EHEREL) 92(f) 3
5

1.3.5 JURPMH P Hir R EE 1 W [R50

Tl 42 e B i 52 1) A3 ol 41 0 94 0 DRI B TV AGT I ), 30K A2 DR R i 1 P R e )
KRR, KRR, HIERFRE TR SRS, CLEARAT bR
RNE. Palmavist S8 KL, CEEMA SR FREE R CIR (10g/)fEdE, SN A B 1
715 . MEERE CRRAAER, CEERARgonE Qoymifeidt. SR, XA
W RN AEAE I 23 AR A Kol R, A, DL 2RI, Zaldivar 26T AL
B P4 Z0K R Bk 2 T & sy (B, B B EmA SR M
PR, Nigam 8 28 DL/NFZ 47 4 2K AR R B3R A3 2, thosh WAL, B AR IR 20
BERE . AR EAT AR E IS I I 3R aE 2, ARSI IR R, LS R AN
25050l FE 7K g R AR 74.4%F0 83%

1.4 31D BB 75 ¥

IR Z MNP BR 7%, AAEYBE, A2 Ay, C4 N H T IR AR 5T 41 4 3R R A
RS o — i 2 7 V2 A RO T AR B 41 4E 25 1R 7K DA B s 8 i fstE FH I R IRl A
VIR BN EEM K S A AN E AR By, I BRI GIAE Pl s 4 B 32 /e
ARE,

1.4.1 PPy

I L 2R ITIERIRD KR P Y, Blin i, R, DIRE =R
e P R EE 7V SR IR P 5 VA AR SEFPRE B BN 1 AR R T P vk
ORBRZRATAYD , dmsgm 7 KEERHIFEEE . Silva 1 Roberto I B2 28 K 77
VAW BR K FEAT AR AN, FH DA R PR AW I, At AT i BIAC N Pt e aod 5 AT 3
ISR VAN YD T = 1T B2 LA, X S8R & v 3 A A i 2 s AR e B
1.4.2 W25k

W2 TERAE— € pH T, FIHTTGEEMHIR B RS, AR5 FRf pH R 2] 52K
M B HE . I — o I I ik B B 1 A 4 IR B . Marthinez 45 4 i A H
Ca(OH), ¥ H /K ARWE pH TA5 5] 9.0, & —FrHER A MM E vk, EAATRL
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W, CREK AR EAE] 25-60°C, J5—iREHIE GX PR . IR E MR T 51%) kAR
AN A19% R ANHEIY), 52 FIRA 8.7% IR B, FEix stk 22 i 75 07 7%,
BT AT e HE I A LA RNE A TolkAk . MEA TEME R R ARG, I H B A B i
Vg b e
1.4.3 AL A T

VF 2 WAL 22 T R TR A 4E 20K AR B i 8E . Converti S8 £ H JURH 9 BE
K= ARERE . AWATR IR A BT 2 B =0 IR AFAE, IS T R EEE R 4T . N
T A KR CASE R R B, AR AR LRI E s ], pH #H Ca(OH), A5 F|
10.0, #RJ5H HoSO4 ¥ pH Vifi# S 5.5, H2, WP RN ZIKER A, BRIGHITHERK.
KE, BCA T pH WATRIVEMR B, BRI R AT AR AR SR K TR
JREATEYIN 95.4%, 128 KA IR FRRE] 3g/l. LRRIEIXNMKREE TR, AN
TUAE DI AN o SX AN B R0 T AR BIA R 2 AL R 1R 5 1E4T, IF3K45 0.41g/h
HE E 2R 0.63 glg 7525140,
1.4.4 AWk

TAE PR 75 07500 BT R — M [T B Bl el — AR e, A8 AR P T K A e e ol
). H Trametes versicolor j= )i i Al S A6 Pl 3L R E T AR SR A, AERRERN 24
5 R A0 o 3 3 B 3K 8 o X 5 IR AR B 2 (1 A AR S i 1 v 2
NUERAR P BE AR T B R A Y 0B IR G RS o A AR R I g 7K A v
W BA 1 B B BR A 14 - Scheneider i & {8 FH —Fhi5 A2 S. cerevisiae. Wit K
T ZIRIRE M 6.8g/l & A 049013, Fsz b, AW EREAI LS B B i, 4%
PRRAN, PR ERAN R, T H AN A AR 403 2 B - M ik G = . I HR A
VIR, LM G SR EEES:, B 1.3 FIH T ARSI R T VRN

£ 1.3 BEHEULRERR

Table 1.3  Detoxification procedures and their effects

i 23 1 A% B0 23 R SR
IR E RBRAE R 7y O, K, ) 43, 44
Fi CaO, NaOH, KOH Zrfi, W LRI 43
T PR R
F Ca(OH),, CaO i KOH Al | YT LFE, )&, BRlE, HT0R, | 43, 44, 45,
F| pH6.5 B EE:H 15 ] pH10, i, R 46
FBRUTIE J5 Fl HoSO, FEI Y (]
6.5
FH B 15 #44 i Ik 4 %5 5 Ttk 47
AR it B 5 B R AR T — R AR 48
HEEK JIt S5 e e 49
LR CBRAEHEL bR 2.8 49
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ammatlii i B A 5 2R B =) 50
TRA R E T g ERA IR IR, BERE, AIVAMEAR R 50
FH 5 -1 BH &8 - 22 4 04 g w1, &JFET 32
B o S ALY KR E W) 32
HEH MR, KIS, HHRIL S 35
1.5 RFA 4R RIFE VRIS REEHIE
1.5.1 A=Wl A AR

R ARG R T, FRRIR ZAAE T HARANEES, T, OB, FEEA
AEYSEE. Hd, SRR BIEE AR, MR R AR, RmRE K REE . %
HEREUE, EPrESLBE s, DUKBINERLRE H AL T2 — i A RO AR
Zurr . AAEA—FhERIR AR, 1ER ULV 2 H ARSI BN H . AT MEN
g i A= SR, AR RS I AR DA 2B 2 0T, B UK 2 3t 8 4 e DR 2 i 40 B
AN E R IREWAT D A M, SR AL RCR 2 R LT 3 fif.
1.5.2 A HAEDRARA
1.5.2.1 JE B

TR TR & — R REREAT A= A E I — R FEAZ ARV SR, XK FER AL
B 40 7 J&  (chromatium ) 20 (AR B 40 B9 L8 B J8  Crhodospirillim ), 20 13 B4 &
(rhodomicrobium), £L{F 5.1 1 J& (rhodopseudomnas), - 3% 41 1% J& (chlorobium) 4% .
1.5.2.2 Ju& R AL

B AR &R —E BT, #RRERHT U E N . &4
[ R DA VR H A = AR 1) ATP 9 ReTE, FIF NAD (P) H ik Hfi e, 3B )5 N,
AR NH3, FEAEEBRE P FEER 8 HOEFCN Hyo [T, JeA g e ML
PR RIS 24T 7 AP EADGRRE . BRI OGRS 6 & 4 B DA HLA 9 fL Tk,
POGIE N EEIR, DA AN S = A S — PP S S & 4l B = A 3 2 ] AUl
FIER, [EEBRE AR, ™S EH 7 R RE KM T T, BB R A .
AGVEH R A

PH 2 5 1 7= S R A R TR R P R ) B 2K 1 o AN R DR B 52 e 7 A S i PR B
i Hessemae 6w AR SR . CemifiE, £—NEEramE W, fEREEE R+
BN pH S{EEFE =S MR in, B2 pH dma SEU=E MRS . M K25
MR, R R BERIAG pH X =SB . ST AN R BEIRY), R,
DL &, AIER) pH ZARFE . B, Mu ZEAATRORE 7R RIE, SR KB pH 2
4.2, T Zhao 1 Yu Z5 &I pH7.0 4 52 AL rfE ks,

T 5 2 5 AR R B P A R b — AN R R . e AR Rt pH —FF
EEIE e E N BB ER. — R Pl yidii e (25-37°C) MimiiE (45°CRLED.
R, EARRRBEFAT, BodEihEmA—F,
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S HE R AR R BT[] 5200 55 D' 4 B Tl 3R 1RO R = 5 TR BRI ATP (Adenosine
Triphosphate R = BEER) S 186 E DA 4T 7= S5 ) Fe R 0 40 i 1 10 B B OB IR
HH R AL B R TE D' A A A P 3 1 AR S FR Bl AR I i R R R4 T R . DRI
R AR R AR AT, — MBI RN 38 D5 0 RE 05 A IR A R B A
W, AT % Ak R 4 B Ak N B A= P e AL 22 e

HA ML= E0I R P 22 B =R, WA AR, L, "M —
Al HA AN DL AR L AR B = S B PR RE S22 i TR #R R

1.6 ARBEIBT TR X

1.6.1 AR EF 4 ZORIR AT HLER A= 40 B it

PAAR 5 21 4 2 N JEORME P BORE L, ANDURT BLadE— 253 e ORE S A2 77 IR RS T
H AT DU R 22 IR 5 SR Z AP JE o ARBTETEZORIET 2. TE 245 NPTl
105 & (0 ] AR BRI B . (BRI AT 4 3 R A 7 B R, R4 REK R,
B BRAE AR SZ AW B I IR S o A R0 52 B IR I L RAS 22 5F (1 b 23R 42
AW BRSO A 2 SRRV A, AR X At i 753 05 A 6 2 AT, X S B A A4
Ji, FEASTE M K A RS AR R SRS o RS £ — b [ A 07 ARV B8, AHXT
OB R AEYIN R GREEE AR P, B84 I TRIE R PB4 K
RERESRE
1.6.2 UKL E2 RITHIAT UL, b6 K EEHIE

SR IR FEA S FLA i R K < B DA %6 B AN A A 8 AL IR e 1) R L 1)
EHRERRD THERIEA IR BE AR 4R VB BOR B, PR Tl At
FEfRIE . XA Tt fed, BB &4 S5 MAT HUR R KRS B . AR R B R
WP EESA LR, TR, R, HoRbE. ZLEAHE o ke g, JFH
REEH PR REHOR B EY E 2RI S hh— ok B A ki R h R AR B SR
YRR B o 34 A L& A R F A LR = B 7T %2 AL R 2 i o 5,
A PR I T PR R AT ZORTIE I LR, W, LB B, 2B
S0 o MR IR T 48 2K M0 B ] B AEIRL I D' 6 20 T8 20 R A o 21 4 3RV AT
HUBR R I BT R A @Bt U E AR s i, POV EERE T AR DAL R K AL B AN
ARETRI A
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EF KRRALERNRIFENEIEE PR

21FE

S, s, sSEACSERLS G T A B R IR IR T 4R, e af Yk m B it
DK AR RRT DA AR B B FH K, Herp S A 2 P ggiiRas, PRIGSE, IR Sl
Yoo IXELAMEIYI T AE R BRI, BRI T PR ) A AR AT W S e A . H
HIT P T30 P B B3k P 7 3 3 1 2 B8 1 S 40 S O B P e, ik T 49 pH e 410
WA, HAFK, RN, SHAB R AL, AW R AR HEA, A
FHT AN EIY, RS T LA BN OB R IR R AL

DAL L 7 30— b B 08 PRAT B g 2 PSR D I 4 R TR 2 4l R A Rt
R R R SRBE AR o AN B8 P 72 RS AT R A rp s i )t AN R 0 43 21 3 PR e 20 B%
fEAAIMRMII R, IR AT AV . RJRIEFE - RAERK ISR,
VEARAT UL AR I o 38t ) F B TR PR T SR AN R B SR P e, DA K Bt T
SRR B
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2.2 SERAPRL S5 AS

2.2.1 £

FITAT A8 73 S A8 FH R an 3% 2. 1 P .

2.2.2 SEIGANZR

AT A B SR A FH KA AR AR 2. 2 B

2.1 A
Table 2.1 Reagents
WA AR A% TR
98%ik i 1% CR R ERE TSR R A
NaOH AR EHRXAL T
Gikar AR Hh [ BN AR AR AT BR A ]
YEAST EXTRACT AR | OXOIDLID BASINGSTOKE HAMPSHIRE ENGLAND
D-#i % 4l AR Hh [ BN AR AR AT BR A ]
B AR Hh [ BN AR AR AT BR A 7]
e AR R A AR IR A ] A
a7y AR R R AR IR A ] A
IR AR i VA AR A R
LERNIR AR % [ Johnson Matthey
T AR ELF B Acros
2 LA AR ELF B Acros
iR AR b B VA AR A R
Bt — 4 AR b B VA AR A R
LSS AR EWEMNA AR A A
Y RNE AR Genencor Internal, Rochester, NY, USA
It hE G AR Novo Industri A/S, Denmark
Taqi¥ AR Takara/a ]
(ITS)iEH 514 Takara/s 7]
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2.2
Table 2.2 Experimental equipment
DEEAS s HFETR
B R BS423S e g2 R
SERE AR YXQ-LS-75S 11 RS A RA R BT et )
AR IR 9% SHZz-82 R AL
T MR IR Y R R HZ-9311K KA Rk
ST DU-800 Beckman A ]
AR B O L J-25 Beckman A ]
£ R A B 0L 5415R Eppendorf 2 7]
(ENTRIERITE ] LHS-150HC g —ER
BRI VKA 86C Thermo 2 )
VKA BCD-215KA /R AT
UKFE SC-329GA EYIN/NE|
Ti& iR TR A X XW-80A TLIRHET T HAR DR 2 7]
iR TAES 100 2% SW-CJ-IBU i IR A ]
e RO 1 LC-20AD Byt
AR Agilent6820 AR
EEAiK Atk 24t Milli-Q Millipore 2 ]
5L K i Biotech-3BG IR E YR % TR IR A
PCR 1% Mastercycler Eppendorf
2.2.3 Jilkl
2.2.3.1 TRALEE FOKFEFF

ARG TALEE . {F 160~240°C, 0.3~2. OMPa Z5FF, 1E 2R AN s B ook e
T RS FT AR PR 4 min, ACPRSRIFSFTBCEAE 4°CUKAE - AEs

AR IR AL B P B R U0V b 1 i ARG T, 10 350 S0 T8O R 5 TBON S I 25 3
1T, FGERIRFE 1~5%w/w, FHALEERS[A] 1~15min, FALFEIEFE A 160~240°C, 153
TRALBE 58 FEAN [F] ) & Fh RS AT AR MRS FIE T 4°C UK OR A7 BA J5 H s
2.2.3.2 Flg /K fiFt il 2 7K AEVR

P ER ) FORFEFF - UM R 51 R AR ERH R B S KE, A
B LT BB K, A2y 30%E A& &, 15FPU/gDM. 7E 50°C, 150rpm
SATAKIBE 48 /NI o AR 25 00 JE B VB VR VK AR 45 F
2.2.4 FEFEkk

PDA Riedk: HUZ: & %% 2009, VIR/hEL, fnsk 1000ml. & Ih, H 8 E4bA
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g, RJEAMERIK A 1000ml, FEAINHE &8 209, BEfEkr 20g. 115°C KB 20 min.
el BRI T 0 B & A REY), LS E AR AR ORAT o

PR IRk FEANTR AT &0 F0 PDA 559738 BN AR 6g/l; BRI 1g/1; F2 FH Rk
1% 1.59/1;

P RERh T RE 785 KHoPO, 2g/L; MgSO, » 7H,0 1g/L; (NH4)SO4 1g/L; Yeast extract
1g/L; glucose 60g/L;

Pt BEFP I 1 77 5

25% 7KV : o BERD T 35 9 BB K LA AR =411 1B o 7K AR 8 77 R 73 AT
B RERh T B IR R TP AR R — 3

500 I K MV : o BEA T 15 IR BARRROK AR VRARAA=2/1 [ B o 7K AR & 5= Eh B o0 A
W RERD 155 R R DR — B

MR MR : 0.05M/L IFTERBRIE TR (A), 0.05M/L HIATEIRINIETR (B), A Al
B f& AR 2:1 V5], JFH pH HEARGALIR AW pH b 4.8,

2.3 BFAFE
2.3.1 A=W R B 1) BB Ik
SRR

(1) FREFEMFSFF 10g, A 250ml $25fH . FLdhRE i B 34A 909 LK. fJail
A 150rmp, 30°CHEFR HIR 2] 2h, EIS 107 BB .

(2) LA 100pml B £ +900puml Jo g 7K 1 7 L AT M R 43 A5 2 CL R JUANBE EE I T
W 107 10°, 107, 10°, 10°, 107, 10° . EEANBEEERIBERIRAT PDA PR 3 /.
BEBURN 25°C B 3- 46 rh kAT 85 3%

(3) ¥59% 5 RJGEFEARTE DM FIRE A& TR, HRIE B & S DU
2R, FHEAET PR T RIZE 5 . A RIFE S B TERI 5 HFAR . N 25°C
fEIRAE AT R 2R

(&) BELHBEHIETE, fEH1 PDA PR T, FELEAEA 5 R DMFIES B4l &
TRVR o B 85 1) BT V5 S 31 4°C UKFR HARAT o

I

oy B RV, — B BIWITR R R R, B T 25 CHHIRAR R FR . PR R
PR E R RE AN B () PDA 55938 MR AT A, (HA A R PDA 5357
B MERTA VAL KT, FEE RN 225 BRI RETE I I 15 77 5 A E AR K B R,
I HEERR KB ik i BRIk 2200 T PDA W R, E T 25CHi 9%
5K, EVEAN A RE I CE B 4°C KA TR

=i

(1) il &l

FTEHK, KL, (#1751 PDA W RHE A BB ok, DR BB
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B Aml BRI, Wk o e 3k h 2otk B A ST, AR T Eas BT IRk R R R
1738 SRR, TR E N 10°~107cell/ml.,
(2) fETALFRFEFT i =5
PR 10g & 7K & 50%1) 2875 B RS FT IO 21 250mI $2 i, H 1ml R 407 14 B 2 35
SJEENFL A, O RS B RRIE T 25 CIEEMAR R 3 K. I AERMEA
[FRE ARG T IR A0 HE
(3) W7 [ RS AT A M K A 7 L
AR CEFEXIEEE ISR MTER 39ml,  £F4ixEs 1.25ml(fE &&=
10%, % 15FPU/GDM). 7E 50°C, 200rmp HIZ&EE T, KIBEEIR R 12 /N, R B
P BEFpFAEF FHE 923, 37°C, 150rpm Z5 1 Gtk 20 /NI o FEFFRELL 12 /NI S,
BEN PRI N BRI SmI(BEF & 10%). 7E 37°C, 150rpm 2614 T KB 24 /N .
HRAEACK AL 12 /NI TR SRR R T 24 /NI ()R BV RE 10 £i%, 28 0.2um JE S €5
o RO 23 AT Fe A AN B S
2.3.2 BALFIHAE % E
PR IR E T 2 IR R, AAHS A PDA AR BRE 538 e 1) T 22 76 T 3%
Aok B & mADETE K. MR E, G0 ME 5% WK TR S HHE.
233 A EE
2.3.3.1 B 22 FE A 4] DNA $2HX
(1) 0.008g B 22FEh, g iiesitE, %2 1.5mL &, hn25ul 20%SDS, i 700ul
JRZFRBUR (7 mol/L Urea. 50 mmol/L Tris-HC1 pH 8.0. 62.5mmol/LNaC1. 1%SDS),
50ul WA, BEiRIR A
(2) 37°C/K¥#s 30min, Jn 700wl & A5: 7 lE(24:1), /NOVRA, 12000rpm 5L 5min;
(3) B EJEW, MEERRPIE: FIKEE(24:1), /MRS, 12000rpm &0y Smin;
(4) B E3EW, INEEARFR R 5B, 109%AF1 1) NaAc(pH5. 2)¥E i, -20°CYTHE 20min;
(5) 12000rpm &> 5min, 7 EiEW, F 70% BEE00E 3 K, TS5 100pl TE 78
ITVERR, -20°CIRAT
2.3.3.2 ELEERBER rDNA ITS ] PCR 438 K Il 5
SR FH B TR AZWE A J5 R % sy ] B DX (1T S) 38 FH 51 4
ITS1 (5°-TCC GTAGGT GAA CCT GCG G-3°)
ITS4 (5°-TCC TCC GCT TAG ATATGC-3")
£ PCR X L4718 1TS1/5.85/ITS2 [X 15 .
RNFRT N
94 C AL 5 min, #FENTEIR, 94°CALE 45 S, 55°CIEk 30S, 72°CLEfH 1 min, JE
2GR, 5 T2°CZEAH 7 mino R BEZE G, HU 8 wl A 7E 1.0 % B IR HE B T 1<TAE
HELYK, FEH Bio-rad BERREG RS HRAH . I e B AE T
PCR 1] MR & B SR FR N 25 M
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2.5 hl 105PCR XM 22 M, 2 il 2.5 mM Mg?*, 2X0.25 1 20 pM K514, 4X 1
25 mM ] dNTP, 1.25 .47 Taq B, B8 DNA %+, B0Ja 0 1A k.
2.3.3.3 F5 5T

F Bioedit& 55 At 5 b Bl s BITS /541 43 A L IRIJE A, ZENCBIY EIRFHEITS
BEATBLASTLLXS,  FH H Megad #4148 45275 (neighbour-joining methods, NJ)#4 52K
S HTREIRIE .
2.3.4 = 0TR A AR R P 0O ) L

FHIE B K N = R R R AR R P e i A 7, FRREATHERIROAR RS, A RISk 10°~
10" (AT B, B 1ml BN A\ BI%4 10g & /K 8N 50% 17815 R FS AT 1 250ml
REH o BEFR B AR EE 5 AR RIRE . KR E 2 25 CIRIRM 5577 BRIEFRA
FiBE (ISR B AN, IIAATAR TR ZE AR 45ml. TE/KIGFEIR, 50°C, 200rmp k14
AL, 12 /NI REAN R EURE
2.3.5 A resinae ZN1 7E TRANERFE A rp AR KR

pH: HEENARFR BB, 1 2R IR UG BRAS FT1 pH 1521 7 M6 E (3.0,
4.0, 5.0, 55, 6.0, 7.0~ 8.0). 4 L& E/KE 50%, 10g &Ff pH [IFEFF2E A\ F| 250ml #2
M, FIRKEEEN Iml (108 ANm) B BIFE AT . g E 25 CH 9% 3 Ka,
IINTEEE K 90ml HEATHEE) 2 /i) (180rmp), FikeiRfi PDA “FAR, i E F| 25°CIH IR
GEERFE, TMEETEE

BB 10g & /KE 50%AE R N 250ml #2 i, i K AR R 1mlL(10°
ANmIEBR UG 2 BB #] (15, 204 25, 28, 32, 37°C) fHEMTEIE 3 K, WAL
7K 90ml, $E2) 2 /N (180rmp), FREJG iRkl PDA AR, JCE R 25 CHisas, Bt
HRETEE

W4 109 &K E 50%AE R N 250ml 2 fH, i K R AR R 1mlL(10°
ANMm) R . —FREMARS, HGRERE; Hb—MiRmEEHMfER . Wi
HWHCE T 25 CIERAE TR FR 3 Ko IMATLH/K 90ml, #85] 2 /N (180rmp), Fike &k
1 PDA A, JE R 25°Crisgs, DLHE B IS
2.3.6 FEFTIEAT G AR SR T

WL 21 Y 2R 40 4 22 OR R0 & B 10 e AR NREL A= 4)J53 45 ¥4 4H B A 70 Il v
TR IS, BB HERFRIUA i RS AT A 225 M AS AT 100mg,
115°C FHTFEEE . PR EREE N 30mL HEK &, REMA 1mL
72%H,S0, BT 30°CHHIE/K B F SN 60min, I B IEHERERG 5-10min fitRE—Ik, 5
125 B S NI T Ji5 ) 748 A N 2555 7K 28mL ¥t HoSO, WK 2 4%, SR )5 ¥ 26 T3¢
SIS AILE, BTREESIKERT T 120°C N 1h, f5RMNERIFAHEER
Ja M\ CaCO3 i+ pH £ 5-6 J5i#id HPLC il .

b S 56 55 ] BRF FH 8 J609AR B8 1R 780 A6 W AN AR VA VAT AR TR AR B, kSR bR A e 2

il FR i i 22 0 LARZ IE
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¢ Glucose o Xylose
- y=1.1155x y =1.1504x

. R%?=0.9982 R°=1

Original concentration(g/L).

O P N W b O O N
T

[Nl
¢

o

2 4 6
Concentration after treatment(g/L)

2.1 GERVPAERSTENE PREFEARER EARE £
Figure 2.1 Calibration curve for detection of glucose and xylose in cellulose and hemicellulose.
2.3.7 A resinae ZN1 X 75 Fh 4] 42 1 o At
2.3.7.1 FhyH:97

FATE T K MR R P e 1, JREEATAR AR RS, 913K 10°~10" ifl &
Mo DL 10%I1 M B N B /K BN 50%M 2R AT . B 3 25°ClE iR AR 3%
FREE W AERETR A, DMED 5 5256 A7 RS AT
2.3.7.2 BRI B0 B A

FRE: 5g T HZRIZBAEFBON 250ml #8) . Sl KB, MR 8g &7
LRI K (i 10%[8 & J /KR, CBRIKIE 730008 29/, 69/1, 8g/D , AR JEHAN
CEKLF R AT RS 1.3g, 1RINS), E 25°CHFE 5 Ko

RN S KA i R . BN RRINA 37Tml, pH4.8 AT IR IR 2 i, 1.15ml
LFYE RN . /£ 50°C, 200rpm 54T, BEAL 12 /NI o 32N 25% 7K FBINIAL O e BT
10%8% BEFh - Hefp & . JE 37°C, 150rpm 5 K% 24 /i o KDL 12 /NI K fiB
TN 24 /N IR B S A, R abE, CRERIIRE .

FIFEDTVE, FASFF R BRI ER, SRR, WREE, 32 IRk . (EREAF(E
109%l[E &, 15FPU 257 NKMRJE K rE, WER, CBRNIR, MR, F2 M SRR nik
FEAr oy (0g/ls 7g/l. 139/ 5 (29/l. 7g/l. 13g/> ;  (0g/l. 1g/l. 5g/1) ; (Og/l.
2g/1. 59/ BEAT LR ) R BEAL A 7 LI
2.3.5.3 R AR 1) A

PR 5g T HIZRITEZBAEATBON 250ml #5, sili K i e BRI 89 & F
RETIHEIY TR K, BN FEFT 1.3g, RIS, JUCE 25 CIELLR IR 5 K. - RIE
FEAH N R B PRI E -20°CUKFE LI A, resinae ZN1 (4B K. 5 KRG, BAZENE
Xof LR IR 2 252 B AL B ) 30— AE B A 5 R I o WAL 55 R I 45 2 ) B oA o P )
Bie A i [ 20 BB AL R A
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2.3.8 AN [FFR R AL FR A6 AF T (RS AT 400kl P 5 o
2.3.8.1 /] 5 B 1D 1 T Ak B

BREAPR ) KA 1L5%MIRER, THALBEI (A4 3 438h, RN 180°C;

HHEEAC PR S5 A . 2% B lR, TRACFEIN ROy 4 738, %Y 190°C;

AR S . A%ERER, TRARERRT )2 9 4r%h, IEER 200°C.
2.3.8.2 FMHI VIR RS RS AT D B K B

A SR T = Fhom FE MR BR AL B2 A BOFE AT, S KEM pH 458
60%AH1 5.0. 4> HIFRE 10g F5AT, JMNF] 250ml 2T, FFEN 1g KA R LR, i
P51, BT 25 CHEIRBF TR 4 K. R BIHFEDHEL R IR 12 /MK
R R AN AT 24 /NI R B R 2 BRI
2.3.9 MHIVIRE AR fo KRS o [ A7 2 520 Wi Ak i
2.3.9.1 FhrHF

FHIE B K MR ST e i At 7, AT IR AR RS, 40013875 10°~10" i 7 &
Bo LL 10% MM B N &K E A 50% M 28R IR FEAT R . B B 25°CIEIE 4 P 1S
TR W L EREFR A K.
2.3.9.2 0| A P I ot

¥ OAER TR B — R R TR AN B EERE AT (L0%3EM =, 5/K= 60%, MR
bR PR FEFT S FH S AR TR pH 2 5~6), JCE 3 25°C 4 FREFR . AR U HE 77 XA
&, Wi TEANF . DARSFT 350K B 22 b B A5 i 1]
2.3.9.3 BERERI T Ik

H5-80°CAR-AT FIBERRR A7 (2ml)F2 N 100ml #23, P2 L2454 20mI i R A T 85 77 2
1E 37°C, 150rpm &A% T 48 B AN [F) R BE ) /K A3k AT PR A, o AR B8 B 75 P AR ARAN D,
50% /K AR T RFE AR —FF, SRR FF 10% MR, 1/5 M35l .
2.3.9.4 5L PR A4 2[5 20 Wi Ak

B A resinae BLEE RS FT IO S 5L K EFGET . 1E 30%[E & &, 15FPU/GDM
TEAT T RHTRELG 120, BB 10% YL B RERE PR . 37°C, 150rpm 51 T KB
60 /NI o BEAGTN A A S I EURE 2R AT W B LI Y08 5 v 280 A JF v 5 o 1
W FE RN 2R P

2.4 EBREREHR

2.4.1 Wk

23 (E PDA EAEMR B, SILMHEAH 1S 14 BRE, Kk 9: ZN1, ZN2,
ZN3. ZN4. ZN5. ZN6. ZN7. ZN8. ZN9., ZN10. ZN11. ZN12. 2ZN13.
ZN14. PDA (FH&ME) 8573 IR AR 69/, BEEE 19/l 72 H EMEmE 1.50/1 1 W)
R R (YD DIARZEEM T, KB4 2K X =Fams e R 21,
PR TP PP B PRS2 M 2 B O B R IR IR BRI RO R — B SR AT RE AN IS4 () PDA B
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Table 2.3  Growth performace on the isolation and control plates for the 14 separated strains

R Ff xf I IR 2L CL X IR 2k C2 i 16 1 7
ZN1 et et ++
ZN2 ++ et +
ZN3 +tt ++t +++
ZN4 + ++t +
ZNb 0 +++ 0
ZN6 + +++ 0
INT ++ ++ 0
ZN8 0 ++ +
ZN9 + +++ 0
ZN10 + ++ 0
ZN11 Ht Ft 0
ZN12 ++ Ft +
ZN13 ++ +++ +
ZN14 ++ ++ 0
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2.4.2 s R
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Figure 2.2 Changes of inhibitors in hydrolysates after pretreated stover was detoxificated

w2
N9 1% % % D |7

B 23 RRPRETRENE, KERHEEEN KR
Figure 2.3 Changes of glucose and ethanol in hydrolysate after pretreated stover detoxificated
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Figure 2.4  Growth performance of the three strains on PDA plates
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Figure 2.5 Primer amplification of fungi ITS1/ITS4 map
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7gr Oidiodendron setiferum AJ784399.2
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Figure 2.6 Phylogenetic tree for strain ZN1
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Penicillium polonicum (EU128621.1)
Penicillium polonicum(EU128614.1)
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Penicillium venetum(AJO05485.1)
Penicillium allii (AJO05484.1)
Penicillium hordei(AJ004817.1)
Penicillium verrucosum(AJ0O05486.1)
Penicillium verrucosum (AJ005487.1)
Penicillium allii( AF218787.1)
Penicillium verrucosum( FJ623267.1)
Penicillium albocoremium(AJ0O04819.1)
Penicillium melanoconidium (AJ005483.1)
Penicillium viridicatum (AF033477.1)
Penicillium viridicatum(DQ779779.1)
Penicillium neoechinulatum( AJO05481.1)

62
62

52
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Penicillium hirsutum ( AY373918.1)
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Penicillium verrucosum(AY373938.1)
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Figure 2.7 Phylogenetic tree for strain ZN2

Ebxh&E SRR, ZN2 BFRE ITS 40T Penicillium polonicum # AHAL CRIALLEE
98%), ILHULUTMARI ITS Luxs A a2 RGEuE L (18 2.7,

B B
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100 — Penicillium dipodomyicola FJ025140
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Figure 2.8 Phylogenetic tree for strain ZN2
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SRR RS S EEE AL, ABLEERR] 99%, —/NMFh4r 504 Penicillium turbatum
ANEEH %5, Eupenicillium baarnense B L5 & o X PR AMAPAE — 285028 BN [R — AN,
m A ENRFIELERe—f, AREELLMEERK, MEFELAMAK, HitH
WriZ % A /& Penicillium turbatum (Eupenicillium baarnense A 14).
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Figure 2.9 Comparing detoxification of acetic acid by the three strains on steam-explosion stove
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Figure 2.10  Comparing detoxification of levulinic acid by the three strains on steam-explosion

stover
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Figure 2.11 Comparing detoxification of 5-HMF by the three strains on steam-explosion stover
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Figure 2.12 Comparing glucose concentration in 10% solid loading hydrolysate after detoxification by
three strains for 6 days

ZN1: Amorphotheca resinae ZN1;

ZN2: Penicillium polonicum ZN2;

ZN3: Penicillium turbatum ZN3;
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Figure 2.13 Effect of initial pH to A. resinae ZN1 growth on the steam-explosion stover.
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Figure 2.14  Effect of temperature to A. resinae ZN1 growth on the steam-explosion stover.
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Figure 2.15 Effect of O,to A.resinae Z1 growith on the steam-explosion stover.
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Figure 2.16a Detoxification of acetic acid at different concentration by A. resinae Z1
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Figure 2.16b Comparing of ethanol yield after acetic acid degraded by A. resinae ZN1
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Figure 2.17a Detoxification of different concentration of formic acid by A. resinae ZN1
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Figure2.17b Comparing of ethanol yield after formic acid degraded by A. resinae ZN1
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Figure 2.18a Detoxification of formic acid at different concentration by A. resinae ZN1
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Figure 2.18b Comparing of ethanol yield after furfural degraded by A. resinae ZN1
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Figure 2.19a Detoxification of different concentration of 5-HMF by A. resinae ZN1
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Figure 2.19b Comparing of ethanol yield before and after 5-HMF degraded by A. resinae ZN1
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B 2.20 5-HMF k% A. resinae ZN1 JRERTJE, KR+ 22 (HPLC)

Figure 2.20 The changes of components in hydrolysate after detoxification showed in HPLC map
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Figure 2.21 Comparing detoxification performance in high concentration of each inhibitors
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Figure 2.22 Detoxification of acetic acid(4g/l) and fufural(1g/l) simultaneously A. resinae ZN1
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Figure 2.23  Detoxification of acetic acid(4g/l) and 5-HMF(2g/l) simultaneously by A.resinae ZN1
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Figure 2.24 Detoxification of acetic acid, 5-HMF and furfural simultaneously by A. resinae ZN1
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F+-31 159/1.
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Figure 2.25a Detoxification of stover pretreated in three dilute acid pretreatment conditions
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& 2.25b =P FRERRBUCEEIT RN EEE RN 2R
Figure 2.25b  Comparing the glucose and ethanol concentration after detoxification of stover
pretreated in three dilute acid pretreatment conditions

MIE 2.25a A1 2.25b FTLAE th: REERBRBR AL B AOREAT, I 25 A4 R H 2 1%,
i3It A 0.6g/l. EHALEAAET, BAHIHIYA O BREEA 5-HMF, i)
bR CRRICT 50%, FHAhPIAR A PR oo B AR N B R W B T AT . B
FRRCRANEEAE . LT =M N B, AR WA A B S 2, Y bk
B TE >, P RAR A CBEAT 2 T HAl i 4L
2.4.9 I ek A ARG AT e I A 15 R R0 W A A

W B0 BE IS RS FEAE SL RIS, DL 30%l[# & &, 15FPU BEiE 614 T, /KAl 12 /NS
(50°C, 150rpm, pH=4.8), EACLYIMLLF =RKAIBEEER T3, FEAEE 60 /M. PIAY
R — MR IR R AL B RS AT, — MO MR A B RS AT . AECH ST Il BRI
PR e B JC 12 PR R O SR I A ORI o AR B O AR R i o, SR 32 26 0% 9g/1,
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M 1.059/1, 5-HMF & 1.7g/mIGEIRIZEBREFT) . DLZGRIZBEIASF . T B2 FPHE
Wk B R MBI R T FE, CBERIAER, IRk

70 - 8.0
—@— gulcose —&— xylose
60 —@— ethanol —S— acetic acid
50 —<S— levulinic acid - 6.0
1<} —
S5 o S PN = >
= 40 = y=Rh=]
] ISP
L @ ©
» & o o
8 =30 =
=
= 8 3
> =
20 @
10
(e}
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Bl 2.26 AMBBREFT AT 5L KEERER P HEL AR BE (30%[E & &, 15FPU/gDM)
Figure 2.26  SSF in 5L reactor with pretreated stover after detoxification (30% solid loading,
15FPU/gDM)
M 2. 26 W] LA BRI R BEAE 30%E] & 5 AR R LR IEH AR IR . fi&BE 12 /N
IRIEIL 61g/1, LREAEBNEIRZH TG . LRFIREE R 205 41g/1. T T EZANHIY) L RRYE
FREMKT (4g/D), ZBEARRMIEALE 3g/1.
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BZR KRAERKRFEANBRALELEEFIS

J1EE

AL BTl R e MK MR, A R B B in 2%, s, TSRS
KRR &A F 5 S MA LR AN . XA IR — 0k A BB R R 2T
UER AT B, 75— K B CRF B AR A B RE o SR AE T R B A o —
e DS R P 5 e g e B AN BE R Y B BB S B0l M Y B IS E 5 4T A o TALIE,
W& ARV TNV R JE, R IERK X Se LR A M B R AROR Y, HECE 3R B,
ML GBI IR, A PP BTRIR 2

JeE M, &Rt E IR R . MR TR, WEPESEYI, WEE A
KR AU T XOAECA G (BROEE) K, ) FH IR R e P i AR i &
et 7R

AT T B i A e B AR e & B P R, F 2258 2] A fiE
BRI AR LR, BRI AT LA EL N AR . 1 SRR B, 2
B LB N R B 2SRRI T Z R, A RN TAEWHIE L 1F—Fh el et
FRE, EEMERBERGE (. FLb, ORI 4, KRR ZEKH
77 il ZBEr B T, e 4 ] DR HIART UL .
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3.2.1 AFF LS

#31 WA
Table 3.1 Reagents
eIy FA% GV
98%ik i Ik CR i ERE TR A A
NaOH AR EHRXALTT
kAL AR Hh [ B AR AR A R A
YEAST EXTRACT AR | OXOIDLID BASINGSTOKE HAMPSHIRE ENGLAND
D-#i % 4l AR Hh [ BN AR AR AT BR A 7]
Bl AR Hh [ BN AR AR AT BR A ]
i AR S AT IR A ] A
V7 AR S AT IR A ] A
R AR b R VA AR PR
LIENTR AR 2 [EJohnson Matthey
i AR EL I Acros
F H B AR EL A Acros
i AR bR A AT R A
R — AR bR AT B A
fr B Bk AR S AR A
LT YR AR Genencor Internal, Rochester, NY, USA
21 o — G AR Novo Industri A/S, Denmark
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Table 3.2 Equipment
DEEAS s HFETR
B R BS423S e g2 R
SERE AR YXQ-LS-75S 11 RS A RA R BT et )
AR IR 9% SHZ-82 R AL
P& W R IR Y R R HZ-9311K KA Rk
ST DU-800 Beckman A ]
AR B O L J-25 Beckman A ]
£ R A B 0L 5415R Eppendorf 2 7]
(ENTRIERITE ] LHS-150HC g —ER
BRI VKA 86C Thermo 2 )
VKA BCD-215KA /R AT
UKFE SC-329GA EYIN/NE|
Ti& iR TR A X XW-80A TLIRHET T HAR DR 2 7]
iR TAES 100 2% SW-CJ-IBU i IR A ]
e RO 1 LC-20AD Byt
AR Agilent6820 AR
EEAiK Atk 24t Milli-Q Millipore 2 ]
5L K i Biotech-3BG IR E YR % TR IR A

3.2.2 BRI S HE P
3.2.2.1 gkt

JEHAH R 15 77 FE(RCVB 177 4k): fE nER (1L): 0.75 g K,HPO4, 0.85 g KH,PO4, 2.8
mg H3BOs3, 0.75 mg Na;MoO, 2H,0, 0.24 mg ZnSO,4 7H,0, 2.1 mg MnSO,4 4H,0, 0.04 mg
Cu(NO3); 3H,0, 0.75mg CaCl, 2H,0, 2.0mg EDTA, 0.2g MgSO,7H,0, 11.8mg
FeSO, 7H,0, 5 mg 442 B1, 0.1 mg A4 % A1 10 mg MHBRIEIE . Al SRR 49/, &
e NHACl 1g/l(Fh 1R 9 58), BRI 1o/l(KBEE; 77 5)

AL IR EEBE YPDRE IR 3k . & HE20 g/L; B2 RERYL10 g/L; 2 A I510 o/ L(E 254 14
WERFIE R AF); BEKI10 g/L. pHIE ~5.8~6.0, 115T [ KK 20 min,

TARTEREFh T RE IR 55 A %0 20 o/Ls TEEREKY 0.5 g/L;  (NH4)2S045.0 g/L; KH,PO,4
1.0 g/L; MgSO47H,0 0.5 ¢g/L; pH {E A~ 5.8~6.0, 115T F:K&E 20 min.
3.2.2.2 Hfh

W R BOIRZEERE Trichosporon cutaneum CX2 s S 28 i 48 i 1%

WY : RAME  Rhodobacter sphaeroides ZX-5 Hi_F i &l Ge kil A= prd £t
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3.3 LHWHE

3.3.1 JHNETEBEAR R F5 21 25

B K AR T IR T BE R e . MR AR T B HH T BE TR 20 T~ 50/250mL YPD #5577 5
H1, 30T, 180rpm #4557 24h 5,  RIRHAIRAFBE AN MRHE PR B & B T4 A
TREFRAEF, 30T, 180rpm, 15FE 24h. FEELE N IR BRI R AR [FIAE S T 5 9% 24
NI fE SL BEFEAT IR R . KT ESEPIRBAH)E, BOoREmige, i
F 2% 35 AR AE 60°C, Al e 30 438k, RIS IERR B, DA S REERTH
3.3.2 Y& YU R. sphaeroides ZX-5 il 715 77

RCVB }: 773, 49/l (1) D-3ERERATKIE, 1g/l B NH.Cl AZIR. 557509146 pH
N 7.0, 50ml FhFEEFRFEAE N 250mI R . FHERER L RCVB TR A B ECA 1 7 2 N
K Ja AR Rt . £ 30°C, 180rpm 254 T 5557 5] OD=1.5. K i 21 60%H) H
MLl L LA LLBIES] . B 2ml VRSN BNRAFE H, JBUE -80 UKAR IR AT . R —3C
HATE BN RCVB Fi 715 7 HpRE 9% 20 /N AE AN T
3.3.3 A RPMiA

FE—> 30°CHMEIRAE T, HCE an B A Se A o BB AL S AR AR AL B
KT V0L o {55 B S 213 A A 1 Y 5 B ik 450001ux o AR (R WA AE 2 308 e HE 50 3 S e 1 07 2 S B
Forr Vs AR AR 40mll s F7 25 AR R 34mI Bl A FRA 1mI(OD=1.5 % 45).
TERRL R B I AR 75 2 I G v SR R AR HE A

& 3.1 E R
Figure 3.1 Photo-reactor
3.3.4 MR KEERDGE R BRI 3 B oy o A
3.3.4.1 =R o pE vk
(1) brifE & e
K HA B EE ) LC-20AD = RUBAH (1% 4%, RID-10A 7/m Z il &5,  Bio-rad Aminex
HPX-87H a4, FEiF 65°C, JizhAH 0.005M iR, JiE 0.6 mL/min. B FRFS K
5 V)78 25 B (AR AN A M bR M, 48 0.22um JE4RENE, T HEREZ NN, HEREIAK
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U B0pL, AR YRR €0 i it 43 1) L ) ), [ ) ok 0 TR AR U B HE A R 2R

(2) FESAHT

PR FRE, ESMTRTZ 0.22um FFLIERE (Fi i i i H AR A IRA R )i g,
133 2 FUbRUE S A BT AN, 8 S ARMERR 2R LS, TFESRREE .

£ RCVB Bi FR L FIh I KB, b KB =E0T )G, R S FE LR, JRb
(Y B A T v TR A £ T SR A AT
3.3.4.2 Ju B KBS b

AR RE NI 2 S By 2 mx3 mm.  AEEAN BA 7 TR 7R A (60-80 H) .
FEiR, BERERSIERE, KSR, 2%1A: 60, 100 A1 100 °C. 20 ml min™ i (&<
RN
3.3.4.3 WA KM E

PRI AU FE SR FH RO BE B &, B8 — g I [B] (12h B 24h) MUK B R L 1mL,
£ 600nm FI3E T I & KOG FE(OD).
3.3.5 RCVB HOLA BFI A LR KA
3.35.1 £ RCVB ™, HUBHHLRRAE Ak K B =&

£ RCVB Ki 7R B 5 al E o BIAAFIRE R O, TR, CBENRR, FLREBURER
FRAE R R TR 93, . WG R B R 75 3L 1) pH FI A EALAN AN R R T4 21 7.0 R T 1 R e
FEF pH (REFFRE, BERRERIR RN 10 £%. 34ml fR RS SR I B AR 40ml ik
Ero BEEAFT Iml. fE6E RN B A AR A NI AE & B AN R
PEAHIEL RS, CARANFRIE MR 2 [ F P2 S e . PASE SRR I N R s - S b IR 0 7= S 3
AR BRI o W5 R B R B A MR T FETE L, pH 10484k, DR SRR
T
3.3.5.2 7E RCVB H, BE& A WLERIENBIIR & =4

KRR, L8, WAL IEASF I LR & LABURSE SRR VE v A T . LAt g
PEIEFRGN 4.2.3.1. DIAADLI AR A I f (40 2 A 25 o LR (0 ) FH R 7= S A o
3.3.5.3 MR K EE G MR L& K EE A

Y- voh R R TR 5 () 7K A 5 O PR AR 4B, R TS PE R B B )5 , VBN e A Al R
FERFRHE . $4 I RCVB 857235 K LU B I N e 3R, BV, 20U DA S B IR 3k R AN LR
e WIdG pH AR 7.0 B 8 fE I B E A RO R R B A I R R
PSP PR, 5KE, pH, OD 321k
3.3.5.4 WMIIE K E 5 IZ WO GE =21 pH Ak

HEFAENFIERER, W F T 66 A e 03 g K B I /K S v 9046 pH 15 %1 5.0, 6.0
7.0, 8.0~ 9.0, HAh#AELN 3.3.5 LA FTAE KM A R B R BRI 4G pH X =SB 520
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Table 3.3  Sole organic acid as the carbon sourc for photohydrogen production

Concentration  Final Final  Conversion H, H,
(g/L) ODgso  pH efficiency accumulation production rate
(%) (ml/ml) (ml/ml/h)
Malic acid 4.0 1.82 7.1 83 3.03%+0.16  0.042
Acetic acid 1.0 1.14 8.5 7 0.094£0.00 0.001
3.0 1.46 7.6 35 1.43+0.06 0.018
4.0 1.54 7.7 31 1.57+0.07  0.020
5.0 3.72 9.7 13 0.294+0.00 0.004
Formic acid 1.0 0.73 9.4 0 0.00£0.00  0.000
3.0 1.57 8.8 33 0.31+0.01  0.003
5.0 1.85 8.7 41 0.80+0.04  0.008
7.0 3.14 10.0 7 0.094£0.00 0.001
Levulinic 1.0 1.22 8.7 0 0.00£0.00  0.000

acid

WIS HRERIA P2 RN, TSRS, BKARTRE, CRESGm G KB FE 2= A A LR .
KB BRAN RE A BRI 1 B it R P BRI e LUR K BITE AR J AR o sk
b, XA UL 5E T IR Sk 2030, R, 4R, R, AMUAENSIE
NBRIR AL R AE K, BT DR P SR 110 LN BRI X4 — MR . &I K EE,
W pH i T pH WES LG 7.0 8k, SPEREFE/DN . X ATRERZ KN pH A
P, SAGBEE P 22 525 M () o BT AE P R B R SR B, A VLR R (AD LEA VLR (AHD
FRE, A AN # LA VL T AAE, AL P s R A )
KIS FE: A+H20—~AH+OH", SIEFEH pH 31, Rox iR 7 #8078 A At 47,
W3 G & A B AR A LR A A HLER 8 LLA ML e IR AT 1 . i &5 1) OH BEE A AL
TR S RE T T A, AT A3 97 3 1) pH i T+,
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Table 3.4 Photo-fermentation for hydrogen production from RCVB culture including mix acid as carbon

source

Concentration ~ Consumption (%) Final ODggy  Conversion H, H, production
(g/L) and pH efficiency accumulation rate
(%) (ml/ml) (ml/ml/h)
Ace For Lev Ace For Lev ODg pH
0.0 50 10 00 6587 00 217 83 9 0.14£0.00 0.002
1.0 50 1.0 9959 60.04 1198 224 8.2 52 1.54+0.07 0.014
3.0 50 1.0 96.85 68.47 182 272 170 56 3.37+0.16 0.030
50 5.0 1.0 1396 62.45 1198 285 9.6 11 0.29+0.00 0.003
40 00 1.0 9994 00 826 152 7.8 20 1.20%0.06 0.013
40 30 1.0 9999 37.13 1266 235 7.3 26 1.71£0.10 0.014
40 50 1.0 99.97 5585 2135 374 8.2 43 3.21+0.13 0.023
40 70 1.0 99.00 127 00 237 93 7 0.43+0.02 0.003
40 50 0.0 9501 947 00 234 75 29 1.7440.09 0.023
40 50 1.0 9985 59.62 18.70 3.27 7.8 43 3.16+0.20 0.021
40 50 3.0 9994 70.03 64.65 3.18 8.3 17 1.2040.01 0.009
Malic acid 4.0 99.82 182 7.2 86 3.43+0.13 0.036

PR A HLIR 7> ki, BALLNR SR IR G EDe & x B &l W ERFH]
KIL, RERNA "R & T8 MR EAAEENE, LBUAREME K

P FFEARGEF A, U HINRER RN, R RIS, 1 HIS e AR
A AR A FH
3.4.2 MR REE G I/KIROLE T E
10 T+ H2 —O— Xylose r 10
9 —x— Acetic acid —+— Lewulinic acid L9
_ —— pH —O— 0D660
~ 3 8 - 8
o)
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©
E G 6 L 6 5
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E o 4 4 A
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S g 3 ] -3
T 8 21 -2
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Figure 3.2 Photo-fermentation in hydrolysate after lipid fermentation as the substrate for
hydrogen production
FEBA GRS AR T, R pH BEARYERFAE 7.0 /245 . OD fHAEHT 72 /N AT
AR, £ 72-240 /NIIATHT. AHIR (L8 MBEHE OREED #ERBEETR
e VAL . G A H N 8ml/mi(H,/substrate)ix M Lk BT B HLER K =S AR T
3.4.3 MR R G KOG & & pH AL

=
o

% TN N N S TN S T U T S TN N AN NN TN NN N N |
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3.3 HIERERKBELZETS, PHML
Figure 3.3 Optimizing the pH for the photo-fermentation after lipid production
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1 WA, A5 =R AT AR AR TRAL BEA 5t £ 4R 31 A i 2 . R
T BB W R T A S 1 16sDNA - 3 34 = 1) il iy Le X, B AT o g T
Amorphotheca resinae. Penicillium polonicum. Penicillium turbatum. 2 A. resinae ZN1
AARE AR RBORES B A IS, 1F 8 H AR k.

2 A. resinae ZN1 7EZ R IR RE AT A KR PE A : pH3. pH4. pH5. pH6. pH7.
pH8 S5 NHfREAE K, Fi pH8 4t HAt A KRB ZN: RE A KRy 20~32°C;
PR T EARAR ™M o (BRI KL S BT, B RVEE A 4.

3 A. resinae ZN1 REfMSFEAREAIN IR, WHR, BRME, ¥ HOMEE I &m0 oA
(10%[H & BRI ) 8g/l. 99/l 4g/l. 5g/l, HHEA AT AEFT &I & BN
% 0.064g/g; HlE 0.073g/g; iM% 0.0369/g; F2 MMM 0.048g/g. FF H AN A Wi &
WET, ARG R REMHEINAI: A resinae ZN1 856 Af 2 1
B, SRIEKICN 5-HMF, OR. RS IIHIYIAFER R T, FreeRsZ ’sIkE S5
B — R IE AR, WD

4 XEERT A MRS ENELREKR: BIR A resinae ZN1 b 7L i 25 B FERE,
A A T AL P AR/ DSBS, AT 4E R &R IF A KRN

5 37°CH, Saccharomyces cerevisiae DQ1 ANREFE A i 8 FIFEFFE 0 30%[E 14 & &,
15FPU/GDM 5544 T /K Al A 2 7K S IE 5 AR Ko oK & A s IR E Dy &
IR 9g/l.  BEEE 1g/l.  FRFERERE 1.29/1, TALPEEFEFFZIS A. resinae ZN1 i 55 /5 /K i
o, BERERERS IR A KMIKEE . Ol IE &R 245 439/,

6 M F IR AR JE 7K AR A FLIR HEAT O & % P 2 T REY o IR AN AT DAfiR ok
IR T i K AL, S REAR A R A R . e AR, R, ZBEIERER AT
DA 2T AR S o o AR A P, B R SR R A RERS R B A o = = R RS AULK
R IR R I, BRZIAE B FRON, e A

7 IR A S K AR R RO & R A, e pH BRSE, KRR A AL A Ak b
CRBE) HP AR . 72 rmrik 8Homl/ml substrate, 1M FLYG 240 B 1 F /K A A BB il
AT, YiuG pH YEFEITE 6-7.5 Z 8. .

42 BE

PAAR BT £F 2 N R AR 7, JEH & BRI S, B+ R B Y
KIERETTo BT, AP RREBROZY KB HVER, IR AR R AR SEA A
JREFAER I RE . 53 SNR NI SR AR () B g ML, T DA ey EL P e o) 0 Do
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