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TR W i A B AR SR i A= 7 A 2 R AR A A e el 1 B A Rk o TR i g R T
T B HFE R EIR K, BEIN 7K 74 DLR 5 SR PR K AL T, A 5 ma e Tk S 7 77
(1) 3 RG22 — o R FH ORI T PR 7K 56 v R AT B A i g R T = B AR T FE 1)
R PSSR T A YD IR A B, 75 B R AR ) B A v BT S A AN B R
YR EE ST . BT HAWE 7T & B R R 22 Ha B (Trichosporon cutaneum) #& B U g AE 7
R, B BRI PSS AT R BT R RE T o AN BR 22 fRFBE T cutaneum 1£
W AKRR T 3R K R B A= W0 G e B AT 1 SR A

KW T BORLBERE T cutaneum TR 1 K HAE R FIHE K 3 FE T
WAEYIMAE R . B, HAR T T cutaneum ACCC20271 [T EhE, R IHAEK I N
PEREL G TN 52 =8 13% @A, R&femiz@E EiE TAEKRERR. Lk, F%87
JURH R ERFEXS T cutaneum ACCC20271 JHARAE 7 RE I IISEMR, ALFE 7 2N B Al IR K
R (1.0%), = EHFIREG K RS (3.5% ), By Vo S5 X K R A A R K 3 (4.4%),
HBE AN 2 IR KR E (6.0%). SRR, MANHKERRE (3.5%) XAV R 26
R, 05 R A HM AR R 5, BE T ESMIEEE T cutaneum
MPI11 & &K AR =68 71, RIMBIEERE (3.5%) i 1 T cutaneum MP11 1]
MAEFRER, e & (317 g/L) HAKFMT (233 g/L) w4 36%. 45REW,
B KT OB AR A AT A i e R B e 77 . A, AU — AN EZE IS,
Bl T cutaneum MP11 7E 75 EE 2540 N R B 7T HBh 70 )2, I IR I RR A f A R e 1) 1 )2 56
£, R IE RN SCRA BB

KO IR T BORLEERE T cutaneum 75 55 35 TV B /K b Ak A= 4mi g 2E
PAREST . DMK SR/ I ERNEY) . PUAERSTEY) . K2 &R TR K % ik
FAERANIG R — AR T cutaneum MP11 15 #7821 R 0T DAY 52 1,000 mg/L
Aly. PRI, 7EE 1,000 mg/L KM 1) S EhK AR R N AT RCE G K. SRR, T
cutaneum MP11 (AR 7= &5 RS IR B3R K R 45 FA%ik (23.6 g/L vs 23.3 g/L),
M H B T 80%LL ERIZRM . e, Sl e DUPR R MRS K AT I e R e, 45 Rk
W, VUIRZEX T cutaneum WIMARAE = o ARSI, LEAISIATAR S IR R FIVESE IR /K
AR — i IR AR B, B — @ R /K AL 3% 77
KGR RORZ I RE: ARG st Rk 2R R
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Study on Microbial Lipid Fermentation of Trichosporon cutaneum under
High Saline Stress

Abstract

Microbial lipid is the best alternative of animal and vegetable lipid feedstock for the
production of aviation fuel and biodiesel. Microbial lipid fermentation requires a large amount
of fresh water, resulting in the heavy burdens of fresh water usage and subsequent wastewater
treatment pressure, which is one of the main obstacles affecting its industrial application
potential. Utilization of high saline seawater or industrial wastewater for microbial lipid
fermentation is an important alternative to reduce the freshwater consumption. Saline tolerance
and toxin biodegradability of microorganism is required to use high saline water for microbial
lipid fermentation. Previous studies found that 7richosporon cutaneum is a robust oleaginous
yeast strain with strong environmental adaptability and degradation ability of toxic substance.
In this thesis, the oleaginous yeast 7. cutaneum was used for the experimental study on
microbial lipid fermentation under seawater and saline wastewater.

Microbial lipid fermentation in different seawater salinities and saline tolerance of T
cutaneum was studied at the first part of this thesis. Firstly, saline tolerance of 7. cutaneum
ACCC20271 was investigated. It was found that it can tolerate up to 130 g/L of NaCl after a
long-term adaptive evolution and has the potential to grow in high saline osmotic pressure.
Secondly, 7' cutaneum was cultured in several typical salinities to investigate the capacity of
lipid production, including the salinity of textile and electrodialysis wastewater (1.0%), major
marine seawater salinity (3.5%), the salinity of seawater in tropical desert climate and
petrochemical wastewater (4.4%) and the salinity of tanneries and pharmaceutical wastewater
(6.0%).The results showed that the typical salinity (3.5%) had no negative effect on microbial
lipid accumulation, while higher salinities inhibited lipid accumulation. Finally, 7. cutaneum
MP11 was used to research the capacity of microbial lipid production in high saline conditions.
It was found that the typical salinity (3.5%) promoted the microbial lipid accumulation of T
cutaneum MP11, and its lipid production (31.7 g/L) was about 36% higher than that of fresh
water (23.3 g/L). The results show that high saline water has the potential to replace fresh water
for microbial lipid fermentation. In addition, an important phenomenon was observed that 7.
cutaneum MP11 can be spontaneously stratified in the fermentation broth under high saline
conditions, and the oleaginous yeast cells gathered on the upper layer of the fermentation broth,
which is of great significance for lipid recovery.

In the second part of this thesis, microbial lipid production of 7. cutaneum MP11 was
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investigated under industrial wastewater with high saline. Industrial wastewater contains
aromatic compounds, antibiotics and other pollutants. Phenol is one of the commonly existing
organic pollutants in various industrial wastewater. 7. cutaneum MP11 was to be tolerant to
1,000 mg/L of phenol at the typical salinity. Therefore, microbial lipid fermentation was carried
out in high saline water with 1,000 mg/L of phenol. The results indicate that lipid production of
T. cutaneum MP11 in this conditions was close to that of the fresh water without phenol (23.6
g/l vs 23.3 g/L), and more than 80% of phenol was degraded. Finally, microbial lipid
fermentation was carried out in tetracycline and pickled wastewater. The results show that
tetracycline had no negative effect on the lipid production of 7. cutaneum, and there was a
certain amount of lipid accumulation in pickled wastewater without adding any nutrients. This
results indicate that 7. cutaneum MP11 has a potential for wastewater treatment.

Keywords: Trichosporon cutaneum; microbial lipid; saline tolerance; saline water; phenol

degradation
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A= — Mt B AT PR AR JEURHH I = (TAG) FNEE i e A2 46 Je S 15 31 1 K B
HERTIR e Rl . "EF R Tohin. Jose. m RIS A R B AR REYR 52 2 A BV H A
Rz RN S — A S 3 2 e ARl 2™, SR I LR #4075 2 2 W 1
REVENTT BORZE T R 08 ROORHM B, X TCAERG IR e BRAR R R BR,  JF Al St 457 35 K
SRR B HENL . FEZE R K B AT AR S 1)l H 2™ B, ISR 2R 5t ) Ji
RORIEAAF AT RS AR, IR, ASHBIRm, 5 KRR,
I By A B 7 R (14 2 B i o3 S A ik ) e AR AL, TR DR ARSI K SRk o B2 W i
AR Fot e F i T A S A7 B 5 E BRI 2 1) SR, SR AR S kA
A UL RAT R SEME, E AR AR AR, A S A &, IR O ) T
AR 22 R I BELAG R A 5 e ) 32 L R R,

A=W S B AR R 3 T SRR A R A & HAR BRI SRR B SR MR 2
FEAR R A N — Rk £ . AR Z W FUE LA VUKD, RIEFY, REERI i
REEAT AV AR R o ALH IR 2, RS ARAR, AR NRRIE, VF2 A7t CaiE
RIREE IR P S -0 RBREFMERBHR A=, W) A B KR RN, Y2 mt i
NGB 24 5 R e A DA BRI s v R 77 > 81,

A A B2 ARt HOR B R /5 2R R AUOK B, RS 5 AR
RHRR 2 1.9~5.9 m? AR BHEN, 1y Bk K BRI EL = o KA BT =& AA] RFEE 1 B,
FERZHIEOT, ENTESAEREMERKLFERLIERR. TlE& HEKEEA
MR AL Ah, S A AN ARG 4 o XK BEIR A A AT DA 957K
AL, BEARAE7RAS, BE AR Yl FE (o0 AR S 1 R E e Bl AT Rk, A
PR K B BRI KB B S E VIO B S SR LIRS O — R O R U7 58 . H AT ST
HOMAER K BREZE K MRS K WoRs KT RL R 3 i I K S5 AT 1
R R A T

1.2 TR

1.2.1 Y

PV P DUEL IR T SO R T T R 20% 0, REEFEME. B’
W (FEE . FERERD MR Hrh B~ NGRS, JFHEMRZH A Sk
5 I IR 2 AMBAAR IR . OB AN B B oA & EZERARAE 3, e AR R
YA AR = 2 i E S A FIR BRI ER I =B H I (TAGs) 0k, WERAEER (16:0) . A%
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iR (C16:1) . AR (C18:0) . R (C18:1) MMM (C18:2) .

A B A AR B IR T A 58 3-FR A T RN &M LA ) SR ER R R IR (PHAS), {H2iXEETf
ANIE T A S A= o A DHEA B o AR 2 H = (TAG), FERTEZH B!,
WLLERE (Rhodococcus)~ 73 HikF B (Mycobacterium)~ R IKH (Nocardia) 'Y, 25#%
I3 RO B A e RO B HA St IR AR RN R AZ AR, & il 2 9 40 T ) 26-28% (wi/w)
13T, VRIMRZLERE (Rhodococcus opacus) T UL R KERIMAR, & —MIRE I&KMEY
TR AR B4 T T R opacus P DK ARIR AN AR VAR A2 T Al B ) AR R 2R
AR 2 A i A it IR VST 8 DR 22 B A T v, SR 7 2 v R ) 250, 3 2> I TAG
A At A I BT AR 2R o Btz A, AT DU AL 15 T BRI v 4 T T T
WA IE A P I A B A R AT . B, Xu S8 B R i I R AT i 5
AN TAG WGBSR EDIRLL TAG RGBT KA # o,
Plassmeie 55 N CIER] T A 2 B ESIRA B 7T DUBEACH TREA 7 TAGs ol A2~
HRO, HARME AR, B5HAF SRR AR IAR LG, A B A B AU

O R R A R N ER B ( Chlorella zofingiensis )« Ji /NER ¥ ( Chlorella
protothecoids) FNZGHBE (Schizochytrium limacinum) . TS 210 AT E T
20% - 50%, FLEFLFZ, U0 Botryococcus braunii I HIZRAEEIA R 75%, JF/NR
FEIE AN B ACE R A P A S B BEAR JE R AR P, PO BN TAE K E R,
It HAE PRSI ZIR B 2514 T AT ELRA 2R 50% LA R IR & & RSO, T ] LUH]
P FRARBIE (CO) MEeE (BHL) #HATHIR. PERiE, — LSS mwipktnT DL R
fE AR IR A T AR, BBR DG REAR] A HLER IR . 6T EE ) R AR R i
ICT S FR IR, DR S 77 AR K A R e R 7 i IR B iy AR & v T B L
FOMANMERIEY) . AR, AL, TR DA KBS SR K A, R RS R K TR i)
A ED O S E GRSy, s . SRE B, RS e =
PEEAOR T H AR, SR E R WG AR AL B, B RS 5E . Monika
SR T NEREE EEA K S pH. S, Jear. SR B EEX HAK IR
Wi o At AT R AR 35 72 35 s D 36 IR e B i AR B 25 F J i SR M SRS B e ) B 2 . Tl
Ay, R SRS, — RS A T A R R R A

2 FHEAAR E MR FRAM NG M, W Cunnighamella®. Mortierella
isabellina®". Mucor'®®. Aspergillus terreus?® F1 Moriterella alpine®, ARG 5 M.
isabellina BAIEF MBI REe ), SMZBEAMMFEE 72%P. M EE Mucor
circinelloides T UM T ALK A =AY ARE Y. M. circinelloides 72— MR 1%
R BT RAR R, BRUONER 5N A 75 OB I ARG ARy, 4
Rl E T BUHXT 45 5 . Aki Tsunehiro 1% 21| /1) 22K 5L Mortierella alliacea YN-15 REf%
P REAAEIGER, FEH M =RIE AR ZEIRAE S0L AV IR B s FR, 4
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HoFHEILF 46.1 g/L, il BAREN 19.5 /LI,

P BRI AR AL C16 ~ C18 MR 1 Ll B K, FLAE & AE PSR T T R A
HRARSA 76 BT S AN 1600 FhlEEH 204G 70 Fhod = imsEsE, e TnT LU A i g
M5 20%M AR X SRR3R R AR B B L T E ) 40%05Y, RIEE
T B 1) 2% A1 Yo MR TR RE 1 25 3 2R T AR 3] 70%025 o vl g T - DR B A AR e 10 el i A 7= R0 R P %
FANUEYIRIGE S, MR MlE RENTIR ST B a2 . Mgl I I B

(Yarrowia lipolytica) HA RIFHIBHERE . et REMG Y2 TR H T2 K
B, ERIEA NIER TR 2 P B BRI g, G T e B 2 B )
MAREERE Y. lipolytica WMRAIESE RENS 7 AL Ml 4T 90% v fig, Il IRk B mT ik 2]
HIBE T 85%, F= R 214 1 g/L/h B8, Chen %5 NBVR IUARE T RE L0 BERE L [ 41 & e B
ik R RE R B, BtR 22 f R BEXT R 5T 27 4E 304K R 32 I i, REWE PR AR oL 47 4E 3=k
VR Z AP NG . Wang S5 NUOVET VORI 1 S B R 22 fa e B A8 7= B A= 400 vl g 1D P — ik
Ui, ORI A3 B8 W] DR A IR AR R A, & 23T & R e o F IR
NPT BEANER o B2 R 22 OB REAE TR IE K R v B R &L N 49.3, I 3 hn£h 4k
R ERPEmMR S, AR BB E 12.3 g/LF.

1.2.2 fA= it i ) & R 42

T A B BF B A AR P iR R R A C AT ST R AR R EA, IR DL IA I s I B

(Lipomyces starkeyi) I3 K 8 BT AE Pt g B O AE o

AR EE S N TAG, HA A WA EER SRS OB A & RBOReA
MH I -3-BERR B TAGs ) Kneddy 42 (] 1.1). %%, Hi& i im i sy
PRS2 R A E A 5T TR gk AT 1), I A3 i 1) SR A v 2 T4 TR R Pt S 525 D 1)
AL N AR OIS Ao B BTHFERIIN 1 I R I 2z B8 CAMPD) [HNEE, AT
KR B2 B At AMP B4 9 AMP 7K BRAI, ATT 48 B2 AR 204 X PRI FE 1Y) AMP
i 7 AT AR (Idh) BEYE, SECTCA AR T WA Z R AR N AT IR 1) K &
SO TR R BATAR R W H S SRR AT BR IS I R A A B A b . Bl S, PRBT
(1) ATP-AT R BRZLAARE (Acll, Acl2) R AL AL NEIE QA S4BT Ao FTiR IR AL
e — P, FEr R, TR AR I R AN AR AR R A 5 R ) 2T
MG A CEAHEE A FRIGER (Accl) FeAL A TA ZAHEE A. 8 )5, TRIITER G Wl (Fasl,
Fas2) E-G VA H LIt 4R A T8 BB A 70 T R B Kk Bt A i IR L4 A - NADPH
TERIE SR e 772 R AHBE A & ) Ze e 264, 724 NADPH 4 BT B W2
wa, A REIBREE Y Cl6 M1 C18 I RIAHEE A # A B, JHilid Kennedy il
A RGH T o

AN R A 0 # 1L Kennedy B IKE — AN HH-3-BE R 7T 455
1M AE R TAGs, VEARRIEREUN T o 158, H-3-M R i i P 8 A0 s N 3% A R ¥ LU IR R
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UK, IR IR SE RS RS (Slcl) AVAILBEAGHE 2B (Alel) MIBEIERFEREMEL
MBS RRTE 5 — /B L R AR LR T A B IR IR - SRS BRI 22 BER LT A
“EHEH I (DAG), ALIZR MBI BEIGRRBEREE . B5, W R R b
(Dgal, Dga2) K 5L5E H N EEIEGEE A $F 5] DAG IS =Nk b, TRAR TAGS™.

Glucose
l Pentose Phosphate Pathway
G6P PGL Ly PG 2Ly RsP

>

E ; : ; :

E v | NaDPH NADPH
o . .

2 FBP Kennedy Pathway Endoplasmic reticulum
s PL Lyso-PL
> Alel
© _’Gpdl Sctl Slel Pth>

G3P «—»DHAP ¥ Gly3P LPA —» PA<e«—— DAG TAG
i l Gut2 Dgkl Dgal
Dga2
Pyruvate Pdcl > Aldehyde Acyl-CoA ‘.‘ .................. . ....... .
i clongation desaturation ;
l Ald i LsElol  LsFad2
Pyruvate Mael i LsElo2 LsFad3
Acetate
Mdhl Acs _
Acetyl-CoA Malatc «— OAA Acyl-CoA
yit EZZ; }7 Malonyl-CoA
OAA — Citrate —— Citrate Acetyl-CoA %
T i Acll
Acl2 -
Malate Isocitrate Acyl-CoA Synthesis Pathway
i
AKG
Mitochondria

B 1.1 Bk R AR R o 6 A R A s i L)
Fig. 1.1 Schematic diagram of lipogenesis in the oleaginous yeast Lipomyces starkeyit*¢]
Pl b B S A T T T T Bk IE TR 4 A RTH VI =8 (TAG) X M EE BT IR A Bl &
B B EERMGEEUT: GoP, HEfl-6-t1K; FBP, JHE 1, 6 “#ilR. G3P, HIMEE-3-BR;
DHAP, W8 ¥ Ald: Gly3P, —@ifeH . LPA, JAIBEIERR: PA, WEflEMR: DAG, —FiEH
M TAG, Hih =M.

1.2.3 S it g A 7 i s
P A A AR SR PR P R B8 A% R R AR AR . 0B e Mg E K
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R, AP AE  E R AR RS Tl AR AR P B S IR . H AT A
TR 5 RS S R B IR = B SR P R RS TR RUE
BE IR 4 fF (s aR 3t e, YR C/N. pH. EME. K0, Rl TRESGE, &M
PRI DL ST 0 58 R AIE () 07 36 77 ¥

T FEFE AR A M4 i Fh R B e P AR T 1 R 4 o AN R P S AR AR A B R g A
FEOT A % B HRE AL BUEAT LSR5 BAS [B) T 107 BR 2E s R 15 7 2 A1, DA 2 AN [ 19 T
W FF 2 PR A I IR AR B R AR AERR T B IE 2 A A E SR 5T AE A BRI R 5 5
B, AT, HAREE R IR TAG (AR N - BF AR I, FREIZ .
B Wi BREUEE I HE R 2 R TP AR A i IR AR SR8 R R )2 K 22 H5= T
A= WAE I TR R 2R 0 THD R e A R TS 40 i B A s IR R A e AL 2 A g & &= 190 [
I, EPRGI SR T8 IR B AR B, e 43 22 R G Bt d KPR B2 b v k2
VNG A B B o VT 22 7= T AR ) O iR T8 i 8 e o JCyh IS & i B B R s, 4
B 25 (Mortierella) < B BRI ERE (Yarrowia )« LI RE (Rhodotorula) M5 ¥k ( Candida)
SRS B T ERE LA, 3B VE 22 HAR IR IR AN 58 DA 2% 52 Mk A A0 48 %) A= AR T
A AFEIRYE B Fo A 75 R R E AR S 7R 3 IR 2 pH ANA R 455 - Somashekar
AT T BB RV FREA L, RIA FIBRIR 5 77 S 80N B B s - &
T AL AR T 625 1 1 A8 KA IS 2B 77 . Angerbauer S35 R 5T 1 78 PR RS 75 3 h AN pH
X} L. starkeyiin Ji fE ™~ £ HIEE0, HobgmilE = & (56%41 1+ 5, 7.59/L) £ pH5.0 [
SR, miEsEAEYE (15.1 g/L) 1F pH 6.5 &4 N3k

AU TR A — P 2R S A )i i B T S B IR S TR N IR B R Rk e
TREF= B JNEAFAE SRR, AReE Rk mmiR . Bk, B AjraT ok 2
i ) 2 RS LASE = S AR M) I IR & . EIX T TH AT T KE Mg, 23
AR AL T H AR R AR AR o DU S M i s = 242 i 7 rT e . B W E )
B PR AR R IR BRI G R B 5 . AR 0 AR T BOm B R A Rl i34t vr 2 Hoth
PR AR C H TR AR TAR BB 7P AR TR & 48 5 = I A AR 223
REWIRE /) 3B 7 0 N A & a2 R T AR R (i 2 BEShEE AL 3 - BHAHES A AIH I
3R« NADPH Fl ATP) MR, AT N Tk (1) FRIHIR A MBS 42 1
W RIE;: (2) TAG EWE g g Rk (3) MK TAG EWE i (4
BELMT 35 4 B8 A% s (5) 2 IERIE LR 7 ED7), Lazar 45580 POX1-6.TGL4 (55 5 GDPI .
DGA2 W RIEMGE S, BRIBEPE IMY3501 AR BL R AR/, i P H I -3- AR 1
WREERN, MITIERE T TAG HIFH R . Blazeck 25 N\ OVH 414 S0 bl =] 4 4 fige flig HE FC 8%
BEFRS R NG 0T B AN A= W06 B 2 AN G 2R Y, 4% PEX10. MFEI. AMPD. ACLI.
ACL2. MAE. DGAI R DGA2, 7#4: 7T 57 FhARIRIEER A . Horb i s iis i & PEX10
I MFEI WX DGAL Wit 3Rk, RACAY) IR BLEs R A1 e, e 2% 1) 50 T PRk
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HI S MR 90%, FERETHEE TR Pl 724 25 S, 2 R PRI 60 #5424

Pemrm iR 2 A TR SOEHE SBUEYE D, IR TE 1 RE s s e
77 731000 A AR A T AR I P AN AH 56 5 1R R 3R 2 TR Bl — P4 01 3 7k g A
USRS TR VAR T FAA2 T Z N, Wi L-S2 RN T B
SOy AE 204, T T ARG R IR T RR TV AN 2 105000 BRI SR A R ) 3=
PR — R BE S A IE s, DR R4 i AR R T A K . — R T 3RS
77 VR PR N A D7 VARG 2 B T A i P et T R N i PR AR — S, %
T N A M B CC I BE R AR 7). i 258 N7 e B 45 o i e IR IR L — B
B 5 MM Re s Bt L2, FFHS TR, XEAmprmis & 25K, Fit
YR DLt st 1) TR OB R B, 8 A Wris AL B2 a0, KE 5w s
Mo £ 534 —TH 5, Daskalaki S5 181R Y N M dE A0 el , 8 58 & o 3 7R 2k 41 7
FHRE B 3G v v T B A MR s b R 2 e, 80 77 ARG 57 I AR T 5 Bk 3] 44%,
EE SR AR TR PR 1t 30%. ARSEEe % o2 B Tl e & B e & JEIX — R, P T cutaneum
ACCC20271 AR PR, W mE B O Tk AR S T — R T cutaneum
MP11. AR AENS [FD M Z RIS R B0 . ABE . H7 SRMEEE, SRAS A g i sk
34.4 g/L, RJFUEE T cutaneum ACCC20271 [¥) 5.7 15190,
1.2.4 BRI ORIEA = A Y b R

BT E, @S, HArEAEY i e A AR SE I B A ™ A ) 32
PR — 1T FHOE A A I R AR BCA A . ALY & A A HUORL,
PR A Wit i I ) BRAT R S5 o R FH RN AT LA E D9t i T DA S 25 ARl A= 0t AR
[ ABEFRS

O B BEE JL I () PN P2 AR A i A M 3 B, K2 IR 05 08 T, R RS E R A%
EMEANZEE 1. Hr, 2LEKE (Rhodococcus sp.) &M 9 i 2 4 E « Rhodococcus
sp. LA AR TR AL A WAL i i 17 77 - Wells LA WLV 75 TR AL 22 K Fa K (loblolly pine)
BRI EANE AR, HEBERAAR M5 ERIIARRAHERIEANRY), Bk
B, 48 h J5 = 2 B 40 T EE 1Y 26.88%!7), T ERRHI % % T, 4l Rhodococcus sp.
YHYO1 783 B h SRS I A AE 7 IR Bl 1 55 7 B b i D IR AR R 214 31 69%
(w/w) 170,

FEIM IR AT I 1 A S E AL AR FE TR) Py RS e AR P= W AR I RE /T - AR 4T
YEZR AW 5T CABVEY 7 i B B K B R B . Probst A1 Vadlanit™ PAE A5 AT K B W
CRI I ARPERIBTRAE RS 228k 9 R, 2K RFIRER AL B S, L. starkeyi B
HERIA R 37.3%. HEE ARG RE IR, SRR, 2 AR R R
3G 7% )50k, Taskin ZEU2ZEJE T B 561 N A H 200088 255 TR 20/ B, IR BE 55 253
EonlN 105 g/L M 64.8%. FHMEZH M. PEEAERA RN, ZEDSEmA i
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7 R 7400, 6 FEDHL B3 3 5 R D S0 o A0 9225 5 B B2 o LI
KA b B T 7 A 7 i L3 2 5K B A TR 7 7 740,

1.3 Rsh KR A ik A A e v Y L A

1.3.1 b /K R IFEANRR 5

KR RN EE R, HERE 97%RIARE K, F 3% kK, A%
KK ELR 3.5%, b BEAURIX g K SR RSB &, anZiig () 3 FEAE 4%
DA b o PRI K I e 31 BT AN Be AR N RIESAUAMV R . e A2 —Phm] AR MK, 7E
AR BV 2 EREAT VR 555 . Bk, I R K ] 4 R IS 7 2 AT e oy — Fiea I 5|
JIRI A= it A P iRV s Ak, KRS Z R, nT LABE S I E R Lk
BRI R TR L 7B IR R U7 A8 R R 8 I KA T BRIE ek R K R ER N R
AR AT T8,

B E K B IR TN S TS, AR E N NaCl. NaxSOs.
MgSO4. KNOs3 Ml NaHCO3. TMVEARH FZRIE, HELEEIEET (0.2% - 15%)
791, Horpr, FlESEAT MV HP B R 2R P Pk 3] 15%0800, /K FRFE IR 7K i 6 — A 3.0-3.5%
(S KMLD, BESHEEZHEY), Flufk. B 85 FAR Tk S 35 R KRR
FH ) 280 | ) I82 g 884 S AR AT, B AR 3.0% - 3.5%,
3.5%2 ROV ERE, PR ER R LA 1.2 — MR EAT LR KRR T
Gb, AFEREMEREMBRITL R, Faly FRMEY. E&E%. RTHFEEK, 2
RIMFAFAEZ TS I, WA NALEY) . BIFFEA (SS). mIEAER & (TDS). NH4'-N
MBEHLEE, AT R KOFEREOE. SS. &Y. EEE. HMRE. WS
SY . ZKEE N — R IR NG G, SR AR TR A TR KT, ERE S
IRy AN ER 85 oy R /KL g, e ] R I TR i A R R K R A v R R T
KW (~10,000 mg/L) B8, ZXMy— EHN A FRANIG L —, SRR
AT HUROK . AR RS RGIE AR A R, F4k, 625 oK it
AR, RECRMER, (HHA RO Rer & 20w B I PiAE =i 2R . Bk
I TS Gt T B A BRI A ) 5 AT e

TXELAT M )5 B R K AL Bk i B, LT R R R 2 I R K A BR R R, B
AL DB EE R B SGREEOR . RBBKE G =T EREEA TR S, &
PINEAC B LA N A, DRI — R B AL 22 VR AT A B . AERRER DT T,  SRIBE RIS A
R R0 AR PR 7K H K B A WL RN 7 ] kil /D 1 RS ) 48 FH 5 e A, 7EEA T
PRAL AN 2 F, — e 2 Ik [ AR R BB . AR AL 2R AN HE T2 BRI N
H, BRI FER S BB, BeRES . P B2k B DG B RS P ik . B
IR fifi e 2B B K R MU A 207 P JRE 2K 3 A P Aab B, R A
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P RENS 7K 32 e 2 B I RE PR MR R K b T 519 WD S A= M0 25 A BRI SRR K2 AT AT Y o

Phenol-laden saline wastewater 3.5%

Marine culture 3.45%

Oily saline wastewater

(contain heavy metals) 3.3% Vegetable pickled production 15%

Food processing: 3%

Coal mine 9.3%

Saline antibiotic wastewater 2.6%

| ll 1 I I ﬂ | | | | I ] I I I I | 1 I o
Concentrated membrane m 2 9 4516 7 8 9 10 11 12 13 14 1546] Salinity (%)
or electrodialysis effluent 0.65 - 0.8%
Textile 0.1-1% Pharmaceutical 0-6%
Agriculture-run off
0.12-14% Tannery 5.4% 2.1-5.7%
Fishing cannery 0.2-0.5%, 1.3-3.1% Petrochemical wastewater 1.9-4.2%

K12 3 s R K AR B AR L 1 2 JEE 7]

Fig. 1.2 Sources of saline wastewater and corresponding salinities!”’!

1.3.2  FIHMBEEKA AR

AP AEYIBRRLT TR, HEK R —MRE T IR BB . 124 A1k, FIH#K
B AR K HEAT AR P G R B SR & — AN LD Ak . BRI DR i K A T A A= 4
AR, T ER YRR AN AT AR, R AT AR M B Sh M FE AR . Zaky AS &F
OURRIC 1 #EERERE Saccharomyces cerevisiae AZ65 X /K W) = 2R TN 266 /1. 5 TV
S.cerevisiae NCYC2592 #HLl, S.cerevisiae AZ65 7 10.5% (w/v) EHFEER 200 g/L 76 %)
BERIZRAT T AERKESE, I HIRA I ABHR AR 113.52 /L, 77N 4.15g/Lh. FHHE
IKIEAT A i g A B B8 2 S e, BN B RS AE —EJu B 3 T A K.
Sabeela Beevi U ZE2IER 50% KARMG /K FIREFREF, SHRKFEE Chlorococcum WA K
A= AT 1 VPl RIEESSA K & R RE SR ], ERFRIGFRAMT, &
Y0 A B AR SA B H AT E R 38%, AVIEFMAEI R E &S TR/K. BHAr,
AW FE R IE BRI K R )3 S X B . Dobrowolski A 253 3.5% &k B IR AR FULIE /K 3
J R RN ER QI B, 25 SRR e e 7R Mg 7K I T = AR 5 i 7K AL I DT 1R =
S — B, Yen HW PME 5 L AT B, DA KAE Sl 7K B 77
NE®ERE Rhodotorula mucilaginosa, FAMIE N 17.2 g/L, BAKTHRIKI 18.1 g/L. 45RFE
), SaiKAta b, SR KIS & 2 80m, N 65£5%. R KAE R K
AT CAE P G R S AR AT 0 o AR KA I RT3 25 A 2 A 1) 75 2 B & v 2R 52

2
Re o
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1.3.3 A ol A 25 B K AL P A i g

7 b2 26 R /K Fp B 37 ks kAT 7R EWF 7T . T vl LB AE L 22 . A
e R R TE BURT 2 B Y5 Yo RO IR R4 R I I B 30 R K 4 o B S R /K AR B 11 T
R ARSI, BUAEA TR AR A = SR b g, DA RWGR M A4 53 o] AT
BAMERSE RA RS AT ED . 5k N w3 K A R AR LG, R i
TPEGEEAE & BRI 7K A e AT I i A 7 ELA S R () Pl AR R RN 2 B0 o I O 8 5 e A 2
ZRBEKH A B, A Re TR RN L TR TR SR A TS G S PO, Shen
SR P PEGEE Chlorella vulgaris IRINHALTR 7 & 20K, WIS EIRE T 40%, &K
MIEF= & 54.0 mg/L/dPY. 5 HARIAEE R 2200, ER L sg e s T IERR 2R, e X
PERR R & BOA R E R, REle = BE Hille, FHEAHUEARIAEE % 4ee 07,
—UERF LR, EhE T DASE S SR A R AR R SREEMN 0.75%H I E] 6%, ZMIFI
G 07 TR AR P55 S G INAEL B /S SRR e — MR, /NBRIE AN SR8 X AN [RI SR R K B
SRIHCPURE /7 o IX LEHHF 7045 SR BH G L B 7K SR A F T AR RRL R € 38 A 7 3
PERIAT AT

MR A DL LR ol SR K3 T i i R B B S /b o AR A AT 52 B
Tl B B R K 5 K | g DT e AR A e S A PR AR A B ), S BOHAEIX R K AR KR
Ak, mEREE CRT 1%) ATEUE 20 M R el PR 4r Mo AR, 12 T 2 B 5 g i
PN AMESIE R 22 5, AR P K ) A 20 5 SO A A K A5 R DT 5 M A A v 1
B A M KU DRy T T IR MR AS, T £k B IR IR I R R, AE ART AR T e
BT LA IR R T R B AN E AR ER A T . Tiang 500U M ZG ) 3RS —BRIE h T RE PR
FRART LR, 4% ASIRWE . R TT AR 2R A M — SRR, £ & &K
T 1,200 mg /L FRE 7 A ae i s tr i A4 72 h AT CLRE A2 800 mg/L 2Ry, HH
e FRIR BE R LA #0/E A o Huang LH 58 AUV 3L Lipomyces starkeyi HL £E£ AR AT
T ESNE TR = 2h B R K h e ARG, JF HAEWIAE pH 4.0, HIEHERINE A 20 g/L
AT, L. starkeyi HL WAV A AR = & 50700 17 ¢/L. 2.7 ¢/L. BHEl, K5 W
PR— MR TE K ) A ab B, AR5 R A= W S R A =

14 TRAEIR i R R [

141 BUEVIR 1%

e 5 /K B AR KT T 2 Wit Ml A B A A ) B v R S2 AN RT3 . — 52
b2 T IR R AR UL e J 1, (H AR A IR B R AR BRI, A&
A3 2 i AL R AR 40 P9 % B P, AT DR A S 2 v B I
HZMAEI ORI T2 I /248, DIERFHEE SR & 1K, Rl T
BRATATIS FIH # Na's Na'm] LUdd Na/H W afs RGN KI7ER N 6

h
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HALIIREN R, i KOS AN, (HAAEEIE R (K ATP 1) K5z R 450100,
Yenush L $2 BI7E 2 5 T Sk AN ES T IO 00T, BRI A AN FIRR I AR B R S, I
LR 6 Pl e ) B AN R S8 1) T A BT S TR V040 s A P 0 8 1 ot 4 LA O B
BT I ia A B IE M o 38 B TR 0 — A DR 3R B S Il (1 v 1 S o B B A
FLAE L T EUREERIRE S A T RN RS TR, TR RR AN MR AR AR R A O
FEER B SN, BN ES TR, PR S 1 N R 5 e A R v B B 1 S
2,

B P A A M = AR B IE AR T, X IX IR B P — A E B2 A A2 AR 1
T, FEE AR RHANER CHM. SRR W 20l RYERK 0T
(1051, FEERMIE T, T REAN i A 2 0 27 Hh B 40 e ) 3R A, DD e s R, T BB A
T HRAEIE N (ISR, T Hogl E4EZ 5 T ULt FEI06 1071, b s o f)— A 2 LI AL
H L B R R IEE I E YR . — SR 7T 4 R R A X TR B B e S i ] N,
LA AN 400 F1 250 N JEBR] 43 3] b AT 108 10 g R PR it R PRI A R A B L,
A BATTAS B 3 T AARSETE & — 58 Bh P 1) AR IR B o ShJ0D I8 25 1R Pl RE A I F 1 1)
BIFA B . Zhang ZENOF SR I, ERBE R T BRI FE S BORGE RS R0 RE TR AL, RIS
SER P AR VR K Rt R I B 5 R IO BRI R 4 . 7E I MR RE R A BT 2R BAY
M4, Tchakouteu & N IR 21 4 F I REAE NaCl BN 4.0% (w/v) a4 N I e &
ARG
142 AR B R

H T 203 % B 54, e AT DAHRHT SR I AR B e, AT BE R I AR e 1k o RS Tk
H SR T I AP — S A i ATE SR vk B 2R 2 A T ARG, R AR i A e
PR, FLYE 1908 4F, WFFLN RUSGIE B T 3AE ) B BRI R Re T . R HIAED)
e A 2 R P A A AE PR e o R PR Rk 58 ) 3 AN [E AR 2R A (A e
FVECE) #R] LA [RIREFE PR AR 2Ry o ERSR— SR 0 W 2R Ak & W ) St B P 52
B, (EEEBEAEET REFELI 2R SY, SE RSB (Pseudomonas putida)
ZRECR R, —HE) 2T AR AR R, BB AE DT B A S G A 4
e, 2T RRE, AREEESEAE YRR ARG T AR 8IS B 1AL
HITHFEZ FIBRIE, AT N 2R 5 05 B AT A AR A T T RO, Btk 2 il ). Ay
TR LR BRI — e WL B, BRI FH ORI Ry J e — I B JR A REYR . kb,
HWE. IEHEESEE WA T &R LAY RS

T AR ] o N RE R 1R . SIRA T ML, 1555 KWy 1 E Y %
RN LR AR AR Z BTG B E T, MR AR IR 2 H0
WAL U o TR, W8 Sh B R I 5 A 6 8 75 3 R PR 85 rp 2R AL ) 2Ky B
fidm (B 1.3). KByl A D & e tb & A PR 75 i Th 52 3 = AN B 2D IR
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Wip: 55 EFIAHIMbA, INHIZARE, MRS I  E)y TCA JE3hr gy lafd . 2R A
) — AN SRR AR Rl N IRy B A B AT P e A, TR RO LRy (1,2- R4, Kt
B e AR D, ERIZAEIEIE P RS A, BEJS, AR IR i A AN [R5 [ Y
TR A . — R, ARy 2, 3- XU (C230) HEATHEALIRIR
AR 2-FERG RRIR AT 4-JRIR: o — R AT R Iy 1, 2-XUINEEE (C120) fEALAE SRS
Fﬁ‘%ﬁz‘%*ﬂ*ﬁfﬁV\]@EE‘J”M‘I?‘%%[“” R AT LRR =Y =N TCA 138, 15 £ B i s
(Halomonas campisalis) 518 0 Ar R FE RIS, MR8 . AR R MEfT
TR 7575 T 4 1 0 5 20 AR B R I T C 120 FUORTR R B (35 14 o X e 7 e B
T BT i A SR A A IR - 1200, Khleifat!! 2 R K 2 $0 20 1R 2 3 I [A) 7
TR

COOH
meta-cleavage COOH
COOH
H\ droxy muconic o ‘4 i
semialdehyde LOpPERt S-enoate TCA
Cycle
Phenol COOH
COOH
Catechol C’DOH _o
o1 le cleavage
Muconic acid Muconolatone

B 1.3 FEFMET RER ez
(El: HWEAEE. £2: JL2EH 2.3 SUNEES E3; JLZE) 1.2 SN
Fig. 1.3 Pathways of phenol degradation under aerobic conditions!'??!

(E1: Phenol hydroxylase; E2: Catechol 2, 3 dioxygenase; E3: Catechol 1, 2 dioxygenase)

R LB BRI IR pHAE R SN EVRSEF R 5, I 33
REAR PR R IR AN . WA R P AR R R M B R R, B 5 IR A YR R R
JE UL R A D R M . FREE R A G, pH (IR S e AE P 1) AR K
HEEEYE, K2 HORM PR R Ok, T pHAE (6.0-8.0) ZIEE IS, BniE &
MIEFRYIBL, AR W O, BREURE, TTRESEWEYIEME. ARt
FIF 25 55 B IO RN 005, S e 17 2B KRB B S, AT 0 17 JEC A2 1) & i ok 5
Chandrasekaran S¢S0 R I, 7E 2RI EEN 12% 00, BEREE I I 2 2 02 7 2K
Beff, IR CRIED FIES IR T 2K A 4 B A s S B T, AL I 7 R o A A
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FEACHEREME . — DU TR, AR AL RS TR SRR, M2 9 A A LA
{1 TR KA S T I 95 1 AR AT,

L5 ARXHILBKESHIANE

S I AT AE s R AN A ) S i A SRR ARECTaiE i, iR
WA= 2 BB I IR G CRA =558, AR A, AL i TR S5 H
fh 557707 BT, A E AT i e A2 2 H AT RVE R el ST 4HTE Je
FRAHLL, PmMEESR e S E e, AR S MR, RO A R
M) o SR, AR A AR T E R E BRI, AR REREK, FEOR
KA I HE N, BASEE N . B AT 7K B YRR R e el ) H 2 RV, IR /K BT AR 7T BE
BT I 25 7= IS BT FE G o A T ¥ /K B R PR MO R VR KN L SRR IR
IKAEFR T FARA A E iR A 7 BOA B — AN I

WK B R 27K AT B A K BEAT Sl A et T T R T B 5 AR ) B T A
PR R IK A B LTS A B B A e 1 e ae PR 52 770 ROR 22 S B BEE i flg e £, H
AROERIAEENE, FERAALERIER TGN RIF. AT DL 21 4k 3 R A0
T T AW 4-FRFIR RS . ARSI P Trichosporon cutaneum ACCC20271 N H K
Rl AR 1o 7 1 0 7 08 5 A S ) PR HEA RS T s I IR AR T cutaneum MP11. AL,
KWFELL T cutaneum J9WE TR RAE = E I8 T EATMAR K EE . BE, T cutaneum &5
] DA 32 1 Eh A58 DL S 32 W L iR ANTE 2 s FLOR, ™ WUIRE T cutaneum TRFR
e R R MR B mM A 7 s &J5, T cutaneum MP11 {E S SN T 2 5 68
0 AR AR Iy P R I o 3K A8 i A A Y /K B T 5 3 R /K A R AT T i IR 7 A o
o AR SCERXS DA B TREUT SR8, HEEAT RN AIT .

U FFH KA T IR A B, 2 7 W a9 B A ER I BE o A S JaidtdT 1
R 22 f g BE R BRI 52 VRS2 06, R U H R i B I 32 B Rk . IR, ¥ T cutaneum 3555
FEAN ) 8 B2 R R 7K AR 28 A AR TEAS [F) BRI 5 B A AR A L TS BL R g 7 B 560

(2) FFpy e TAV K SR B HLTS Ge, AAAE T R0 & s oK, TGS
mEIIK, H A A A B I . ARV BE NS T 52 2R B iR AN ]
AT w7 WG RE T cutaneum MP11 {E & #h 5648 T AT 1 KBNS 32 VE AR TT. AR5
Ve P53 B A My o B2 AE = BR B8 T BEAT I IR A, IS g A P AR Iy B AR BE 0 o B
Ja, AWFREAAE U R & HK SV K AT IR A 8%, DA e IR B R AR T
cutaneum 1E 55 1 7K H (1) S TE



EEABIRE WL%H00BT #1371

F2EF RRLHEBEREANRREREKRIERTHHAE LB

21 3|8

KRR FE, B9, RIVEIEEHZH B, 7T LA U0k B R 7 5 P
WL TREIFRER. 15 NIE, FFRAEH RO M KEAT ED = G . EREmiE R
Pk A2 s KA AT RS m N I RE I 2 B, il K 77 DLRERHR K B = I fE# L
WK R FEIR A AE 3.5% 0, HE A SREE T, FER I AN, B m i
VARG MR, it AR BTEE S 5, S N S P Vs . DAL, TREOK
B AR K AT AR Pt i A2 7= BT B SR A A2 T AR 0 B e R

BeAR 2z iR BE A )iz BRIE, v DU & Fa MRS AT RAE i e A2 7=, xF
RGN . TSR TRE S — Ee M, HuiIEa sScil sk
ERGRME, WS EWRME SR .. ALK =R mlEgn s K EsE, BT
cutaneum ACCC20271 FNHI R BEME, F|FH i &5 0o 07 0 AN BA 0o 2 P 1A SRAS 1 v g
TEIVEK T cutaneum MP11 . 12 5 PRI 26 1) R8T 158 BH R 2500 7 128 77 V20t e d i & =
PR BRI o P LA 1% 07 V282 5 BOIR 22 A e BEAE = 26 2510 T IR AR 7~ 2 S £R
PERE.

AATHEIE T T, cutaneum R 52 14 J HAE AN RIHE/K SR EE R AR 2B 2R 0. B
JeibAT 1 ROIR 22 fO R R 0 ER I 52 P 900, IR T H e = BB I 52 [ R B . LR, W56
Witk T cutaneum ACCC20271 1E5 1 4.0% NaCl ff55 37 J i E 4738 B R AL S B 00 5
i VARG B i Shve . SRR, sa, EAF SRR KR R R s S e
SEFENT AN AR AT A DL AR 7= & 52

22 MBS HE

22,1 RWAERIRE
Trichosporon cutaneum ACCC 20271 52 M b Al 4 4 B A O 2 rp o0 CACCC,

http://www.accc.org.cn) 3K15. T cutaneum MP11 HASSZIG = 1 F= f50ME [F) 4 78 FR 1) 2R 5%
T L R0 R R AR AT, ORI T o [ A Ak A ) A R e FE Pl (CGMICC,
http://www.cgmec.net), VEMSH 20481, ASZIGHTH IR FREEMT .

(1) YPD ¥i5#dk: 10 o/L BERHEIY, 20 o/L Hi%iBE, 20 g/L B H .

(2) YPD “FH: 10 g/L BERHRELY), 20 o/L #i%iHE, 20 o/L A, 20 g/L Bifg

(3) AR 60 /L #imibE, 1.0g/L B —E40, 0.5g/L BERHERW), 0.5g/L
BIKBREREE, 0.22 g/L R4k .

(4) LRERMERTFRILE: 150 g/L #i&ipE, 2.0 o/L B &8, 1.0 g/L BEHEERW),
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1.0 g/L L/KIREREE, 0.44 g/L WRIRE
222 K5

ARSI By F 7K B A AL T b 2R Dt ME B 3T () R 1 X 4 (30.819 °N,, 121.528 °E).
WK ERFE N 0.98%, BT & B 2200 & IR EE N 3.2 g/L Na*y 0.43 g/L Mg**, 0.17 g/L
Ca**. 0.11 g/LK" . G878 BT U KR i rR i I @A a3 2R BE U R 21 1.0%- 3.5%-
4.4%F1 6.0%.

HE AR R IS H OXIOD vl . & BEbR ARl CFH T A Ahs
) TS H L ZRE R A% 555 B ARG 75t b 22 i 30 S5 B R 2R3 R
AR AH] .

223 T cutaneum WIFF-T-55 37 FE N M 3EAL

T. cutaneum [MT557%: FEFPAREBUAZE TR, SRJE4E YPD Pk Lk
R4k, BEEWIAE 30 °CFH 9% 36 hy PREUCREE, K HEZREH 20 mLYPD £ 57
1) 100 mL #ZHFH 7R 24 h (MO — GG 285 DA 1% R & PR 2 i 1) &
H YPD [ 7B P 15 3% 16-20 h BN AT (HONEE —aE ) .

T. cutaneum ACCC 20271 W& N L: T cutaneum ACCC 20271 1E N H Kk,
FERR I EIR & A 4.0% NaCl B35 722 rp g AT KIARE Rt gtk . PhradiEihz s,
HU S mL B ANHTEE TSN 40 o/L SALENII & s ek, 7R3N 180 rpm, 30 °C
W46 R 9% 5 do Bl R BUK AR 25 mL T 50 mL &.08 HF, B0 3 min CGEA B0
AW, M 2,000 g £ 42,000 g). B 5 mL i FEERENT — NG Hrif 5 55 51
R4k ERE TR, MON 1 IR, R FIRPUPEE, IR T B0 AN, HAb
FMRFFAAL . BRIOR IS G B — € MR B & 2 S A A K E, 7 oMERE 2-
3R BON SRR . IR R A To B 26 R b T HR A
224 TAEYDM NG K

T. cutaneum WIFENAAR T SLIGAE 500 mL #EE 34T . WEWEHM PR 2 5F
50 mL & s R, M EN 10% (viv), EIRE N 30 °C, H3E N 180 rpm %14 F
Hi97 5 do

T. cutaneum (WA B R I SLIGAE 3 L A RN (BRI % TREA
BRAT]D Rk T, EHRERBER TAEKRA N 800 mL, 10% (v/v)I3ER& . EIRE N 30 °C,
N 450 pm, ISR 1 vvm B N REE 120h. KEESFESF pH [E4ERFLE 5.0 GE
i+ 5 M NaOH A1 4 M HCl &) .

225 MBENEENE T

WE ML N AN ES T2 18 Gao 5 NI J7 . B 2eilid B O UEA R SULENIKE T
FOZAR, P BRI WD A 2 B DA R 25 40 P ) BBl ) 2 B S o i, ARG BSOSO
JERIZHRAE 65 cC Tt TR EEE, WeHTHE, REHIMA 1 M K ShBRE B TH
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JRUARRE , B Co B 22 MO AAE Fr S LAt N 4, A B M R 22— e R B RS B S 1
5 VA o
22.6 4IMEIEEMEE

BRI GHR G TR R 2 e E N, G BAEE (BX53, OLYMPUS, 7R
HAES, HAD WEHAMIEE, BOKMEECN 100 5.
227 BHESFIREE K E N E

KL AR RS 61T (725 ICP-OES, ZHE(E, ) WlE KA i & 7k
FE o R BT H )M KR it P RO DB AR e B (A e T, R i d i B SR AP AT 5 FE R 5E
22.8 FHEPE. A KR E

R 2 B 5 158 P A A% RS 0 BT SBA-40D CLLIR B R £ B ARt Fe i, Hrg,
E). FHE4ha] W61 (BIOMATE 3S, Thermo, Waltham, MA, USA) 7E 600 nm
ARSI 20 i A K
229 g E 5 ESEE

P Z BRI E T8, BAAOP RO R TR B O WUER 20 S 0 P JOK B 25
BRI, R FLE A% 30 O B B B B T L, T 5 R G e 25 B T L B R R 45 4
MTEE . TRV Bh IR SR BCR 2 RE-E 0, PR E P IR~ . Mt e
Znf i 4 M EHERY4ERE 2-3h, Z SRR WS 10 708, XASEEFEH 12
PR . SRIG NN FFEE RIS (1:2, v/v), 1E30°C, 180rpm RAEHL 1 /M. B
JE BT B O R AR S AR E A (E TN, &R R CMmE RN RS, &
JEAE 80 °C N A ZAKAF BN . W 5 i 22 HEk R n] A5 il i 7 &

2.3 HIRATHE

23.1 T cutaneum Wi ERVEFR T

A 73 2 I KR B AR K BEAT MIE A9 . /K I ZE B s A, EXxs 4
FEIERIERCR, AN ERAEIR SALBA RN 2R AN . BRI, A el /8 & o 55
FAF AN INEAN KT L T cutaneum W L 1ERE. 4 T cutaneum ACCC 20271 KH
B FRAEAWTR s NaCl R B B & i Rk, () A 3o 2o 4 i 12 2853t — 2D AL L 32 1Y) B

e FRIRE
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2.1 T cutaneum ACCC 20271 FE#: 54 F A A KIE AN E R AT
Fig. 2.1 Cell growth and cell morphological of T. cutaneum ACCC 20271 under saline conditions
T. cutaneum PRI 32 14 LU AE 500 mL FEMLH#E4T . T cutaneum ACCC 20271 223t YPD R F kg
WG, HREIRBINEACEN ARG IRES, 3 d GBI S8 S & i 7R3 . 1
7 3 d G RIS A A R R . —HERZRE, HARAEAK, Bt
R FREL, EALBNREE N 0% INE 13.0%. B53e451F: 30°C, 180rpm, 3d, #HFIEAN 10%
(vIv). PERIESE G, AN RDG R mes, %804 100 x.

o N ESN ()] (o]
- -t

T. cutaneum ACCC 20271 7EK AR & Eh i R g K mE 2.1 . T
cutaneum ACCC 20271 7£ &= bl T 23 56 IR IR TR, e 52 Bk 13.0% NaCl,
BARE 268 /7. T. cutaneum ACCC 20271 Mk /KB 773k rh #3154 30 g/L &AL
B sE g, OD EIREFEAC (H 7.5 FE2] 3.9), LA %R IR B0 40 oA — & (1) f i
oM, EALENIRIETE 3.0%% 9.0 % EHIN, KA KERAEHERIK, HHAZEE
P e S BRI BT 0 B AR A AN K o A S ENIR B AN 9.0%03Z A5 38 Ty, 4t i g AR K
B D HENIREIE S 13.0%, ARJLUTFAEAK . AR EE KB40 i
SWRERER 2.1 %, T cutaneum ACCC 20271 1E¥% 7K (Start point) HH7 7% 14 i £ %1
2E, NaCliRETE 12.5% (48th) TFRIFRAIAIMIIESA ML KM, AR
IEHWRIERS . 1EEH 13.0% NaCl F3GFRIE R 20835, A Re4EdRs IEH KRR,
NGHEZ KRR (BRI 55 NS B, @i 48 r 4R
MSMBLETT LAY T cutaneum FERETN 52 13.0% NaCl [ 5 5k &
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T. cutaneum GENGT 52 imn i P O RALEN, FLANRE N A7 AE i 201 1) SRARAE &1 12085 R E
FERWRFE I EACARAAAE T, Z0RR AN B ERHL ] AT 58 2™ B AR . Nabt/H ¥ W) %12 R4t
FEHCAR = SR Hp A 3 E VR o 383 5 A0 P P AR BN S IR B SR AP IR AR A [ 31
JE TR B FHIasm, SR K 2.2 Fion. 5K (0.63mol/L) AHLL, Mk5aREH R
I EACERA LN 4.0%F, B BEAE T (0.58 mmol/L) fE iR Z VG H N rI AN TG
Ao MBEFREE A E AR N 12.5%0F, HIp 88 IR (2.63 mmol/L) B 3
I, EXTHRA 2.6 £5 . ABFFUIFERAMELE 13.0% A T ML A AR IR L,
DRI LR 7 AN e 2R, FEAREHERI R IR . Mg RmT A, fE— e b T A
TN IR IERES YRR AR IEH K, RIANRES B 5 AR K. S E R, 40 I &
BLEE BN, SRR I P AR B T K P 4EREAE IR VG Y, AT s mm 4 e ) A4, B
& G AT,

25 ; @ Extracellular @ Intracellular -2
4 2 T
3 15 ©

@]

il r IS
= ] 3
z2 ] B
5 1 =
= 8
3 17 =
@ [ 3
2 ] L 05 £
W 05 - I €

0 - 0

00 M) 4.0 (0.68 M) 12.5 (2.22 M)
NaCl (%)

22 HMIASMRINES TIRE

Fig. 2.2 Sodium concentration of intracellular and extracellular

232 T cutaneum ACCC 20271 TEAN[F) 5 & (13 /K R R T B AR % 1
FRIRFR LIS KIN, T cutaneum ACCC 20271 8e it 52 i Eh 44, B 1R /K 37
Ferb A PR R R 77 5 T KT cutaneum ACCC 202714E3 LAW) st S 2 3E4T 1 g 1 1%
TR FE TR L 36 BE % B R i il I = B ) s o Fo, 2 2R BT IR M 2R B TE 1.0%
TN, SRR K WK IR K S5 R 29 543.0-3.5%1 29131, 55 Bl 9 i K (1) F- 35
EREAE3.5%, RAFVPESAEX K AR KR miA4.4% 4, w5 245 1)
R FEREIL $6.0% /8 413, AP AR LiR1.0% 3.5% 4.4%. 6.0%1X JLFERE
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PERYERREBEAT SE06,  WOKIE XS IR, B R T cutaneumEANF 5 H fih g A= 7 e
Vap

—{1-0.0% (control) —{1-0.0% (control)
(a) OD at 600nm —O—l.O:’;a (b) Glucose o-1.0%
75 - xzio/g --3.5%
o 6.0% 160 ——4.4%
60 -
~ 120 4
<l 4
g 45 - = ]
Ia) Q i
o) 1 2 80 -
30 5 ]
© ]
15 40 1
r———————— ——— o
0 24 48 72 96 120 0 24 48 72 96 120
Time (h) Time (h)
N —{1-0.0% (control) N ;
(c) Lipid —o-1.0% (d) Lipid production at 120 h
—-@-3.5%
10 1 - 4.4% 9]
1 ——6.0%
| 7.26
8 ] - 8 1 T 6.?9 6.8T88
~ 1 2 T 1
3 6] §° ] 5314
e 1 °
S 3 5 L
- 4 - g_ 3.21
] z 3 £
] =1
- -
2 ] 2
0 kX T T T T ) 0 : . T T ‘
0 24 48 72 96 120 Control 1.0% 3.5% 4.4% 6.0%
Time (h) Salinity

B 2.3 T cutaneum ACCC 20271 YEAN R 30 B T B B4 it R R
Fig. 2.3 Lipid fermentation of 7. cutaneum ACCC 20271 at different salinity
(a) 4R (b) FEHFERS DL (o) MhfEr=&; (d) AR AR 120 h Fimigr-&. i
KW T cutaneum ACCC 20271 1£ 3 L AW Nds AT, KIEEFAF: 30°C, 450 rpm, 5d, pH %
H7E 5.0, JBSE 1 vwm, BEFE 10%, REEFRR 800 mL. MANELEE FHT —IREL K, LLE
U DO B4 R P31

R K BHIRF 5, A BN PR nIE N E TR 3R, AT Loy 58 LS BRifg KN
B SRR TR AT MG . BT BOR KRR S R 2R 1.0%, AR T K -3 2
(3.5%). DRIAHE A K KRS RS #0%. 1.0%ERFERI7K, i 78 K i
AP INEAL IR 553.5% 4.4% 6.0%ERE 7K .

23R R AT LR L, X T cutaneum ACCC 20271 F 20 i AE K AT fig A4
FEH B M. 1.0%. 3.5%£5 5 N R4 AE K& BE S RERS I R g A2 7= i 5 3K Y
RIEEARIAL, EIXPAERE TR RAE RS, HRPIRE T —BHEMR, e
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BOKHMIRTET2 Wa LR R, UL RS TR rIA R . EhETE4.4%H16.0% 1,
YA K B BAR T K, AR EMEAK. T cutaneum ACCC 202711 & i fEF~ &
BIFE120 haRfs, BAh, E2.3(d) @R 17 HAEANFEEE 254 N KB 120 b B i &
o HR A ) B e IR P BN 7.2 g/L, 1.0%A113.5% 268 5 R v g 7= &40 7 N6.8. 6.9 /L, 5
XTREZHARML . T4.4%. 6.0%Zh BE B AR ™= &40 851 g/L. 3.2 g/L, SxFEAH g™
B AR 1 29.1%M155.5% . 245 RE WAL N4.4%. 6.0% K%, ditKES
G = B35 2 BB AN, 7E3.5% 5% DL 35 B oy g A= = R e A AR K E A 2 2K
U2 o 540, 3.5% MR R — AR B SRS, B 2R TR R /b T3 T,
WA I R KT EL R, LT cutaneum B &R MK A= I RE. (H2, MK
23(b) PR A5, T cutaneum ACCC 202717E K %120 hJg F 156 ¥ 3 % b 52 2 T #E 52
TERIK R IR IR 2170 g/LikKE . 5 HADMAREEREAH LG, T cutaneum ACCC 2027113 i
PRI AR
233 PR fEERELE S AR A1 R B R AL

T P 2.1 FR S 36 45 SR v 50 T cutaneum ELAG i i B 2.3 R R 45 SR PR I,
EWRKFAEFLL, T cutaneum ACCC 20271 1 3.5% AR B N AEAE 4 AR K =R 1)
e AN R S A A AR AR L, T cutaneum ACCC 20271 [P A A2 7= g
Ko A ARARE K TRAF S A E D R 7 & R ZE AR T cutaneum ACCC 20271 BHRA
Wy AN N 7= B ARG P ) 2

I AR BRI IS AR A R Bk, ARSI 5 (1R IR [ 2% 1 S5 /e 1% 40
HdE AT JE DR i, (e 2 TR g () 00 2 A0 23 A1 55 [l A 7T A BB 3R A5 A R0 2 g k),
FEMCEEA |, FATHMHOS 38 S H AR ARG R0, (AR, 1ok, FiER|
o R HAS R BN BRI R, T2 A Y — R P AR S EE R iR BT TR R R h
38 o FEANN B ) TN BOS RE A —E GBI . B, AT Sl it &
WAL RS I AR BE T cutaneum ACCC 20271 TR #i i . 5 HAE 4.0% ALK
T IE N, SR 4.0%FACEAIR BT AN 2 — AN R IOK R T (3.5%), R
RE PR IE B = L SR . S AR P I T S T R L Rk T v, IR R E R
BRI, T H IS R, SRS SN, HAeRFRR 23
(R BEHE R J )R, T LA iaCii e v i 0 1) 7 SO 55 77 W JE 4B B DL s 4R il 28
B e g . A6 %= il Z T ERS T T cutaneum MS28 F1 T. cutaneum WL97134,
R T ZIE AT M
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B 24 T cutaneum ACCC 20271 7E 4.0% NaCl F K BHE R 34k
Fig. 2.4 Long-term adaptive evolution of 7. cutaneum ACCC 20271 in medium containing 4.0% NaCl
T. cutaneum ACCC 20271 35 F-1EG G TRkt 85585 AF: 30°C, 180 rpm, 5d. ¥EFRIEIFLRANMN
HEE 20 g/L, N T OREF A AIBRE L ATl AR R, RN 60 g/L. B IR IREF 40 g/L
FMNRFEAAR, B0 IR FRIZ W = s 0 J1 K/ CAL 2,000 g £ 42,000 g)

PN IS G DU (e G A & 951 RS R=1BY S0 WYY B 12 E e’ 1l =11 o A= s == )2
R, B9 T cutaneum ACCC 20271 532 E5H 4.0% NaCl FIB; 7360, £i9%5d
B 5 mL BRSO e B ETE A2 B ) RIS 4.0% NaCl EER R i T3 9%. —H
HEZISRE, AWPEEE 0 ), MRS SRR e e S & S RwE 2.5
PR, &It 44 AR S S0 (B0 71 2,000 g 1B 01 R 2 42,000 g), 4 A= K5
BAEWRLGE, (MRS E0MESA —EMiga. WESELRE L NES, —#aE
AT RE A& BT 2R 25 A Nk /D, R E A WER . ok, FIEBBRA LK, mTae
AR AR AR 2, 5 I A B & 60 g/L. 76 HK FF IR 2 e 40 T G i
I, ARSI ZE A R AR

PR 2 R RHE LIS 44 IR SR A RIE A I BAE — MR ARN (il 2.5).
J SR I I N £ 4 2 LU0/ 24 P e R PR R A e 40 B N R T L (BRI
Ak . FTREES O IE T ELE SR SR T IR ANE DRl B985 1T e A 4 i AR /)N,
K5 40 BT 2 RIFE RN, Jdd B0 i 77 sFE AN Be A R0 18 H e v I 2 e I 4
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(a) Oth (start)

(b) 19th

c) 30th

2.5 T cutaneum ACCC 20271 TEi&E M ¥ 72 o A 4B T 5
Fig. 2.5 Cell morphology of T. cutaneum ACCC 20271 during adaptive evolution
T. cutaneum ACCC 20271 % 3 REH— IR, RIREFERETTISEM TS . B8 T cutaneum
ACCC 20271 (a) #J4f: (b) 58 19 HEHE: (o) 5 30 KEEHE: (d) 28 40 IRELHERT A EAS . 4
TG R 100 f5 N WE.

2.3.4 T cutaneum MP11 TEAN[F] 5 B IR /K AR R T 11030 g R 1%

JRAEBER T cutaneum ACCC 20271355 B M e A2 = Be 77, R e h Kk e A=
PRI I R A R . HH2.3.3/N A A, T, cutaneum ACCC 20271485 38 M i3k fk 3
WREF B IR A RS, SRR AR . BRI & T
AT IE NG B T EEANTAT o AHIE S04 T SRR FHAE IR /K rh gt 59 o 07 0 171 436 Vit
PR I BRI ARTE R 2 T IR R % . T cutaneum MP1152 0 i 68 iy 3 250
JEIETR, R & 2 miAT70%, M LR ORI B, 3 FRELT cutaneum
MP 1R FERT GAEA R 5 FE T HEAT G A %

T. cutaneum MPI1LEA[R BRI EE T O R B2 SR an 2.6, TR R 540K
A —. T cutaneum MP111E1.0%EE B N IAEK S BHHFE SR KRG TR PR A
A8, HMEr B oN24.1 g/L, S5¥KI23.3 /LS, 1 B H R Huh R AR 2 540
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A KT, T cutaneum MP111E3.5%Eh & P E KA —E LR, 7ERTHA
AR, 24 hDUEPOEAK, £196 hik 25 KE, RG-S WIAE 7 && (317
gL) o MWE2.6(d)rTLEH, ZERE44%MEE T, K120 hEiE R 422130 g/LA 4
PEAMHFE, A E SRR R E— ERAE N ARG N, iR R4 " 2i53020.3 g/L.
TE4.4%EE B 1R 25 A1 T 4k B2 4 K BRI () i IO R6T 46 B RE 08 1 STV G, TG P2 e, 8
A b 3 A 40 i A K S5 i R R B RIS 2008, (L B K R IR T 1) 4 Bt 2 e i 4k 482 2E K 5
ZMfE. T cutaneum MP111E6.0%2L % T, Al24 hIf R ALK, 2 G4 ELZE1E N, 120
h/G I8 A 80 g/LLA LB AT HE AR BV #E; 7EULERE TN, 48 h i J L PR R, KB#120
WX A 8.5 /LIl R o 45 ETIR, 1.0%ER 8 T X4 A K Sl N RICEEM, 13.5%
4.4%. 6.0%ZHE T AT A KA — & KISz, iR LERHNE N, JEHAE6.0%EE T
B RS A . IR R S A AR KR — 0, AARARCTR, JRRER R, i
A, MR AT IER R M E RS R, MR RE RS, A Rt ek
PERFAI A

MER2. 79T LIEW G B, BEE S ERIEI, T cutaneum MP11 IR & 2 20 H
SN G R D e, TR ER N 3.5% 0, % AR I REA M I AR e R R . AR,
FEEREEN1.0%0, W= B SR KIS FRABERL (24.29/L) , FHEA R, 4
¥ N3.5%F0, s B (317 g/L) , ELE/KHE (23.3 g/L) #25 1736%. #HIEN
4.4%HF, JHAEF= & (20.3 g/L) FFUA R R, 243 4645238 in £2.6.0%I5 , AR~ 2 48.7 /L,
55 RAH LU 17 64% .. MUEAMITEAS I, 43R EEN3.5% I LA NI, HiRKEE IR %4+
N HI4H TS AR EE A B RS, A S # I KR FR IR o (2 £5 5 4.4%716.0%
IS R s T E TR, KAEAR A D LIS i R R A] e A& B T 5
(6 B2 T 4 A RS 0 B, AR T MR, /NI 4 AT R BB TGRS 02 He
e MNELESITERKE, HESNERERE T, — N Ew AR (3.5%) HHFTT
cutaneum MP11FJHAGRAET= . MAZE i R R BER A ACRE, e hia T KA
BNS, WS AWR, BIMARE = AR K. 5ikKMLE, — @i s
IR R . A — Lo FeikiE R B — e B SR s FE A R T AR AR R, (HIXSEHF 51K
ZHEPEREET, WAREERE HER D . HoB AISURIL, 7EShMMNE T, =R E
M TIERE AN AR AR TR K. 1 RO — IS 5 R AT R 2 18 O T ik
AU, A TR A & E .
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—{1+Glucose —@-0D at 600nm ——Lipid

(a) Fresh water (Control) (b) Salinity for textile/electrodialysis effluent (1.0%)
160 160
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—~ ] [allian E [a)
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B2.6 T cutaneum MPUEAFZEE T W4IME. WEFEMMR~&
Fig. 2.6  Cell growth, sugar consumption and lipid production of 7. cutaneum MP11 at different salinity
T. cutaneum MP11 [Pl R IBELE 3 L AW e s R kAT, KEEScAF: 30°C, 450 rpm, 5d, pH i
765.0, WSE 1 vm, HEME 10%, KRR 800 mL. | HEREEH 1 &K R, @It
SALANAC B R FIERE, RSN () K. (b) 1.0%EhF . (c) 3.5%2hE . (d) 4.4%Eh/Z . (e)
6.0%EhE o FEANEREESRAT T HRIRAT —IREE S5, DL EEUE A UK B 45 ST 31
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Control 1.0% 3.5% 4.4% 6.0%
Salinity

Bl 2.7 T. cutaneum MP11 FEAN 5] 35 BE T HIVH AR 7= B 55 X)) 40 T 45
Fig. 2.7 Lipid production and its corresponding cell morphology of 7. cutaneum MP11 under different

Cell morphology

35
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Lipid production (g/L)

salinities.
W e e s (R Tl IR P B K 8% 120 h S I 3RAS KR R e i Horr,  hiRFEAE 1.0%F1 3.5%K,
ORMBEF= BAE 96 h 375 hIKEN 4.4%F1 6.0%FKF, 7F 120 h 345; mix R4l (/KD WIZE 72 h
A3 5 FRAMMEESE v 23 SR RN AR, AR ASIITE 100 F58E LS

2.3.5 T cutaneum MP11 TEAR EL R T ) K I %

T cutaneum MP11 {ERBEGE ARG —ACHL 25 mL FF 5 T 2508 F gb 47 i A5 7= = 11l
o TERERBCE RS RI— M EJR I B T cutaneum ACCC20271 rh 3547 tH I 19
ME . WK 2.8 i, T cutaneum MP11 1E = #h 25 T A2 5500 FH i g 40 gl s
HZN S5 KRG TR 70 1B o ABAEIR/K IS IR AR rp s 3R (8] 2.8 (a)) FFCAT HI T4 /i
TRVEAE B ZE IR o TR e o R A A S PP B v+ B4 P S A R B BRI R,
LT B () 55 R AR iR K B0, (BEE RARRX — MG IR AT 2 R, TRER
T2 PR R R A R SR R o AN SR AE e 3R A T 4 43 E I R OR BT R SR A
W —J7M, KRN A R A S B E s, T s s o g i 2k
2Ky, FEABA MRS E SRS 71, R KIS B LK B B R,
TGS & I AH B T 25 G IR AR R R b, X VTR R A IR TP S B R B T
S S A R B, W DAANZR G B 0P BRI AT DAYSCEE BB 7 A, 0 FEAIC I s 4
WA B EEAEH .



LAREIRF WiL¥Mib 55 25 T

(a)

B 2.8 T cutaneum MP11 TEAFIEE 2514 T REBEE: RS AL
Fig. 2.8 Fermentation samples of 7. cutaneum MP11 under different salinities.
SN T cutaneum MP11 1E (a) AKFHE (0.0%). (b) 3.5%ZEEE . (c) 6.0%:F 214 T K 96 h 1)
B IR 25 mL T 50 mL B0, B REHEAT IS .

24 KENG

WK T PR BHE, HATHREA ST R ARG o B R 22 7 e B PR 5
(3E VSR, RERSEAR A2 AR R AR MR . AT B G T ROR 22 Rl BRI i
EhYERE, ESH 4.0% NaCl 85775 A7 18 B 1 2E A0 LIS i IR = e S h R 7).
R KB ARIR KT T cutaneum 10 RE K AR F 543 HH (1 EZEHF AL 45 R R

(1) ¥ BOIR 22 00 P BEES FRAE A W iy SRR B s R ik rp, IR ST 2hee 7y, 4H
LSS E KGN R T cutaneum GeW N 52 =11k 13.0% NaCl, 7] WH HA S 1 fe

(2) TEH KPS AR L ERK . 4 T. cutaneum ACCC 20271 ¥57-1E
ANIF) 6 B I AR AR R BEAT I R A . S5 R KN, 3.5% J¢ LT R Hy Al AR G iR AR
FESERK TR TR EAHEA KR, WIEFEE 6 -7 g/ /idy; (HAE 4.4%F1 6.0%2h
T, MEAK SRR B2 BN, SUHAE 6.000Eh B T B BRI 1) AR = & R RE T
55.5%.

(3) T cutaneum ACCC 20271 BRI EA R, hE B E 8/b 25 mgn i i) 4
K, BUILIESH 4.0% NaCl 1357756 A7 18 B I AR $E S e =& . 12 IR T B 41
M2t 44 UOBEES O, MBS IFEEZN, MR- E0RA —MEm, dfEK
A FTEGIN . AL = 3 2 T AT I B AL 5 B0 IRk T AN ReAS B i R e B B w Ak, ]
REAE RN B 05 1R T 40 M T A AR e R AR 20

(4) 15 = #h 56 B B O i 2k =i g 2 B A AT ANl R4 256l — Mg st /)
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FIFHAEAS G IS ACEN ) 26 T I B O RS B AR T cutaneum MP11. ¥R PR
FEANTR) L P A AR KK B AT i TR A, S5 RR I —A> 3.5% 0 6 B8 BENE ™ 28 B8 =y i IR
PRE, JERIKRIBER 1.36 15, 2 H B2 KHR 7 1 TV R OK A K R, ARH A, 7
1.0%h FE AR FRaR1G 7 5K r AR iE & . E5209 6.0%I il i~ &y 8.7 gL,
HIR K BRI T 64.0%. TEIR/K. 1.0%. 3.5%:h /% T I4HHEAEAH I BN, 1E 4.4%
1 6.0%EEAMEESEZER T REE. —ANRBEKIEEERT T cutaneum F 7= 15,
1B 6 R BAE Ja w2 i 40 1 2B SR AR R

(5) fERERFME TN RI—NEEMING, B T cutaneum MP11 IR G R4
A RRCE JG R AR R AE R TR )2 I RAE T A= o JEE AR, Al L
B AR 70 B R, BT PR AR g A 7 B AR RN
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E3E KIRLEERIE SR L KPR & B

31 35

Br T & MK IR, & A5 TR BEA S R . TRk
KV, i 2g s W i) A At WOKFEESEATI AR K. Rk,
T E K EER 2, FalESE. AVEREE FW PR, phais
AL ERA B ATHEI . PO HEBOREA BTG &, & SR KA FE Aok M E 2L, FIH
AN, CETF R SRR AR G TR K. Y. DB ER AR IEZ DN T
oMb Eh R IK AL P

FoAr R 2 &R0 T R K Hr B WA WL et 2 — U300, B M fa e 1 5
B AR A0T . GE IRy 1Y) 22 B T Bt S S B U AL B T, ARTT, BT AR AR AE T L
R XK K Z A SRR, MR LB R 5 —br B, IS B0H 3 8l 6 )
TR, G IRIG G VMR e B B G AP REEE MR AL PR 7. (AL, K
F A W A B IS BSOS G P R B SRR . AL, SWEAL SRR, AR R
VR ERRA T R G T, O R A A Red 8 e, (AR am e
TR AR 4

BT B R S A E EE R, 2O RV, ARKERE A
Wy S o B AR R RE T EATTRE NS 0 g AL VR 6 22 RIS, DT M 238 M 5 5 B IRAiT A=
PIACHE TR AL 7RI RE . R K Ry R 5T (I B B sy T 10,000 mg/L, 1T sl A= A0 52 4
Py (1) R R B PR T o O T AL ORI 15 2R PR /K B KRB 40 Wit T 0 4 mh T AR A P g1 20- 1410,
AT — Lot 5T i TE I ARy 5 R PR KA B IR ok AT i g A L4 1930, (B AR IR A7
FE T MR EBAR . BORZ MBS G Y, MRS RFR AN R, B2 A
JR A RIE B BRI, W0 T A 4 REER RS, Rk, A=A T cutaneum
MP11 T FERT SR, AIF 50 HO0 2R BT 52 1t DA RAE & By v b PR K TR IR 2B P e . &
JeiEAT T B 22 AU BRI R T 32 1 S e, R AU L dm s B T 32 A R B il B . Lo,
T. cutaneum MP11 1EEHWIUIGIKREE N 3.5% NaCl F1 1,000 mg/L 21 )55 7558 gt 473 A
K, MEBHAMILE. &5, SEHARE R TR K TR kB (A HIURER
1 ERKE TSR KD, 37K T cutaneum MP11 75 5 £ /KAR 2275 A 7= 1 Hg i) . FH e L

32 SERMBETTE

32.1 AP REIRAE
T. cutaneum MP11 LR T o 15 5 38 ik A= 9 & A Ok 58 3 b0 (CGMCC,
http://www.cgmec.net), JFEMH5 4 20481, ARSI R G FRIEMT .
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(1) YPD ¥5374E: 10 /L FERESEHUY, 20 g/L I %HE, 20 /L S Ak,

(2) YPD “FH: 10g/L FBREEEM, 20 g/L H&HE, 20g/L HAM, 20g/L HiE

(3) BHUEFREE: 60 g/L HAERE, 2.0 g/L WifE A8, 1.0 gL BERHEEY, 1.0
g/L -L/KIRIREE, 0.44 g/L filR%EL .

(4) FRER TR FRFE: 150 g/L Hi&pE, 2.0 g/L B A48, 1.0 /L BERHEERWY),
1.0 g/L -L/KBRERE:, 0.44 g/L BRlgke, 35 g/L EALAA.
3.2.2 KK

R BRI FREL 2.5 ¢ REy TR BRI LB T/KEARZE 50mL, 0.22 um [
PENEIT IR B, HIE R 50 g/L ZRIA A F o« 2RIy s 2R R K il 35 g/L Sk AN SRR A
JE 2R By O A T . A BT HE BRI PREX 85 g A& M IC B A 100 mL. #ESEIE/KHE DY)
Ham e o Bl 1 mg/mL UM EREER, o JERR R 5 REOGBUE AE-20 °CH AR .

HEMR B R BRI S PSR AR B S R TE L 2.2.20 FATRE . R A AR T
I AT Ak 2 S T S iR IR A TR A ] .
323 FhrEEsE

JIETENL 2.2.3,
3.2.4  TRAEM IR R B

T 52 PEPR 785 DU PR 23 g R I S S E BRI R AT o KT 5 B R K SRR K
M AP G R B2 SEIRTE 3 L R BEGE R HEAT o 2K & bR KR B : 7R R BT AR AT S ) &
BEFE PN INEE TR AL, SRS L IR BT TR IR BE S N VR R B S ORI B, PR S0 JE NS
WIEHIRN T (10%, viv). BARKEESAETEN 2.2.4.
3.2.5 FHAERE. A KR E

W5E TTiEvED 2.2.8.
3.2.6 A RIEE

A RS I B BAR T iE 20 2.2.9.
3.2.7 mAGEARERE (HPLC) 34T

RIPR AT HPLC (g, HASD #4770 0. kil 8524 SPD-20A Y UV/Vis %4k
il 2s, C18H: (YMC-Pack ODS-A, 150 mm=4.6 mm) NEEH, LA 70%ZfEF1 30%
RBAZK B, JiEAY 1 mL/min. FESAEMPERY 20 uL, FHRAERFLE 30°C, il
WK 270 nm'™, BES T 0.22 pm IR ISR G R 2 A G IR .

33 ZRAHe
33.1  BUIRZ AR 2R My i 52
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(a) Glucose
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40 mOD  oOlLipid
35
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O T Ijl

0 700 900 1000 1200 1400 1600
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B 3.1 T cutaneum MP11 1E 3.5%E B 4T KRB 52 AT 3¢
Fig. 3.1 Phenol tolerance of 7. cutaneum MP11 at 3.5% salinity
T. cutaneum MP11 BIZRM 52 1 SEIG R PR A i1 T . 8592254k 30°C, 182rpm, 5d, Hf=
10%. AINZTG) 3.5%E8 B B85 77 A E At IR AL . 7R 20 5 I N 2Ry BEA 700 uL+ 800 uL+
900 uL~ 1,000 uL+ 1,200 pL+ 1,400 uL 1 1,600 pL KHill £ %4 700 mg/L. 800 mg/L. 900 mg/L+

ODGOO
Lipid (g/L)

O R, N WHAMOUUO N O

1,000 mg/L. 1,200 mg/L. 1,400 mg/L Al 1,600 mg/L M) {4 7% .

R T AME A BE R, 2 EANE AR . ARV 2R B I SZ P EA ], BE
I T A P RE TN 52 1) B = 2K IR FE N 2,250 mg/LU). @i 2.3.4 I FE 45 1wl
HHAMEEM L, T cutaneum MP11 1E SR EREF 3.5% TR IR = =4 5. Bk, AR
R T, cutaneum MP11 7E R 5 BE 108 T R ER I 52 . Segeas RNl 3.1 fos, MAS
R UUEH, 1,000 mg/L PN FIZREK BN gEi ARG iR R &L e /e,
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HRTE 1,000 mg/L B & & PEE D ERR . WILHAREBREA 1,200 mg/L B %41 i A &
Fom, MR ERERK. 7E 1,200 mg/L FIERMMAFAE R, RIA — AP RIGE R 77
120 h JE4HA KR ZE T B SR, P BB A () B4 b B i vl IR T BRI 52 2R R e A 5%
Wi, ZHMIAE 1,400 mg/L KMy FEAKE, TLMIERR. MWERFTHA, T cutaneum MP11
FE LAY 35 FE 25 A TR BE T 32 1,000 mg/L ()R B

3.3.2  ROR 22 ol REAE 5 i R K Hh (i i A %

(a) Glucose

160
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80
60 <
40
20 r

O 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 J
0 24 48 72 96 120

Time(h)

Glucose (g/L)

(b) OD, Lipid, Phenol

800 o -O0-Phenol —-@-0D -A-Lipid 1 0
700

600
500
400
300
200
100

Phenol (mg/L)
Lipid (g/L),0Dgqq

0 24 48 72 96 120
Time(h)
B 3.2 T cutaneum MP11 TE5 555 R K 57 i A B
Fig. 3.2 Lipid fermentation of 7. cutaneum MP11 under phenol containing salinr water

T. cutaneum MP11 [Pl R IBELE 3 L AW e s R kAT, KEEScAF: 30°C, 450 rpm, 5d, pH i

765.0, BSE 1 vm, EFE 10% (vv), REHKZR 800 mL. H5FRFEMS: 60 o/L H & HE, 35
g/L &ALHN, 1,000 mg/L %Wy, HAhpin 5KkEEEIRE 1. K 36 h AMINEE B ERR . fE SR

SRAF RIIBAT —IRE S, DL BUE W O A R R .
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LA R R0 A, T cutaneum MP11BERSTI 521,000 mo/LI KBy . [RIUL, W4T
cutaneum MP111E1,000 mg/L 1) 2K By e 5 A L8 6 B Rt AT T IS A e o AR 98 A B 24
EINEIVIAEI 150 g/L, K72 hfa R WAEMA . 70 pr R R AT ge e B g 2k rh i s
JEidE, I EoRER A s SR R T, AR AR OR. PRI, e s st s
R IEH E R, ERBERE T AN &8, %5 %2T. cutaneum MPLLYE 2 i b
K e R i A T

(a) Glucose
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0 24 48 72 96 120
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900
800
700
600
500
400
300
200
100
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-O-Phenol --0D —a—Lipid 1 %0
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Time(h)
& 3.3 T cutaneum MP11 1551555 R K )78 i A B
Fig 3.3 Lipid fermentation of T. cutaneum MP11 under phenol containing salinr water
T. cutaneum MP11 TEX5 7 48 h J& S I 4 W BRRUAE UMK BEIL 21 150 g/L, $# 1.0 g/L #M I BER X
Yo HEREFAFIERAES B 3.2 h TR AR . AR Rk —IRE R S5, DL E%
1B 98 R IR 25 SR )P S51E
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VIR SRR R IR (60 /L) PR¥F—EL, T cutaneum MP117ER55%24 h
JE AR AR M A, DR A RS 5736 Wit fM I & BE BREL, A 31150 /L) & Bk /K
o RMESE RANES.2FTR, T. cutaneum MPLLE K BEIRT24 hok il U B AR, £182%
I LEIZ I B e, e PRGN, mTREINANIS 2 B = B 7 8 B P Ad . &
B¥24 hz Jaan b A4, $I36 hitfODEIA S| 121.0. N &G, HMMRIFRH W24
-36 hif g K@ . R~ &7E36 hfg —BEAERFEA R, BT cutaneum MP11KI#5R
JE B AN AF14.6 /LI IR =&, M3 20 ] LLE R4S RS IR H 70 g/ LF i %) bl
. 5832340k KEEGE R (23.39/L) ML, g~ &K 737.3%, W
RE T 2R F A7 AE A ) 1 4B M AR A 77

IR EESS IR AR, KERSSREA RERNE, MK . R KPS
K, ZREBIEER RN . AE36 hitt, 555538 rp il 1 s — 2= 1078 20 AW ¢,
ALY )P A 0 A0 2 BT 2 BRI s 3B AR BOR, AN IR IR IRSE R G N AT RE S e T 4
Ak BTN R AT e R AT A IR o B T A ARG, SRR FESR R, ANRE
DRI B A AT T AU A A SRR R o BF DL AN )@, SRECL S S,
RIFE K248 hJm FRAMINA &bl ,  AEANI07E 2 0% BRI A 0 . R e 4 R an [B13.3
7N, T.cutaneum MPILANMY SZEL 1 v B AN 21 ELBA% T 21800 mo/L KWy, H &4 g
FrEILF23.6 g/L, SANEINIRE KR IK K IREES RAH AL

(a) 96 h (b) 120 h
WY ) : o A ‘. 1 “x\ '-:-:&.,?‘ 2 / =

KI3.4 T.cutaneum MPLLYE W s 2K A AR T A
Fig. 3.4 Cell morphology of T. cutaneum MP11 under phenol containing saline medium
T. cutaneum MP117E3 LAY S Mg 43 il &K 8% (a) 96 h F1 (b) 120 h J5 MEZ4H M4 .

T. cutaneum MP1L7EZR B} i £ /K 1 AL S T34 7 o AR A5 A7 AE BROIR AT AR
WHACIRES . 5234 BB KBA R EE B K R 5 TR A AR EE , fER AT, T
cutaneum MP1LH IR 2 UERIR. T L RE 0 A 25 3E e, fEAi e/, Ham
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WL ELHR JUA ML o 3t 52 £ 28 My 5 i PR I R A9 Al 7 I T A 1) i TR s I 2 A
YR
3.3.3  BOUIRZ2 AR REAE Ho Al 5 2 K A (i i o I

N T #RE T. cutaneum £ H Al H A WL AK I FHVER, A 78 2 58 SR i) Tl
PR IR AR E AT DA R 1) #h 7K o EAT vl i A B o

—3T.cutaneum ACCC20271
—A—T.cutaneum MP11

1.5 7

Lipid (g/L)

(==Y
Ll

0.5 ]

0 o4 48 72 96 120
Time(h)
Bl 3.5 T cutaneum {EVESEI K H BTG K 1
Fig. 3.5 Lipid fermentation of 7. cutaneum in pickle waste water
T. cutaneum MP11 F T. cutaneum ACCC20271 fEMEE R/ AT MR K ¥E. KI#%AF: 30°C, 120
h, 450 rpm, #EFIE 10%, BESE lvvm, pH } 5.0,

AR5y 556 B FH MRS IR K R FE R 7.8%, [RIERFE R, T8 R I B ME SR IR K W e
2%, T cutaneum MP11 TEARZRYMNAINHEAVE 77 2R POMESRE R K R 3EAT AR A, i &b
RILKE 3.5, T cutaneum MP11 W fEF=&1E 48 h il B, AN 22 gL, FHEMAR RE
TR, XATRER K B AT IR D, R S BT SR R IR o« T cutaneum ACCC20271
KU TR RES, R EIHEA T cutaneum MP11 &, R REAE 72h
BB (1.2 g/L)o FEMERIEKH R IE K EER M, RE T cutaneum WIHAR ™ B AR,
BILAT DR I VESR R K A B EAT A4

HL PR PRI v E R, BARREA R, HEdKr AR BT HIPUER
HIEEINR . 515, PUARATREATAN R~ AL M 251, X PAEE LA NSRRI 1 g o
AT S A PR SR AT IR K% o SRt Pt R NN R, 2
— R A HHE B KBIPTAE R B T cutaneum MP11 1EVUIA R R K (ML EL D
W AT I R, S5 RN 3.6 BT . X REAH B, 55 7R 2 TR i YA IR FELE 50-250 mg/L
[R7E B N AT T cutaneum MP11 A S I IR AR 772 HR 3 A P2 AR 2 o HE I G 10 R T T
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RE A VU 0% e B BRI A TR A, e R A B A . 3N K R B4
R — RHEA R 200 mg/L, PSR A AP RIS AT I g ERER
M. ZERMWEN T cutaneum &M TAEVUIA R PR AKBEAT WG A I, AT 21 Ay
PR A R HLAE R K .

ZE FFR, T cutaneum MP11 BA 1ESLF5 i SR A ALK HRodb AT i ig A 77 DA A 2
BU5 RV nigae, AT DL /K AL B AS, Jom 17 R &5 8 MR KA K ik
AT A= R i AT e Ak o

BOD OlLipid

20 - - 12
] - 10
15 - C
] -8
4 L -l
g ] T
O 10 A - 6
o ] B
] r 3
] - 4
5 4 C
] -,
0 N0
0 50 100 150 200 250

Tetracyline (mg/L)
B 3.6 T. cutaneum MP11 1EDTYIR S LK H F) 9 i R B2

Fig. 3.6 Lipid fermentation of 7. cutaneum MP11 under tetracycline containing saline water

34 FENG

KER T TNV IR K BA m Eh BRI i, a2, dl2E. Auh. At . By sdEe
bh, WEAHAMMAEVIG Y. E8EE. KEER TR KN EZEGHE 2 —,
T A EAG P AR E o AREE T EEWT IS K @ 2R KX T cutaneum MP11 H1IH]

BT RE IR . RAMBE LT T cutaneum MP11 1E AR 5 TR K CEBIUIA R
PR A TSR KD IR = Re ). EEM ARG LW T .

(1) T cutaneum MP11 RERELE S HHIGEHRE Y 1,000 mg/L 28y A1 g A £ 7 1 3%
FRIPAEK . KRR EEAE 1,000 mg/L LA NE, T cutaneum MP11 AEK 5 g = &30 %
HRZ BN, 5N B AL

(2) T cutaneum MP11 1E 3 L AW N gshdb AT il g K 9, 58 HAERIIRIRIE N
1,000 mg/L [ 8y AL RY 35 B 2641 S RS AR A2 = 6e T . WIGEREISINEN 150 /L, K
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T2h AR WA MRAAK, FRE] AR IR 2 A AN 2E K e EREy e o BE S
PIAEHAS NN 60 g/L, FEKME 36 h I A INVE &4, 4IRS et iad k. ERK
FEaE RAIRAEAR, BT 48 h ARSI 120 h IEH i & BRI MG JEAE AT BE
e BUIN BVEE R IA T e, KBS 7 VR FT Be BT HABOE AE T A AE 4G BRI, R e
48 h Ja A R, AR AN . MR RIS R 23.6 g/L, 5 AUSINZER B K
NOREESE FARL . 2RI (A I B2 1 B ARG, A O R SR A R B

(3) N TRAE T cutaneum MP11 1EH A ) & £ TAV K ) Z B, AT 5822
R R IR AE TSR K, Ba 2l E S HUR R KT LK. T cutaneum
MP11 BEAE AT IRIE . BIEANE TR ER RIS KA, AR 2.2 g/L 1Y
WG, AR K I ER RS T 7130 T cutaneum MP11 78 VUIR 25 R K 3t 47 R R R 1%
RIVYER Z0 HAEK SR =B tifisem . UL B2 R T cutaneum MP11 BA 7
e R R K R A P I R D
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%4

fat
B
2y
i
=
M

4.1 %

TR R A2 2 = 2 R R AR ) S ) B A Skt . AR IR B A R4S 2 T T2
WHFC. P B RE R A M AR AR, MRS &, RIRI 25 b A R e A2 T s o ek i A 7= 1
F 1. SR, AEYDIh IR R B T KB AR, BN K 548 LR S 4R 1 R K b B
JE77. F8 B KBTI S Tl 3 2K i R T KB IR 25 7= o % £k R A
XTI EER S, EE A R ELRA 2SS MHarae 1. 54, Tk
SEENIERY), ELBSEEMR, B3R, XERMEYTERLAG MELH o
PEMY 526877, 005 kb fERE )1, BEETRMWIRIEHSE. T cutaneum v AR RREA R 2 4
FORIERAMGI N T AR 4- R FR RS . Nk, ARFF LA T cutaneum ACCC20271 1
EPEMAR AR T, cutaneum MP11 TN 5, W50 AT IAE MR L& £6 PR K A i i £
YERE SIMIRAE T RE ). AR EEARSERWT .

(1) & i K 0038 R E IR 78 B MR 22 B2 RE X AL B I T 52 68 77 . Jd it 4
A RN S RANAE TIRERTH T cutaneum REWSTH %2 5115 13.0% NaCl, HFA
AR5 R ER T 52 A8 T 6

(2) {EH KPS 2 LR WEREE (1.0%. 3.5%. 4.4%. 6.0%) 7K
7o ¥ T cutaneum ACCC20271 £E VA b UM EREE T AT G K . S5 REM 3.5% & LR
EhFEI A A A IR AR SRR K PR SR I PP BARZE AR, IR 2AE 6-7 g/L fidq
HELFEAE 4.4%H1 6.0% ~, 4l E K5I R B, JCHAE 6.0%3 & T %9 bR
ML AR == T T 55.5%. HEEBFMEEK T cutaneum ACCC20271 P2 TEREA &1,
AFIF Tl A AE =, PR b 2% i 5@ PR A 5 0 8 0 e AH 45 6 1 AT 4.0% NaCl
FAE TR R B AR A e R . 1 IR BRI R I 44 VOB ES ORI, AR E I
BT E . WREH TAETE s i, 7V 04N e A b AR v 12 AR I B X v I = =

(3) 1E = Bh A5 T HEAT I8 25O 0 328 e b i S I 4l AT ANl AR 4 254 0 — Fhig
%o BRI AR KA T il BB O IfE S 2 E K T cutaneum MP11 3E47 I AE &
M. T cutaneum MP11 £EAS [R5 FE 264 T IR R EF S5 SRR W], 7E 1.0%3R 2 (/K 3R 1S
T 5 R ARBTG5 0 3.5% 30 BE R 08 7 AR B i (Vi I 7= B, VR K R E ) 1.36 15
RN 4.4%F0 6.0% 0 Jh IR = 2 W2 PR K. SRk RI4EuAE L, 7 1.0%. 3.5%ZhE T
4R T2 V%A BB 28 1k, 4.4%H1 6.0%EE B N 4R A 5 2 ) T B .

(4) T cutaneum FEWSAERILEWRIE N 1,000 mg/L [KIZRMYAT 3.5%£h B (1% 77 3k o A
Ko BEES T cutaneum MP11 755G R Al i 3h 5 7 3 h gE AT IR A2 7= se . 45251
RIMWIEREIRINE N 150 /L, K 72 h i@ R WANMEA K . B S WU N &N 60
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g/L, FEH5IF 36 h I FEANINE GIBE, (EOR R4 RANEAE, A 120 h Jeidf i apER
W FE . JREE TR AN ) CR % 48 h IR, [FIRFAMINEIR . e fig P B 3 23.6
g/L, SANUS 2RI (PR KA o3 A o e & SR AR AL

(5) T cutaneum BEWGLEANTRIATAERIR . BIRAVE TR ELOMES IR AKAEK, FHHAT
R 1-2g/L Bmifig. BIMEELET T cutaneum (EVIN KRR AR, RIMIUAER
XHTCFM . %SRRI T cutaneum EAG LS SRR KA AL = AR 19 77

(6) fTEEE M T RM—NEENIE, W T cutaneum MP11 F) K G FIFE £
Tk RO RS MM S PR AE RS TR S o 2R AE Tl A g dE A R, mTLA
FREALCE N 73 B AR, 3 7T PR AL I i A 7 B AR PN

42 fRBHE

H AT A YD N 2R 77 R AE B OK R AT, RKER, @R AR A N T Reg iR
FHIKIE T3 oK A B AS, RS SCEER T T T cutaneum FEHGKFN TV E 8K 1) 38 g
R o T TUR IR IR 22 F e BERE 8 76 SCbrilg K AR R AR = i, ShAE— e RR AL BRI T
MARAET o T cutaneum BESSAE S M 1w ShoK A B ARG, RS 7 ANEE Bt AR 47
o 79, T cutaneum WEELEVESE IR KA & WU R ZOK H #HAT IR 47 o (HBF 5T
HI — SRR ORI IR R, 7 X Hoadb AT 1t — P it g sl it

(1) T cutaneum BEWETY 32 13.0% NaCl, HA SRV, AT — 20t 5t i £l
i, S T B A O L (Rl is F 3 A G AR P, 390 HC At i 2B P v SR 52 4

(2) AR 3.5%#E AR TG R, AW F0E A I AR = I i A P 2 A
NER I AR T RRARHIA, A L BE A U n) b B AR B A AR . P A s 2 DL R AR
R — DI T cutaneum (E1% 35 FE N 1 3L ER1 5 A 8 2K 1 A2 4L

(3) T cutaneum 1=K FHAT K, HATRE A m kK, Zm#hEK
A RE 2 DN E K AL B A 40 o 5 22 75 EEIT T2 R AR 1) v 3R R K2 15 B [a] FH 2= 3t T
B AR R ASE I s K B A A . ISR T cutaneum 20 RE 48 IR AE R IR
Fm, AR EEA,  n R TR R AR SR A IR . R SEIAE i Eh AR T Y IE
LRI

(4) AR I ROIR 22 601 BEREAS 7 5 A8 11 = 3 /K A 51 b S R A v R 26 77
T. cutaneum %75 REf B AT J9BRIR, K H O AQUHA ) g A2 BOR AR I ANTE 2 . e 2Em]
0 A 2 AR P ) = A Sk B U 2 Py s 30 3k 1) SR 2 At Q07 R M R S L P o (RO
Py PR P28 e 0 A R SR AT AT — 8 ISR, AT EAT R ) 2% AR I A U ER A5 B v F ek g ™

(5) AXRFEBET T cutaneum EVEFE K TG A 768 7, WA BRI H 1%
SRR A B A REAT I RR A7 FIaE, R TEAWT 5 N KAV Ab #ERE )y, T
cutaneum & BEMEKZ LK P HIEN, BEAEY), H O FEME 42, WRAREH
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Bee A R B SN o J BT RE 13 i BE AL PR ) BOD COD L HoAthdiady, %4
PEVN B BROK AT AT o 25 RIAT, AT RIS R I I R, AR A (AR B R PR K
HEBCH R, ARJEEEARAC B IR K, 12 R AT DR AR K AR R RS O ELAE ™ — € il i
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