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ERKHHI . EIRAIR oH EBNE T RVE PGS E PR E R LR

HE

AP BRARAE A 1 2T 4 2R AR A0 i e R rh AN AT A 2 T 2 25 A, X LS
T8 A A P R B ARG DA SR I, 3 1T BRI I A AE LREAT DA S A P Bk el A
TCVERREE . DR, AR B G2 A L a0 T AR P MR R AR BRI E R, — BLDURZE R
Jo7 -4 2R A A o | VBRI 9T ) S B ) R

AT FE BN T A M ) R A B ) =M, B REE R iR DA
IX pH E . B A oRIE T AR BT R I B, CdE My A1) LA S BRI % . &
B 38 RYE T AN T, 7 1A AT m R A T E R A L K B (Simultaneous
saccharification and co-fermentation, SSCF); 73— 77 [Hi /& KA K BEGEAE HOAI SN A
I T, 2 A TR AR R B RE . IS pH B PESKRIE TS pH A TRIFLIR K, 7
IS pH B 261 N EAT AR K B R A R AR I 2B T2 32w AR W M) T AR i aE e
T FH ) SRS LA 18 R R DL R BRI MU o 4 AR DA S AR A SR R s
TS AESR i AL VD) B AR BV D7 A B i@ e, N H A% T AR i 2 7
M52 2 FEAG  3&E R AL SRR 2 — i . A7, &l iz B TR &Y%
B AR PTIE, I+ H T B34 (RNA sequencing, RNA-seq) LA F& Rl 2H &l
JF 53 W S H AR SR Z Y8 38 S 3 B AE M LEE

B X IE B R Zymomonas mobilis HE N4 1AL v oy I 01 A i 52
AT THEFC. Z mobilis 8b 1 e ] A5 B TORAEAT K H AT 1 KGE 198 RAYIE N
BEAEE TR, AR T —HRARE ML E R Z. mobilis 2198 HEAK B Ik 1 By I A0 161 P
tRE 1A BB RIRTE, TCHEXN TR R KRR, Mt T R EE, L mEgRE
AR IE S T 6.3 fif. ERHT = B4 S 2 FOKFEAT I SSCF I, L BRI L BE
RIPBEREESETE T 21.6%. it — P BISER% E & PCR (Quantitative real-time PCR, qRT-
PCR) i3, #ALERF SDR KiEANKE RIS LR ZMO3_RS07160 &% i
Tk T 11715, R REERP S RIEX — I, BRI KRR LL & SSCF K EEH I
CBERFE 3= T 23.6% L0 21.8%, Reff ik 25& N AR LR = OB R B s AR LR
5o AHPRANGRAT T — PRIy R PT  Re Al = 1) SR R A, 1T HOoN BRI
R R T A B SR T B BRI SR A

B AL T ORI AE R JEOR AL B 7 AR IR p- 2R BT T A A M ) R AR ) 471 1
YEF DL R AR B PR ey p- R BRI 32 B PT AL . 6 PR it 41 4 2 [ B2 Ttk B 5 7
) p- AR & B AR AT T E4A S B SSCF I A LAIA F] 20~205 mg/L. @it Fei A4
VI R XS T p- R BRI 52 e 77 LA RE 7T, I B PR 1) e p- 2R BR300 M A2 38 5 s
BETEROER) p- R ER A R A B SEIL . 3 — 2P qRT-PCR ATk 2] 7 Z
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mobilis W p-RERPUI OGRS, FREAE S H A RIKREE p-RBR & UG 7R KR
T LA L2 SSCF KK BERIRE | id FRIXIX LR K (ZMO1696 . ZMO1949 V) J: ZMO1399 %5)
HHFE PRI R IEVERE . AW FURIN T p-ARBEXT T A= W0 i) Bk () e 0 1 FH DL A e A 1)
PUGALIE, F248 2 (147005 5 DR 58 9 & A M MRl o8 PR 1) p- 2R BR300 1 Mcad 4 ik e 22 Y
fri £ [ .

= EE T RNA-seq VLA LRI AH H 7 AR AT 1 #EAL TR PR Sacchromyces
cerevisiae 7198 T =il 14 BE UL S R B B3 T 5 10 T HLEE . LB AR AE 50 °C =il
BE T BT I T AR VUK B, (B ILA0 S AT R R B R T . 34k
Bk Sacchromyces cerevisiae Z198 #& = [ =yl VEREAE3E 1 BE )5 1) LB R B, Hgb>
T AR T S )RR - RNA-seq 73 T AR, A2 BB AR B8 2 sl W18 a8 B 1 de s A 2
T b ORER 4 R RAE PR B AR R R N 8. 320 R G LR AR AR R B AR % B
BRI A GO0, 45 SR R IR A B A e AU I B v (R AR 22 QB g (PR Tl il A A i 2 i
FRALES) JmhdERIAHLE T H K BERAE 30 °C&MF T RAE T BN EERE, Stk
AU IR B b OB AR DA 1) A R IA AN Be S A2 2k R I Re (02 Tt T HLAA B T kA i ik
LR IE . AKETADCALLER CBERPESE UL 1 — R il 1 5e 0 5 10 R B T Ak
T H AT DU B AR SR PO Sus iR It E N S EE .

S DU A3 % 3l S PR A DA R FRYE UE S = L-FLBRAE P= TRk Pediococcus acidilactici
ZY271 WK pH EHUH AT 7. i RBIMRGEAN . EAHM. . BH
JKUAJ. ATPase SRomAb BRI 52 A6 J) 3 1% A RS 2035 R, iid B A0 45 210 ) 24
PRAE AT IR AE BR B 7L R A B I R Bt 2 225 4R T BOMIS pH B Bl 1t DA S FLIR A PR e o 3
WRARAEREAT pH {H 4.0 24 T IR BERE NS 2 2 k> R AT FH & 39.8%~56.3%. AT
T IRE T 18 L N AE R DL S B s SRS k3R 51 Pacidilactici ZY271 B pH {8
Pridive, &R SRS SR T AR pH BT, HEE RS ST PR E R 2 it —
HHIE A

AR ST A= W i) R AR AE R 5T 41 4 2R AR W i o A R B 1 =M, SR T 1&
I SR A D B B A i S5 S SR B v A A s ) TR ) B T o AR 3 e B
RIS FE = 1 AR PPk R RN B3R = biE BB, IF HAEBI T RNA-seq LA A& qRT-
PCR &5 #r, #2483 718 2 530 H LA a5 E Hois AR OC B B RE ], e e Jy B
A DS i vy A A ) R o P 0 e 2 1 B R R DR A A B R
REEH: AR, ERPEE L BRIHIY): miEs K pHE; HudyLE
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Adaptive evolution of biorefinery strains to improve the tolerance of
phenolic inhibitors, high temperature, and low pH

Abstract

During the process of lignocellulosic biorefinery, biorefinery strains inevitably encounter
various stresses, including phenolic inhibitors, high temperature, high salinity, and low pH.
These stresses inhibit the cell growth and fermentation of biorefinery strains, disturbing the
fermentation process. Hence, removing or reliving the inhibition derived from these stresses on
biorefinery strains, is crucially important for lignocellulosic biorefinery.

In this thesis, three frequently encountered stresses (phenolic inhibitors, high temperature,
and low pH) for biorefinery strains were studied. Phenolic inhibitors from the degradation of
lignin, include phenolic compounds and quinones. Phenolic inhibitors are the stubbornest
inhibitors because of its low water solubility and wide varieties. Prolonging biodetoxification
time has the capacity to remove all the inhibitors, but result in the great loss of fermentable
sugars. High temperature stress is from two aspects: firstly, as for simultaneous saccharification
and fermentation, a big compromise has to be made between the modest fermentation
temperature of microorganisms and the optimal activity of cellulase enzyme, leading to the
decrease of enzyme activity of cellulase and large cooling cost; secondly, the frequently
encountered heat transfer difficulties in industrial fermenters (up to several thousands of cubic
meters) inevitably lead to local overheating regions and result in the viability loss of biorefinery
strains. Low-pH stress is derived from the lactic acid fermentation under low-pH condition.
Conducting lactic acid fermentation under low-pH condition decreases the generation of high
salinity wastewater and solid waste like CaSQOu4, but the cell viability and lactic acid production
of biorefinery strains were inhibited. Obtaining biorefinery strains with improved stress
tolerance through adaptive evolution and metabolic engineering methods, is crucially important
for highly efficient lignocellulosic biorefinery process.

The first part was study on increasing cellulosic ethanol fermentability by enhancing
phenolic tolerance of Z. mobilis in adaptive evolution. A 198 days’ laboratory adaptive
evolution of Z. mobilis 8b was conducted in corn stover hydrolysate for increasing its phenolic
aldehydes tolerance and ethanol fermentability. The obtained Z. mobilis Z198 demonstrated a
significantly improved conversion of the most toxic phenolic aldehyde (vanillin) by 6.3-fold
and cellulosic ethanol production by 21.6%. The transcriptional analysis revealed that the gene
ZMO3 RS07160 encoding SDR family oxidoreductase in the evolved strain was significantly
up-regulated by 11.7-folds. The overexpression of ZMO3 RS07160 in the parental Z. mobilis
8b increased the ethanol fermentability to that of the adaptively evolved strain Z. mobilis Z.198.
This study obtained a robust strain with improved phenolic tolerance, and provided a candidate
gene for synthetic biology of biorefinery strains with strong phenolic aldehydes tolerance.

The second part was study on the inhibition and tolerance mechanism of biorefinery strains

to p-benzoquinone derived from lignin degradation in various pretreated lignocellulose
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feedstock. The p-benzoquinone content was measured in six different pretreated lignocellulose
feedstocks, approximately equivalent to 12~205 mg/L when conducting SSCF under high solids
loading condition. Comparing the p-benzoquinone tolerance and conversion capacity in various
biorefinery strains, it was found that high p-benzoquinone tolerance of the biorefinery strains
was from their capacity for p-benzoquinone conversion to non-toxic hydroquinone. Based on
the clear genome and gene annotation of Z. mobilis, genes responsible for p-benzoquinone
tolerance were mined in Z. mobilis through qRT-PCR analysis. Overexpression of the five key
genes in Z. mobilis (ZMO1696, ZMO1949, ZMO1576, ZMO1984 and ZMO1399) accelerated
its cell growth and cellulosic ethanol production in p-benzoquinone-containing medium and
lignocellulose hydrolysates. This study advances our understanding of p-benzoquinone
inhibition behavior and the mechanism of microbial tolerance to this inhibitor and identifies the
key genes responsible for BQ detoxification.

The third part uncovered the underlying mechanism of the enhanced thermotolerance and
accelerated ethanol fermentability in the evolved S. cerevisiae Z198 through RNA-seq and
genome resequencing. A robust thermotolerant S. cerevisiae Z100 was obtained after a 91 days’
adaptive evolution at a relatively modest temperature (35 °C). The adaptively evolved S.
cerevisiae 7100 acquired the strong thermotolerance up to 50 °C. The cell viability of S.
cerevisiae Z100 under the enzymatic hydrolysis temperature (50 °C) for wheat straw was
significantly improved. The cell viability and ethanol fermentability of S. cerevisiae Z100 using
wheat straw feedstock were significantly improved. We uncovered that adaptive evolution led
to the unique transcriptional profiling in S. cerevisiae Z100 using RNA-seq technique. In
agreement with the improved ethanol fermentability and strengthened thermotolerance, the
gene transcriptional response of carbon metabolism was enhanced at 30 °C in the evolved S.
cerevisiae Z100. The deeply repressed gene expression of ribosome indicated ribosome would
be another key thermotolerant mechanism for the evolved strain. Genome resequencing further
confirmed that the outstanding thermotolerance performance of the evolved strain brought
about less SNPs in the evolved S. cerevisiae Z100. This study would provide a robust
thermotolerant S. cerevisiae suitable for cellulosic ethanol production and the tools of synthetic
biology to improve thermotolerance of biorefinery strains.

The fourth part was study on improving low-pH tolerance of L-lactic acid producing strain
P acidilactici ZY271 by adaptive evolution and rational design. Overexpression of the genes
encoding lactate dehydrogenase, recombinase, chaperone, glutathione and ATPase did not show
the observable improvements of acid tolerance. On the other hand, the low-pH adaptive
evolution showed the clear improvement of acid tolerance. The L-lactic acid generation and
cell viability of the adaptively evolved P. acidilactici were doubled at the low pH up to 4.0
when using wheat straw as carbohydrates feedstock. However, the further decrease of pH value
close to the pKa (3.86) of lactic acid led to the dramatically reduced L-lactic acid generation.
This preliminary result may be used as an effective approach on improving acid tolerance for
general lactic acid bacteria strains.

This thesis focused on three frequently encountered stress for biorefinery strains in
lignocellulosic biorefinery, including phenolic inhibitors, high temperature, and low pH, and
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adaptive evolution and rational design were carried out to improve stress tolerance of
biorefinery strains. This study explored the application of adaptive evolution and rational design
to improve stolerance of various stresses, mined many genes responsible for stress tolerance

through RNA-seq and qRT-PCR, provided tools and guidance for rational design of biorefinery
strains to improve stress tolerance.

Keywords: Biorefinery strains; Adaptive evolution; Phenolic inhibitors; High temperature;
Low pH; Tolerance mechanism
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f#36-391 (Separate hydrolysis and fermentation, SHF), [fij 53 —Fh e [F] 25 b Ak 3k g (40-431
(Simultaneous saccharification and fermentation, SSF). SHF J&¥#fb 5 &k B4 FF it 4T ()i
P2, RS AR LA 4E 3R AT Bl KA, [0 B AR BK MR, SR R K e idt
AT RPN, SHF 28 TR 5 R et A2 Xk CLIRD AT R I 72, 1 s B IR



FARET RFH PR % 4
FE Corynebacterium glutamicum W2 LR K, HT C. glutamicum W14 K UK T pH
64 7.0, X S5A4EREOMENL pH E (4.75-5.25) HELAVTEIES 39, SHF [k siln
B8, (D AR R, I v BN B2 e A 4 3R B A e AL R 77, PR IRBR MR AR (2)
i AT B B R, ARG (3) FE R B my Wi FE 7 SR )95 i 23 % B
AR TR RN . SSF il 5 K BERDE AT I FE , AFAAERER 7 B #E, AT DAfE—
BRAET TS KBS, PRI T A RANSA, AR, HREAH TR
1 CELFRIRIE . pH AESE) 5 R IR I R IR ST AN UL D, 2 FRAIK SSF el 42 1 il e 2503,
SN E A HAT, AR 20K F S TORE AL T [ R A R, X T 20U
FIGRARA AR, IREIRIEYERE, (HRX T R BRI, BB S IR AR 2 — 1>
AN IE 715 A I N M v S B s e V] R s S S AIA M 2 SN RN i S L
(R[] BB A R I, MR 0 2 S B8R ROR RIS 1 B e G, T A & & T IR
BT3RS m R bR 1) R B = 40,

TAEEMGERI AR ARSI = | IR, SEIL T AR A 4R K=
R, AFE TR AV DL 80 RS R L R B A2 00 (B 1.2). F
PR PIAL 3 5 A= W i B R 1 R 5T 21 4 2= I AR i e DA% TiUA B S (R ) S5 1l A,
JEEEIIREAL S KO AR R B T R E PR B b, TR AT 40 P 22 s N 2 ST 17 A v [ A
TR T MRIE R IL R, XL R A BT TR ARSI ) T AR o
H AT, TR ARG RR, 1R 2 R4S Rl 4 & pEIRI) . A= it gt
L-FLERMS, D-FLERUOVAE (IR FE I8 BT ML A e /K~

Dry acid pretreatment Biodetoxification SSCF Distillation
" Cocurrently A. resinae ZN1 sp S. cerevisiae seeds i EManal potist
] ) feeding of Cellulase enzyme
H lignocellulose and
1 dilute sulfuric acid
1 1
3 : | Ethanol —_—
20 | @ | ! broth
z L ' = 'la‘ :(11~13°/n) e
81 § £
- O 1 [ ]
S Qi s - .
@ L | 2 ]
o, = e —
1 » g
1
B i
i 8 8 \o/ é
)
\
. No wastewater or solids release Lignin residue
""""""""""""""""""""""""""""""""""" Wastewater

BEB T &

Raw feedstock After pretreatment After disk milling  After biodetoxification After SSCF Ethanol product

(99.5%)
B 1.2 TEEVHERIRAREFL R 25 K

Fig. 1.2 Diagram of DryPB biorefining process for cellulosic ethanol production!“®!

Biomass
Morphology

1.2 AWk E R
o B AW AR B S BRI B2 B S, cerevisiae FLIE A EKEE P. acidilactici. 183 &
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P S TR Z. mobilis« & IR C. glutamicum VLB I FEBR AT 6 Gluconobacter
oxydans % o IXSEEIRXS T A TRELFYE R AR R LLBEE N, RERSIN 52 2 P AP0 Mk ) Ak 2 o 10
18, ALK EE R TR E R RAEN, IR TR BAT 434 R IR R,
W an+ #i 55 Aspergillus terreus M69 7E 1 g/L MR EE 2R 2644 T AR MEHEAT A BRI 1) I
(501, 5341, BEEAEDIIERRIEAR IR R R, S TAEEERGER AN L, FE
H PR Z Ptk ee, OSSP, e K pH AP DL A S
Ry L 52,

PRI REEE S. cerevisiae 72— M AT 4E 3R CBER TG RMR, X TR 4E 3 RUE Y
I B A R EI 26877, RS AS R JFOR AT SR AR I G B A 1623541, 4k
18, S. cerevisiae XH7 Reff LATHALBE I M B3 1) 22 AT 0 BLEAT SSCF 427714 101.4 g/L
1 CEEHOL, 8. cerevisiae DQ1 AMYAA R HIAIHIVIIN 52 68 /7, 1 Bk FA 7 TN &
MERE. PEIRIE, S. cerevisiae DQ1 BEBE I K FRIE A" 62.7 /L I LD, FEH.
7E 40 °Crapil N RERS R i 85 /5 1 B KR FEAT A2 7 48 g/L LBEPY. 534k, BT S. cerevisiae
SIS pH PTYE, W uE H T A AR AE . Watcharawipas 55 2021 4Filid £ S.
cerevisiae H ik K IE TE 7 E B B2 Bk B Leuconostoc pseudomesenteroides 1) D-FL R i
S, g AR PR AR TR Y GPDL AN GPD2, 554k £ B AR 77 % A% v () B it S0 ADHA,
SEIL T 40.0 g/L (1) D-FLER A= =1L,

FLER KB P. acidilactici DQ2 & A S5 & M iy il £ B i I 3k 2 v TG HE SR A — Ak
W KB, AR ARSI L-AER A D-ARR, EAm RO Al2%, (1) meEiEi
REAL ST, RERETE 42 °CEMF FHbAT SSCF =44 R AW (2) HHREW A dumEik,
AT AT IR I FLIR R s (3) XA 41 4 2 RV 4 A RN 5268 77
HAT, C&lidR 2 i ud kit — 2527t P. acidilactici & BEVERE, Yi 55 2016 4
IS4 % P. acidilactici DQ2 H (1) L-FLER i E LA & D-FLIR i Al skAS | = —F
PER D-FLERAE = Ak DA B L-FLIRAE P2 R, Qiu SE7E Sh LAl gt — D suBl 7 Bidk
— FLIR AR B R I AKE R FH 88 77 DA 1 300 | 7 40 g 148, 49,581

BRI Z mobilis /&2 — WK CEEAEF B, BARTRA4EER OB
HEERY . A LE T BERE I HERE %12 (Embden-Meyerhof-Parnas, EMP), Z. mobilis E. A
¥## ED (Entner-Doudoroff) A=K UIH &A= 41 ; ED #1274 1) ATP Lt EMP
WA T e, (AR RGN QR E . BT, R 205 sk Z. mobilis 1
MRER I — SIS N N E . Zhang 25 1995 SE1E Z. mobilis H 3N T AKHEFIH &,
513 Z. mobilis Be8 R A BT 24 25 10 L CRTHn AR B DL KORS589, Zhang 4§ 2013
EAE Z. mobilis TFRIE T AR M TR ATR & B KRB yfdZ M metB, SEM T Z.
mobilis TE AU INEERHEB R R A, BRIR T Z mobilis IEIRTZ KON, 5348, H
T Z mobilis BAF & MG AT R, 1R 2B T2 Z mobilis FHNHIYIHAL
(RS IR I F N 1 B S 0 I s A B e AR Pt s . Yi S5l id DNA O
BERIZIEH] T Z mobilis ZM4 T N 3 Fofr gt By R 40 40 1) G BREEE ) ZMO1116
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ZMO1696 L\ ZMO18859%), Wang 257 Z. mobilis ZM4 HH33-4T R I 011 90 ) 5 A s
BAIE T —A NADPH R 5 R 2B ZMO1771 W TS A0S DL K 5-F2 H BRI (5-
Hydroxymethylfurfural, HMF) F] 5 E/E R0,

BRZIRPIRIFE C. glutamicum & —H GRAS (Generally recognized as safe) Bk,
BT A SR RS, X TARRAERAERMEA RIFMENGES . B,
C. glutamicum WV IETR L 7= Fh A DL RIS HEE AWK, Melanie %64E C. glutamicum H1
FVRRIL dpkd LI T IVERRII A, oo s IR R RERS 427 8.7 o/L WLERIY. Li
SR C. glutamicum WA, LI T C glutamicum W) L-msm @ BRA 19, 5
b, C. glutamicum X T ARJFEHEZ RIS HIY) BA R R A FEMERE /T, Zhou SFE R I C.
glutamicum FEREFEAL HMF DL ROBRIE AR LRI, I H R A0 JeC 38 A = Aol S 204 1) Py
Y (p-FeR K . T AR DL AR ) 190,

A & RERRAT 18 G. oxydans - B A JURE B 45 5 54 38 ) 0 1 S0 DL A S0 ) e
WRETT, BENE G S AT 21 4 3 RIS I I ) s e EAT B R 1) K 87, Zhou 4% 2017 A7)
H G. oxydans NL71 SK#EAT A 57 21 45 2 /K R A= 4 LA 2R 7 1 63.0 gL 71 %1 B 1K DA
J 33.8 g/L AFERRCE, YE4RiE, G. oxydans i&REMSFFH A £F 4 2% KI5 0 1R & BE iR IR
CRWE H R IR L BTRARE A =i & Y i p RO,

13 ErSlHYIsa

AR T PR 2 T 3 BRI T W e, SV 0 A 2 5 ) T 4 2 T ) A 23K
2R, T R I A AR TR A PR ) A0 A A A IR RE A AR AT AR P b PR A A
Rt T e v AR AR LB, A BT 38 5 TR SRR SR o P s 5 fe A= W k] T R R 00
Mo N /N R ER R Ey AN P 0 T AR B PR R LR LS A
R ) P PR B U AL EE

1.3.1 Myl i A4

A REFHE 2 A AN TR 20 50 7 50 Z0 A0 T A B R rp 2 7 A AN [R) R RS g 4 47 250, ]
1.3 ffiomo BRI SSINHI ) CLFERREE LA & HMF, =4 T 47 e 2 DU AR R R T B
BREBEAA, M HME ISR IR T 2 i Bt 7071 G MRS 4 218 . B8R LA &%
FIREE, LSRR T C Mk p W= 731, TR 2R DA A R ) 23 77 K5 T HMF A A
g () gE — A A 14 17 T By SR A )RS TR B 2 I B R A, AR PR HLE REIA]. W&
WEFRARIS, af R =28 (1) @AIRHE, WHFEEFRE. FEE. F5K.
Mg DL AR S (2) B2, 45 p-FRIE K R p- SRR, p-FR LR IR EE
(3) THER, UFETHEE. THEEULT FRE . BRSSP0 RIE T 8y 2K 240 75 1) i3
—BEMN, WE TR R —A 03, Hod p- 2K BRIE T p- 3 R BT (R HE p-
FREERWIR . p-FR B R DL p-FR BN WIRESE) 1 — D017, 5 ks 4 i 4) LA
KNSR HIPIALE, B 2RAmdi ) A DU JLANMR 77677, (1) By R4 7K %
PR E . SR EMBE L, LRI KPS ERR S (20 BRI A1k f#
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AT RFMH LS00
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e e s - i Lignocellulosic biomass
| Phenols: e.g. ! Degradation | " _
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{ o 4-Hydroxybenzoicacid, | = e e
| o 4-Hydroxybenzaldehyde | :
{ o Vanillin i 1 ( x!-;lgse Pentoses
{ o Dihydroconiferyl alcohol | 2 i v
| o Coniferyl aldchyde, : 5 ; .1 Arabinose
o Syringaldehyde I s! & = A g
L S cnt | g 2
1 © Syringic acid, I S ©!
'o Hibbert’s ketones : g £ ‘1 Mannose Galactose Glucose
I . i g N Nl S, L
] Phenolic acids: e.g. I 0! 0 SRRy O f(ll_ﬁ_ﬁ,__,““ﬁ,"‘
‘o p-coumaric acid, I [=] v Q) ) Dehydration
o Ferulicacid ! ;; . ime——r P = ]
o | [
Ly wo )
[
1‘ : i it
E: o ’Ffu'r'fuial o s-Hydroxymethylfurfural
¢ R ‘D
E s ..Degradation ... S9radag;,
> 4 ..."".-.‘...r,'.'.'.'.'...':.' ...................................
a a 5
S . Moo
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B 1.3 ARBRA %R LY BRIFINEI W= A 18]

Fig. 1.3  Generation of inhibitors derived from lignocellulosic biomass!**!

1.3.2 By 2400 P p 4100 o A1 38

Py S 1] 4 e % ni X U o) A 0 M o) B PR D A A G DL Sk et e LT 781, B diRaE S 0.6
g/L 1 p-F SRR RE T & i S. cereviasiae DQ1 AN A K LA B R VT, 0.3 g/L 2
HREDL R 1 g/L T AR RE M O 22 M5 Aspergillus niger SIIM M288 F TR A4 K
[781; 0.9 g/L B2 HEE BE 0. & 52 Z. mobilis ZM4 W40 B A= KN 20 & B2L02) iy i 2R 4 1)
WIAEAR AR VA B2 3l B 0T R TR i ke 2 A i B R A A R U800, 34k, 2 mg/L AIRIKEE p-
IR AT DA, 25 0o P B ) A 26 MRV FE I R, 20 mg/L () 2,6- - FH R AR R o |
BER) TR EETO); 100 mg/L ) p-RER 258 2440 P acidilactici ZY 15 ) D-FLE& KB
RO, Wy A A Py A B AT 0 T B R R A I LB AR SSALL, 80 3 A0 400 ot 3 P A e A2 v
RoCHERE (N ERBR R BG4S ) lES, JETIHIHI 40 ARG, 18 A e B 24
F YL e S B TG TE S E 3% (Reactive oxygen species, ROS) 12, ROS [HF &
AN 218 R M IR P 8T, T R 2 fma M ) e e vE (18] 1.4) 32831, 5
Gb, BERAMHIVIIE 22N DNA R B s 1, 2hmszma 40+ DNA & i

(86, 87]
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High temperature _ Phenolic compounds ___

o
O/ OH
benzo i\ i
p-benzoquinone vanillin
)
Membrane o on
integrity loss I ‘
? o. i o
\O \0
p-hydroxybenzaldehyde Syringaldehyde

Cellular component
(actin, DNA, RNA,
and protein) damage|

oH
Acid stress )\
HsC’ COOH
Lactic acid

m Membrane
integrity loss

Inhibition of
Metabolic flux

Mitochondria and
vacuole membrane
disruption

Glyceraldehyde-3-P
v
Glycerate-3-P

. LDH \l PDC ADH
Lactic acid «<—— Pyruvate — —Acetaldehyde—>Ethanol

1.4 BRAME. Wi AR ESRA N T B ARHI I HLEE

Fig. 1.4 Inhibition mechanism of acid stress, high temperature, and phenolic compounds

1.3.3 ARt A R 0 P 470 1) 20 1 2 AL L B

A o ) B R OGE T I R R DT 52 1) e L3 A e e Iy R A R W e A 9 A B
PR B B ER DS 881, SO EB 0 A W) F AT B By ST ) 0 e A o BB IR figh e A2 v B) 18 724
T SR 76 4 P g 8001

Py SN HN Y 56 B BRI IRAE C. glutamicum FHF5TH % . Shen %5 2005 F1E C.
glutamicum RES167 W I T W IHIR £h/3- 2508 H R ER AR 12k 58 2 B if Iy 25 4H 47
AR FR IR F R D % [B) ¥2 2 2K H R AT Z2 P i KM IR 1 — R RIE M . KME-CoA &
B KA BE-CoA 5-F2A0HE UL R REER 1 1,2- XU A B AL T, 2 K E-AMP.
2,5- R HOR IR R ), ORARERER 12-XUMARHEAL T IR, a0 T
SR LA ST I R /K SRR T A B BB AN S T RO, A Ah, TRy, R
DA SR F R I v] Lhad I ) L3S PA K p-F oK i@ A2 R AT 52 A Pl Ni 45 2013 48
W AE 2 AN TE R Comamonas testosterone CNB-1 W R T JR ) LASIR 4,5-2 515
B, Qi % 2007 HFEHAE C. glutamicum @IS LU R A4 22 R IR SR - T 2 5 b
T AR A B RRE-1,6- IR IR BT EERL 2. Hu 55 2018 4 K I HOIR 22 fla i B
Trichosporon cutaneum ACCC 20271 ReWE¥eAl p-F2 3L K N LE-CoA H TR & Ak
(93], Takenaka %5 2011 FE-1EAH 70 8 /R M8 Burkholderia AK-5 W1 R I 1 S8 58 & B AR 1) 18
1, SBRATLAIE 1,2,4- =52 FE ORIy Hh 1A) 4 i 0% 5 4 I g /KR — S8 AP

SR, K2 HIAE YA B 58 e By s ae /o, R asdd B & i id 5
A R ot Sl LA A T T e D S5 5 P 25 ) P TR 41 1) 00 A5 R A Dy AR A 7 1
P TR BB FRLC> ©7- 8089951 Zhou % 2019 4EJBIT DNA & A BATS IR E] 7 AL
EIWEIR AT Gluconobacter oxydans ™55 10y & 01| W0 55 AV FH 5 1) JE &5 & TR S8 A 00 JER 671,
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Wang &5 2016 F &k IR 2 Ha /B Trichosporon cutaneum ACCC 20271 W8 18 i B A (1
BEMUEBGE 72 h W 1.5 g/L T HFEE T W T HRPY. Yi &5 DNA & HARYZ
P E] 723N KRB Z. mobilis HH W R =P S P 61 420 Pl A PR RGO R il AT T2
14 HiEME

B AR DR AR B AN W R R, S0oF T AR A e ) T ok L % v iR 0 12 10 75 SR A AE AN
WK o T MR R R A AL DA R AR A M ) B o PR T v iR ATL 1)) T v B R )
P 2 G E B
141 s e

A A I R et A, WAL I 7R A AR W] o R A R IR RS R AT DAERF R
PRIEVAIIETE /1, X PRARLT4E R BB AR RO, BN A AS, $2a K I s vk i) i e
TR SEI R 2R R SSFOEAA B R P, S A, R K B TEAL AN R B S
P I R T ) A P M ) T A ) A AR R B P i

1.4.2 eyl B3 X T 2R W ki e ok 10 453 0
vt oM T X A o i B AR R 2 T T RS, R 9 LR L5 T A REm ST (1)
et oM T 2 X A R R AR S R AR e SR . AR SR R SRR, M A g
AU AR IE R BT, (2) wifi B xd 120 M i N A5 40 A B tE R g2, JCH X T
HAZED), i SN E SRRk EEE 10U, (3) ez T A R 2 B iR
A ISZI, RNA BTDIRNOT LR AR A 2 11 A R O ME i R ™ B (1 1.4);
(4) =il At iE M ROS KR, ROS Hyid & RS KREBIAM N4y, SRR
AL A BUEAM USRI A0, b R I S R 8 2 (6 43 4 L AR A f) 452 11 DL e
MPpE B ER, BEi SE AT

143 AEW PR B Ao s T8 B T AL

e R AR ] R R KR AR K, 0 A 0 M i R A 2 3 — R A7 P e S8R 2 %o
Eim e, Ferr e T I BRI EHE LB AT AR IZ o B BRI R T B S A A
RECEE . NS DL B IR & R, ATP i DL R P8 A R 25

AR T E 1 (Heat shock proteins, Hsps) B E 1L mi Bifh e R AR R A RE. B
PEZIRE 5T TR RRAN T8 SR AL B 5t DA AR AT MR AR I EGERE PEN9), Hsps
JUF2 B A At sl e e 1, FF H Hsps SRR B T vy il M e wT DA
AEI G I 35 PR ) A G ml o 3Rk T B 3R A 0100, g HL, A AO R I, AR A BUhia R
7531 Hsps REf8 AEICIRE T B ia f2 At 4o, fEmeRE, Hsps — A% I8+
wmU R DIReH T4, Hoh ) Hsps B35 /N3 Hspss Hspl12. Hsp70s A& Hsp90s
U, Hsp70 40 F A8 R G0 2 H i R I H s FEORSF I Hsps X%, K73 1 Hsp70s 7£
AR R 2 Y R, AE 52 B v iR A () A A Bab 2 A U0 FEARIERES T,
Hsp70s B AR MK G B, TESRMNE T, BilaeS 5 RERE A M HEE DAL
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HEFF R IFIR G I E AL T VAR - Hsp90s T B2 55— e 5 (4 (EE B 11 I DA M 4%
SRATER D PRI e 10, /N5y Hsps 40 Hsp26 1 DL 8 R S 2 40850
A7 A AH EAE I AR 1R 8 R AR AN T SR AR Hsp12 A 9 —FhRRaR ) 40 115
Al LA AR A A A EAE D ae A Rl EIR BT A 1) Hsps!!'21 78 T3 AR 3RS T, Hspl2
PAL—HPJG IR PRSI T A, MAESRMIE T, Hspl2 2 DL—FRiek A 5
BRI S & 3R, AT DARS e 40 MR Ry im sh 1k

38 52 I B I, RE AT DU 5 N e DL AR IR A R TR E B S i
107, MR R B R WG 20, BB EAEIE (K pH (-1 wmigitteIe
S Eh FEOSE) NRGE A . S E B DAL IR B IEH 18/E . Hottiger 5 1994 4F K
UL A AE Ve iR P e R AT RAVE B B B OR3P ) LA S R RE SE B 1 SR AR B A R T R HE AR
FHUDL, 0 ()& B B RS & B S SR, B35 A B . B e b -6- B IR &
fif (Trehalose-6-phosphate synthase 1, Tpsl). HEENE-6-BIREF (Tps2) LA/ NMATEIE
TG EEREE TR S IR WAL (a,a-trehalose-phosphate synthase, Tsl1) Tsl1 A 5 K i 12
A EFRTEHE (Trehalose-6-phosphate synthase 3, Tps3) 105171, FEEnR e, TSLI
G Tsll 25 SmFIRIE, KREMIE TPS B &Yk LUl & 18, MEzk)
BT R HR R R B IR AR FEARAS B, Tps3 S BB A3t ] Tps2 TG, SEUE
FERE-6-TERR I R B, T N -6- B IR 1) 38 hn 2> H0 | Tps1 MOvEPE,  J2ET 28 (ki S hE
[ BT b T OGE T R RE ()T v et 12 R A AR, BB A NIRRT I ) — A 2
B, T DA re it A AL A 30 S R A% A Sy T T 972 1o TR AR P v il e 20 121

ATP P T BERF ) e B 2R o M4 T i iy, B REAR BT i pH {E
2T A A A I SE B PR %, BE pH B (intracellular pH, pHi) <1
P2 AL 5T A AR i s SET TR T, SN pHI A RS2, HY-ATPase Refi% 4 #E ATP
WORERS R HY, 4ERFRERE 1) pH H A RSN,

RVE T e i AR 7 2 SR e T ) E B 2 —, TR 22 AL R B
AL . B AL I PUAAL ORI S R E R PUAC ORI B, 51 G B AR AL Y AL g

(Superoxide dismutase, SOD). it Al UL SO A ARG S . M A Bk g 2 Horp

BONEZERPUAMRT ], BRI AT Ok A Ha02, 1 H202 7] LLE IS 5 2215
EACEBE S i Ha0 A1 0211241, SOD i (1 i i S5 Ak 1 B4k B (MnSOD) Sod2 wJ LA &L
TEFRERLIR ) ROS, 2 3 ORI LR 1 B8 14 12 10 38 DL S AERE I N UG JR A B AR
SWEZEM. 1o, 8w EE R A 2R DhRE, AMUATLLERE NHERIZ 5850
FALRY, T HIE R DME A TR (G 5 202

1.5 & pH 1ERHE

AW PR TR R AE REAT A I8 (1 T R P xS 2 T8 32 UMK pH (BB IE,  JEHRENS T4 R
PEVIIR N 1R UL R AR AF I TE R o A/ N T BRI pH AEMHER) 4 K pH {E A
X B A PR PRS2 A K A P ] T R AT iR DL A1 pHL (BN o
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1.5.1 ik pH {5 BB 74

WA AR KL AR, FUIRAE KA pH MH KT pKa (3.86) I, x4 H#HE A\ 241
b MR R pH B T FLER M pKa, FLER 2 HUES H FLERARAT HY, i A I LE S 7 AR
R MR, O T B — BT A, AR GE LR I 7 B R A (4
BRIRES « A AALES . AR TR FLER AR s FLIR N B FLIRES ; N T RIS B AR,
R EAIN R R EROK B BT R FLER, A2 O R LUE B 47 8 CaSO4 551127 1281, 3L
AT SR AEA 15 Nl AR 2 ok, I T2 A, M Bt e A ab H A A
BEIY. HEICEA 2070 R AR pH B0 T 347 FURR KR W% LAk D HhoRI 7 (0 4
H, EREAEAR pH A P BE, ZEVIER R bR 2 2 2R pH (E I a2,

1.5.2 Ik pH ELBE XS A= W0 ) B Ak 1 52 i)

FLR FrBkw P. acidilactici & RIAREFLIRMTAEY), 1E pH 1H 5.0 %M T, P.
acidilactici FFLER K BES2 2] 7 amZU A2 501, IS pH BB X T FLER B I 82 a2 2 7
AT, AU BN WIS e, T Hob 2 s m i B 2l pke (B 1.4) DO, 7EAIK
pH{EMIE N, TESFAFE Lactobacillus casei 41 J & A i g i &5 49 A T BE & R A2 A%,
FUARVIFNNR TR & s B, 3k T 52 Mie) 1) 240 1) S0 B e AT sl PR L2 1330 B AR W
[ E AR BR T 2 A N S5 i AN D BEAR 24 2, 3 BOA M IR TG v B o gk AT L34 139,
X pH {2 38 23 18 4R B R &1 ROS R 8, ROS i A4 1 A ¥ K 73+ (DNA
LR EE AR, i SR g s> 830, Hoh, FLRRW /K pH (EMHE R, pHi FF%
25 DNA [ RE RS AR IE , T DNA [ 354% 2 M) L IR B A KA 24 137,

1.5.3 AW AR IR pH AE B8 A HTIE AL ER

X pH BB 25506 B ik I AR G DL ROR B i i BRI BE IR, T AE ) B 5 oA 2 Rl

il THEHUI pH A WA (B 1.5) 138, AR WHRHUIK pH (EFh 18 32 25 DU J LR LA -
(1) AT EZE 43139 1400 (2) ATP fgU4-144: (3) B SR =4k NHs H i  1Y

HUS (4) BRERRMGARBE>134; (5) E AL DNA SF i mE = HLH| 1. 156,
(6) ¥ PEH kL7 1381

FEAR pH fE 2T, FLIR A vT LAIE ik 1 4 20 o S 1 26 43 R AR pHL BB . 7EAIR
pH EIEE T, FLER W AT LA i 3G hn A A 7R Cisa A1 Caon LA ACHERR WTRE 1) &5 &K
HA SR pH {E BT 4 ge 3%V, XA B8 Bifidobacterium FFE XU AT B8 Bifidobacterium breve
FEAN IR -80 IS FRIERE TR Crsa LAKEEIR TR & &, K pH AHPIW R
Kl g 1140,

ATP BxS T AR B ARHUIC pH EMHE R R E . FoF1-ATP B 4772 T4, il
255 Y1) Fo RVFEFM B B AL F1 ORI ;. Fo RIEEFEAEH T ATP B9&
FSCRH 23, T Fo RNV D) 47 Tt i i P4 1) HP 381 A1 DL4E 3 pH AR S H4 1421 Matsumoto
STt LB Z B Bifidobacterium TEAI pH B 2614 T 1T 52 68 77 L ABXS . HY-ATPase
e odE pH B, KIUIC pH {ETI 32 58 7GR R AR, H H™-ATPase ffi& pH fEERIK
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(431, Miwa S50 50 T BEEREE Streptococcus bovis [f] HY-ATPase 7872 14 & Mutation 2 [
pH fEPrtERE, 25 R KIMRA G H-ATPase INEHEA L T RARRBHEEFK T, 3
M FERALRAGERAE pH fH 5.5 24 FIEHAKIM, 5H4h, K'-ATPase Xf T-4EHF pHi
TS EEEEH, BIREEEKE Oral Streptococcus TEVUNIN 25 mmol/L #] K'J5, pHi A
LA5.5 ETHEIT 6.141,

NH; 7] LA T A A i B DU & pHi, A A7 2 MR R 407~ 42 NHs H
T4ERFE pHi F275 . KRNV %NS (Arginine deiminase, ADI) R4 A&AEY IR H L
[F) NHs K2 —, BFE=AEZERE: R .. SRR AT IR L LY
TR T A RPN, ALER R B ADI RG] LMEML 1 mol FEZBRAE K 2 mol 1) NH;
A1 mol i) ATP, NH3 A DAH T - AN i HY, 10 ATP JUAT LARS - B RiAIR pH BT 32
TEMBE R . I T MV %% (Guanidylbutamine deiminase, AgDI) F#%t5 ADI
RGRPL, T EHACEER V28 T3 ez T M A e 7 g DL A 2 B R R A %, 7T A
i3S 2 I RIS T e A i NHs . CO2 Fl ATPHA7- 1481, Del 45 2015 4 idid 7E 35 77 4%
PR INATE T R, BB T ALBRFLEKE Lactococcus lactis WIANAEK:, FEAE L. lactis
) pHi EF; s> AgDI [ SERR A BRI T %, I pH EN 3258 /1 23% T
UL, Sah, AR AR AR IR 2R 45 T DL A R 3R A2 B NH3 AT CO2. Chen Z54E
FLUR B WG R RIS IE R R, B MGE T RAREAC pH (A T AA7E 2050151

B2 IR BGXT T A RS pH it B A = 2ZERY. B RN AR

(Glutamic acid decarboxylase, GAD) WIZhRE ML - MR LR y- 228 TR, M
FEAEAL IR 2 AN T VS FE M 9 1 HO T 42 =y pHi, AR B y-20 05 T IR vT DU 4%
BEARIEEIMAL, BT -2 T REmME, SN pH E FA, L-BER
JBE R A ) pHELASH FE 1 0] DADR SN ATP B-& BCR = ATP H TPt pH B e >4,

ik pH B e & gt i ROS W KREAR R, A R ) ROS G MAN AY) R
Iy TEFEE BB LA SRR S IGE A7, e RT Ll — R PRI E . TR
AEERAB L H 5 DL SAZ IR 451 051138 Zhu 55 2018 4F3d i #E FLIR FLIR T L. lactis NZ9000
M E. coli BL21 R IEEHMIRIGER recdA (I TIEEZHM DNA) & T HEHEIIME
pH {1 32131, Lim &% 2000 47 i@ i 3% 5% 2H 53t K 3053 - F145 DnaK. GroES £ A [F] pH
&M THRIEEGTER, 1K pH EXE T, XREEOSERESSFREH T
fiX pH {E fpiatt=el,

& pH {E B E 23 AT, EHE ROS UL HaO2 S5 AR R, fEY AT DU Bl
B H RS VE D) B R B ATIE FRUST 18], Li Z69E L. lactis SN BE H K RES A XG5 B
H202 &, MIMHRTTEA 1517, Zhang S5 K LA A e H IR el Fak B e H k&
AR RE AR 5 L. lactis XTHT pH {H 4.0 FIRRYE S LA AG % pH AH 2.5 T I R 14
FATIIREST, HRE T LA ) pHilY,
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Fig. 1.5 Responses of lactic acid bacterial to low-pH stress!

138]

16 oA YRS B AR AR

FEAR R LT 4 2 A W0 ok ) e R o A 25 Pl AR P ) b LA S A Y R i, 3
P8 2> R MR A A B AR R, O A 3 2 U A P ) R ) AR RN,
ISP B B 24 1k o DRI, 0 326 v T 1012 ) T Pont - AR P HB R R (1 ok AR BT A
R o RS FH B0 T R A 2 SR A, 355 R SO AN RV AL o AN 1 BEYFIR X P A
SRS P S B L o

1.6.1 P 508 SRR B o A= 4 o o T R P et

PR s S JE o AE A Y MR R R N PU R, AT AR B B I
WiRE 7. FRIEOE T2 T B T3 AR W) B R 0 4 i 4 DA R e et S5 P PR P 3 e
71, REMSAT AR E B R B BB PV e DA SO PR RE o (L B PR ) R (R B AR 22 A
BRI AR, R E IR R R A, XA ARG B s RUR A B UL F4L, B
1 DR P R R X H ML AT B A T 1 7 AR, 1T X, 2 R 3 5 A 0 12 5 A
77 T8I /) )82 F 11601,

HET, BT ms A i S L ROR N, IR 2 Bds e gt L R &
A ST 4 R 5 2 FH 28] A 0 M ) T A )0 76 AP 470000 P S v o PR R SRS A0 P e A A 5
BRI T LA 32, Kim 55 2017 SR ARG VA HERR B Clostridium thermocellum 1313
HhZRIESKRIE T = iR R BN E Thermoanaerobacter pseudethanolicus 39E 1) NADPH #5714
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Pz ot SRR 1 1 B AR ) 2B K DU T HMIF i85 4k g 7101, Qiu 25 2015 SE1E S. cerevisiae
HHRIE TN BE WG H ARG g S ey 1 R BIAE 3 mM ) HaO2+ 40 °Ciriii. 10 mM (1)
HERE . 10 mM 1] HMF LA 0.5 mM (1) Cd* 2644 F Pt g2, Wang 4§ 2017 4E1E Z.
mobilis F33 Fik B S B ARG UL &% 38 5% NADPH 1 F ARt —0 346 T Z. mobilis (114
MR AN RE 7T, BOE BT T 2 o/L HOBERE DL 4 /L 1) HMF B)#ALRE 7750 il 42
=1 20%H0 38%!%3), Yi & 2019 FFEAMNERIE K T % AR U Pseudomonas putida
(I ERE PP_2680 $2 T Z. mobilis ZM4 [ HMF . R R p-¥2 558 FR e A AL i
71, HWHRFERE T Z mobilis ZM4 FILTYER L1 RKIETERED. Yi 55 2015 4Filid DNA
O TBARIZIR] T Z. mobilis ZMA vl N =28 R Fy 01| ) () B BE L ], ol Rk i ot
B A RS 1t — 2D 3R = Ty P A0 1) 0 32 B2 7912 Qiu &F 2020 B IS AE Pediococcus
acidilactici ZY 15 HAMNEFRIEKRIFZT Z. mobilis ZM4 8L SRR ZMO1116 S8 T
%%‘ﬁp-iﬁﬁﬁ [N 52, I HARE T T D-FLER I R Y, Qiu 4§ 2020 HFEIEFE Pediococcus
acidilactici ZY15 HANERIERIET C. glutamicum W EEMER CGS9114_RS09725 5
T B ST 52 AN AL BE /I8, Sundstrom 25 2010 4E1E S. cerevisiae Hi# i DNA &5
FERIZIER] T =AW Ny AN S A B (apl atrl VLR firD), 53 5l i FRIx =
AN R 2 T BURABE R AL U RA I B R PR, T Rk X = AN R R A R B35
e S. cerevisiae WM R AMHII 52 e 7)1

FERRIP 7 BF vh T NN AR R L 32 B F T4 i B BRI T il 1 e, X R R A
T H FORET T v i AT R AT LGB T, H R T SR T AR R S K DL R A
A5 SR R, B SO AR A M DL 25 B e I B PRI TR . Dong 45 2018 4F 18
I E A B AT B Bacillus subtilis WB600 H1 4N 5 2 3 Wk i b X 2 i 18 Bacillus
licheniformis B186 H I #RTLEL 1 GroES M= 7 WB600 7E 50 °C ¥ =il iy 52 ie
JJU64 . Xu & 2018 4F1E S. cerevisiae TN T N TE AR R R 7 HAE 37 °ClRJE
T HIAE KRB, Khatun &5 2017 SE4E Saccharomyces cerevisiae MNII FH &5 N TS
EEPEE T EERE 42 °Cail T I CBER B, Xu 56 2018 Fi#ILE Saccharomyces
cerevisiae INVScl F'F APUAMIRI 45 SOD. CAT S8 7 Hminbuidith, o
B PRLE 40 °CIRLEE T S EE KB EETT LIS 21 61 g/L, AHEL T XHHREE S T 66%!197), Jia 5%
2016 FAEKWGFT A Escherichia coli T ¥ FREMAEM N 515 (i milk REELL L
BRI R S0), WEMTE T Escherichia coli 1 40 °C N 4IA K, HUEBERLE 40 °C
R FR A= EE R T 5 A58, Sun 25 2017 426 HSP 2 [ F1 SOD & [K1E S. cerevisiae
INVScl T &BLILRIL, BERE T HEHE 42 °C NI OB KBl An 55 2011
SEAE S. cerevisiae HId RIBWFEENE-6-BE IR A1 (TPS1), it | BRI & i, 12
[ L7 iD= R B ULK S

e v R AR AR pH A HTS XS T AL IR KRB T A A 7= B B 3, R AT
2 I AE SR T AR T R PR SR SR ARG pH BRI 32, (B H AT AW Fe 48 R K2 %L
R IERR T RS pH EIA S N IARTE /), IR 1S3 B R IR B A
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gE . Carvalho %5 2011 EAEFARAIRE Lactococcus lactis FANFRFIE | HFEENE A R
12, L. lactis 7F pH fH 3.0 2515 N ARG RE J13& T 7 20513, Zhang &5 2007 FA/E LR
EREA L. lactis FRIE T M EH KA BEER, SERE T L lactis WA EH KIS &L
JAE pH H 4.0 2645 T BN MA7TE RE /11581, Trip &5 2012 SE1E L. lactis "R T RIET0E
PEEBRTE Streptococcus thermophilus TINHZ IR MR B, BUE SN L. lactis TN T
AR EE IR 2L pH A 3.0 2608 FREMEAERFA AR 4 2 h'7Y, Wu 5§ 2013 4E4E L. lactis T
FIRRIE 7RI T TEEFAT R L. casei HHIHEHEF RecO, #&m I WARAE pH {H 4.0 54F
AR AR,

1.6.2  I& NP E AL SREBEHE 5 A= 0] B AR R il

T A AN SR S — i FH T R v A A M A A R 470 ) T T L v R T v
734731, L2248 B D N FH T4 vy T oS 1 22 M i A0 v R BEL76L st 7, IS pH
(IE N (17 el D W = e T 71 UK SO N o S 18 05 (S G A e 2951 i R N 9 e 1 S
PUSHLEA R R 77, el 0 s 3RS 5 AN R0 ) A= o i e
Pho T HL Pt G R PR A E W P B R DL S e s A1 oR I 2 SO, 38 B A A5 20 i ik b T
PRI BE DA S HLdi it Re g =i 1 5 104> TALE S & e p it — B @thr, JF Bz IR 2
il YERedE M AH O SCHIE [R, ] DAAY i 60 110 3 A 5 8 1 ) gk agle Bk AT U3 1790,

a7 R A A B e AR A e R R AT A P e T T B 3 AR, T Hod i
i — B SR UL S qRT-PCR 4540 Mt Be 84248 2R 22 5 I 5 14 42 =y AH OC ) S
FERU80-1821 - Zhou 25 2021 SEAEANINIBIGIRE (0.25g/L. 0.5g/L 0.75g/L) =Fls—f
R EN Y 2644 T AT AR AR BR IREE B Yarrowia lipolytica WK IHIE SR 37, 45 R I =#k
AL ARSI 76T By B S M ) = puadi , IF HORIN Yarrowia lipolytica % 175 B
TR B R BRI e 1, TN T T B AN p- R ik O HR AR R B R R ad B LR s i — 2B () A%
KM M, FEHE R TR 2 5e N i S = by 1 S0 ) 0 0 B PR a0 YALIO B07117g A
YALIO B01298g, % HTE E. coli BL21 " ibAT T & R B9 Th A8 56 uE U8, R b 21 3Kk B
Rhodococcus opacus %1 Rz LR AR 5T 25 U5 B B FA P01+ Uk, i AEAN [FK
JERIARBIZ (3.0~3.8 g/L) Wi T& M i 7%, $RAF B AR T A5 2R BAROR
iR UR Iy RN Y 52 B 18R T 2~3 £%, HHAEAF R (EKFEF. FZFLL
JAEARTE) g K A R AT 1 AN, 45 R I A B AR AR BE 00 R B R AE 7K ARV
PR AEKEESGE T, C glutamicum S9114 8T AE AR B4R 24 25 /K g R AT 1 KU
R NV 7R, AR KRR A K EZE NS T, AT KER I KR, BEIRT
AP T X RRER E T 68.4%, B I e s AL A B, R IR TR e e AT A R A Y £
PRI TR 4% 72 il 3 40 DL SR PE IR IR A AE AL B AR h #R1S 21 1 3 5mU®s),

TV T AE PR B RO Ul — MR R ISR AL, W5 A 31 2 AU 2% 1) AH L
YER, 3l T8 B gk A SR R 8 AR S Mok A R 1) R AR ' Aok, BRE A ROR1S iR il
P REHE T 1) A B TR AR 80-1900 . TTAVAL KK S. cerevisiae ER 283 K J #A) 38 N VE 3R 15 3]
T —HRESE [ S. cerevisiae 1ISO12; 1SO12 5K EMAHLL, BEWAEARIL BRI = A2 KR
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39 CCHRM T ARKIFRIBEA " ClF, LI E)Y 038 g LlF/g Cfl; 1SO12 JEHL Tt
ER 1E 39 °CHAF T 54 /KUK BT BE,  FF HRRWEAE 52 cCHVIR v J5 44 5 =1 X 48
fo g 7771, Garcia-Rios &5 2021 ¥4 S. cerevisiae LS 7E 40 °CEcM4 N AT & M M AL B
I, IR T 150 K, RAS 7 IR AR PR R R AR B R B A AT R I,
AR PR AR E 7 A T B R AR AL, T X 6 AR A RT B 41 B AR S R e T 4ERR
R AH SR8

i% pH B R E X T AE il B AR B2 e B, 9% T 3& B 1 A 32 v A B BRI pH
{ELTT 52 AH QIR 3E LA 22 1128 11941 el 2T B8 Lactobacillus pentosus TEISINAS AR &
ABE S R AT RS pH B2 NGNS IR, /18 T SR b vk, Hb—k
BEACBRARAR LE T R R PR AE AT pH B 2544 T ARBER s 2 AL ™ & 0 i 1
1.5 5 A0 2 f5U 2 F IR FLAT 18 L. casei G fEA R pH AB R 75 2 & MR 9 70 K,
A3 T —IRAK pH EHUEPERE B 5E = AL B PR 10-2; 1b-2 7F pH 1H 4.3 %4 N 5% 43
hja, HAK. AR B LTI BIR R T 60%A1 13.6%; EF 204 k3L, 1b-2 ]
pHi DA I NHA 2T m 1, I HAMEREENE % T, XS EE BT 1b-
2 AR pH R 3 oo

17 FRSOLEKE K EEZREANE

AR IRAE AL YRS R T 2 1 2 B 2 M, BRI NI i pa DA
FAR pH BB . By VokIs T WAL B R AR BUR WBE AR, T HAPSREZ LA
WA RS RS, AR M AR VR 2 P A A T e MR, SR B R 4T
SRR PR TR A B8 A DA B 3 BRI o el Bl JE SRS T A J5 D, — T3 T & SSCF
T, N T AERFET YR R BN REALE /0, A RN HEAT B A 2 7 R TR R A R B e
7 T & R B e e T AN 12 3 B0 ) JRy S ot e A 2 D R A T R (R B i o A1
pH A5 N #EAT PLER R B ) AAT ROl b AR IR A 077 A, BRARFLIRZEAL I T Z A,
(B pH (BB 2 ™ B S2 M0 A ] T ok 0 25 LS LR A7 o i e AR W MR i ol Ak )
EPUHME, AR AT HER S ALY TR R ME G, 1 H AT DA PRk LA [
TRERFEPNR P A o ANV S T R U e ad DA K i I 3R SR SR AR v A P ] T o
prapiiditt, Jf Hifid qRT-PCR. Hef o a3 BOKEE B2l AR dTIEMERESRTT
JEHI TV, REE NI E KB E PRI M sm b SR AL M S5 5 H . AR SCRIBE T
P2 E By LR YA T

(1) ARG MR IR, - T Z mobilis [YIEyRE SN 32 R S A £f
Y3 LI R IEVERE . U8 I RERE AR ARE 1 Z. mobil 8b 7 o [l {5 & T KA AT /K i v ik
17 7RI IE RVE A TR, X BEA T b 1A o RS ) W e A DA S 2T 4 3K LI R AT P
fiti, JFIEEIE—D M qQRT-PCR L4, 24 b PRI BES ) V) 52 AL RE T ERTTI 70T HL
I Has e /KR BL K SSCF K R BGIE 12 918 2 1 = R R D g

(2) %58 TARFE e EYIHR S p- 2R B 1A 3k A £ LAS T T A2 0 ok T R P 410
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HFIVER, 1238 Z mobilis 75 p-KERHU ALEASCHIEN . WIE T 6 FER p- 2K BRI
i, HET S AR T p-2K BRI 52 58 71 LR T p- KB AL RE JT, IR
TR p- KR Z L. BEJ5 8 qRT-PCR 5256, #5071 Z mobilis H'5 p-
IRBRFG A S OB IE DY, L I8 I 3 S0 SR g — 255K Z mobilis 1) p-2KBRI 52
e JI DA R AP 4k R 2 R T B

(3) T RNA-seq FIZER A EN T o041, RFAHAEE S. cerevisiae 7100 i =13
PERE LA K 2l R BEVERESR TS JE 70 THLEE. B2 R ERE S. cerevisiae XHT #EAT K
HARDE S VE AR %, AR5 R IR AT (0 1Ak B PR EAT R e R R RS R R . B
J&, FIH RNA-seq FAR T LW T #ELBIMR S HOK TRARAE 30 °CLL AL 50 °Co& A1 F 1%
SEAB L, F2HE A R AR TR v UL 1 B DA B R T RE IR T 5 1 o THLER, fE IR R4 =
I PP B AR UG T RS R R B R AE R R 2 THT PR 22 5

(4) 38 3 P it DA SIS B L SRS $ 31 P acidilactici W% pH EPUE0 M FI£F4E
FAMR KR X K ERR P acidilactici ZY271 34T T — Y K7 AR EGE, &
FE A FLIR AE 7= M BB LA AR pH EPLME; FE B FB AT P acidilactici ZY271 14 pH
EAIE T IE N A pH BRI AR B AR pH EAF T T 1 L 6
RT3 TIVTA A0 Bk DA S A B R () LR R P e DA AR pH (EPTIEPE, BT
16K pH [ 25 1F T R B0 2 1R 81K
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F 28 BENMHRSERNAE S RE B NGINZEE N

21 BF

TRAL P R A2 A T AT R BT £ 4 2R 00 AR P i e 1 AT R TR U T AR ot 41 4 2= A2 )
JoT HR R AT R PR S 196 19T) X — B ZU (R ik R g AR K BRI T AR AT 4E FR (R A,
B FER I AN . A LSS BN S LA By R A 021, X Ll AN 2= 5 s A,
LR R BRI LI R AT ) A P Mk o TR AR PR AR AR 222000 o, By A P H T 3K
Tt 22 DL R AR D 3 AR BRI T 32 202 B ORVE o AR G B 07 =Rk e . i il &g
FAAE R BRI AT R IR R4 2R B0 Tt 2 AN JRG 46 ) @ 126281, A= Wy it 75 W] DAAE £R BR
RKFHR5) AT B SR R AT 42 T PR 58 At 25 BRIR IR SR I . SSRRISHDHI, 17 H T8 2R
T A P HE B IR 1, AR R0 T B A B R A AR, B B I ] B
SRAT DLy R 58 A e, H 2238 B R R M R DR BV FELOS . DRI, oA B 5 1)
YRt 2 I A= W) i 55 B B FR Ty SR AT 0 AT 2 ek T T R ) A A A B ) FSGIE FSCRE T

Py ATV 1) 20 v £ Ty e D % P B0 R P TR AR R A A AN KB 8, 2R b iy
TR 11D A0 T T A T TR R T Pl A D g DR L76: 77 1991 g A o) 42w LR A 4 o R 1 S e
it R Y e P4 E 1 3E (Reactive oxygen species, ROS) R, I HiA 2 5] DNA #i
P, MNTTIE B4R B AE T2 12000 3X =M Mot T A R R R AR B FEH A IR K E R,
Y. lipolytica X} T 7 B 1% LLERBURIN,  Z mobilis X T8 FLlE UL N p-F2 55 8 H I bl e fURk
[62.2021, S, cerevisiae %F T+ p-F2 528 HI I LU RO DS 20), AL v BRI P, acidilactici WX}
T B B LUK DR,

e AU DTS 52 8] A 0 s ) T AR 0 T ) P R Joia 21 448 3R AE 7™ 22 Mg 2 i LA BB Y
(203205 SRTT, TRAREVSRAEVE R — N RIER AL, 38 AR s e 1 A AR 22 DR AR
W R, e ANERIAHE DR RS RSR . WEEOLT, JERE AU AN B
A B 22 A5k DR 1) T3 o B R 0] s e 1 ¥ DA 7 A B s g L9 1600 ) B Y v b5 R IR T
FEBUEAH L, &R — PR m R T 0, T B R AE R SE IR IR e ) T i
AT KIH AL 1 75 RO AT 3RAG 2 G IR = di V0 52 68 70 BB R0, i H, B T AR
AT A B, el =2 e DA B s 2H Al L@ 32 F T 0 A A B R A8 228 (R 3R R 7K
PLI P A ERIARAR, RES 248 2L B bR PE BRI N AENLER, W DLA I 21 B B 14 lcids
PFRALFRIRYE T . Dunn S5@ I KA BARE NS = T Z0 mobilis BIIXKERIFHRE ST, FF
ia F En@ & T B 2 48 1) 1 B I R ) — DN E ) RS B A GIf LS
Ji R AR E PEAE DR ) AddB B 1L,

Z. mobilis 7&— M= [ R, HAMEEN ED @12, &M Ta4ER QL 1k
W, BEALTRA: (D KRESUEFEK Z mobilis 8b R FI AR A 4e b F 21
HIEINE . AWE LRSI RAR R AL = Lg% €021 (2) Z0 mobilis %1 ByER LA K My g BT
TR =TI 52 e T, AH X T By B U (3) Z mobilis 16 =F & 1) I Z B A1 A AL
W JFBE, BEEAE B I I M I e A AR RIS TR VR (R Iy I, I HLHMURR I R 22 4 B 245 4
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AT Z mobilis $RGUE L 73 1k g7 212 2810 591 it — 15 1 i5ia 3 IR R R 1 1y
R H R P 52 68 0, A 7t I K A R SR, , 2 i TR AR PR i PR T 52 7 7 DA
N TR PEVERE, JEiE QRT-PCR FARYZ I 55 Moy [ i M it 52 A0 SC IR JE AT o AR 72 TAE
AMUNTAER QA HEfE 7 —PRom @ wIPR, 1 ELIE AT L Jis 22 Py 4710 o1 P i 32 11 PR
) S TR A gk e R R
22 ME5TE
22.1 AWK, BIRIEESREIRAAAT

BB RIGHRME Z mobilis 8b W H 3 EE B 7Y EAEE (American type culture
collection, ATCC, USA, Manassas). Z mobilis 8b 57+ F RM (Rich medium) %373

(BEREEEHY) 10 g/L, Fi % HE 20 g/L, BEIR —&U81 2 g/L) 1, 30 °CERE 15 7% . Bkl pHW20a

T H 2L Z. mobilis 8b FHFRERIE, #5020 ng/mL PUPR R LUK 30 pg/mL Z50E MR
T EHH R R

KW Escherichia coli S17-1 An F T iR #4 f UL J % 4, £5 9% T LB (Luria-Bertani
Medium) 35734 (BEER 10 g/L, BEEHEEY S o/L, &AL 10 g/LD 1, 30 °C, 220
rpm; VA0 20 pg/mL DU R A T B 20 Bk i 3 7 002 214,

W) R B TR R HE R U BR A, resinae ZN1 J& R B FALER )R 4y B 45 2], LRAF
T A ] S 3 kA ) T AR e B 0y (Chinese general microorganism collection center,
CGMCC, Beijing, China), JEM& S5 N 7452, A. resinae ZN1 ¥ 37 1E T4 230 % bl 3 g
i #i%k (Potato dextrose agar, PDA) #5755, PDA Biaptffil& 7k ~: B 200¢g +
5, Vel EUIRE, AR 1L 281K 30 min 52 AmIdUE, I 15~20 g #i
EBE. 15~20 g Biflg, miRKEE (115 °C, 20 min) Jo 7038 S b A J1 4 B2 2151, 4.
resinae ZN1 $EM1 2| PDA ;732 r, 28 °CH59%, 4 °CIRis#H

[ R RE FR e ([EMAR-PARO BB 7 ZEAL AR R IR B P @A N 20 g/L 258

222 ARFRAYER RGN

FRFEFF AR, WEkT 2018 FHZE, T KFEF ST KYE R4 5 i it
T, T 105 CCHEAFMET 218 B MFFE A 5 2 90% (wiw), SR &k B B AL (SF-
300) HHE, B LA B AHEE B FORFEFTCE 7R B B R P RAF P ke ML A
IXECHT A H S A5 B B FOKAEFT, B PPRRER E, 2dE A 32.9% (ww) 4
i &, 23.3% (wiw) FLF4ER. 21.4% (wiw) KFEM 11.3% (wiw) KR,

VG R AR TR I pH (E XK UL R AV R i AR, i b 5
) KA AT L E i FUA 22 1 77 SR A 5 41 4 R AR (1 AR e, AT R s T A I
PERIRE . TACERRI S0 1200 ¢ TH0RHS — 2 IR BE MR IR R K DN E 20 L (1 Fitkk
S N A, BV LGN 2:1, BRAT S48 A5 R N 2.5% (HP 2.5 g BiiR/100 ¢ T40KD,
TRAL B 2 07 #% HbE s B % 2 N 50 pm, 58 3 min EASYIRI IR 7S iR E], JBA
BRIV, RONIRFEFEHILE 175 °C, AbFE 5 min?7. AL R & 5.78 £0.01



HARE T RFHALT % 20 7T

mg M /g TYK (Dry matter, DM). 3.52 +0.01 mg 5-¥2 F 3L HEf% /g DM, 23.00 £ 1.01
mg ZFR/g DM. 0.43 + 1.00 mg p-F22 K I iE/g DM, 3.30 + 0.01 mg | #M&/g DM LL K&
3.29+0.01 mg FHLIE/g DM. FALH 5 IR 5 ZE I 20% (w/w) Ca(OH):2 Y15 pH &
5.0~5.5, BEHRJGH T RSN AT

AV R E m R S R R R A, resinae ZN1 RIBEATHIHI PR BB,
A. resinae ZN1 RESEFEWRIE AN H P LLACA WL RISV w2 bR, (HRaf 5ok
PP ak R YRR R R B IR IT 1) A. resinae ZN1 Fi-F (PDA 5 3% (0780
TRALR 5 PRI FR AT L 1:10 (w/w) IR EER R 1SL Wi, Wi+ y
BHR BB 4~5 kg, TACBERIYEL A ST IIN G 50 rpm #5645 min, 3803 245
N1 vvm, AR P AR 28~30 °C, M 2 B[R] R B A e 4101 1) 470 1) 5 4 I o SR A o o
Yk e R P ) S A2 I AR 5 g WRLRL A 45 ¢ ZEFOKE T 250 mL =M,
30°C, 200 rpm ¥Z$2 2~2.5h 5 HURE & OIE HISHR P s & & . @dEMiiEE,
IR AN P LA A WL S5 R A S M4t 58 e i, R By R4 ak e, By 2R
YIS 0.12 + 0.01 mg p-FHREFH /g DM, 0.62 + 0.12 mg & /g DM LK 1.53 +
0.13 mg | #&/g DM,

223 FATH

Prime STAR HS DNA & . FR&|1E AN VIR L & T4 DNA ligase ¥ H Takara A=) %
25 R4 BR 23 7] (Takara Biomedical Technology Co., Ltd); #8571 & 645 3 K 2H $2 X
DNA HEB[EYc . PCR P=PIalWi . SR il S5 40 2 W 3K T B g5 B 2B ) TR BR A 7

(Shanghai Generay Biotech Co., Ltd).

A ) £ 4 B B B W 4E(E B (Novozymes, China), JEZKHEFIE N 205.6 FPU,
HRHE Adney & Baker [HJ5VER LS £F4E —HEBEIE Y 5,144 CBU/mL, IR¥E Ghose 75
ERONIAS; AR S EA 799 mg FH/mL, DURITE A& E BSA Stilbrifithsk, iR
Bradford 75 PO LT e R BRI B & 6

RNA 22 # ] RNAiso Plus (Takara, Japan), RNA %55 02 1% 1R S 4 il 77)
% ReverTra Ace qPCR RT Master Mix kit (Toyobo, Japan) FJ777%, qRT-PCR &K
7t € &7 & SYBR Green Realtime PCR Master Mix (Toyobo, Japan).

224 K%

TRAC BRI AWM T J5 10 BORFEFT B e S TpE A R, DL 25% (wiw) 1 e 44 75
T TIA R I I 5 1 KRR LSRR K IINE] 5 L K EEREH, 150 rpm W87 354,
YRR N 10 mg 85 /g 48R, EEEHIN 50°C, Hiftk 48 221, HiEfk 5
YRAE Beckman J-26 ik & DAL ZE5E 10,000 rpm B0 10 min, FBREAGRE RS LG
W BRI EEKE (115 °C, 20 min) DA 2 e 4% ik 5 B3 2 H T K 8%
DA K38 P Ak % 27 1 v ] A B RORFE AT KRR o /K RV 138 L 1 A0 DA R R BT
T EZ I RM BE 3R P 8 J2 RN INE RN 10 /L 1B BRI DL K 2 o/L IREER — &
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&

P

22,5 EMNYEREL

Z. mobilis 8b HIE N HE AL AE S RS & FORFEF K AT IE B 1 . K
R R &4 98 o/L HiZ& M. 36 g/L A¥E. 0.03 g/L p-FIKHEE. 0.16 g/L LM
0.38 g/L T & . ¥ Z mobilis 8b {E5H 20 mL 7KfER) 100 mL = 30 °CHfE 1%
It B 24 h FEREE— IR BT IR 355 57 2 T s BRI 4 MKOH 15 )46 pH B8 5.5,
AT DUBE IV FE . CBRER A DL R AR AR K . JE PRI FR AT 17 REME R
10% (viv), BEJGRRRIEME R 5% (viv). BHEEMRIAKER] H A8 S 4745 8, [t st
AT 1 R IA R ACRE IE S R 7 o I ARG LR A5 R R AE DL 30 g/L AKE i —
TRIR ) RM B2 B ip b AT i1y, BMEN 20% (viv), B 3 REEH:—IR.

22.6  FyREEAEIY AL BE I PEAL

A TR R LB ot R B ke ) P T 4110 161 P % A 2 £ 7 Sl SRS N 0.3 g/ p-F2 O FH I
0.6 g/L FFEELLA 1 g/L TN EA 40 g/L & MK RM B IR b T ). H e
PRTE RM Pl ERIZR, BRI R M 2 EA 5 mL RM F5 957250 10 mL &, 30 °C
BEFRAATR R AR 12h )5, BL10% (viv) BER BRI 25 20 mL () RM 5537511 100
mL =M ERIE 12h B3 AL SJE 0L 10% (v/v) HERhEed 2] sophs
P &4 30 mL () RM 5955501 100 mL = M3 T3md0 Ak, 891000 & B 17
FE AR DL R A S DAL R D o
227 KMERUR BT

AL TR AR R 7K ARRUR B A K R AT 1 . 3% IR 2.2.6 4 P8 37 071, ¥
Fh PR CL 10% (viv) BERPE BRI 57 30 mL KK 100 mL =Rk T R B2, 31
[0 5 B PO FE . A PR K DA R 2B AR P R 10

228 [FPHELSE R OB

[P b3 & B (Simultaneous saccharification and ethanol co-fermentation, SSCF)
FEAERE AR PRI 5 L A IRERE th BEAT UL, FRUAL BRI 25 RO RLK I a5 K R K
LA 25%~30% Cw/iw) B S EINN S A BERE T, L 4ERBERE 2 10mg BRERA/g 21
4E3K, 50°C, 150 rpm HiHELL 120 )5, FEABEFRUFHOM TG A IREYEE 97 57%IA 2.2.6
AR REFR T, K L 10% (viv) FEFPE R E S 200 mL RM £55%
HE(1 500 mL =AM, BiFE 12 h 5L 20% (viv) EERER RS, F 4 M KOH
FE pH AEN 5.8, W 30 °C, el BE Y 150 rpm, A FE IR A0 5 4 O T AR LA A
CTF P

AR Y 2 2 3 T R I R AR B AR TH AT B, CO RN HT AR B AR IR 2
(g/L), Cl FRKRIGEE AR IARBERE (g/L). tHE 7R F:

C0-C1
Co

Xylose conversion ratio (%) = x100%
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LA & T Zhang and Bao (2012)P22) J5 kA 1 -

. [Ethanol]x W 1
o =
Ethanol yield (%) = g5 o0 (Ethanol]  0.31Tx([Cellulose]<1 111+ [Xylose]) < [Solids] <3

H A [Ethanol | K78 KL 1 LB (g/L); [Cellulose] 37 FiAb B 5 W0k i 41 4
REmE (g/g); [Xylose|RnFALE G VIR ARRE S & (g/g);s [Solids]FR/n3: T2 1 hE
WL SR B A R IR S & (g/g)s W R LSRR BOIMNIRIK IS B & ()
M o SSCF RN R i & (g); 976.9 ;i EIKIE (g/g) MARFIKRIE (g/L) ZIAH)
CEERIERT (g/L); 0.804 feit5E SSCF R K BUR T ENFE: 0.511 fedk T4
HBE R OB AP B B L E N R 1111 B4R EEM &
R CE N R

229  KEEFYUL LA AR K R )

M= FF B A REHE TP URE , 12,000 rpm #2502 5 min, BXCEIE, _EISBRGRELUE (0.22
um JERE) J5 H T @ 20 AE 1 (High performance liquid chromatography, HPLC) &l

HIEBE . AMELL I CRERIR B R AE R A HPX-87H £ (LC-20AD, refractive index
detector RID-10A, Shimadzu, Kyoto, Japan) ] HPLC F il E 1, W34 5 mM H2SO4,
HER A 65 °C, ii#E Y 0.6 mL/min.

P 1 400 k1) 4 S G J6 Ak I 0 N ) gy e G Iy PR U SR 36 %65 YMIC-Pack ODS-A

(Tokyo, Japan) # /) In) HPLC (SPD-20A, Shimadzu, Kyoto, Japan) K47 % ),

A 30 °Co A F52 0.1% (viv) KIHRKIER, B 522 100%4 0, WEBE N 1.0
ml/min, RPN 270 nm, BEEZGEBTEA0T e 0-4 min, ZJEATHH ERIE R IR BERC EL
M 10% (viv) BEINE 35% (v/v); 5-20 min, REACLLM 35% (viv) BEE 10% (v/v);
20-30 min, WAL 10% (viv).

IR B B O B A, B B Al HE S U ERKBRTP R GaR
oM, MR RS IERRSEUS, 1 Thermo Biomate 3S 43766 1IN E 600 nm bR Y6 {H
R} ODeoo A il 24 i A= KA L«

2.2.10 qRT-PCR 525
W4 R K Z. mobilis 8b LA K EALERE Z. mobilis Z198 3537 2206 50 1 i 40 g
T qRT-PCR SLEG MR, [T & 2, FFRIEEFRTER 2.2.6 S0 I E, FEEFRIFR)
FiFLL10% (viv) MR EEFBIEE 50 mL /KRR K 250 mL =i+, H 4 mol/L
() KOH W35 4184 pH AE )y 5.5, &35 240 )5, 12,000 rpm 250 10 min, 4 °C R4
BRI A, USCEE L R B 1 B T-80 °CUR A7 45 FH
RNA $#&HU -
(1) HBEAELFEAR . B LA, BT 200 °Crilt AP 6~8h, £Fif
FERHE =&
(2) FRRA ENRIER L SR B, K2 VR IR B AR B T IR b 78 20 BT B, v TA) I
ESIp

x100%
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(3) A TR 4 1) AR TCE T35 1 mL RNAiso plus FIESOE Y, JHE 5 min;

(4) 12,000 rpm, 4°CE L 5min, WHEEBER TH R OE S, IMASERN T
B, ENEIENRA, 15-30 °CHEHE 10 min;

(5) 12,000 rpm, 4°C#EL» 10 min, JEHBLHIL RNA JUiE, ¥ B E2#RE,
BAN 1T mL ) 75% (viv) OB, FERER — OBEg4bEE (Diethyl pyrocarbonate, DEPC)
JEHIKELE, ¥I5FTE RNA;

(6) 12,000 rpm, 4°CESL> Smin, KR, HOEREER LBETEER, &5
JM DEPC /K fig B AT

RNA 7€ & VLR 20 FE A2 18 i Nano-300 (Allsheng, Hangzhou, China) (&%)
RV RIAT ], BUREIEARH RNA R R %155 & ReverTra Ace qPCR RT Master
Mix #£1T cDNA 158, #ile—EEHUE T qRT-PCR 525

qRT-PCR S50 /2 #2182 By i 7788047 /91, 1§ qRT-PCR KR 5|t Z% Z.
mobilis 8b Z %5 FE[K 2 (Gene Bank accession number NZ CP023682), SZ46 FH #1514 W3R
2.1. A& T cDNA AR, KA SYBR Green Realtime PCR Master Mix ( Toyobo, Osaka,
Japan) 5%, il QuantStudio 1 Applied Biosystems (Thermo Fisher Scientific, USA)
PN B PCR {CKHEAT qQRT-PCR 5246 . qRT-PCR (25 BEE N : 94 °CTHIAEE 5 min,
SRJG 94 °CAEME 2 min, Ff 55°CIRK 30sec, fxJa 72 °CIEM 30sec, HH 40 k. NSHE
R N 4gmis 16S rRNA ] ZMO3 RS07205 #:[A

2211  EHFERAE DL BT

Z. mobilis 8b IR H RS 128 KM (Tiangen, Shanghai, China) 1141 & & K 20 12
BTG 74T 1, SRR R A A T H LR 9 5 . H T BoRi g L& qRT-
PCR FiRLFEE LA K qRT-PCR Y51 #1372 i L ifgdE i A7) T2 IR 2 7] (Shanghai
Generay Biotech Co., Ltd) &% A ZIHEIE RN pHW20a SKSEHLRT, BRI H
ZMO3 RS07160 L EE V)& E:T Hind I A1 Kpn T 4745, ARJEEE S S TR G
3| Z. mobilis 1, FEHBEMEIT RN 20 pg/mL PUFR KA RM AR I 15 32142231 i
FH B R DAS R 1) SR L3R 2.2

A AR I R B VA A2 AE KR A B SSCF A BE T (). R PSR 5 R : K&
MR BRI EM Z 5 SmLRM B 7250 10 mL 8 4, 30°CEFERIR 12h 54
MRS 50 mL RM B3R 5400 250 mL =My KIg9E, AR5 LU R4S OD
(0.2 Zid) HEFhBIKFEE KEEFES, WRI0 20 pg/mL DU 2Rk G ik X 2K o



BRI KFMH LA

24 T

%21 qRT-PCR G HIEE DAL N 5] H

Table 2.1

Genes and primers used in gRT-PCR assay

Gene Annotation

Primer sequence (5’-3’)

Forward

Reverse

Primers for the ethanol production related genes
ZMO3_RS07750 zinc-binding alcohol dehydrogenase
ZMO3_RS08090 iron-containing alcohol dehydrogenase
ZMO3_RS06175 pyruvate decarboxylase

Primers for the oxidoreductase genes

ZMO3_RS0038 SDR family oxidoreductase
ZMO3_RS05040 NAD(P)-dependent oxidoreductase
ZMO3_RS07160 SDR family oxidoreductase
ZMO3_RS07170 SDR family oxidoreductase
Primers for the reductase genes

ZMO3_RS05930 pyrroline-5-carboxylate reductase
ZMO3_RS08665 alkene reductase

ZMO3_RS09175 aldo/keto reductase

Primers for the other gene

ZMO3_RS07205 16S ribosomal RNA

CCTCGTCACCGACCTTAAATAGC
CACAGGATTGGGCAACCCATATG
GATAACCGCATCGGCTTCTTTC

AGCACCATATTGGCGACCTCTT
GGGGTCTTTGCTGCTGGTG
TGAAGGATTACGAGCCGAAGTG
ACGCTTCGGCTGGTTACTGA

CCCTTCGGCAACGGGTTT
CGTCCGCTCTTTCCCAATG
GATACTGCCGATGTTTATGGTGG

CCGTGCGGAAGAAGGGAATA

AAGACAGGCGAAGAATGGAAAA
TGATTTTGCAACAGCGAAGGGAG
CCGCATTACATCGGCACCTC

CGGCGTTACCGTCAATTCTGT
TTTGTCGGTGCGTCCTGTTT
GCTGATCGCAAAGGCCACA
TGATGCGATCCCATTCTTCTG

CAGTATGATAAGCTGCTGGCTCAATA

CGTACAGATCCATGCCGCTAAT
CGCCGGATATGATAGGCTGAC

GGGCTGCAAATCTTTGACCAG
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R 2.2 FRETHAEH B R E RO

Table 2.2  Strains and plasmids used in this chapter

Strains Characteristic Sources
Escherichia coli S17-1 An Host for plasmid construction Lab stock
Z. mobilis 8b Parental for ethanol fermentation [60]
Z. mobilis 7198 The evolved strain after long-term adaptive This work
evolution
Z. mobilis-pHW20a Z. mobilis 8b harboring the plasmid pHW20a  This work
Z. mobilis-pHW20a- Z. mobilis 8b harboring the plasmid pHW20a-  This work
ZMO3 RS07160 ZMO3 RS07160
Plasmids Characteristic Sources
pHW20a Expression and shuttle vector for Z. mobilis [214]
by lacZa promotor
pHW20a-ZMO3 RS07160 Vector for expression of ZMO3 RS07160 by This work

lacZa promotor

23 ZR5itie

23.1 R EREI RS BEAL R BRE 5E ) R AL

Z. mobilis 8b f&—HRAEHEH] FH A EIHE . ANE LIS R AT BE S5 2 Fiobl 000 53 B ik, o
T A YR OBE . MR 4E R AV P e b T B A R E HIHI Y, AV
BF HE 0% 578 42 I B3 PR IR SRS 4011 P DL S A WL S A P, ELHE DL 52 4 Mot PR 2R 4k 7, ik B
R By S A P AT 22 52 0 38 R B B AR IR AR K DA S S AR 77 o ARTTH SEXE Z0 mobilis 8b 1
SSCF 1 fEiE4T T #%%%, SSCF J21E 25% (wiw) [RS8 1 i35 TR Ak T (B
2.0 REEGREIR, 1£25% (wiw) [EEEET, HRE Z mobilis 8b 1) LT K BERK
Rz, TEAETKIE 72 h AR HI A EHEFETE S, K 96 h () LFER L 255 2
43N 51.0 g/L Al 65.9%, ABERIFHZAUA 43.0%. SSCF (45 KR 0 B 240k 5% B 1
Py AT 4 It H Y BN HI0) XF T Z mobilis 8b () 2. R BEAT HAG 1R K FmIE .
DRI, 5 3 e I 1 3R S SR $E 1y Z. mobilis 8b B SS NI 52 68 17
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—B-Glucose -@Xylose & Ethanol

100

Glucose, xylose, and ethanol (g/L)

Time (h)

B 2.1 HEHE Z mobilis 8b F| FH i 5 5 B ERFEFFLE 25% (wiw) B A& E T IHMTRSEAIER
B

Fig. 2.1 Simultaneous saccharification and co-fermentation of biodetoxified corn stover under 25% (w/w)
solids loading by the parental strain Z. mobilis 8b

2.3.2  KJEIARE R R 7R B PP

NT RERSLE R IR Z. mobilis 8b /&0 By BN G TR K /1, R & A B2 Wy
P ) v Ak B R ORAE AT K AR VROR HEAT K R W@ Rt s 2% (B 2.2). TEf
VIR 17 REEEERS, SR T 10% (viv) M E, SR EIEKRIEK. FFE. 28
AR AR T, AN T RE R IR IR DI A BT, B RN 5% (viv), I
BT G BRI SR e 37 . WA R AWIEAT, BMRIMAE . BERELL R A =
GE IS, I HAK ODeoo MK R, FEFEFN LREA =AM I, B 2R
55 80 ki, JFaafRE . AT KIE 198 IR (K% 9.6x10° MR ED, R T —
PRADEI D 32 B E T L B R . B0 /KRR B SE S, 45 SR R L R AR L S
SXof FEL T R o A B K SRR TP AR K . BERE DL K B AE P B T, 2
SEHHL R ARERIF BE )G BT TR, R A 36 h EAREA AT AR A (K
2.3). R BERPIARER FHRACT 2.3.1 H1 43%, 35 R H R B PR I 1 A 52
BE 2, T RIAREIGIN, 75 36 h I /ERIEFE SR A RERI B LT TIE A
BEs T A B R B T 52 A8 ) BB R TR 24 h B A ATHFE SR AT RE, (22
T IS N T 8T ARBERIFHBE DI R . v T S A AR IR A 1) g
735 BEAT T A B ACHE 1 I A 15 7R AN T 2 e B AR AR R T BB ), e 8) T —
PRkasE i Ol KRR, 7449 Z mobilis Z198. Z. mobilis 2198 F| T & 4 & & £ K
FERT K SRR I, /E 72 h 0] DLW AE 20 /L AHE,  AKERIF 0] UL F] 50%.
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(a) Cell growth

ODeoo
N

0 20 40 60 80 100 120 140 160 180 200
Transfer number

(b) Sugar consumption

120 —@-Glucose
——Xylose
100

80
60

Glucose and xylose (g/L)

0 20 40 60 80 100 120 140 160 180 200
Transfer number

(c) Ethanol generation

Ethanol (g/L)

0 20 40 60 80 100 120 140 160 180 200
Transfer number

Bl 2.2 Z mobilis 8b £ FAKFEFT KB K& A & R BEA
() dlfER: (b) BERTHFE; (o) LEEAF”
Fig. 2.2 Long-term adaptive evolution of Z. mobilis 8b in corn stover hydrolysate
(a) Cell growth; (b) Sugar consumption; (c) Ethanol generation.

REFRAAY: BV 17 UM E N 10% (v/v), BRI RN 5% (viv) BIEERE. 240
B—k, 30°CiHEIEHE,
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(a) Sugar consumption
Evolved strain - Glucose ——Xylose
Control —3-Glucose —>—Xylose

120
100
80
60

40 4

Glucose and xylose (g/L)

20

Time (h)

(b) Ethanol production

50 —A—Evolved strain —A—Control

50 ]
40

30 ]

Ethanol (g/L)

20

10

0 12 24 36
Time (h)

(c) Cell growth
—A—Evolved strain -4 Control

5]
4 4
. 3
S
© 2
1
0 12 24 36
Time (h)
B 23 HENR CRIETARBEEMERNIET £ 8BS BRI RBEF KA B R
Ve

(a) FIEFELLRAKEHFE: (b) CBEAF™; (o) AR
Fig. 2.3 Ethanol fermentation performance of the evolved strain in corn stover hydrolysate.
(a) Glucose and xylose consumption; (b) Ethanol production; (¢) Cell growth.

KEEFAT: DA K ERE Z mobilis 8b 1F NXTHE
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2.3.3  HEAGTR AR T R 0 161 420 2 AL VP A

Z. mobilis BAT VG e A AR B ER R (T BEAT A4, AT S TP P8 440 ok 40
(TR 321224, 5 26 T HEAL K Z mobilis 7198 % T = i 704 () Moy B 405411 1 1) 2 A b o
71, EFER MBI p- R R K S . DL T F B 5 0.3 g/Ls
0.6 g/L AR 1 g/L. MR ERIEREFERETH TR RNEE, —HHelE)E
1 FRFEF R =R H ) & EPHP RO TEE > &HEE > p-RERHE, 5
— T F WG RS 2 I BB AL, X580 E 1) & Em kT 5
EARRAFERT R HRESET, REGRER (B 24), HLEK Z mobilis 2198 Xt
T =PRI AL BB A B B AR, RN TH R, 12 h FEE., p-Rik
KDL T FRE AL R 508 50.4%. 29.2%A K 25.4%, LT X EHE# Z
mobilis 8b 3 LT T 6.3 fiF 13.2%LA % 9.5%. p-F2IEH FHES & — PR SR A1 9,
AR H T HAERRAGE R RPN EERIC, FRICT p-F2 528 IR T- 3R IR A
Mo THEBMHEERMUES, RER&EIKE 8k 1 gL, HXIT Z mobilis FANH{E
MAWARE., FEEE-MRENNHY, XEEEHTHERRALERERTEE
WE, FHBMER K. HCER Z mobilis Z198 X T & HlE AL IR A TN B, X
G RLPEHE AR SE B8 =1 1750 T TR AR S T e K PRI 6 A2 R B e

60 - o Control ®Z. mobilis 2198
50
40

30

Inhibitor conversion (%)

20 -

10 -

0 T '
4-Hydroxybenzaldehyde Vanillin Syringaldehyde
Bl 2.4 HEALHMK Z mobilis 2198 BYyBEHIHIMIKI #5408 J7 VP44
Ca) MBI (b) ALK
Fig. 2.4 Conversion of phenolic aldehyde inhibitors by the evolved Z. mobilis Z198
(a) Inhibitor conversion; (b) Cell growth
KWEFAT: L A K Z .mobilis 8b YENXTIE, FEAIN T 40 o/L Fi &4 B RM 55353 b 73 7)) S 7R
T 0.3 g/L (1) p-FRAERHE. 0.6 g/L FIFRFRELL 1 g/L 0T FBEM—3HY, 5540l e
T 12h KA R
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2.3.4 AL BRI R BRI R IR VA

B TERK Z. mobilis Z198 1 v [B] 445 5 [R5 W A 3 O T 2 ) FH B 25 5 1) T oK A T
DA S MR IHEAT B o o T A 2 ol e A 3 B 22 )y T 0 ok 4 A B B vy RO T P 3
I EL TG B A1 (1) 7 et 2 B 6 B AR AN W AT T8 0 R TR B R IR 5 AT 38 K0S
T RRAE K DSR4

PR 35 J5 10 R RS FT R ERL, 78 30% (wiw) A & & T, R T4 RS8N 10.5%

(wiw), BIIAREEESEERN 4.5% (wiw). HEIE Z mobilis 2198 [F[FEFEAL LR

FHEC T X BB PR Z. mobilis 8b, I T BRI K BAR S (& 2.5) . PR Z. mobilis Z198
TE AT 2 T o) 8] 267 R R ) S i B R B AR R A 12 b, TAX FR B R Z. mobilis 8b IF1 R B AE
i HANIKCIA 24 hy BHLEEPE Z mobilis 2198 {1 ZBEAEF7 3 F N 0.914 g/L/h,  HEX I & PR
Z. mobilis 8b 1 T 21.3%; HHLBEFE Z mobilis 2198 WIAMEF] R A 75.2%, I ELT5F
MBI TR Z. mobilis 8b #&1m 1 1.8 ff; LB IR Z. mobilis Z198 1£ 72 h [ LFEAK JE =ik
65.8 g/L, AHLL TR BERIK Z. mobilis 8b 215 1 21.6%. VAT J5 B FOKFEFT Ay A I S5kt
i, 7E25% (wiw) BREET, ILEE Z mobilis 2198 5 XK Z. mobilis 8b #H
b, JUTPEAZER, XEZERHTX R KRS b s hiee 5, 7R
HIVDLLE D, Tt B R B AR K DL e OB A = 77 A i 2 R4 A

SR RS 0 FORFEFT AT CBERTRAR LG, iR M2 AT i T I S R B 1) 22 5%
e B 1) Ty B2 0 H6 A 5 R R (P4 FHAR B3, 7E 25% (w/w) TR & & R 1) SSCF, k.
¥k Z. mobilis 7198 UL} 3H IR KK Z. mobilis 8b B 2. A P73 28 DL K ACHE ) FH 840 55 35
N, AHZFGE R Z mobilis Z198 A1y9A B Rt T X BRBE PR Z. mobilis 8b HE SR
HlWT 52 66 71 LA R EAR R AT 4 3R Ol R BEVERE, KBERIFH 2. ZREAR =R DL I O
WAL T X IR bR 2 B4R 1 1.9 £, 28.3%LA M 28.3% (£ 2.3).

23 HACBEK Z mobilis 2198 53THRERK Z. mobilis 8b F|FFIF A F FEEHEA R E A S & TK
PR IE R B Z BT HE
Table 2.3  Simultaneous saccharification and ethanol co-fermentation comparison of the evolved strain Z.
mobilis Z198 and the parental strain Z. mobilis 8b using two different feedstocks under various solids

loading
Solids Xylose
. Z. mobilis . . y . Productivity Ethanol Ethanol
loading strains Lignocellulose utilization (@/L/h) titer (g/L) ield (%)
0
(%, wiw) ratio (%) g g y
25 Z198 Corn stover 81.6 0.843 60.7 78.4
8b Corn stover 82.0 0.833 60.0 77.0
25 2198 Wheat straw 66.0 0.725 52.2 74.3
8b Wheat straw 22.4 0.565 40.7 57.3
30 Z198 Corn stover 75.2 0.914 65.8 71.2

8b Corn stover 29.2 0.751 54.1 57.9
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&

(a) Sugar consumption
8b —©-Glucose -3 Xylose

100 7198 -@-Glucose - Xylose
=
> 80
(]
3
= 60
x
IS
© 40
QO
(2]
8
s 20
O

0

Time (h)
(b) Ethanol production

80 ——-8b 427198
-
2
Is)
c
]
=
L

Time (h)
B 2.5 BHLREIR Z mobilis 7198 18 B FKREFT % B 44 & B R PRI R B2
(a) PERIHFE: (b) LR
Fig. 2.5 Simultaneous saccharification and ethanol co-fermentation of detoxified corn stover under high
solids loading by the evolved Z. mobilis Z198
(a) Sugar consumption; (b) Ethanol production
KoM RPN B RRAE 30% (wiw) [RS8 T TR, DUBE S I SR FEFT N JEURE
50 °CHpEAL 12 h )5, BEEZE 30 CIRt N AR, H 4 M KOH #2451 pH 64 5.8

2.3.5  HEAGTR A A Iy R o) A0 i 52 A G 2k TR 1R e i 23

K E N RE SR, G ERR Z mobilis 7198 FEIL T 23 $E T+ (1 oy B 0
VA RE ) OLH R T H R DL 0 CBE R EEYERE . 220 qRT-PCR SL56
KIR T B Z. mobilis 7198 FIH K HEHk Z. mobilis 8b {EF4 /K LM ESR . FEE
SRR T B S 0 A DA R T AR P A DR IR TR, AR IE = A A 77 A DG R R DR L



EARAET KFRH AL 55 32 71
A AL AN P B R I, IXECREDN () B B AL T NCBI M EERER LR Yi
ST, B =ANEJEREIE R ZMO3 RS09175 (Uit /FiiE 58 ). ZMO3 RS08665
(Yifid)i IR 5 UL ZMO3 _RS05930 (4t ML -S-FRIRICJREE), TUANEIE
JREGH K ZMO3_RS003 (4% SDR FJREAMILIREG ). ZMO3_RS05040 (%% NAD(P)H#K
H B AL IR B ) « ZMO3 _RS07160 (4wft SDR KSR R ) LK ZMO3 RS07170
(4whd SDR FKIEAMIEIREE), — A CBEAF=MRMIEK ZMO3_RS07750 (it e+
S AR . ZMO3_RS08090 (4t &2kl LLA ZMO3_RS06175 (A
P TR ot 2 )
qRT-PCR MZEREIR, LMK EER T HH ZMO3 RS07750 kAT B3k
) RIS, ZMO3 RS07750 FiRFIE T 2.5 5 @JEEEMSHIFER Y ZMO3 RS07170
wE W 3.8 fif: AAEEEGAH R EERE T ZMO3 _RS07170. ZMO3_RS07160
ZMO3_RS0038 737 EV T 4.4 £, 11.7 f5LA L 2.8 £ (& 2.6). ZMO3_RS07160 {EiX 1LY
i R HiRRIA B R, HENDX AN FN v] REAE A R AR Z. mobilis 2198 B:K/K-F
B AT AR, R FL AT TS SR I 2 R A B o 2 A B R A S O T PR T
ZMO3_RS07160 BRI G35 J& 3535073 (17 51 Lt 2 R IHBA R AE R RAR, XK
ZMO3_RS07160 AR AER /K B A T 284k

[ ZMO3_RS08665
Reductase 4 ZMO3_RS05930
L ZMO3_RS09175
r ZMO3_RS07170
i ZMO3_RS07160
Oxido- 4
reductase ZMO3_RS05040
L ZMO3_RS0038
r ZMO3_RS06175
Ethanol | 7103 RS08090
production -
L ZMO3_RS07750

Expression level
Bl 2.6 BHLEIR Z mobilis 2198 b 53NHI YR 52 LA K ZBRA 1 R B e B 0L
Fig. 2.6 Transcriptional changes of genes related with inhibitors tolerance and ethanol production in the
adaptive Z. mobilis Z198

23.6 1A SDR FREALIE EEE ZMO3 RS07160 1w Bk 1) K BEME g

R T B R T ZMO3 RS07160 4ahthi¥) SDR FX R EALE HEE K ThRE, 1E R Fkk
W Rk T IX— BRI, I HW B 2 TR R AE A DA S R B WA 3 R B b AT T R IR SSHIE
SEHG R FH B2 I 35 5 1 BOR RS AT SR AT 5256, X — R I BRREFF AT e R S RN 8.5%
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(wiw), BAREHESEN2.8% (wiw), WZAiMEEAMLL, BAHERTEDLEARE
B B Im A o

ZMO3_RS07160 1£ Z. mobilis 8b T HIILFRIA B E IR & 1 HAL FKFEFT /K ARIBUR I LA
M SSCF Hif) OBEREEMERE (B 2.7). fEKERT, EHARK Z mobilis-pHW20a-
ZMO3 RS07160 ALt R EER Z mobilis-pHW20a, £ 72 h I ZEE =B TF T 23.6%:
MAE 30% (wiw) [EA S ERFEDE RS R, AHLE T4 S 850k o s ik, &
HERN LB 2 R ERTE T 21.8%. XULE R R ZMO3 RS07160 Jmtisfr) SDR Kk
FAE R BEXT T Z. mobilis [Py 52 HA EE MR Lo d#E— B a8 K,
ZMO3_RS07160 =R HId k0t T tH &K AR K BE I RE IR TE (21.8%~23.6%) 5K
(A3 S AL T T ik R B MR BE RO 3E (21.6%) ALK, XFB ZMO3 RS07160 11
AR IR T A B AR R BE F B T DA A AR P AR ) IR kRS ) 1 OB 1k A
i, 3X— BRI R m DU T 3 O 46 = B AR R R R AR I I B ) Ot R & s
i) B AR B RE

O Control

60 @ Recombinant expressing ZMO3_RS07160

50 -
40 1

30 ]

Ethanol generation (g/L)

20

10 ]

0 ]

Fermentation in CSH Fermentation in SSCF
K 2.7 TRIE ZMO3_RS07160 ¥ ELHEARTEAK MR UK BRI R B ) 2. B R B 1 R VR4S

Fig. 2.7 Ethanol fermentation evaluation of the Z. mobilis recombinant expressing the gene
ZMO_RS07160 in corn stover hydrolysate (CSH)and in SSCF

REEFAT: KIS AR S B ) FOKRFEFF KM, SSCF Z1E 30% (w/w) FERE = N T,
HAHEREEN8.5% (wiw) FHAHRKEEN2.8% (Ww).

24 KB/

R T 24 2 R 1A Py P41 ) 40 e A SR o e 25 1) T BUEAT 52 A B B, 2 B (10 P e 410 1)
YIVI XS Z. mobilis (LT 4E 2 L WE R BEE BEM o JE KA I E e #E AL B 97, Z
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mobilis FIAMIAER . LREA 7 DLACHEFER 2R A0 035 (3R 5o BE S VP A R I A0 T A
Z. mobilis 7198 WIEEINHIVI AL RE 11 DL AP R L BE R M RE AR A BB MR . 18
i —2 1 qQRT-PCR 34240 3] 7 34k B AR A HI A 52 R B 1 Re S T () S B R A o
A E LR

(1) WK EH Z. mobilis 8b FE1REAT my [l /4 5 & 1) SSCF I 32 2w ZU i, LEEK
FEPEREIR 22, WEALJG RN 70 @/L i & 0 5 B Kk 72 h A RETHFESE

(2) BT AE FRAEF K AR P BT A G S AL, Z. mobilis (AR BEFE
VA S SBEAE P A 2 3 1 e T

(3) MG AL o, BHLERR Z mobilis Z198 My REHNHI 1L RE
B3 7 BEMWRIRTE, MET R E Z mobilis 8b, Z mobilis Z198 Xt T &1 i KA &
BLEAE 12 h N ZRERTE 1 6.3 i, TR T p- R B0 A DL R T A I 1) e A0 22 T 53 )
em 7 13.2%0L K 9.5%.

(4) FALBE IR Z mobilis Z198 11 [ 7K & & SSCF 1ot 2 Hh 11 56 267 4 Vi A A i 1) S0 3%
AR T, CTEAEHEAR . CEEREE DL RARHER] H Z AR T R B Z mobilis 8b 41 7k
T 21.3%. 21.6%LL % 1.8 15

(5) it qRT-PCR 558, 2883 1 7E & Bk A 3 75 0 72w ke B DG A FH I L A
ZMO3 _RS07160, IX—FERESEE R 23 BFRIA T 117 55 BIX — R H KR
Pk Z. mobilis 8b AT IS FA W REIR T H K R SR K BEVERE, I H.ReWs A BIAIE B
PEIEA BT B R A B RE AR LA S8R

(6) KEWAMUNAYER TR IERME T — R RGN R KB R R R Z.
mobilis 2198, 1 Hib¥2 48 2 17 — AN E Z 1My A f Y) Hiid JE K ZMO3_RS07160, iX—3&
DRI AT DA A f i 2 DR FH T4 T JHG e T B e ) Py T U sk P B 8 1 e
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FBIE EVRIIEHRNT p-FROTHZHIEUARRENSUE

31 &

RIPAYERAL L RIZIN P TR fS, 2/ RER RS, X LeqH] ) 240
Hil A A R B RE, SEE B, I AR WPk ] R R () AR A DL S 0 s s i 122
223, 200 FiRIE A A 2 BRI, B FERR I SR AN A LSS RIS A LA S B R4
Hl4n, T EE AR AR A B A I . BROR LR S DL R R 2 T B T AL 3
SRR T AR R B R HATEY (p-RKERLL I 2, 6- X AFRRR), MRS 7%
PRIIALBE 25 77 A AR SR A BRI T, T A2 & TR A A 25 7 AR SRR 2R i ), ax e
BRI TE BT B 2R R (13— 0 A= AR 1, 9 p-2R B KIE T p-i2 R (p-72
FEORIR | p-FREER W DL S p-F B o) FR IS5 ) 13, WA OR R P A8 T B R e o (77
B B SLEERES), 2,6- 0 EHERBNRET TEHEEDR CTHR. TEE
DL A B ) it — 2B A2,

PR R P 06) T R BT A A R 4 ) 4 P — T DA K A0S A 40 M 1) A0 A T 220 1)
B, AR R T IR A KB DA ER . BT AR SR HRRE A A Rl R 2
PNy, A R 2538 Bl n] A B CR B RIACKE DL S B D Pk DL OR &= IR 7K
FEAE, ROMEEAN I FE I DR DA R AT R . AW EE R R B R B A A ok AT
T B, REE A ROt R A S BRI R Y RS B 2 F AR . &
FRIE (1) LU 20 i B B R EL T IR A 8 AL resinae ZN1BAE BB 7R IR S 564 T UK
WA i TR T A B J 7 A AT R R S A k11420 LA S LSS RIS, (XS A J5T 2 SR Ut EA 4100
WL HE T S 4 DL S BSR4 () B e A PR s SR A= 0 50 25 14D EF (1) ERU AR R 8 4 At
XA SRR B HIA (Rt 23 B nT R B R K S, BRI B R & B 1
DRI, et B et A A A o TR AR PRI AU R P 1, 45 R0 e A A P i 2 e D o
s, AOCRT A4 s i 25 A3, T B AT DAOR B R & AT R IR A

P, BESSHNH Y Re R ZL A B BE R AR ) AR DA S ClEAE 7, B 0.02 g/L Y
P-ARTRECE 0.2 g/L 1 2,6-X0 AU JE 8 MR AT 4 56 4 1 9 BR R A 1R AR AT 2280 p- R R
BRI EARIAE T LSS o4t e ROS HIAR &, 11 ROS AU e DNA & i DNA XX
FEWTRL, 1 ELICRERIA N R B i, SR MR YR To87 2292300 R, AH PR T RR I 2R
FHID UL LG LRSS HIY), AR DA G TR HIHE 5L A FEMSEYRL 2 kb 21
JE A2 DA B N EREIHIY, IR R 7 R G o 22 BRI SE A 4,
DA S BESANHIAD Ane] AT T AR DAL, IX 8 o) H RIS A W TS 2

TEARWFFRFR, EREEEET 6 MR (KRR . TR . N ERFT . REFT-
THRFT . 46T G TXMR AL B S =AW p- A8, € ENE 7Bkt 2
JEI p-oKER AR, IR T 2R (AL, K. AW ES TR kB E
KREAT AL LS5 () p- A . BHE , IR T p- 28R DL R S ERT T 5 A= b o ok
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15 S. cereviaisae XH7+ i &l S. cereviaisae DQ1+ Z. mobilis ZM4. FLERA:F=HE ¥k P
acidilactici TY112 VA B ZHERAT B Gluconobacter oxydans DSM2003 A=K DL K
FEPE R, DL RGR 5 AR B AR T p- R ER B ALRE T . B A& B qRT-PCR
S RAIZHE Z. mobilis ZM4 5 p- RERPUISAHSC IR, Il i i R X S AR 5
P-AERIE G IR KRR LA . SSCF KBt — P iiF X LU BRI K D g o ACHIE 70 K IR
T p-ARBR TSR, R PRI p- 2R BRI SOG4 A B B 4R AT e ik
Bl

32 MEl5HE

3.2.1 @itk BEIRAEL S RIREAT

AT AT BB AR BUR A AE ISR 3.1, Z. mobilis ZM4. A.
resinae ZN1 LA )¢ E. coli S17-1 An (T Fukitt it DL FE ) I RE IR BRI 77 DL R 97 7 1%
W, 2.2.1,

P acidilactici TY112 f&—#k [dhD §RH) L-FLRRE“ M, RAFT CGMCC, i
Yn'5 N 866441, P acidilactici TY112 ¥53#F MRS (de Man, Rogosa and Sharpe medium)
Biardt (22 g/L —/KEHIENE. 2 g/L BEIRE 1. 10 g/L BFEHERY). 10 g/L FHEME.
5 g/L ZFREN. 2 g/L 7R 8% . 0.58 g/L -L/KAmEREE. 0.25 g/L — /KA iR,
[F] (A 1 R ik 7 EE RSN I 15~20 /L W3y, K59R 2% 42 °C, 150 rpm.

S. cereviaisae XH7 & — PR A ARPER HEE I CEEAE MR, KB T L AR S AfliR
BZ M3, S cereviaisae DQI1 & SEIG S PR AR Ik ) — AR mR AR R, B
E Vi 52 58 S1BY. S. cereviaisae XHT F1 S. cereviaisae DQ1 #153# T YPD (Yeast extract
peptone dextrose medium) }iFEdE (22 ¢/L — /KGRI &HE. 10 g/L BERHEE). 10 g/L &
FE. 2 o/L B 81, K544 30°C, 200 rpmo

G.oxydans DSM2003 & — R 2 Kl R A5 7 TR Pk, D) K 1288 6] 4l A 420 ol e ek 7

(German collection of microorganisms and cell cultures, DSMZ, German) [>2, G.oxydans
DSM2003 7= T4 1.5 g/L BiRE 8. 0.5 g/L -L/KAMBREE. 1.5 g/L BlRE%. 10
/L BERHRHUI UL e 80 /L ILALmE (B FRAkr, BEFR564F 9 30 °C, 220 rpm.

3.2.2 KRB 4EE EARLL e

FORFERF TR . DNEFREFF . FEFF. MHEAT . ZETERF IO AT b2 DL R kb 2 5
FEW 2.2.2,

36 B ML AR A B A 4 2 TR KA FT 0t 5, At =M i 2507 X (B K e i 2
2 R A AL BE DL AE B ) AT p- R ER IR AR . KPEE R, 22K H 10 fi.
20 fi5 PA S 40 i FORAEFFT F I B RKBe ik AL 5 1) FOKREAT: KB fE 2ad Bl
RBRE AR EK, SR ETE T 115 cCHF b+ 8 5, S fm e Horb () p- R ER & .
A AL EE, R KR AL B S I FOKAEFF Y pH 22 9.0 £ 45, 30 °CRAF T E
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Lh Ja BRI IS pH £ 5.5, ME R p- KB & . VIR BRINES % 2.2.2, i
3R 5 REK T KA 73 mIE RIAR 1 p- A &

3.2.3 B 5A5
p- R B AN BRI ST AR BN RS, A B AR 20 e i AR I 2.2.3.

324  p-ZRBERS BN T 2 B0 AP ] g R B4 R 1 9 A

p-RER S AT T 2 PRI (S cereviaisae XH7+ S. cereviaisae DQ1+ P
acidilactici TY112. Z.mobilis ZM4 UL}z G.oxydans DSM2003) [P0l S8 2 75 79 B s in
T p- KRR SRS H R TR, p- AR ER AN 0~200 mg/L, SR AIHE N
N 0~1000 mg/L. ¥ 5 FEEFEM-80 CUKFHEUH 5, %M ZE 20 mL & H 575 F
BATIEAL, WEWIE LD 10% (viv) IR B Rh 22 0 i 1 55 9 B v 5 97 0 AR K AR
NRER T, BJEW KRR TRCL 10% (viv) EF B 2N T ARIKRE p-2Kik
B SR RS AR A P AT RS IR, 12 h J5 20 e AN TR B ik B AR K BL R )
3.2.5  AEWIEREIR RN T p-RER AL L5t

B S BRBERE (S cereviaisae XHT S. cereviaisae DQ1 P acidilactici TY 112 Z.mobilis
ZM4 VAL G.oxydans DSM2003) 1E& HANE p- AR BRI 1 77 2k s 95 20 fu e 9, H
PBS Z2i (pH fEH 7.00 BEEWCEDI AL, 285 AR PBS 22 i &4
M, PL10% (viv) MIEMEEMESH 20 g/L HEPEIRN T — = p-2KER T PBS 2%
MR HEAT p- KRB AL . Z. mobilis ZM4 F1 G.oxydans DSM2003 1) p- 2K BTN 52 54T
p-RBEESINEAN 200 mg/L, 1 S. cereviaisae XH7+ S. cereviaisae DQ1 1 P. acidilactici
TY 112 (1) p- KRR 52502, p-2R B INEA 100 mg/L. R F A /NS RN E p- KRR Al
ABEH SR, FRBERS AT SR

3.2.6 qRT-PCR 55

A& rh B S5 W% 3.2, Z. mobilis 8b {E5 7 200 mg/L ) p-ZERE ) RM
BiFRIE R H9E 1 h, DAEARE p-ZRERM) RM B 7L 5595 1 h /AT IR 12,000 rpm &5
0> 10min, 4°CTYCSERE AR, USCHE I A bR 4 B T-80 °CUR A7 £ - RNA $2H{. RNA i
B, RNA SEFELLE qQRT-PCR J7iE M, 2.2.100 PR PFARL KT 2 BN 2%
A

3.2.7 KA %

IKAER %57 2.2.4. IiEE)E B KFEAT LA 15% (wiw) [ S E B ERE AL 5 15 2
I 7K AR AR K AR, DL 30% (w/w) [ 2 B ﬁfp*ﬁ%ﬁa@uHﬁ7kﬁf’£/{§1’ﬁjw*%
IKAE, R HE 7K U R B v R B 1) p- R R A 0

3.2.8  EFEMRHIRE L p- 2R BRI 52 PR
Z. mobilis W3R H BB CL L EHRE MM E T VES % 2211, K ZMO1772.
ZMO0833 . ZMO1303 . ZMO1984. ZMO1949. ZMO1696 ZMO1576 ZMO1399. ZMO0074+



HARE T RFHALT % 38 71
ZMOI1821. ZMOI1116 VL ZMO1335 43 mlfE BA ARNER] FHREJIH Z. mobilis 8b W4T it
®ik,

HA PRI p-2RBRN 52 VP R AE =R T A & & p- KBRS R R AT,
A0 T 200 mg/L p-ZR BRI RM Ri 774k AN p- AR B 15 H & 215 2] 200 mg/L [
B K ARV DL 2L B 110 mg/L p- R ER I B K ARV . B BRIAR IS 92 071655 2.2.11,
fE RM $537 50 % 16 h J5 e 4H M AR K DL S REAE =, TEIRBE KR KB 24 h )5
M A0 AAC DL R Sl AR, T B KRB NN 72 h e e A AR K LR s AR
o

HAWKRMFDRENIE RS H 2.2.8, KEEEFEH RN 20 pg/mL VU FERGERE T
RL RIS E T

3.2.9 HPLC il 777 K GC-MS

HIERE . PR HMF. B DL LR B E A2 L 2.2.9,

2 FEIR 10 E ARG IS A P4 T SPD-20A 484NN 1Y) HPLC (LC-20AT,
Shimadzu, Kyoto, Japan) K47, #EAEHIA 55°C, MsIAHN 5 mM BilR, i
#1259 0.4 mL/min, %A 210 nm.

p- RS R & B2 B il % 7 SPD-20A Hl2% ) ;e X HPLC (LC-20AT,
Shimadzu, Kyoto, Japan) K17, & A N 0.1% (v/v) BRI BRKIER, B NEH 0.1%

(viv) HRRIELEIN 3:1 (viv) L 2-INERIR G . fIT69 30% (viv) HIZE B, 9
BRI 30% (viv) JRTEE] 40% (viv), BliJa 8 7B N A 40% (viv) $RFFF] 50% (viv),
ARG 0.01 2B 50% (viv) &2 30% (viv), IRIGTE 30% (v/v) 4ERF 33 43fh. Jiidss
#1124 0.25 mL/min, A& 30 °C, MK 245 nm.

p-IRBRE ANV B PEAS I A2 B L 4% 7 HP-5 MS B4HEH Agilent 6890-5973N
GC-MS (Agilent, SantaClara, CA, USA) RitAT[H). #EFERE N 280 °C, A7l
R 1 uLo FEFPE Y 80 °CHEFF 4 7p%f, ZRJELL 8 °C/min W FHIRIE E T % 280 °C.
AL FE G Wk R SRS RN p-A5HE (FRAfTEL, m/z108) HIAREH T [A]A 5.64 min, T7E&
R FRE RIS 1) p-2KHR (m/z 108) FIEEE (m/z 110) BILRBE B )40 5128 5.13 F19.17.
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Table 3.1 Strains, plasmids, and primers used in this chapter

Strains Genotype Sources
Zymomonas mobilis ZM4 Wild-type strain ATCC
Gluconobacter oxydans DSM2003 Wild-type strain DSMZ
Saccharomyces cerevisiae XH7 Xylose-utilizing strain for ethanol fermentation [231]
Saccharomyces cerevisiae DQ1 Thermotolerant straint for ethanol fermentation [214]
Pediococcus acidilactici TY112 Co-utilization of glucose and xylose for L-lactic acid production [57]
Zymomonas mobilis 8b Xylose-utilizing strain for ethanol fermentation [60]
Escherichia coli S17-1 An Pro, res,, mod*; chromosomal integrated RP4, 2-Tc::Mu-Km::Tn7; Tp, sm Lab stock
Amorphotheca resinae ZN1 Wild-type strain for biodetoxificaiton [215]
Plasmids Characteristic Sources
pHW20a Tc', mob (RP4), mob (RSF1010), lacZa, MCS, and oriV [214]
pHW20a-ZMQO1772 NAD(P)H quinone oxidoreductase gene ZMQO1772 from ZM4 This study
pHW20a-ZM00833 UDP-N-acetylenolpyruvoylglucosamine reductase gene ZMO0833 from ZM4 This study
pHW20a-ZM01303 Pyrroline-5-carboxylate reductase gene ZM0O1303 from ZM4 This study
pHW20a-ZM01984 Aldo/keto reductase gene ZM01949 from ZM4 This study
pHW20a-ZM01949 NAD(P)H dehydrogenase (quinone) gene ZM0O1949 from ZM4 This study
pHW20a-ZM01696 Zinc-binding alcohol dehydrogenase gene ZM01696 from ZM4 This study
pHW20a-ZMO1576 Short-chain dehydrogenase/reductase gene ZMO1576 from ZM4 This study
pHW20a-ZM0O1399 Fatty acid hydroxylase gene ZM0O1399 from ZM4 This study
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Primers for gene amplification
ZMOL1772-F
ZMO1772-R
ZMO0833-F
ZMO0833-R
ZMO1303-F
ZMO1303-R
ZMO1984-F
ZMO1984-R
ZMO1949-F
ZMO1949-R
ZMO1696-F
ZMO1696-R
ZMO1576-F
ZMO1576-R
ZMO1399-F

ZMO1399-R

Sequence (5' - 3")
CCCAAGCTTATGGCAGGCAACATGATGAAAG
CGGGGTACCTCAAAAAAGCGCCTCTGGC
CCCAAGCTTATGACGACTGCTACATCTTCC
CGGGGTACCTCATGCCTTATCCCCATC
CCCAAGCTTATGAGTGATACCGCATCAGATTC
CGGGGTACCTTATTGCGCGATAGTCTCTTTG
CCCAAGCTTATGGATTATACGTATTTGGGTCG
GCTICTAGACTACCATGCATAGGCTTCAGG
CCCAAGCTTATGAAAGTATTGATCGTTCACGC
CGGGGTACCTCATGGTTGTTGTTTCCTCAAAC
CCCAAGCTTATGCGCGCCATAGGTTATC
CGGGGTACCTTAGAAGCCTTCTAAGACGATTTTA
CCCAAGCTTATGAACCAGAATATCCGCAA
CGGGGTACCTTATAATGCCTGTTTTGTCGG
CCCAAGCTTATGAACACAACTGATGCCAAGAC

CGGGGTACCTCAGCGGATATCCTGTATTTTATC

R TRIZFREETIN 5.
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3.2 qRT-PCREIGF BIFIEEE DA K BT 514
Table 3.2 Genes and primers used in qRT-PCR assay

Gene Annotation Primer sequence (5’ - 3%)

Forward Reverse
Primers for the oxidoreductase gene
ZMO1116 Oxidoreductase TGTGGTTTGGGCCATCCG TGTCGGTGCGTCCTGTTTGT
ZMO1772 NAD(P)H quinone oxidoreductase GGTCGCCTTGTCATTGTCG GGCTGTTCTGGCACGCAT
ZM0O1885 NADH flavin oxidoreductase TGGAGTGATGCCCAAGTAGAAG CACTGACATTAGACGGCACCATA

Primers for the reductase gene

ZM01993

ZMO0833

ZM01222

ZM0O1303

ZM01984

ZM0O1254

NADPH quinone reductase
UDP-N-acetylenolpyruvoylglucosamine

reductase

3-oxoacyl-(acyl-carrier-protein) reductase

Pyrroline-5-carboxylate reductase
Aldo/keto reductase

Redoxin domain-containing protein

Primers for the dehydrogenase gene

ZMO1335

ZM0O1949

NAD(P)H dehydrogenase (quinone)

NAD(P)H dehydrogenase (quinone)

GCGGTGTCGGTAGCTTGTT

ATCGCCTGCGTTGTGGTG

TTAGCCGTGCCGTCATCAGA

ACAACCCTGATTTCTATTCTTGCC

TCGCCATTTGTCAGCCTATC

CGCTATGGTAATCCCTATCAGGC

CCCGATTTGGGCGTTTG

TGGAGGCAAGCGGTTCTAC

GCCTTCGCCGTGATTCTG

GCATTCATGCGGATCATACCA

CGATCATGCCTGCCTTTGC

AACAACGCCCTTCCCTAACG

CAGCAAAGTTACTGCTACCCAC

GCTCATAAGCTGTGGCAAATCC

AGACCGCTCCGACCTTTCC

GCAACAGCGGTTTGAGCAT
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ZMO0157

ZMO0788

ZMO1576

ZMO1696

D-isomer specific 2-hydroxyacid dehydrogenase
D-sorbitol dehydrogenase
Short-chain dehydrogenase/reductase

Zinc-binding alcohol dehydrogenase

Primers for other genes

ZMO1399

ZM0O0020

ZM00021

ZMO0074

ZM01821

ZMOr003

Fatty acid hydroxylase
Hypothetical protein
Hypothetical protein
Hypothetical protein
Hypothetical protein

16S rRNA

TATGGCTGTCGGGTTATTCC

CAGTTGTCACGGTCGCAATG

TCTATCGTCGCTAAGGGTGGTC

TCCGAAGACAGGCGAAGAATG

GAAACGGATTCACTATGACCAC

CCGATCTAGTAAGCCAATTCACC

CCACTTCATATCGCTTCTGTCG

CGATAAAGACCGCCCGACC

AGAAAGCCGCCGCCATC

TTAAGTTGGGCACTTTAGAGGAAC

TTCGGCGATGGCTTGG

GCCGCAATCTGACTATCGTTTA

GCTGCAATCCCATAAAGAACG

CCTCGTCACCGACCTTAAATAGC

CCGACAGCATAACCGATACA

TTTCAAATCTGTTGGTTGGGTGT

GCGTAATCGGTGATCCCAAA

TCGCCAAGCAGGCATTCG

CACCATCATACCAACTGTCAACG

TGTCACCGCCATTGTAGCAC

R 16S IRNA FE[K ZMOr003 1E kil qRT-PCR SIS I N S FE A .
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3.3 ZREiWiR
3.3.1 PSRBT 4ER ER A p- AR E . e R L K hies

(a) p-Benzoquinone in pretreated lignocellulose feedstocks

@02 | | e ,'. i B

Corn Corncob  Wheat Rice straw Tobacco Sunflower
stover residue straw stem stem

(b) p-Benzoquinone removal from pretreated corn stover
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Fig. 3.1 Quantification and detoxification of p-benzoquinone in the pretreated lignocellulose feedstocks

(a) p-benzoquinone content in the six different lignocellulose feedstocks after dry acid pretreatment; (b) p-
benzoquinone detoxification from the pretreated corn stover by various detoxification methods.

AT 2 SRR A 47 T JE T AR A R ) B R P SR Z 0 A T 52 B0 T2 B DR
AATE SN 6 P WA A4 = J5oR (FORREFT . BOKREHRIE . NEFREFT. RBFF. M
A BEEAT) Aud TR AR B 5 7= AR 1) p-RBREAT 1 M e L AE A, JF H %
87 Z MR 7 BT TRALBE 5 EORFERT H p- AR EEAM ) B I B R o FilAb 3 JEUR)
p-ZRBR ) E M 58 2 il i GC-MS RIFAT I, p- A ER I OR B I A] 4 5.64 min, m/Z 24 108.
-2 A B 5 U A2 3 I 38 HPLC SRR, Zadille, WikbHG R KRR, &
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KEFRE . ANEREFT R, BHEAT . AT 05 0.050. 0.041. 0.038. 0.010.
0.016. 0.0051 mg/g DM [¥] p-2KfE; IREAE, TERPUALER 5 FORFEFT A 1 p- KB & 2 i
B, TEHEAT 30% Cwiw) 1 [ R 25 5 1R R B IR R T I 1) p- 2R Bk i de v mT LAIA 3] 205
mg/L (F3.1),

A B JE B AN R TR A R 3R 4T, T HLIE AT AR X6 T R B G AR 2 A 4
EF . p-REREIILEE R 7 =P a5 S0, BRKSe R I hib A 28 DA S AP =
FER AL EL 5 FRFEFTH (1) p- KR AR 6 Pkl b & e 1, DRI F KR REFTAE N
it 25 5256 R R AP 3.2 AT, BB AR B T p- 2R ER AR RCR B, UF 10.2%;
10 f57K P AT LABLRR 68.3%M1 p-AER, 3GMME] 20 f53E 40 f5K¥erT Lt — D it & p-
ARERI LR, IR — i B = R R E K, T HE 2 iE oARHE A ks PRIR
FKANHY . A HLIGER I Pl CUEE AV EEAE 36 h NPUEE2ME, 1 p- KRS
KL 3 KEVEIMERALRERRR 15.1%, 5 KA 7 KAT LA RIRLER 49.4%F1 71.2%1] p-
KR, HEVIBEERT p- RERA BRI ARG, A KB LAY 2 s R i 2 B,
T HLi 22 5 350K & ml A TR M PRV A

3.3.2 ARG AR T p- 2K ER DA R SR T 57 g

p-ARBERT T 5 B AL A WA B AR R A VR F R AE S O SR B AT, IX 5 Bk %
WS A 2 BREEREE AR (S, cereviaisae XHT F1 S. cereviaisae DQ1)+ 1 ¥k L-FLIR4EF
Bk (P acidilactici TY112). 1 #RF = IRAMEE R (Z mobilis ZM4) UL J 1 BRF %) HEIR
AP ERR (G.oxydans DSM2003) (& 3.2), 8353 p-2KBR VR & 20~200 mg/L, X
e HE T TAL 38 5 MR & K A ) p- 2R R BRI E . Bl 3.2a A1 3.3b B,
A 20 mg/L 1) p-2RERHENT S. cereviaisae XHT WK =G plr= 42 1 s 20 I 4m 1 H
60 mg/L ] p-ZREEXT S. cereviaisae DQ1 HIAEKFN =W & pir=A4 7o ZU s E R . aniEl
3.2¢ Pz, Z. mobilis ZM4 AXAE p-ZR B E =I5 100~200 mg/L B 52 2B 2 (140, Z.
mobilis ZM4 1E. 100 mg/L ] p- LB BE T A2 KN ZBEAE 7= 3 B 46 1 63.4% 40 67.2%,
TM7E 200 mg/L [ p-2RBEA B AR FN AR 7= 20 SR 4] 1 87.1%F0 91.3%. W1 3.2d
Fi7R, P acidilactici TY 112 %1 p- 28 B B A FH 40 I 526871 (R 80 mg/L), {HY p-
B FE ik 100 mg/L B JLF-5E &40 T P acidilactici TY 112 B4 DU ALERE 7.
il 3.2e fizn, G.oxydans DSM2003 %1 p-2K B BA IR H 9T 52 68 11, R 1E p- Al
WP I8 200 mg/L s 52 FI BH B (P



LEFT KFHEL AR %45

(a) Saccharomyces cerevisiae XH7 (b) Saccharomyces cerevisiae DQ1
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Bl 3.2 p-ZKEREXTT 5 FhA MR B AR I AR DLR M & BRI I
(a) EARVERHEE JIHISUE E P S. cerevisiae XHT; (b) i i1 S. cerevisiae DQ1; (¢) HfAE
B Z. mobilis ZM4; (d) BUEWIE P, acidilactici TY112
Fig. 3.2 Inhibition of p-benzoquinone on cell growth and product fermentation of five biorefinery strains
(a) Engineered S. cerevisiae XH7 with xylose utilization; (b) Thermotolerant S. cerevisiae DQ1; (c) Wild Z.
mobilis ZM4; (d) Engineered P. acidilactici TY112.
REEFAE: 5 FRBEREMRIERINT 0~200 mg/L p- AR FR B 7R B 15 7% 12 h J5 e 4 i A= 4 DA K=
Y& B

Ak, IX 5 A I T RO T BRI S R AE A B SRR AT T, BRI
SRRAIR B E N 0~1000 mg/L. AMRHIAE, 5 FiA R R ARHEON SRR R I T 1R SR T 32
AT, BRI SUBRIR L ik 600 me/L, AW E PRI A K UL & e (B 3.3).
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(a) Saccharomyces cerevisiae XH7 (b) Saccharomyces cerevisiae DQ1
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3.3 EEEXT 5 FAEYRBIE AR A DR A R R

(a) EARVEFHEE JIHISUE E R S. cerevisiae XHT; (b) i i1 S. cerevisiae DQ1; (¢) HfAE
W Z. mobilis ZM4; (d) BUE B P, acidilactici TY112; (e) G.oxydans DSM2003
Fig. 3.3 Inhibition of hydroquinone on cell growth and fermentation of five biorefinery strains
(a) Engineered S. cerevisiae XH7 with xylose utilization; (b) Thermotolerant S. cerevisiae DQ1; (c) Wild Z.
mobilis ZM4; (d) Engineered P. acidilactici TY112; (e) G.oxydans DSM2003.

KEEFAT: 5 FRIEPRAES N T 0~1000 mg/L SRR AIRE FREE 5557 12 h )5 I 5E 4 2E K BLA )
e

3.3.3  ANFEAEVEHIE N T p- 2R B AL BE ST B PPl

A BAT R w4 A AT PE RO P 5 AN T SE IR B @25, B0 Z. mobilis
A LK/ E AR 5 ) HMF DR 85 B B R S SR g . ot S LS e 3 7 g
FAL ARER IR ) BE R RS 230 A3 IRTiX 5 MR R MRIHAT T p-RBR AL S5, Z.
mobilis ZM4 Fl G.oxydans DSM2003 H T4t T p- 2K B B A BRIIN 5288 /1, p-ZRBRTER
IiEN 200 mg/L, WX TRERH =FRER, p-ARERESIIEA 100 mg/L. W& 3.4a i
7Ny Z. mobilis ZM4 Fl G.oxydans DSM2003 S B 4% 75 45 I 8] PR A 1 p- 2R B AL N A
g, (HRAREH—DRIHEEE (B 3.4a). S cereviaisae XH7. S. cereviaisae DQ1 UL M P
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acidilactici TY 112 #REA K 2 S ER 17242 LK p-2K BRI (B 3.4b) . idid GC-MS
Kitk, & 3.5 s, Z mobilis ZM4 F G.oxydans DSM2003 HIEES: 0h RA p-AlE (ff
FEINFIA] 5.13 min) AFAE, MAERM 6 h a4 7 KRERKEE (PRETE 9.17 min), Xt
—3BUL T Z mobilis ZM4 1 G.oxydans DSM2003 B A ¥4k p-KER NABRIGE 1. Z.
mobilis ZM4 F1 G.oxydans DSM2003 A Redt— DA AR, RA —LRERN R, 60
HE REER AK-5, BERSIHIT 2-F2 -1 4- I8 R AN 1,2,4- =32 B R4 ok 52 AU 2R A4
JS KA AR

Z. mobilis ZM4 F1 G.oxydans DSM2003 X p- 2R B i Haft P (FIAL i A 38 Al oy i 4
AIE S i DA R T I 5 i S = B PR p- R BR A R B E A SRR, AT S
T p-2RBR B it . By 2RI, CHERIEE DK p- R ERAE, X T AR Ak
AR ZERE, I B RAAMKIETE . ATAEMR R B 2 DU AE P AE R AR )R i BRI K
B 7255 T IX PRI M Z2 B s AR ML B 58 4 BRI UR, MU P2 A R =LK,
1M B2 ST KRR . VIR T 5T BT, (RT3 Tl A e P A 1)
I 2 R ORI K BRI A, 9 O 22 RETHFETUAC B F5 R TR AN o X Fhid o i %
TACHE A A2 A A 1) 400 (1) S S D 100 TR A o R SIS A0 1) 470 ) 4 o) 8 B B 1 1 — T sz FH 0 07 2

(a) Biorefinery strians with BQ conversion (b) Biorefinery strains without BQ conversion

Zymomonas mobilis ZM4 -8-BQ B-HQ Saccharomyces cerevisiae XH7  -B-BQ -B5-HQ
Gluconobacter oxydans DSM2003 -€-BQ —©-HQ 200 Saccharomyces cerevisiae DQ1  —-©-BQ -6-HQ
Pediococcus acidilactici TY112 —4A-BQ A-HQ

S 160 ~ 160
S, d
E 7 g
o> 120 1 < 120
T 1 T
ie) J
& 804 t'% 80
o ] o
[a1] ]
40 ® 40
0

Time (h) Time (h)
Bl 3.4 5 FEYIGRIEREL p- KR NS R R8I PP05
(a) BA p-ZKERFEALRE JIW) Z mobilis ZM4 F G. oxydans DSM2003; (b) ANEF p-ZKERFEALEE
H] S. cerevisiae XH7+ S. cerevisiae DQ1 Fl P. acidilactici TY 112
Fig. 3.4 Conversion of p-benzoquinone (BQ) to hydroquinone (HQ) by five different biorefinery strains
(@) Z. mobilis ZM4 and G. oxydans DSM2003 with p-benzoquinone conversion capacity; (b)
S. cerevisiae XH7, S. cerevisiae DQ1, and P. acidilactici TY 112 without p-benzoquinone
conversion capacity.
%A% Z mobilis ZM4 F G. oxydans DSM2003 J&7EZ N T 200 mg/L [ p- < HE 1]
PBS ZZ i 3t AT Y, 1M S. cerevisiae XH7+ S. cerevisiae DQ1 # P. acidilactici

TY112 ZTEARI T 100 mg/L 1] p-2KER 1) PBS Z2 il Rt 4711
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(a) Zymomonas mobilis ZM4
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(b) Gluconobacter oxydans DSM2003
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3.5 Z. mobilis ZM4 A G. oxydans DSM2003 ¥4k p- B NS K GC-MS &
(a) BF p-AHKERFEALRE JIW Z mobilis ZM4; (b) BA p-AKBERFEALEE JI G.oxydans DSM2003
Fig. 3.5 GC-MS analysis of p-benzoquinone conversion by Z. mobilis ZM4 and G.oxydans DSM2003
(a) Z. mobilis ZM4 with p-benzoquinone conversion capacity; (b) G. oxydans DSM2003 with p-

benzoquinone conversion capacity.

3.3.4 Bz K EERMIE A p- AR BRI 52 2 D3 )42 3

5 TRAFIZE VDR AR+ p-2R B AR (I S VESS SRR W] p- 2RI X T I T
HA gk, 0SSR T A B T bR 1 35 R S AT LS o DRI, 3 v T R A e 2 1R
p-ARBEIRERE R AL o p- R RN 32 MR8 E . Z. mobilis T F 8 AL B,
XA IE SR B AT LAE T RAC S RMHIY: 535h, Z mobilis (AL IG2E, JEHH
Fea UL R IV REAR 58 3 (3% 2], By p-RBRIT 32 1) Z. mobilis YEON HARTE R, 3T
S AT RE 20 M DA B o P B A D AT X By I (R B[R 12, 38 qRT-PCR 3R AT A 2t
FEUR R AL p- TR B SR () S B B [

M Z. mobilis 8b IFEFIAL FREREL 1 20 DNEED, 3K 20 /NI PRI 3L PR RS DAL 2
A REVE ] T HeAL p- R IR OV SRR, B4 3 DN EALIE R REE . 6 ML JREFE . 6
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APEEBEEED . 1 DR BEEE DR DA K 4 /4 TITI 58 3 [ o I D P e ) AR o 1 R TR
(% 3.2),
i#id qRT-PCR, 7#fr JiX 20 /\%IT%{J@ p-RBR A RIS R R RGO, Hod
A 12 DNEEFRT p- 2R BR B AR SRR, X 12 AN Eiﬂﬁ 10 NMEFRAE T SEER
IR, %%ﬁﬁ’\%zi?ﬂ%réﬁﬁﬁﬂi%ﬁ (K 3.6, B2 FHFREN IR,
i 1 NMEWIEERER R ZMOo1772 (4 NAD(P)H ﬁ'ﬁéiwc J?‘ B 3 AN Ji 2 ]
(ZMOO0833 %hth UDP-N-%i i £ Bt A% P4 A 36 B8 ik S5 Bl . ZMO1303 G R AHE I WK -5- FR I
GG ZMO1984 JnhS e BAE JE B . 3 M ARG (ZMO1949 it NAD(P)H i &
fiff. ZMOI1696 dmthsras & BIRE I A B . ZMO1576 St Wk i &8 ) 1 ANg e 24k
BB Kl ZMO1399. PIAMEGE B H gmhS B Kl ZMO00074 LA ) ZMO1821. Horf
ZMO1984. ZMOI1576. ZMOI1696 VL F ZMO1399 7£ 200 mg/L ] p- A< B E T 73 5] 2 2
FiAFRIET 7.54. 5.01. 7.86 LLK 5.03 5.
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Fig. 3.6 Transcription level analysis of the twenty selected genes in Z. mobilis 8b in response to
200 mg/L of p-benzoquinone

3.3.5 B3 KRB 8b (1) p-RERPUI I sk L AP 4L R Ll R B R VT4l
Z. mobilis ZM4 = —HREF AR AR, HReACU R 200 DL SRR R A e L

KRR R R G R IUAC B G 2 TE R p- KB, T AEX MR TRAL P AR v, ARt 2 f
BB LT 4 2 KR I oK &7 A o BB — R B ARSI 6 0 I B AR B T )5 2R R R e
IR R ANE, Rk, e Re e F] FH 22 Fhiics G045 56 200  ARE . FTHiAEBE 1) Z. mobilis
8b 1EN p- R ER P I SR AL I Y R TR PRI s Z. mobilis 8b 1¥] p- KB 52 5 At A2 1l ik i Rk
T8 p- R ERIME T A 2 B FRIR I B R AT 1Y), X LB PR 4E ZMO1949. ZMO1696.
ZMO1772. ZMOI1576+ ZMO1399. ZMOO0833. ZMO1303 UL J¢ ZMO1984. X465 21 B bk
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(IR PRI REVPAL SR AE 5 p- 2R BRI G i 77 25k LUK SERBR AR T 21 4 34k R i T i . 72
XA R R W, FORFEF T 32 0 T B FE AR SRS, TERRTBOnT R I
PR EII, b2 e AT e R4 P AR T 2 4y, IS RMEIY); FIR, Bl 3.1
WSS FAERT T BRTAL S I TR REAT 27 A i & &I p- 2R R o DR de F oK A AT
VE I I AE DD, ) & 1 KRR FE K ARV T )5 2 1 R B VEA

B2, 1E p-RERIR IR 200 mg/L ) RM 8597 3 k4T 1 B 2 T ik 1) R B
3.7a). f£ Z mobilis 8b L FIAMAN M ARG H K] ZMO1949 1 ZMO1576, 3 2H W Pk () 41
HAER e T 56% 52%, HEABERI QBEA= RS T 179%. 141%; F3RiE
Pret R LA BE ZMO1696. 5B IE R B ZMO1984 NENi TR /K fR B JE R ZMO1399,
HERR A0 A K2 R T 58%-53%48%, B4 AR ZFE AL 723 B4R T 192%.
163%- 137%; {H2, EFRIEFINHAEIEBEEER ZM00883 F1 ZMO1303 VL — A4 Ak
R BEHE R ZMO1772 #EA S m A W AR A A K DL SR A

HAFE p-AREEHLPERE AR AR AENR p- KRS E R 2] 200 mg/L HIEHE
IR AT I CE] 3.7b) o 7E Z. mobilis 8b F i 3Rk =N ABEEE R ZMO1576.ZMO1696
DL ZMO1949, AR D HIIRE T 35%. 36%. 38%, LEEAEF0HRE T 56%-.
61%- 60%; it FTIL/KMEBERER ZMO1399. EEEEIE ZMO1984 VL J AE AL I8 I il 3 [H]
ZMO1772, MEAEKDHIEE T 31%- 33%. 21%, LEEAEF=0 R T 40%. 54%.
25%; TEFRIE ZMO0833 Fl ZMO1303 #A e & 217 Z. mobilis 8b MAHMAK LK 24
BEAE =,

HH PR p-2R BRI 32 58 7 B2 = AN R AEAFSMNARIN p- KR (100 mg/L) =i b
IR R EAT I (B 3.70) . BT AT UK p- KBRS & CRANFHTHANINEK p- 280 &
B, ERPEAM T B AR 2 A DL S A SR T IR A A p-oR R
FrE I RM 85582 DL RN IN T p-2R BRI AHE K 23 . £E Z. mobilis 8b 1
o Fik ZMO1399. ZMO1576. ZMOI1696. ZMO1949 LI} ZMO1984 &, ‘A KAEE
T 17%~24%, LEEAF IR T 24%-32%. I RIE ZMO1772 FOER AR & T 404K
PLI LA, it 3Rk ZMO0883 F1 ZMO1303 W L LT 5 %0 B —FF

HA R p- R BRI 52 68 7100 B Ja — N2 7E SSCF /g AT i, DA R Tl b 1 A2
VIR 5 1) BORAEFE N IR RE, 7E 30% (w/w) [ERS & TFHT KR (K 3.8). &I T L
B =APAR A p-RERPUE R R 5 MREHEKR (ZMO1399. ZMO1576. ZMO1696-
ZMO1949 UL} ZMO1984) VEJy SSCF (IR EF Bk,  LAFE T 75 B50RE 1) B AR AR it L
&l 3.8 Jiow, X 5 BREE A XS -0k BBk, 6 0 BV FE DA I S AR R A AR
Horpid 3Rk ZMO1696 % T R P2 iR mi W, KB 720 5 QBEP7 50T LA 2 46
g/L, MHELTXTHESE R T 26.2% 0 iX He g FEAIE ST 11X e 3L IR 7 B SRR R 4 4 25 R i
PR T 22 A p-2R 18 (1) BEE IR S R T DA ik 2 IR T p- 2R R i 52 4 22
Mk (BRI RE. FLER A BRBE ) HIsiE Wi de mxt T p- 2R ER 1 HTdi ok
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3.7 Z mobilis EERWKRESH AR p-FERIRERBEFM T RMARAKU K ZBEA >
(a) fE p-RIRAIEN 200 mg/L 1) RM Hi773E; (b)) 18 p-2RBRIK BEFE T2 200 mg/L AR KR
W () AE p- KPS RN 100 mg/L =Bl K AR
Fig. 3.7 Cell growth and ethanol fermentation of Z. mobilis recombinants in various culture conditions
containing different p-benzoquinone (BQ)
(a) In RM medium containing 200 mg/L BQ); (b) In low-sugar hydrolysate amended with 200 mg/L BQ); (c)
In high-sugar hydrolysate containing 100 mg/L BQ without extra BQ addition.

KRBT 10% (viv) R, 78 30 °CHFAF T EHIR, RM i FRIET SR 16 h J Il 2 4 DL
Lo CREAE, ARBE K AR P A9 24 h J5 € 2R K DU A BE AR, iR K i i 72 b JE i
SEMMEAER LK SR A



LEFT KFHEL AR W52 Tl

—&-Control -@-ZMO1398 —4&-ZMO1576
-#-ZMO1696 ——ZMO1949 —+ZMO1984

(a) Glucose consumption
80

70 3
60
50
40
30 ;
20
10 3
0:

Glucose (g/L)

(b) Ethanol production
60 -

50 1
40 ;

30 ]

Ethanol (g/L)

20 ]

10 ]

0

Time (h)
& 3.8 i ZMOI1399. ZMO1576. ZMO1696. ZMO1949 V] ZMO1984 1] Z. mobilis L Btk
BEAT RIS R B A R R O
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Fig. 3.8 Simultaneous saccharification and co-fermentation (SSCF) of cellulosic ethanol by Z. mobilis
recombinants harboring the ZMO1399, ZMO1576, ZMO1696, ZMO1949, and ZMO1984 genes
(a) Glucose consumption; (b) Ethanol production.

34 KREB/NG

AT, HREEHME T 6 FhlERE AH 5 =41 p- A, RN T2
Rt 25 5 XS T p- R ER IR BR R . WAL T 5 A ARSI RO T p-2RBE A T30 1 DA
NEALRE ST, R T Z mobilis ZM4 F1 G. oxydans DSM2003 B X T p-ZREEHLH AL
., J8id qRT-PCR HiR, 2483 T Z mobilis AE p-AEE A N KA N R, I
fd 7y ZREAER. &a, E2FKEERMT, W7 XL EH WK p- KB H0
R JICA L OB R B e o AR R TR W
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(1) @i GC-MS, $EIHME 1 6 Mg WAL 4R ER (FKRFEFT. FoK
ORI ANEREAT FEAT MHEAT . ZEMEAT) MR UL 5 7= R 1) p-ARlE, K3
IX 6 Bl 1) p-2K R A AR AT 30% (w/w) [ A R B I i v LR B 205
mg/L.

(2) W2 AT I8 ORI B DA R AEYIEE ) KIHEAT p- 28R
WieE. BR 1WA AL R TGRS p- 2R AL, K BRI AR AN A ) i B AR AT LA U BR p- 4%
B, AEZKBEEARAF AL KB R K A2 AR & T R VR R BBk s, BV 5 A7 4
B iPUR SNV N /DN € 115 7

(3) W5 T 5 PR FEAEY) (S. cereviaisae XHT+ S. cereviaisae DQ1. P,
acidilactici TY 112+ Z. mobilis ZM4. G.oxydans DSM2003) X T p-ZK 5 UL M S B R i 52
Be 71, SRR Z mobilis ZM4 F G. oxydans DSM2003 B RN T p- 2K B A B It
WiReJy, I H 5 MO E YRR SR B AR e R0 RE

(4) R 5 Fh YGRS N T p-RER AL SEL, KIN p- AR BRSSP Z.
mobilis ZM4 Fl G. oxydans DSM2003 HHRH B A S8t p- R IR AN IRER I S BRI
REST, TRAR =Pk p- AR EREURH) W R TCIE AL m B E R p-A8BE . AR T PR A
p- AT i BT LBE R S B R p- 2R R A AR EE M i SR

(5) 3T Z mobilis VA FE K AR DLLRT MG VALt 7, BT qRT-
PCR R, M Z mobilis THILER] 1 8 AN5m UM p- B HME I HEH (ZMO1949.
ZMO1696+ ZMOI1772+ ZMOI1576+ ZMOI1399. ZMOO0833. ZMOI1303 VL J ZMO1984) .

(6) Mg | 8 PRid Rk LRI B A bk, JF HA AL T p- AR
RM 55953k AL & AN AR EE p-2RBE K ECH B30T 1 p-2RBR 50, e IEAE R
SR AR SR 2T 4 2 1R 28 R dh AT v [ AR5 & SSCF, - BB IRiIE 1 ZMO1399.

ZMO1576. ZMOI1696. ZMO1949 LhJ: ZMO1984 % T4 p-RKERPUM I ThRE . X LeHE
BRI A] DME Dy fide B 5 F p-2R BRSO R R Z I R (BRI IR BE . FLIRR A B3RS ) ek
& IR s T p-2R R TP
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F4E REESHENEHRERT SRS SRR 5 FHIIRRE

41 BlE

IR A AR S5 OB R B ARE, SSCF RRHATL4ER Al 1 — AW 5| 1L
PR IR, LBEAR 7 R PR R IR AR B 8 D 28~30 °C, 1T T2 2R i A 1Y) gk i 52
9 45~50 °CPL; 47 SSCF Fq EAEIRAMIR T AT RO R R IEH K, Ko™
HY MR RCR A S R & W O . 3k, KU Sl I8 R I 2 & =ik 1000
m?, AL JFUAL AN TR 50 5 300 JR3 0 X3 v o A M ) TR A P A 0 AR R R 5 o A
b, e QB P RAR B SR RE N T 4 3 OB R R R E

PR AR BTN il e 1 A — A AR Y, 38 B 2 A S N, BVE 50E Y B FH 22
FH T 7 s P 52 2% A1 T 52 1) ELAS L 60 171751 3 17 44 3 A A — o i B0 L e )3 A FH 1) S
RN TR BT J, Al N T 38 s A B R A ) e RS IS pH
(EPU LN E ER P MO R i ey il 2 RO k& R AL, A REEIRAT I C.
glutamicum GLY3 &3 65 K[ N AL n] DLSRAF X mnid A S T B2 128 X 52 4, 3%
Pem T R& R A AU, B2 RE S, cerevisiae Ethanol Red 28 K B 10 3& M. e k4 aT LA
XF 39 °Crali B RIFHIPIdiE, BFRTT T miiihia T o i K ael. S/, 18
P R e B A BEAT O R A ST AN BEA R e PR iR T

FEIXTIAIE 70 A, 8 I 70 P g #RBE (35 °C) FHETHIE 91 RIS R LR 77,
RIS 7 — PRI i 1 e o FR T R BRIk S, cerevisiae Z100. 7E 50 °C fyifa &, AHEG
THKEK S. cerevisiae XHT, ML S. cerevisiae Z100 WIAMETE /1R ZE452F T S.
cerevisiae Z100 $EF+ BT =il P REAR 1 1Bl J5 1 SBER I, T H R BRI QBE R B 78
PEREE ™ I FLER B 5 4% o RNA-seq 73 M & & B 3540 5 850 1 3040 B AR SR 1 225 (R %
KGO ISR S. cerevisiae Z100 $E = K EVERE, LLE AT 7o AQihaE % b
P 2 BRI LE P9 AR TR AR R S 1 O, 5 R, BEAL R PRI R A i b ) OGS R (PR
g DA K BE B B AL R D) 7R 30 °CoOR M TR0 1, BRI ARBRAC S Y
SRAAT BT A B R BT S M e DA ORI RE 4R Tt o 33— 35 (R JE DRI 2H =0 P 70
P R AR 1 R AR B D T R B bR . AT TAEA O KIS 2 B R B HR AL T — ik
i il 1 RE DL S B TR R, T ELOY B e 52 e AR WM R AR iR L Ve 3R A 1 T 2%
o fige e L 1A

4.2 MR5T5E

42.1 Rk, BRI EIRFEM

S. cerevisiae XH7 7& —tR& R ANER BSOS IR, H20E MR IR ) H K
th, EEFRIIEN 3.2.1.

FHF IR0 A. resinae ZN1 R 05 70 0E R 07 B 74 1 DL 22,1
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422 55
ATAE FH A SRR L 2.2.3

423 RFPTAYER ERL G S 0 AW

AREAFTHBIAR AR FRC /NS, WHIEEH, T 2018 FHEFUEH. /)
FEREAF R R ARG RS R HIN 36.2% (wiw) Fl 17.0% (wiwdo /NEFEFT]
A AL DL & filAb BRI AR DL 2.2.2.

424 ENMERL SR ERE VP DL A B IS I £ R B

AW B S /N 22 RS AT 1 SETE 25% (wiw) A& &, BOlE N 50 mL, 7E 150 rpm,
50 °CEAF T HEIL 12 h, BEMISINEN 5 mg 25 /g 2P 465 BELIE IR OB B [l 44
i) IMNEFREE (10 g/L BERHEEW . 2 o/L Biligke. 1 g/L BB LK 2 /L Bl &
B VENTEMRE ML RS TR . S, cerevisiae XHT H3&E M AEHELAZTE 250 mL = A
HEATIN, FEEEEN 10% (viv), & 24h 38—k, 35°C, 150rtpm, HELFHE: 91 G
PG T —RRR B L E R S. cerevisiae Z100.

PR TP B 1) R R T 52 A2 7E 50 °C, 120 rpm 251 AT, 7R N4ERF 12-48 h.
Pl B85 77 07 SR F IR 2 1T 7 VR AT W), 7E YDP 8537 B il s A0 Ja Rl
BNBIEAH 5% (wiw) BLEE /N R B 250 mL #2155 5% 12h, BEEAESH
10% (wiw) BiEEJG /NEREAT R BRR ) 1 L #8355 9% 24 h, BEAEMREFN 10 mg 474
FHEA/g YR, BEFRIHA T 20% (viv) BERERER 2 AL 5 10/ Z RS
W, 4EFFE 50 °CEril 12-48 he

LRI REAE 50 °Crayilm e 5 AT B, FRiR 2 30 cCHATAIM A K L& Ol K%,
KRR 4 M NaOH | &K B% pH {H 4 5.5
4.2.5 REEFPIINGE AR RS DA K 2 4V A A8 Vi A

HIARE. AKBE. AR, MR, Hih. HEEELLK HMF filleE 20 2.2.9.

0 LV 7 R I 8 T N R U B R 1 R Y T R (Colony-Forming Units, CFUD o
SSCF 4 B AR A7EAE, XELLIFEAT ODeoo HIMNSE . MR EERE T BUH A TS, @i
B — WG (10°~10°) L 100 uL ¥ 5) 340 B BARSFAR o, 30 °CEE 7R R 14

4.2.6 Aot

TR EEFRI S. cerevisiae XHT F1 S. cerevisiae Z100 FF ¥ LA 10% (v/v) FEMEFEAN
BRI T 40 /L HEHE) YPD 15775 30 °CH5 9% 4 h & ODeoo N 2.0, RJ/EHH59% 4 h
TR0 A TBAE UK K IR B A S 50 CCRRTLALEE 1 h, 234 FE 5 AL 4 °)CoAF T
12,000 x g &0 10 min, JFA # an # i A7 7E-80 °C.

Y0 BLRE S A ) RNA 2K TRIzol 77 (Invitrogen, Carlsbad, CA, USA) #4742
HUI, RNA 464k 2 i# i NEBNext Poly(A) mRNA Magnetic Isolation Module (NEBNext,
New England) SRACFEM), RNA & AR A28 Bioanalyzer 2100 (Agilent
Technologies, Santa Clara, CA)MIE, $HEHUART] RNA & T-80 °CIR1T -
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1 50 Bt (RNA sequencing, RNA-seq) H AL 18 B8 i i A= )45 FR A =] (CapitalBio
Technology Co., Beijing, China) k5. KH NEBNext Ultra RNA Library Prep kit
(NEBNext, New England) 7&K A& cDNA &, CEFPEH Illumina NovaSeq
6000 platform (Illumina, San Diego, CA, USA) SKiFATEIE AR . BT 7 512 06k B 2]
S. cerevisiae S288c (NCBI accession no. GCA_000146045.2) ZHFLFAHF . AR5 H
PR AR T PIRIEEUE AT loga X HUFAL, Tl 5 BB 40 R T 805 T 2 M N %
FRIEFA (Differentially expressed genes, DEGs), PLAAFRAIIZ (False discovery
rate, FDR) /T 0.001 A REA 3 22 R IA B ] . BERIAKRIL (Gene ontology, GO)
7M1 LA A KEGG 38 2% 73 Bt ) 43513853 DAVID (Database for Annotation, Visualization,
and Integrated Discovery) F1 IPA (Ingenuity pathway analysis) 73 #7K3E4T

4.2.7 FERHERFFLL K SNPs 73 Hr

N THAE S. cerevisiae XHT F S. cerevisiae Z100 fEFEH KV E &S KA T 4%, it
17 7 R H B b o PR 2 0 P 2 eh R s URARVE AR R A IR A W] (Personal
Biotechnology Co., Nanjing, China) 5[], DNA &K H Vazyme ND606 i) &
Hfi\ 400 bp FHIRM AN, 3T Ilumina NovaSeq 6000 ~F & 20 H1 I 5 T BWUA St 2 471
Hedli o SNPs GATK Hf FH - Tl SNP R AEHIAL s, B PPAL KT 2 A RERA A AL
[f) SNPs. SNPs 73T 75 22 e A GAE I RAL, SRIE M ZEUREAR AT BRI S. cerevisiae
S288c Z# F:[F4H (NCBI GeneBank accession number GCA_002057635.1) F. #EHERR
RAAERBRER A R R TS, 7 bext TEEPIRRBE R TP R Z 7. [N, A
T A [F) SCRAR T E B AR R RE R, FRAT T I AE S R A Phyre2 SR TUNECT, -1
g5 B-#r & B IA B ) NH = 51 8 A BT A LA R = RE e ag, ki oiese
A I RIS,

43 ZERE5W®R

43.1 BRVGEERE XH7 B HAIE B3R A0 DL R i e i 14 BE VP A

ZHTHIWT TR T BRI (42°C~48°C) SHEERERFRHEAT 1 K A3 B e EE (b 1
7%, (B BERSEEPIN SRR Ik S. cerevisiae XHT W I B R 2
FEARGHEAIRE (35°C) 44 FRMTHY, W RS FRIBE & T 5°C, ES AT
A 50 mL /N ZREFKARR 250 mL = AP 3E T I, & 24 h k. WKl 4.1 P
N, &It 91 RKZ) 10° AN (BRI EZ BEEAA 0% 4 100 min — >4 g J&] 39
2621y fKIARE IR, BRI SRR DA RBEFE G THe0E . mARBMBREwmtkin &l S.

cerevisiae 7100,
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—8-Glucose ——Xylose —A—Ethanol -O-Cell viability

Glucose, xylose, and ethanol (g/L)
Cell viability (CFU/mL, x107)

Transfer number
B 4.1 8. cerevisiae XH7 BI3E N H3E1L
Fig. 4.1 Adaptive evolution profiling for S. cerevisiae XH7
RSk MR IZEFTE 25% (wiw) BRSBTS 50 °CHEfL 12h 5, ALEBRT &, IANE
FREEEER T S. cerevisiae XHT WIESLL TR B 24 h B4 —IX, 35°C, 150 rpm,
RN 10% (Vv

AL HRE S. cerevisiae Z100 [T i PR BE VEAS &Il 78 50 °CF4ERF 12 hy 24 h DA
F 48h KT (B 4.2). BHLEE S. cerevisiae Z100 75 50 °C N4+ 12h L 24 h 5
VA A LT R B bR B B35 R 58, TTIAE 50 °C F4E+F 48 h A& )1 5 H
REMEAR I (Bl 42a). B RS RATUBEE W, S KB PREN G, B3
AR B R ) T e R BB AR BT R AR B B aR . LR S. cerevisiae Z100 7E
50°C R 4ERF 12h LK 24 h JE I H A =t B B B 0, 0 il b R R dR s T 1.5
fEULS 3.0 5, REAE 50°C T 4ERF 48 h —FH I HMA EAR 1 (Bl 4.2b). MR E
PRAE 50 °)CN4ERF 48 h Jm, HoH WA= AAHRL, B rT g & 2 5 sia e T
VA M 1B VIR DG, Z AR FE R R I 1 H oM T+ B ARAE sl Pl T s oA B
E{J%X[ZM, 265]o
ALK S. cerevisiae Z100 1) LB R B RERAEL T 12-48 h B S i 5 34T 1)
(E 43). #HLEK S. cerevisiae Z100 7E4 31 12h 24 h LLJ 48 h mifhie s, H R
A FE A LG R BERE 2 AR R T 35%. 130%LA K 64% (] 4.3a). HKBMRIESR 240
PAS 48 h sl AL B 5 B 1™ B R AR S 4%, 0l AR T 30 /L B K 18 g/L LR,
AL TR K S. cerevisiae Z100 W) LBE R BEILFE H HBA AR A= (K 4.3b). [FR, ik
PR PR TE Sl A = i R v 4R S A B T R AR 2052 T T 9 £ (B 4.3¢). IXELHS
SRR A TR AR TR S TN SR M R R 2E 1 s e S ) SRR, RS T A BT B R

v
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O Control B S. cerevisiae 2100

(a) Cell viability at 50 °C
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12 24 48
Duration time at 50 °C (h)

(b) Glycerol generation at 50 °C
10

8

Glycerol (g/L)
(o))

T T T N T T T T T T T T T T e |

12 24 48
Duration time at 50 °C (h)
Bl 42 BB S. cerevisiae 2100 £ 50 °CHIRA R 4RI [A] T IS0 K TE 77 AR H-i A 7
(a) 50 °Crryli 261 T ARG /35 (b) 50 °Cryifil 2614 R H b 2k
Fig. 4.2 Cell viability and glycerol generation of the adaptively evolved S. cerevisiae at 50 °C for
different duration time.
(a) Cell viability at 50 °C; (b) Glycerol generation at 50 °C.
REEFAE: KK S. cerevisiae XHT {EAXTIE, ND (Not detected) 745 FAK T FE B A

e,
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O Control B S. cerevisiae 2100

(a) Ethanol generation
100 -

[e)
o

N
o
1

Ethanol titer (g/L)
D
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N
o
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12 24
Duration time at 50 °C (h)

(b) Lactic acid generation
40 -

1
HH

30 1

20

Lactic acid (g/L)

10

ol i | i
12 24 48
Duration time at 50 °C (h)

(c) Cell viability
20 -

[N
a1
T

[EEN
o
i B

Cell viability (x107 CFU/mL)
(6)]

12 24 48
Duration time at 50 °C (h)

B 4.3 BELERE S. cerevisiae 2100 £ 50 °C T 435K [IE 8] /5 ) Z. B R B 4 B
(a) OEEAF=; (b) FLIRA=; (o) 4 /1
Fig. 4.3 Ethanol fermentability of the adaptively evolved S. cerevisiae Z100 after maintaining at 50 °C for
different duration time.

(a) Ethanol generation; (b) Lactic acid generation; (c) Cell viability.
DA R RIHK S. cerevisiae XHT AEAXTR, LBEREERLE 30 °C 26440 FEATHI, LL30% (w/w) [E&

BEEMERNER . HRRIE T IIRE TGS . A DL ARRE P E T REEA S, LR
24 h Ji BOREDN 2 40 M35 77 o
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432 AL ERAH R BE R R s

SR B BT 9C T3 R 3R A B v i v il M e DA AR 1 R B S 5 B 4 LA KIE 2E
7 ST RNA-seq RAR T EAC TR & 1L RE DL ACK BEVE RESE TS 5 I 0 T L3

K44 CRILEDEFRED 2 LEK S. cerevisiae Z100 5 H K E K S. cerevisiae
XH7 1£ 30 °CLAJ 50 °Co&A: T A SR A Mg ot . W 4.5 P, it fhiwk S.
cerevisiae Z100 155 F7IR M 30 °CFHE 2 50 °C e, il ihid b AL # bk Hh 3L F 1464 4
DEGs (Jirhf 674 MR LIRERIE, 790 MEEF TN IHRIE) , XS T S. cerevisiae XHT,
R NI 1426 4~ DEGs (HHhfg 687 ML RiRIE, 739 MER FEIL) .
PRIR R PR AE S i e B (S e, X SR R e T K 2 B R I SRk R AT
#illfr), Techaparin &5 2017 4F S. cerevisiae Y01 1E 40 °CHAR KA PN F s RS
B EE R —F20, D) S, cerevisiae XHT AXTIRIT, 75 30 °C6 M4 T, L #E S. cerevisiae
Z100 H13547 120 I DEGs (79 MER EHERIE, 41 MR FIFHFRILD , e 50 °CH& 1
~, LR S. cerevisiae Z100 HI:F 47 4~ DEGs (19 MK FiRFRIA, 28 MNERF
TFRIE) o S cerevisiae Z100 5 S. cerevisiae XH7 B)HERZ 7 FEAEJ T 30 °)CEKIE T,
1M H 120 4~ DEGs H' )1 2/3 (3R 2 EiRZRIA R, X BI#b B ik 1R 2 2L R 2 30 °C
RAET FRFRIE, XL ) IR AT A8 A B PRI s e R PR THE 3 oK Rk
o

GO (Gene ontology) TR ALY Fid BRI FE /21X 4 POl N & £ e
[ 4.5) o IX AR B PR TE S0 8 T 1) DEGs A& HEARIABLR ; 177 LA K i Ak S. cerevisiae
XH7 VEAXTHR, #HALEEHE S. cerevisiae Z100 11 50 °CZ&1F ) DEGs i /b T7& 30 °C%%
T

KEGG 1# & 73 M A IW., R HEAR IS IR R AR AE ey il Wl 25 41 N & AR A s I K, )
AR AU =0 ) & B A S AR R 6 il it ' S v (1] 4.6) o BLH R RFE S.
cerevisiae XHT7 1E XTI, BALEEHE S. cerevisiae 2100 1E 30 °CZ1F T ) DEGs £ %5 'E
FER AR 06 UL BT R & OB, TE 50 °CaAF N DEGs F 2 & T
B R UL R PTAE R A R b
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(a) Volcano diagram
Z100 50°C vs 30 °C XH7 50 °C vs 30 °C

-logygp_value

8 4
g
T
2
3
2.
5 3405

log,FC log,FC

(b) Venn diagram
XH7 50 °C vs 30 °C Z100 vs XH7 30 °C

Z100 50 °C vs 30 °C Z100 vs XH7 50 °C
4.4 PIEBEREKRERREER (DEGs) KIS

(a) KiifE; (b) 4ERKE
Fig. 4.4 Statistics of the differentially expressed genes (DEGs) for two S. cerevisiae strains
(a) Volcano diagram; (b) Venn diagram.
KL B A AR AN, oAt ROFRE S AR BRRE. MEREATEE R
FKik, UERRIEMEEFC (Foldchange) logy X E/E NMEALFR, LA P_value 1 logio I 5K EUE A
PAALFR o
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K 4.6 PIRBEREEKKN KEGG BT

Fig. 4.6 KEGG pathway analysis for two S. cerevisiae strains
MG IR ZFRIEIER (DEGs) MAEZEFRRILIELR, FAFEH LR TRRIZLRE
Hf) DEGs (5iZd B BB R EE B . HVhEROR B B KEGG I8, Al 2 s B I8 B O B 0

PR

Z100 50 °C vs 30 °C

49.32

XH7 50 °C vs 30 °C

Z100 vs XH7 30 °C

Z100 vs XH7 50 °C

m differentially expressed genes
m undifferentially expressed genes

4.3.3 ey ifm B AIE S AL SN T AZ BB A0 B DAL AR A s 8

2 WEAR I8 B AR R PR PR IPE BE B PR AE =l B T 1Y) DEGs ‘& S f i R IE 6, AR AR i Y.
TEEpE (K 47, X—4515 Feng %5 2019 FIEREIRY A Alicyclobacillus
acidoterrestris DSM 3922T 7E il fie T s % = A 45 S — i, 1& 164 4~ DEGs -,
BT AN ZESRIE LRI (RPLIB AT RPPLB) 4k, KHEB4:HISERFI 41 RPL3 (1% b
& 60S WV FEFAZ i) 78 i i RS2SR UR T, X 3R BH A A S S T A
PO, Liu A1 Qian 24210 K Techaparin 25124007 BURZ A: 4 Hh (1 B (1 5 20 DA R S 2 &
R T7TX— K. 21S RRNA F1 RPL39 7E S. cerevisiae Z100 f=iiiafBria T~ B F sk /K
ELTE S. cerevisiae XHT 751, 1X 3 B IE B PR HEAL R2 00 1 A% B A a8 i Hh 22 DR ) 3% [T S



AR T KPP 5 64 T

PL S. cerevisiae XH7 {ENXTIE, IXPNIEFTE S. cerevisiae Z100 1] 30 °C55M T B Nl
T, MMTE 50 °CREAZAL, XFIF SRR AR E S R %, BHlEARE
FIGHHERA RBIX —I S, (H I BE BN EGINLE T o

184 0.20 -0.48 1.15 15S_RRNA -201 -1.24 .35 RPL38 6
1.01 0.26 21S_RRNA -1.41 . 224 -0.45 RPL39
129 5 .77 -0.09 ICR1 .26 -0.41 RPL40A 4
-1.50 -0.17 .89 -0.26 IMG1 -0.64 .19 RPL40B
-0.97 .09 .75 .78 MNP1 -1.95 -0.81 .51 RPL42A 2
.25 .37 .29 .16 MRP17 -0.11 -0.13 RPL42B
14 43 64 .38 MRP2 075 -0.26 RPL43A
-0.30 .22 .65 .25 MRP20 .00 .41 RPL4A 0
202 -0.98 .06 .17 MRP4 .42 .31 RPL4B
31 .58 070 47 MRPL1 045 .06 RPLS 2
.68 .45 2,02 -0.91 MRPL10 .15 .10 RPLBA
-0.81 -0.47 .50 . MRPL11 .02 .22 RPL6B
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Fig. 4.7 Gene expression profiling of ribosome pathway for two S. cerevisiae strains
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Fig. 4.8 Transcriptional landscapes of carbohydrate metabolism for two S. cerevisiae strains
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Fig. 4.9 Visualization profile of genetic changes for two S. cerevisiae strains
(a) Whole landscapes of mutations; (b) Single nucleotide variation (SNV) class.
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TAEAE) VLK gshAB (ZRiB Bt H KA ) RIERRINZ 68 )]s 3. KX ATPase-Fo (4
fith FoF1-ATPase [ Fo KIEHE) SKEHM A K H . 53 4ME 2R 7K pH B 2544 iE B 14
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BEAL SIS R IZ 51 P, acidilactici ZY271 WIRRIN 52 68 /7. BRVECUS SRME I A BEE o 5 18
B PRIAS pH Bridive DAL BEvERE, T 3RAS I IEAC B PRAEAR pH B N 2T IRIEAR I FLIR
R, FLFLIR R EETERE LA S AN M vE 7 A G T R B R B e s . Ak, alid e
BT ARAEAN[F] pH B 26 4F T IR A A &, K ILEL NaOH Al Ca(OH)2 /E A #17], pH
B 4.0 2/ FHILT pH 1 5.5 A% TR A HE 2 38> T 56.3%LL K 39.8%, H Al
FIFH & 1T B Re A Rosb BAR R FE B = A, AT B E A ) T2 A . At
VIR T3¢ P acidilactici ZY271 ik pH {EHU 1) 2 Fh AR, B 0E H0 50 0 T4
BB TR, 1S N A SR T B AR K pH BT M A AR K B PERE TR
THIRRAIR, AR&ELENHME, & E 58— B 7.

5.2 MEl5HE

52.1 BEFE. BirRi SR

P, acidilactici ZY271 I35 71E A& MRS Ri 3R 5500 5 WL 3.2.1. #5717 pZY36e Fik
JRKL[) E. coli XL1-blue F T FURLHIM R LA R 1Y, IR T T 150 pg/mL £ = 1)
LB 7 dErh.

522 AKRJREFYERER R S8R R
A BT /N ZEREAT R AC BE DA K AL B FE L 2.2.2.

523 PS5

R & G MR A B 2.2.3, OB RWSL T AL

ZEVR T BCE 7R 0.02 g AS/KEALEE, 20.538 g iERE, 0.186 g =/KMEERAT, Tk
ERZAE 100 mL, SAJEKRERERUT pH 2 7.5,

GerP M ECE 7k PREL 17.115 g BEE, HON 10 mL Hl, 07K EZE % 100 mL.

SO FREL17.115 g JEHE, SRJG 00N 90 mL ff) MRS 5578 3L 3 TV iR . LR pp
W UL S 52 R ERAE 115 °C R KB 20 min J5 18 F

524 JrRiAY

K& B FRLASI ¥ W 5.1. PldhD K E P acidilactici ZP26 3£R4H 1dhD

(D-FLER WA AL 4f %45 7 _E3E 303 bp HIJTH, ldh (L-FLER I B recA (FEZHE)

DnaK (43 T#4F DnaK) LA K ATPase-F0 (FoF1-ATPase H ] FO KIV3E, /E AT H HY
#HKEHT P acidilactici ZY271 3N, ldh3 (L-ALRREAE) KET Lactobacillus
acidophilus La-14 2£ R4, gshAB (2R M2 IR & Bl UL 2 Db H k& i) ks T
E. coli K12 FE[X 4.,

FIRFRLAIR T EEM T . B %6% PldhD JE ) 74E EcoR 1 F1 Xba I £7 /5 i B 1%
e 77 U8 pMG36e H11) P32 J3 8l TR pZY36e KBk, 854 H FIEEKIFE Xbal
I, Sall PAK Pst 1 &84y pi il id MU0+ i) 77 200 H BRI i g B RA ki, S5 1E E.
coli XL1-blue H¥ H4HR I T HH 24H AR M) 2k
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5.2.5 RZAHIE . HAE DL S BH I v I i i

P, acidilactici 2 25145 B 6F-80 °CIH A P acidilactici Z7Y271 1 MRS ~“F#k I
RIZk, BT 42 CHFRfEH# BT 48 h, PAHURRE T 5 mL Wik MRS H 42 °C, 150
rpm 157% 12 ho B 400 uL 55 7222 & 20 mL Hrff MRS 557831 100 mL #& i+,
HEA 600 pL [1J 40 mM D/L-3Z BRI, 42 °C, 150 rppm £5774) 6 h & ODesoo A 1.0, HX
2.5 mL BEAE 4 °C, 10000 rpm, 5 min Z54F N RERE G, 3 E3E, MO 1 mL &Pl
[ BV Ui AAR IR . F 100 uL Z20yR 1 B3F WAk, I 10 uL 1) 1 mg/mL ¥ 1 B
W, 37 °CALFE 30 min. &0 5 min J53F BIE, FEIIAN 1 mL 2l 1 0 Bed 4 i i 4k
Ja 7 EiE, WM 500 pL ZE0iR 11 2240, & 80 uL /B R A2 A

B 20 puL #4) g ZRIA BURLINN 80 pL /&S24 5 VRS, VKIBTCE 15 min. SRS
IINEIFR AT 0.5~1 h B AR, T 2000V, 200 Q, 25 uF &4 Nkt G, Bt
Ja B BB OEH, FFIMA 900 uL T4 I E F5iK . 42 °C, 150 rpm 5557 3~4h /5,
PR 0 B AF 100 pL VAR, BI5JHBIRAMAE S A 5 pg/mL LRI MRS Pl Pl
42 CCREFRFHIEIF 48 h JE BT E A AR LA

5.2.6  EAIBERTEAR pH B AF N BT REPEAL

JURK B A B AR R BEER R AE &5 A 20 mL MRS 35955511 100 mL #2347, 1K
pH 855 FLER I AW R WE . DL 75 B50RL IR B AH B R R R, 42 °C,
150 rpm, KRFEERFSE 48 h, e REEL S L-FLER = DL R AR /7. S4B bk R B
FF55 720715 PRI A BRI AR I R B TR P B0 5 S mL MRS $537 55 10 mL 308 s
IR 12 h, ARJELL10% (viv) EEFERM2]EA 20 mL ) MRS /) 100 mL #E 55 6
h, HJEFETFRAFFIRFEFI RIS 20 mL ) MRS /1) 100 mL ## i3k T A B2, %8
Fi i MR FFHIUE B ODooo — 50, BRIGRISHS N B A-TAT, P398R R I 72
TN 5 pg/mL £L%85 3R PAAERF iUk AR € T

5.2.7 AR pH 24T & B AL

P. acidilactici ZY271 B3& NG TR 2 £ MRS 3738 g AT 8, A IR
2017 5 BBt 200 IRIIELL G, % pH (E AR A LR (1A W kR 2208 8 7 %o
EMEEHIN 10% (vv), BEHEFETEH 20 mL MRS 57530 100 mL =AM+,
42 °C, 150 rpm.

FEIHB: MRS #5555 (22 /L —/KERERE. 2 /L BEIRE 8. 10 g/L FEREEHL
Yi. 10 g/L EEE R, 5 g/L SRR, 2 g/L iR EA — 4%\ 0.58 g/L LK & miREE. 0.25¢g/L
—KETRIREL, B 24 h Befe—IR, FFET 18 ik

9 I BT B MRS Bi9R3k, £ 48 h BB —IR, FREE T 27 IREREE

55 IR B TEAMEARIN 2 mL 100 /L Y L-FALBR B pH {E %5 4.0 ff) MRS 55773
K5 9% 48 h G ki 2 W MRS K5 7R 36 15 9% 24 h, FEWMES R4 N T B #%, FF
R REEE
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FIVI B K MRS 5728 i CFRENIREH 5 g/L FRRZE 1 g/L, & 72 h #fH—
W, FREET 39 KL,
VB MRS 555, £ 48 h IR, &7 109 IREEHE.

5.2.8 HHEEREK pH EHTEE K B

BT AR OIS pH B PTIE M R BT 2 A2 2 A 90 /L & HE Y MRS 15772 LUK [F]
R IC R TR HEAT ), RIEER RHN 500 mL . KB IR T 95 A0 R - itk
BRI R B HE R B R A -80 °CUKAR B , MRS PR HF RIZk 754k 48 h 5, SR T&FH
20 mL MRS #7234 100 mL = 42 °C, 150 rpm ¥7% 12 h, RJGHERIEH 50
mL MRS #5775 250 mL =fRHH57E 6 h J5EL 10% (v/v) EFPEERE] | L K EF#
i

BB BRTE S 90 /L i %)M MRS 55753 A (1) R T8 H 4 M NaOH 1 Sy A5,
HPEER 42°C, 400 rpm, KFEEFER pH A 73 Bl HILE 5.57 5.0, 4.5 DL 4.0, idFEHH
DA RIS AE . L-FLER AR DL L Al ys 77

BEAL BRI SSCF PATRAL BRI it 55 1 22 #1 9 J5RE, SR FH 4 M NaOH 3 25% (w/w)
Ca(OH)2 /E A AT . ¥RHE 50 °C, 500 rpm TikELL 12 h, BEHEN 4 mg 4748 KB
EA/g TR, B4R )G IR ZE 42°C, 400rpm, pH T E 5.5 FHEAF T, 7£
pH 18 5.5 2&AF T 4EFF 4 h DUEREkAE POEA K, REHHEIEAR pHEZMAT, K
B it R R A IS BT RE . L-FLIR A DL R A PR AT .

529 KEEY). pHAE A0S 7 UL B B

A, AL L-FLRRAR IS L 3.2.9, FRMEF IR R B r i 20 5 ACHE 1) 4
A (g/L)e TN 2 S pH B E 2R _E#ERE R PHS-3C R4S/ pH 11l E #Y .
YU B TE TR Z I 4.2.5, ODeoo HIIES W, 2.2.9.

BT Na'blJ& Ca' JL-F-4axilsk B TH AR, 5T Na'PL& Ca? B 1R Al LA
TH5EH NaOH I H & (g NaOH/g lactic acid) LA Ca(OH): & (g Ca(OH)2/g lactic
acid), BALTHETLH Ca(OH): I H EAL & FlAL 3 f5 175 pH Y Ca(OH)2. Na™ Ca? ik
JE AR AR R B TR & A Al Ao dEAT R Y, R B R B B U CIC-
D120 (FH &, FED K78 FIRENE .
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Table 5.1 Strains, plasmids and primers used in this chapter

Strains Characteristic Sources
E. coli XL1-blue Host for plasmid construction Lab stock
P. acidilactici ZY271 Parental strain for L-lactic acid fermentation [48]

P. acidilactici ZY271 (pZY36e) P. acidilactici Y271 harboring empty plasmid pZY 36e This work
P. acidilactici ZY271 (pZY36e-1dh) P. acidilactici ZY271 harboring expression plasmid pZY36e-ldh This work
P. acidilactici 2Y271 (pZY36e-ldh3) P. acidilactici Y271 harboring expression plasmid pZY 36e-ldh3 This work
P. acidilactici ZY271 (pZY36e-ATPase-F0) P. acidilactici ZY271 harboring expression plasmid pZY36e-ATPase-FO0 This work
P. acidilactici ZY271 (pZY36e-recA) P. acidilactici ZY271 harboring expression plasmid pZY36e-recA This work
P. acidilactici ZY271 (pZY36e-DnakK) P. acidilactici ZY271 harboring expression plasmid pZY36e-DnaK This work
P. acidilactici ZY271 (pZY36e-gshAB) P. acidilactici ZY271 harboring expression plasmid pZY 36e-gshAB This work
Plasmids Characteristic Sources
pZY36e Expression plasmid by PlIdhD promotor [48]
pZY36e-ldh Plasmid for expression of Idh by PldhD promotor This work
pZY36e-1dh3 Plasmid for expression of Idh by PldhD promotor This work
pZY36e-ATPase-F0 Plasmid for expression of ATPase-FO by PIdhD promotor This work
pZY36e-recA Plasmid for expression of recA by PldhD promotor This work
pZY36e-DnaK Plasmid for expression of DnaK by PIdhD promotor This work
pZY 36e-gshAB Plasmid for expression of gshAB by PIdhD promotor This work

Primers Sequence (5' - 3")

dh-F TGCTCTAGAATGTCTAATATTCAAAATCATCAAAAAGTTGT
Idh-R AAAACTGCAGTTATTTGTCTTGTTTTTCAGCAAGAG

|dh3-F CTAGICTAGAATGGCAAGAGTTGAAAAACCTCGT

ldh3-R ACGCGTCGACTTATTGACGAACCTTAACGCCA

ATPase-FO-F TGCTCTAGAGTGGGTGGTGAATCAATTTCA

ATPase-FO-R AAAACTGCAGTCATTTACTCTCACCTAAACCTTCAAT
DnaK-F CTAGTICTAGAATGGCAAGTAATAAAATTATTGGTATTGAC

DnaK-R

ACGCGTCGACTTATTTGTTGTCTTTGTCAGGATCG



AR T RF M8 %75 W

gshA-F CTAGTICTAGATGCTCTGGTGTGCAGACCAGAC
gshA-R ACGCGTCGACTCAGGCGTGTTTTTCCAGCCACA
gshB-F ACGCGTCGACATTTGGCGATTTGGGCTAAC

gshB-R AACTGCAGTTACTGCTGCTGTAAACGTG

recA-F ACGCGTCGACGTGGCAGATGAAAGAAAAGAAG
recA-R AAAACTGCAGTTATTTCAAGTCTAATTCAGCTTGGT

T NRILFRREEIAL
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53 ZREiiR

53.1 FVESGE IR SRR B BREAEAR pH B 264 T R B e

FEAS pHAE AT T, P acidilactici ZY271 WIFLIR K B RE 52 B aR ZU R HIHI1200, R T
SRR Ia XS F LR AR BRI HIE A, A=l S =A B GE . (D SRR
HAEHIEE, (D BERMHEGERISY: GiD) ZERALZH H (B 5.1,

HAREREKTRE T B SE L-ARHERS (L-lactate dehydrogenase, Idh) LSRR
FHEBR AT L. acidophilus La-14 1] ldh3 K aEALFLIR 1A 1. YE I8 , FLIR It SR Cldh)
e FLER AR, DRI FRATTAE A B PR Rk YR B AR Y Tdh SR SBACE IR 1 2%
PR B LR A P8 (B R I 4 2R B R FRk W IR B AN Y 1dh I e it B 20 T vk ) 3L
i U

B 5 18 2R 1R K B P acidilactici ZY271 FRIXBR BB E I ER, £
i recA. DnaK LAJ: gshAB RIZm W PRHIIRIN % . A% pH AEMMHE TS, Wtk H 5 sEfiEd
VLN I recA (SRt s 20 ) DL K DnaK (9wht 73 7 HEARD 55 1) Rk R IB 2 K 73T (DNA
AR B RAE) Bt , Rk pH BT, 1Ml gshdB (Zmbas 2L 1 bz & X
Bl LA S I IR & i) A 3 A B H IR G BOA B T AR TR B 131981 g 4 2R
2R, {E P acidilactici ZY271 TERIE H S recAd. Dnak VLK ANFE G EH k& %
FRACHR AT R = AR ) L-FLIER R B IERE

a2 TR R IERIE B 51 ATPase-FO KA, FT4ERFEA pH HIf2
o SKURT ML AN AR B8 I FLIR A 25 tH 1 HY 454 LAB B4 MBS LA K T HE B 9 1 2R Ak
SN, T AR E B A 1) FoF1-ATP B Fo KV JE RE 244 i A 1Y HYZR HH 2 M AR 42 = i Y
i) pH (E18], (B R ERSS BB IIE I KAk hid ik ATPase-FO KIEFE I IRA ]
IRUFHIRCR o

PPEGEAESR = P acidilactici ZY271 WK pH AEPTIH T THACR AR B2, PR
ERORZE A RERI IR R AT o I pH MR EE 2R LAB i& 4 R PE RS2, FLIR & kit
HHERDRRE P A < ) i TR DR LR M Sl A5 R 32 21 1 s R, DRI S RIE Tdh SRR
e LR AR DL B R m LR A RO IR 2 — MR RIRTY, W RERZ IR Z
B EAER, RIE —ANREEE TN EE (recAds DnaK VL) gshAB) K4 =R
ZHELL SIS, FoFi-ATPase HIVEPEXT T LAB 7EMK pH & FHIZEGFREZ, 1 P
acidilactici ZY271 [] ATPase W] g R AEA X H =i 1 pH A Wi, 1IX 2 80 R IE ATPase-
FO XMECLIEH RAFEAEUSL, HATE LAB Hidid A oG ke m R 32 1t REA RE S 4 /&1
AR ARIAFE, JFABE R IR m AR IERE . TF A — M RERS o RGRIG IR 32 1A PR Y
AR — A BRIk
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OL-lactic acid generation
Cell viability

=

a1
P BT
T
-

a1

ol
Ly

ol =
o
Cell viability (CFU/mL, x108)

L-lactic acid generation (g/L)
'_\
o

| & . 8 . i . [ O
Control Idh Idh3 \ recA DnaK gshAB ; ATPase-FO
\ J \ J
Y Y Y
Increasing lactic acid Rebpairi ;
pairing damage by Pumping out
pathway flux acid stress intracellular H*

B 5.1 EARRE MRS HFRER pH EFAMF T REAEM L-ALR

Fig. 5.1 L-lactic acid fermentation of various recombinants in flasks at low pH
REEFAT: BEHFERESTE 20 mL MRS 5578310 100 mL #2i A, LA pZY36e [ 2H B P 1E
JXFHE, AR pH MBS AR A WA BT e L-FLIR ™ LS AT 0 T 48 h K24 pi.

5.3.2 AR pH B 25 B B 1 2k 4k

T SOE SRR, BEEN P oacidilactici ZY271 34T 1 K BAR & N AEHEAL,
g 5.2 s, —34 8 5 ANTE: BB TR BOE R4 S ) pHAE N 4.0 /ch, FFH
A 0 6 g/L W B R A IHFE S 4, BEJEHIE MM 35 FR I8 A) AN 24 h 1531 48 h
RIEE T BB, 26 11 B Bod MRS 55 pH (EN 3.9 K4, {HREAYE 6 o/L EAHIK
B, ARG R R AR IS pH BTN 32 B8 /4055, M LAE— 2B AX 0, DR 2 0y SME
W L-FLIRKs pH EFEAIKE] 4.0, I HBE /S 4442 MRS i ar S B ez, RIZE 10
BrBL. o I Y BOERNEFL S pH N 4.0 ££4, HEfk ODeoo KT 1, #ELLHEATIER
PR, fEZ ATMISEAE b, RN RE R QRN & BRI T AR, TR RN
WREEEN 1 g/L, BPEE IV BB, 25 IV B BO&ERPE 2 50 72 h (1) pH 1B N 3.65 i, {H
AN 9 g/L ERNE, NS TR —8, W V. 3 VB EES%HEN
AT, 48 h BIFRBEIRIE DL & pH EAWBRKIFE T H0E, RIGHRBEIKETRRELE 2.8 ¢/L,
pH flifaefE 3.8 Ai4i, IS JI7E 140-180 YOGES et ferhiaTRae, oA ik
B, g3t 200 YOS, REGRTE T —HRARE LR R
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(a) L-lactic acid generation and glucose consumption
—@- L-lactic acid - Glucose
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(c) Cell viability of the V stage
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Bl 5.2 P acidilactici Y271 FEA& pH 18484 B95&E N 3E4L
(a) ZHHAEKH pH H: (b) L-FLERAE ™ LLAH I HHAE: (o) 4HM0VE )
Fig. 5.2 Adaptive evolution of P. acidilactici ZY271 at low pH
(a) Cell growth and pH; (b) L-lactic acid production and glucose consumption; (c) Cell viability.
5 B BB R A 5.2.7 ik, I pH MR BEE LR AN WA R M E AL, ODeoos pH fE. L-FLHR
A7 R FE LU AR 0 20 5 T IE A A R 2 A
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O Control
(2) MRS medium B Adaptively evolved strain
80 - —~ 40 4
] - ]
] E ]
J 60 1 Z 30 ]
8 g ]
ke o ]
S 40 X 20 ]
= 2 ]
[S] = g
g 20 _lg 10 ]
= ]
O T T T 8 0 ] T T T
5.5 5.0 4.5 4.0 5.5 5 4.5 4
pH pH
(b) Wheat straw
80 - ~ 40 -
] E ]
5 ]
~ 60 T 30 -
3 5%
g o) ]
S 40 2 20 4
o 2 ]
&8 20 3 10 1
- Z
0 . . . g O . ,
5.5 5.0 45 4.0 5.5 5 5
pH pH

B 5.3 BHLEHRFE MRS B3R5 R R R IER B P AR pH B4 T B L-FUBR R Bt AR
(a) L-FLBRAE™; (b) 4HEiE 1
Fig. 5.3 L-lactic acid fermentability of the adaptively evolved P. acidilactici strain at different pH values
in MRS medium and simultaneous saccharification and co-fermentation (SSCF).
(a) L-lactic acid generation; (b) Cell viability.
REESAE: UL RERE P acidilactici ZY271 fE MR, MRS KEEZAERINT 90 g/L #i % B MRS
BEIRIEN 1 L R EERE HEAT o SSCF DUBLHE Jm AT N ERE, 21T 15% (w/w) B4 &) SSCF 4
72 L-FLER, 50 °CFHEML 12h, WATHI4A pH B 5.5 JE B NP FIRUEAT K, A 4 M NaOH fE A+
A L-FLER A LA A RS 300 5E T 48 h K28 i BL 4 M NaOH 1R, L-FLBRAE ™ A K
IS 1IN 5E TR R R

5.3.3  BEALTEAREUIR pH (B BEVE REPRAN

BT ARAC pH B R B RE PP 2 EEAN A pH B 251 N B i 77 5 DL AR BT 4F
YRR HAT, SR & pH EHIEE RN 5.5, FERIEE T A4k R M1 BOE pH
EHIEH (4.75-5.25), MK pH {E 4.0 8@ W2 2 T AR B 41 (pKa=3.86).
BEAL B RRAEAR pH B 24 T I R BEVERE SR #E MRS 8597 3L LK SSCF kAT 1A% 1. 1%
pH (AT, FLIER A= B R 140 B A= 4 DA S FLIR k9 2= 52 41260, X T-7E MRS #%
FRILFHIREE, Wik 5.3a fT, 24 pHEM 5.5 BIK)5, b @K S B A BRI MRS £
FREHIPEAE LA R FLRR AR P AR R TR T, AER A TR R RO RE DL S L-FLIR AR = R
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THAREM, 7£ pHH 4.5 LA 4.0 24T, #ALEMRP L-ZLER= &40 708 31.2 g/L LA
K 23.5¢g/L, T HEEMD DIERE T 27.7%00 5% 34.7%; SEAGTE PR 04 M /1728 A
pH M40 R E T K WAk, 76 pHAE 4.5 LA 4.0 24K, BEAL TR AR 40 B E 7140
EEF R ERR D B T 1.6 5 A K 4.2 15, I MRS 8537 510 R BEGT LR S, HEIL T #E
FEHAR pH AE AT T, HAK pH B0 LA LR R T 14 R I $2 T BE N BA i o T+ SSCF
K, Wl 53b fioR, 2 pH EKT 5.0 B, FREERN L-AR-24EE F%FT, H
AR AR LR A F AR 2L B 2 v T R bR . AL B R L-FLIR 7 2 4E pH {H 4.5 LA
4.0 %A N or AR 453 g/L f131.4 /L, AHLEF R ER AR S T 17.2%F1 88.4%; 4
pH (KT 5.5 I, AL BRI A0S ) U802 R BRI 5 LA E . B SSCF 45 3
ATCLUE H, HHGRARAE AR pH 2600 T, HAK pH HUidiveAd b T H R B R B4 1 58 0 2
Fo AN, BRATBEMR T B FERAE pH {H 4.0 24F PR EA S & R L-FLRRAE =1
e, SRR ERAE pH (A 4.0 40 FRALRRA =6 12 BRI, & SSCF [
BB FECRERMELIENEFET (B 5.4).

OResidual sugar B L-lactic acid
50 -

40
30 1
20 1

10

L-lactic acid and residual sugar (g/L)

15% 10% 7.5% 5%
Solids content (w/w)

Bl 5.4 BALEHREAFEEESE pH 1 4.0 K4 TR R RAIER BB

Fig. 5.4 Simultaneous saccharification and co-fermentation comparison of the evolved strain under
various solids loading

KBEAAT: CABERE IS MIZEAT EEE, 4 M NaOH fE 9, 50 °CRTtbEAL 12 h )5, 55414 pH
104 5.5 SRR AN IOIEAT A s TRPEIR E R K I 24 i A G W S R WEIR L 2 A0, L-FLIRIR FE I E T
L Ao

53.4  HEACBHPRTEAR pH (254 N I 7L IRR A I /b A7) 1A 4
7E pH ff 4.0 4~ SSCF 2 By Fs A [ml A1 23047 T lllE . i 5.5 Fr
7~ B NaOH fE N FI5FIRS, pH{H 4.0 N NaOH FH &4 0.16 gNaOH/g L-FL2, AL
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T pH 1H 5.5, NaOH HE T[4 T 56.3%, 1M Ca(OH): {E N AIFIR, pH{H 4.0
Ca(OH)2 &4 0.25 g Ca(OH)2/g L-7L.F&, AHLLT pHAH 5.5 %4, Ca(OH): H&E N
T 39.8%. K pH E&AF T AT AR R R E /b 7 AR A, BB, Aeig
b 5 TR IR A FE R M &, PR FLRR AL T2 A

H A B0 A3 S FLIR W AE IS pH 251 N I FLIR A 77 S ik R R H A BR .
Zhang %5 2012 @D &N PEBHMEIRE T L. casei (RIS 32 RE 71, FAFHIHEL R RER
FRI 2 WETE pH {H 4.3 2/ N 4757 17.9 ¢/L IFLER . Cubas-Cano %5 2019 il i 75 AKE 57
FrHEFKIE 100 RIIEREREL, 1523 ERAE pHA A 4.0 2% F =4 T 8 g/L
B ARBHE, FFAR—FhEE S R 77 SR SAR BRI 52 1 FLER TR 11 = A1 pH A BB FH ()
o HE—D MBI FUNAZ SR AR T 45 6 AN R (00 SRS LK B T B gy 880 %) 7 90 i P i 52 2
LR I o« Z HT AT TR I PR B I Y pH (B8R, FLRRTN 52 AE JIBR T, T 2GR
B (5, 6-FR DL HBEFAME &) C 4 4 iF B v UM T #ERf I e LR B A e Y pHL L%
194, 266 {5 SEPRER B BI3E A DA R AR 22 5 AR S S b, RS BT IR 1S 2R
T 52 ¥ 25 i v 114 TEE T K

a . = .
05 - pH5.5 ®pH 4.0

o
N
1

—t+—

0.3 -

Dosage of neutralizing agents
(g/g lactic acid)
o
i

0.0 - :
NaOH Ca(OH),
& 5.5 HAEERMSRARPAFE pH E 4.0 %24 T HRHAFIHE

Fig. 5.5 The dosage of neutralizing agents for cellulosic L-lactic acid fermentation in the evolved strain at
pH 4.0.
KA DA pHAR 5.5 2600 NIRRT EAR X i, 2R 4E3K L-FLIRI R AL 3L i 2 DA
5% (wiw) [E &8 R/NERATAE N EDRL, BTy 10 mg HE /g 4F4ER . pH E2 I8 A 3hiRn 4
M NaOH E{# 25% (w/w) Ca(OH), [RIVRIE A 15 1K)«

5.4 ARE/PG

AT, R T IER ML DL M s SRS SR 3R = L-FLIRAE P2 E Ak P acidilactici
ZY271 B pH EHTI M LU AR R IR RE, HRiET MRS B398 K2 LA K. SSCF SR
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flHEL AR MR pH ([ HTPE . AT EEH R8I R

(D) BT 7 ZAT5 T B BSOS SR 3E 5 P acidilactici Y271 WK pH [HPTdi ¢, &
(D BMILRBRAL B E: (D BRI FLRIGE R0 GiD ZHMAE 2K HY,
(EREERAEVE 32T E

(2) I LE MRS £ 733K pH {2640 T K IIE i 77, 2R15 17—k
R LB IR . LB R MRS 85375 K BELL & SSCF, FEHEATARFR bR 1) LR K %
i, AT R AR, L-FLER R M R LA AN TS i #a 52T 76 pH {H 4.0 Z4F T, it
TR PR & s 77 38 8% DL S SSCF 1) L-FLEE =& 73 il & 23.5 /L KL 31.4 ¢/L, MHELT
HOR R BT T 34.7%F1 88.5%; TEANF] pH {H /) MRS 377 58 K ¥ L & SSCF,
BT ARAR LG T R B PR, A ME D #0E S YTt .

(3) LR R R A HR FNFI3EAT pH {H 4.0 4518 4 SSCF #Bfig & & /b
FFEAEH . {8 H NaOH /E 8 A155], pH 1H 4.0 24 7 NaOH FH &AL T pH {H 5.5
Al LABEAR 56.3%, Tfif#H Ca(OH)2 M A] LAY/ Ca(OH)2 &A% 39.8%. 8> H A7 1
181 FH B R 5 S FLIR Al A ik 78w [ 44 B S 1 7 AR DA ORI IR I &, ek FLIR 4k
TR T2 A
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&

F6E SZrS5RE

6.1 Zit

A ) R ) TR R A IO 41 4 25 A 0 M e R P A T 2 8 B SR IR T T Ak DA
SO S TR & Fhbie, QISR 5 7 A B 45 . il BLAAIR pH ESE . X
S P L 2 Ko A A e b R R ) A K DA B R B RGRE ), 3 BV W R R TR VR FRe 8 DA K Kk
I AR AE AEAT o S e AE W) B vk B e Headi v A AR T 2, — bR B e B
B, 53— I I A S o AR TR ST T B FH X P AN [ ) SR SRR v A k] R
FIHIE . N T BRI S e ) T AV AR e, AT T BN TAE:
IR E MR IR, SR TIE A KRB Z. mobilis 8b I M A I 52
BE IR 4L 3 0 K ebEfRE, I HARE) qQRT-PCR 1240 5] 7 15 Wy 30 W i 52 40 55 ) 5%
BEIEIR . BE TORBAER T2 AFAEANEIY) p-oR R, 8 RS B TR AR I p- 2R B
ZHeSICA R AR T), 12BN T Z mobilis 1= KBRIN SZ ML, 12 qRT-PCR ik It %
BT 5 p- KBRS A S BEIE R, JF FoE T B M o it — P4 T Z mobilis 1) p-2K
BRI 5268 7o KA H AT USSR A BN T, MR 7 —IRE S ) B1IE SRR 21 1)
BEAL TR i 1 Re SR T O, e B TR 2 5 iR PO AR O B R [N . dl It
P, acidilactici fE1i pH B ZAF T HATE R AR 77, A5 T —HRAK pH B U0 M RE RS 1k
ST IR, FEAK pH (E 4 FEHMTICIEAR I FLIR A B, HEAL TR AR I 40 B A= DL 2,
L-FLERA = #A B Fto DU R AR SO £ E 4518

(1) ££ 25% (wiw) [R5 R AR FT A M KR i N e A B i v 1 is
ARG Z. mobilis My BEFN TV 32 58 )1 LA S AP YE R OB R EFIERE . #EAL K Z.
mobilis Z198 WITHEEHIGIY) (p- BRI, HFEEE UL T HE HAGB ML T H AR
WA BEMERIRTE, JUHRX TR R KA R, 120 KR T R RIS
T 1.8 f%. HEACEPRIN = B S B R ML R i B 4a e 7 R s AR SR, &
A A . ARRERI 2 DL R g sl g s 1 . @i i — 2P 1) qRT-PCR, #2482
T L ERR I R AL BE 18R T s L K] ZMO3_ RS07160(4wts SDR Z A AL IE JE ),
I AE H R B R IS A X — JE DR BRI AE [R] A5 WA T DL B K AR R B 4 v R B B
TR P Py B A1 1) D T 52 6 7 o

(2) %58 T B SR 2 AAAE ) p-RERINEIY, IRICIFAZIR 1AM B
RS T p- R ER BT ALEE DL S p- R ER BTSSR . 6 Pl WA R 27 4 2 I KL 20 Tk 1 5
H = BN p-2KBE, I TL 5 R ARV BT p- 2R BRI 52 UL S A e
1, RIS 52 p-2R B AL @ = B VR p-2R R A Oy TARER PR 2R - 5
BT qRT-PCR, 24 1 Z. mobilis ' p-ZSFRIN 52 1) SR (ZMO1399. ZMO1576.
ZMOI1696. ZMO1949 UL} ZMO1984), FFiBILLE Z. mobilis 8b H1id FiL X LKL K it — P
Ferm T AR p- R BRPUE DL SR I RE .

(3) XL S, cerevisiae Z100 FEAT T #5320 0 #7 LR R A B 74041, 12
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JE 2T A BRI SR R P T LR R B REARTH IS 5 14> FHLER . LRI ARAE 50 °C
r , FLAHME A T R R R R T . AL B R R T B iR M R R i T B
JEI R, CBEA AL T R TR B PRI, TR AR I 2 R B R
PEBE ™ E LR W5 e . 325 RNA-seq /M R B, HEAC R R DL H & B FRAE i
38 I KEGG 738t A, R W5 a8 b 1R R 73 B DRI FE P R TR AR A 2 2 IR IA . DA
R BERRE TR, HEG E pR A CHm s RSBl (PRI DL & R R (L) g
TDFERITE 30 °CAPF N RA T BN BiRE, XEEE M LR IEAA BTk
I PTI E RE DA K A A R LR B RE AT o R A B T oA B, A TR AR
RAZE gL/ T R, XGRS R R iR o R A R N2 1 Ak
o

(4) HMEUOEIRE P acidilactici ZY271 WK pH E DU 8A #2223 I ROR,
MM pH [E4 4 N G MRS 77, 3EAb B R AE AT (T8 A 1 FL IR K T st
JEIL T WS IAERTH BAR pH EPTI M DL L-FLER R B BE  7E3EAT A H pH {H R MRS &
B%LLJ. SSCF, AL BRI A E DA LE T R R B B 2 4T, T R etk e
AEATIRABAR IR R N B35 (3R . 7F pH {H 4.0 204 F, LR G iR 773
KL M SSCFE 1) L-FLE&r= 80 il 23.5 g/L LM 31.4 /L, MELT R ERD BT
T 34.7%K1 88.5%. T4k, fRASE W FIFILE pH A 4.0 254~ K EEAS A % W0 25 P (K ek
AR, A BT 5 S L BR Al A A [ A 5 FE = AR DL IR R O =, BRI
FLER AL T2 A

6.2 BIFTK

(D BB TIERE A, B3 s T 2R AR bR f i rdi Pk, TERH T 1& M
PRI TT DS FH T4 2R 0 ) B R P4 iR DA A pH (55 2 Al ihiE o isi 1,
DR e BT P A AR R R PRI R R R L T T SR

(2) f&BIT qRT-PCR LL A RNA-seq AR, #2882 7 #ALEK Z. mobilis 2198 M
FEF N PO 52 52 e ) R B L R ZMO3 RS07160, KU T AL EEHE S. cerevisiae Z100 i 5
TR CLEOR M RESRTH 0 4> T HLER, 3 oS $2 m 2R WDkl sl AR PO LI R e 1 1
BRI FE A

(3) RILFEEE T PAb B J5 AR A4 = R T2 AR p-RERIDEIY, RILT
U R p- RPN, IF HASB) QRT-PCR 1R, FikIFI23E T Z mobilis H ()
p-ARTRPUIE L, A p- 2R Pl b R I B g SR A T B B R R =

6.3 B#

AHIE TR Sk A W ) T AR A A R 2T 44 2R A W s o R o G B 1 22 R e, SR B
PEuE DL AGE ML SRS, $R 0 T AR AR PTIYE, HF HAEB) qQRT-PCR. RNA-
seq VAR ENFERA, 2B TR Z 5MAIMNHY) . p-2KBRE DL iR S P A



L RET K F LR 5 85 Ul
KRB, N EPridi A VR AR A 3R AL T B HOR SRR 7 . (B AT
FATHRZ AR UL R U 2 4t

(1) BT EERR Z. mobilis Z198 WMy REANHI V) HUILTESR &, 2908 1 AL TE kI
P FN 1) DN 52 2 v PR O BEE SR DL, ()T A B R D0 ) P o 2 0 L A BB R I e (R
PEIFETT S0 T Bl FHAE O 1) B R A HEAT i — 2B I s o bt

(2) HTIEAERR, XAE Z mobilis 8b HIRIE | p-RBREF AR ThRe, IHRALE
FE R R TP AT SR, AT DU i B SOE IX e B RN T IS p- 2R BRI 32 R A
R E R, #E— PIuRX Ee L R 1) p- KB AL AL 1 e

(3) fEBIT RNA-seq LA SEER A E N FHEOR, 124982 1 #ELE P S. cerevisiae 2100
HAR 2 S Sl AE SC ) OSBRI Y], (R = XX e L DR D e i i — 2P IIE,  JE BAR TAE
AT PLIE R AR 550058 T BOR IR IEYZ 4 21 111X LB PR (1) Th g

(4) &N TS R ORISR T T P acidilactici Y271 WK pH {EHTI1RE
PLRCFLIR K B e, it A 1A 3 T AL R B 2K . 5 ] DUB A i i B, 4%
VAR IE NP DL SO S SRR 45 Aok, WIS pH (EPTIS M RE L = R R PR
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