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FLER FER B TIER0E & FUIRIAER & AR pH T 321 ROFFSE

e

PRI E AR REMEL (PBS) &M EIERIA&. DIAFA4E 2 N ER SR E
VEND, AR BR A PRI A A EE S . BT, KRB RITIAR K
PREEHEIGE DL R 8. (1) 2Pef4E KA H G 2= A R Re A 2R (2) KT
LR PR BRI 7= A A BRI B R B R s (3D BRUIK ) R TRt P A 459 T ok
G Geid RGHem . AL —RE M TR Pediococcus acidilactici ZY271 1EHN
HOR TR, I HOO AR ot 47 4 3544 &R R siRaE S v . T iR (42-48°C) DAL RTR IR
JR AT 4 2 R U5 A SRR R, AR AR UG SRR LE P, acidilactici ZY271 H1 5] N4t
JHIEJE TCA ((TCA) AF=BRHIMREEAS, LUHSCILAEAR A 4E =R R N A~ IR . 1F
N—RENREF AN, P acidilactici 7 R BT FE 75 B2 0 b R0 751 DLZE SR R 2 10
pH, JEIALE” o B P AR BN ER R 7. BRItk SRS RIS pH I 324, {6
HAT DAEBUIC pH 26 FRATE VLR KT, gk AR B B s e ornss), A=
B SEPRN FNE . AHIEFE 3 AL HE LU PR 7 N A

55— TAE R U rTCA #1425 N\ P, acidilactici ZY271 7, 3 BEIARR A 77 1%
£ . f£ NCBI # ¥ FE %t P acidilactici ZY271 43 [H 40 (GeneBank & A\ 5 .
NZ_CP082111) B THEZR, KILEAELL C3 B C4 BEIE R DA SE RIR I EBE (mdh) %
o WKL mdh #ATHFREEHEOMIEEE, GREYIRKE Corynebacterium
glutamicum B253 ) mdh1 Pk B Bl G s (67 U/mg). I [R5 B 40 7 20K
3] ackd RS01275 A7 ri, TSN AR BSERIRIRE, MHERAREKG AN Ml #H—
B FRIL TR T, KR E C glutamicum B253 () PEP RS (pck) S M1 H,
PR E AR M2, M1 WAREEAT AN ET A B R IR AE, (3% AR IR IR . 7RI
PREARR A TR CERBRD B, RILE R FLER 4B 7 2 LRSI R FR R = 30%,
RAFLRIREN 1.03 g/g FENE, @ THIRMAER, HAREK ZY271 HH IR FE L
(1520 112 g/g). XM THRRATAEFRRITHEFRGT CERRIARE, mleS),
VS BRI FLIR B S5 X AL 3 B AR R 2 AR R FA R SR TR 4 — D R R AL

55 A A R i B A I T B i Poacidilactici TEAR pH B R i 527
Y& A AN 7 0 R B R S AR 30% ] 75 /N ZE R AT K ARV R I R BE BT R
(1), AER AT =AY BT 160 AL ARHE R A SEES,  $RAG — BRARE I 1d M
B E R ALEL, [RIBUE B T 22 85 3040 S M 0 BN 1 B M kA A2 A S B S s PE T
F 30%IE 5 &N AR KA E A IR RE,  DUFLIR A 7= M Re s vHE 0 idk I e i A, 7 ke ik
1T RBEE . R EW, ALEl /21K pH (4.6) 4440 TR EEMERE STE pH 5.0 F %,
5% 108.5 g/L FLER, LEXTREREMR ™= ESEm T 43%. 24 pH fF(KF] 4.4 1f, ALE1 1533
85.2 g/L MIFLIR, SXTMBREARALLIRE 115%. X i B E e T R, Rkt
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Metabolic engineering of Pediococcus acidilactici for succinic acid
production and resistance under low pH conditions

Abstract

Succinic acid is an important precursor for synthesizing biobased polymeric materials
(PBS). It is important to produce succinic acid by biorefinery technology using lignocellulose
as a raw material instead of grain starch. Currently, lignocellulosic succinic acid fermentation
strains mainly face the following problems: (1) the production of pentose sugar after
hemicellulose treatment cannot be effectively utilized; (2) toxic substances produced by
lignocellulosic pretreatment inhibit the fermentation performance of the strains; and (3) lower
fermentation temperatures result in a lower rate of fermentation and a higher risk of bacterial
contamination. In this paper, an important engineered bacterium, Pediococcus acidilactici
ZY271, was used as the starting strain to introduce an exogenous Reduced TCA (rTCA)
production pathway in P. acidilactici ZY271 through a metabolic engineering modification
strategy, to achieve succinic acid production in lignocellulosic systems. As an organic acid-
producing microbial strain, P. acidilactici requires the addition of a neutralizer during
fermentation to maintain the optimum pH of the fermentation, which later generates a large
amount of inorganic salt waste during product isolation. Therefore, it is of great practical value
to improve the tolerance of strains to low pH so that they can perform organic acid fermentation
under low pH conditions. This study consists of two main parts:

The first part of the work was to construct the succinate production pathway by introducing
the heterologous rTCA pathway into P. acidilactici ZY271. A search of the entire genome of P
acidilactici ZY271 in the NCBI database (GeneBank Access Number: NZ CP082111) revealed
the absence of the catalytic C3 to C4 enzyme gene as well as the malate dehydrogenase (mdh)
gene. The candidate mdh was subjected to inducible expression and protease activity
characterization, which showed that mdhl from Corynebacterium glutamicum B253 expressed
the highest protease activity (67 U/mg). Gene was integrated into the ack4 RS01275 site by
homologous recombination to open the oxaloacetate to malate pathway, and the recombinant
strain was named M1. The PEP carboxykinase (pck) from C. glutamicum B253 was further
introduced into M1 as an expression plasmid to construct recombinant strain M2. The M1 strain
was verified for fermentation with added precursors, but succinic acid was not produced. With
the addition of succinic acid synthesis precursor (malate), it was found that the lactic acid
production rate of the strain was 30% higher than that of the group without added malate, and
the final lactic acid yield was 1.03 g/g glucose, which was higher than the theoretical yield. The
same occurs in the departure strain ZY271(1.12 g/g), which is due to the presence of a malate-
consuming pathway (malolactic enzyme, m/eS) in the genome, which catalyzes the production
of malic acid to lactic acid. Finally, a series of knockout plasmids were constructed for the m/eS
gene, and the reasons why the constructed pathway did not produce succinate were further
discussed and explored.
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The second part of the work was to improve the tolerance of P. acidilactici to low pH stress
through adaptive evolution. The sugar concentration in the adaptation evolution medium was
designed based on the concentration of monosaccharides in 30% solid loadings (w/w) wheat
straw hydrolysate. Adaptive evolution experiments were conducted in shake flasks through
three stages totaling 160 passages, resulting in the isolation of a stable adaptive evolution strain,
ALEIl, and demonstrating the crucial role of alternating evolution strategy throughout the
adaptive evolution process. The fermentation performance of the evolved strain was evaluated
based on lactic acid production using 30% solid loadings (w/w) wheat straw hydrolysate as the
substrate. The results indicated that ALE1 exhibited consistent fermentation performance at low
pH (4.6), producing 108.5 g/L of lactic acid, a 43% increase compared to the control strain at
pH 5.0. When pH was further reduced to 4.4, ALE1 produced 85.2 g/L of lactic acid, a 115%
increase compared to the control strain. This demonstrates that adaptive evolution enabled the
strain to develop a certain tolerance to low pH stress, thereby enhancing its fermentation
performance under low pH conditions. During the adaptive evolution and fermentation
validation processes, it was observed that the strain had poor xylose metabolism capability.
Therefore, adaptive evolution experiments were conducted to improve xylose consumption
capability, resulting in the isolation of a strain with stable performance after 30 passages.
Fermentation validation results showed that the strain exhibited improved xylose consumption
capability under low pH conditions.

Through the research in this thesis, a succinic acid production pathway was constructed
by expressing the mdh and pck genes in P. acidilactici ZY271; and the tolerance of the strain
under low pH conditions was improved by means of adaptive evolution, which lays the
foundation for the production of succinic acid by the strain using the lignocellulosic system.
Keywords: Lignocellulose; Succinic acid; Metabolic engineering; Low pH tolerance; Adaptive
evolution;



BEAFITKRF WILEMRT VT
H3x
£ I N1 =TT 1
L1 ZEWIFEBEIABL .ottt sttt 1
111 BEHABEMEIR ..ottt 1
1.1.2 DABEFARE AT IAEI IR ATIEE oo 2
1.1.3 BEFABR AT AT TT IR oottt s sttt 2
114 BEIATRETZTRIFR oottt 2
1.1.5 BEFATR AW B THIEBAR oottt 3
1.2 AR TR SOE Y& IR AR FEE R e 5
12,1 BBEBEARTRAL oottt 5
1.2.2 BEGHBEARIBIE oottt 6
1.2.3 AT JE T HTESIE oottt sttt 7
1.3 ARFTAGER TR B TEIATL oovoveeeeeee ettt 10
13,1 BEFABRIIEIEL oottt 10
1.3.2 KRB R AIRBFIIIFE oottt 11
1.3.3 KRB HERBEIARR AL FE AL oot 14
1.4 PR ARAEAR pH BE NI SZIE BT TT oo 15
1.4.1 % pH ST BERR AU AT oo 15
1.4.2 & MBI R EARAK pH T SZTERF T oo 15
BRI I - L B R = OO 16
%2 % ARSI BUE LR Fr 3R E AT HEIABL oo, 17
0 = =TSO 17
2.2 TG T oottt 17
R N L0 1 1A PR TR 17
222 BEFRFE TG TR oo 24
2.2.3 B JTURIFTE oottt 24
R Nk v =TS 25
2.2.5 HEEAMIEFRIEE SDS-PAGE .....ooooveieeeeeeeeeeteeeeetee e 27
2.2.6 MDH ZE AT ZETE oot ee ettt 28
2.2.7 FERIIFITEEEZH ..ottt 28
2.2.8 BEHABRZTEDZIN oottt 29
2.2.9 FESRREI S AR BHZRIIE oottt 30
2.3 BE IR G TTIR oottt 31

2.3.1 MDH 15 G 2RI D R T o o ooeeeeeeeeeeeee oo oo e e e e e e e et e s e e e e en et e e e e erarana, 31



VIR LEBIKRF W%

2.3.2 Hifk R B R EREEAE R EE oottt 32
2.3.3 C3 B CABBARIIRTE oottt 33
2.3.4 BEHABRRTEIGAE oottt ettt sttt sttt 35
N . OO 41
953 & FUR BRI pH A S T HUEMERTIT s 43
R 70 =1 =TSR 43
I b R by TP 43
321 TR B FRTE AT TR LM oot 43
322 FEIUPETEL oottt 44
3.2.3 &M ARAEAR pH 25 T RBEETTAT (oo, 44
3.2.4 KEEFP) AITE VAL pHABLEIIUIE oo 45
3.3 A B T I oo ettt 45
3.3.1 HAREMAEAR pH ZFAT T RBFREITE R oo 45
3.3.2 K pH Z5ME I SPETEL oo 47
3.3.3 K pH Z5E N ARBEVEBETEDN oot 49
3.3.4 EPNPEFHR S B ARAEAR pH 2508 T ARBEARETIEZE 51
B4 ARBEIINGE oo 52
AT GRS o 53
A1 BETR ottt 53
B2 FBEE oo ettt 54
BEE TR oottt 55
A HHTAIIHE TR oo 65



LEEIRKF WL%MBT 1

B1E H

it

1.1 EYHEFEHAR

1.1.1 BEHRALIA

PRI, 4N T MRV 43 R (Succinic acid, Butanedioic acid), s&—Ff
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Figure 1.1 Application of succinic acid

PRIAMR 4 35 B & W 2 i %42 )75 (U.S. Food and Drug Administration, FDA) AN
GRAS (Generally Recognized as Safe), F/ ZHIMNH TEIT. & R LAY
R 2Rk A 2 Y. AL AT, BRIAIR A A HoAth s BB 22 i ) C4 1k
G, B ETVF 2R AL A AR A2 DUAS AT AR SRR N R, BRI IR vT DL X L
PRUR SR Z) 250 Ak =i A= (B 1.1,

FLZE 2004 4F, EEAEEES (US Department of Energy, DOE) & % — 4R 45 il

(Top Value Added Chemicals from Biomass: Volume I - Results of Screening for Potential
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Candidates from Sugars and Synthesis Gas) HURF BRI E N 12 M {E AT G405
i, LASCER B JI R SR P i K 2 — A

1.1.2 DABRIHER AT I AV R G AR

BEREFERAAET L6 AR A RAE MR, Hd M e Z 7 B A4
IS, X R YR B RREE, SEOTER “Aygge” O, R AR
AR R M RN A, st ss BRI AT R) PBSA (BT RO B
i) F1 PBS CRT —MRT —Flis). Ll PBS Afl, JLEAA RIFHIMERE, JI71EaeS PP
(WM UL ABS S8R elziat . i H IR AH T HAR M A T A W
Ry i O R, PR R R T RA B RIRREE I, 2 2HTE
aELEERL — RV R AR M RIS 2

LR, BL PBS AERIAEYER GRS UEA R K. SARIEHIR I T
WG Es 27.5 3/, T T BREARR I i SR T S A Ty 3500 /4RO,
1.1.3 BEHIRR I 7 20

PRI A T N EEG WS G B G A . I A5 07 V5B IR FH R 1) B
RO B, DA o Ekl, il 2 st e, A (D IF
T RE A BUBEE S AN (2 TS S RAEINEBCE LR (3) A AE LS
AEAREATIRER T8 () RORFEEF KRS,

SR AL 226 AR AE SO 25 AR JI B . BRI5E 35 G 7™ B DA A7 AE 22 4 B AR A 1 22 o) R,
WA A AWTIE H amfhE . e RN D SR e g, EB &Mt B i Tolk
RS A 4 B 38 o A ) R B A P R B R S AR i, RS R RN SIS T I i R ) O
—H.

AP IRHE (Biosuccinate) & i@ I Tl A= M gm i T R FH & Pl i < 18 P 3k A5 1
B R H AR T Zeikus & H13), Zeikus 55 N4 B H — B R AR I B3
BRI AE YD Actinobacillus succinogenes, HIEIMRF=&1X%F] 110g/L. Mk, FF)E 7EY
FRIRACE A M BRI W SR ] . AEIT 25 SRR TR, AR B R R IR R P
fRvERE SO R B T2 ML A e 3, [ N 95 5 7 AR Vi 22 B4 IR A= Y B B 3
BRAE™= T o BRI, —J7 IR HARR AL 7 [ AR SR IA AN F DOE Jirifil i (1) 2.5 g/L/h H AR,
377 T B A8 FH B B JEORER 2 DU & BE AR AR BN 3, FERCAS ik vk 5 4
FEPRIMA TS o D 7R E SR AR B R, TR S HAR RYERE I R BE B ik, i
— DA A R PR IABR AL P2 AT, AT SEER AV B BE A IR I B A . AT 41 4k 252 3
Bk EMHFE MR R IR, HORIET 2 W& KB E0 AR bl e o AU, B
AR AFHE AR SR A P2 B HA R P il 25 B AIC R I PR A6 77 JAR 3 1 o AR W B B A R
R T7 1] o
114 BEIAMA = Pk

BRI & R AT 0 8 (1) RARBEIATRA = Hbk; () AR Sus SRR A= 7= T Pk
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H AR T A BB AR AR RS AE T CLISIR IR AE AR 472, X — Rl A P
PR RN BEIAIR A w1, AT R R E IR IR . H A C %00 9 T BRI A= 7 1 1
™ H : Anaerobiospirllum succiniproducens ( 7= 3% ¥ B K & M8 B ) - Mannheimia
succiniciproducens (F=HEIAMR = [IKIF 1 )+ Actinobacillus succinogenes (7= BEIFR AT
W) LA Basfia succiniciproducens (BEXEIENEH) 5. DL A. succiniproducens 1,
ZAEY R BRI A B o kN, 3 DSMZ (German Collection of
Microorganisms and Cell Cultures) FNEY) L2 —RIMAED . A. succiniproducens %} =ik
FEM B IR B A R i sz S, mR A IR 53 2 . Wang S8 APHRIE T
A.succiniciproducens CGMCC1593 T Pk LU % B8 8 J5kE,  IREUK =4 60.2 ¢/L HI3EIH
PR, [RS8 T R B K A R R B = AR T 50.6 g/L IBRIAIRIO, B Lk JERlAbh, Z Btk
G fg DL —ACHE R R FLIE S MR DL R N S R K AR AT IR A T A B R
IR, R A CBERFLRER AN . (B TIXREREEE A EW, s
FH S R T B AT AR 0, RN 4 A 3R 5578 FR Loy JU ks B s 4K pH
P, H TR T ol AR =R,

b 5 AR R O SR R AL, S BRI AU B AR M 1 ARt H 2815 2
X RER KA IEA DUIRIR AAE & =Wy, & 2@t — RPN B H 0 i v g
BORMGIE IR AU B4, SCILBRHARR AR 77, T IR 1 S0UE I HL R IR 5 T B R X
2, A TR O R AT SRAF RS = S I R FH IR, 1T HL AR O (92 B 7 W 1 A
FiCo AR B0 B FH R A 7 RS ORI AR A A, BN Escherichia coli CRF
# )+ Corynebacterium glutamicum (ZRMENH )\ Saccharomyces cerevisiae (FRIP %
BE) | Yarrowia lipolytica (fENGW IREERE) DA AR (FLIRFLIKE Lactococcus
lactis) 4. FEAEU TREFEARRARE, —de Um kB KR, I 3R
BRAE P2 G . R A HON I KW PR, 57 i AR N A o TR, A
— RANBRIATR A AN T, Blan: MYILAFE Lactobacillus plantarum®), 2 %
Aspergillus niger0), WA BEE20L Je Ol RAREIARE A2 F= A E W56 o Ji s AH R A A
TRESUE, RS IR R ik, & H AT A& BRI 7T 34
115 BRIAMR A & ik e

PRIARR AR A A R AR R = k%42 (1) Ak TCA 42 (oTCA pathway), %%
R EEMKEE TCA TEF, UL fEAE &M TR, (Ha2g H T RS IRE 2 2 2V 2 R

(2) I&J5 TCA #§4% (rTCA pathway), FEAEGREFAM TIHER; Bl (3) 3-FRIL AR

#4% (3 HP pathway). HPEAUHSREZ K 1.2 iR

TEAAFMT, Hib TCA BRIEHRRIRAF2EA 1 mol/mol # & FEX), 78 RA K
R, 8 rTCA BSR4 BRI, AR T 75 B 2 A uh, EIARET, WMAEY
A7 1 kg BEHARR 22 /D AT DUREE 0.37 kg AR 20 R T D i &= SR B, 755
HENAMERRT “Brrb 7 5 “Rrikig” SREg EAR. RN ERIR w2 %, 1
mol FIHI &2 AR 2 mol MIBRIAMR, =AEME PRI I £ 2400, SR 32 2 N
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NADH ()RR, HELOA B R =280, T A AR KR P acidilactici F AR
AR N AEK S KEE, AN EZA 4 (TCA A= BRI R %A%

f£ 1'TCA Bt H, FE R MmN UM IR (Phosphoenolpyruvate PEP) E{# A
PR AE C3 2| C4 1EH TR =84k, fibd il O Rei#EH R R, Hand— 270
BRI PR AL BB T e 4 AR IR IR . rTCA Hh S C3 3 C4 Bl FE2A VIRl TNEER R AL
f§ (pyruvate carboxylase, PYC). BEMRMGEZ IR PEP #21LEE (phosphoenolpyruvate
carboxylase, PPC). PEP LM (phosphoenolpyruvate carboxykinase , PCK) LA M3
RERES (malic enzyme, MAE) 151,

Carbon source

PEP )

ADP._] . 3 N laciate Byproduct pathway
are M
: Pyruvate NAD* . NADH
co. [ADP |aTp CoA " FotmaleM CO,+H,
\ [ €0, [ co, L A
NADH|NADPH \ v NADY adn ?_‘AD Efandl
e | 2 ano
co, | co, PP ,p(l' ',m.“ Acetyl-CoA i
A ‘ WA ADP ATP
maed 'Immﬂ ' ATP' ‘ AD; gld N wr Acetyl-Pi :__A..mk‘ Acetate
» % . Y ' X v : - .‘ P 7
NAD+ | NADP® Oxaloacetate con Citrate x\": iqu NADPH 2NADP*
v - ;A, W
NADH & /%y o\ et Malonyl-CoA 3-hydroxypropionate
NAD *7 AT 0N NADPH#AT
N N‘lalate Cls;a:o:utat; NADP*$ADE
H,0 « { fumABC g ‘v o Propionyl-CoA
Fibnarate Isocitrate ATP+CO,
\(itscp Glyoxylate” T P e aop
NADH \ \( frdABCD yoxylate , ot
NAD*—_\\ _ FAD €0: *7\s NAD(PIH Methylmalonyl-CoA
- a-ketoglutarate
CoA etog mmcEM
% CoA 00, \ A4
GTP N D = B B2 succinyl-CoA
copedy * Succinyl-CoA NADH =~ G; GDP
I Reductive branch of TCA | I Oxidative branch of TCA ] | 3HP cycle for succinate |

1.2 BRI & R

Figure 1.2 succinic acid biosynthetic pathway

rTCA AP BRIRE SR — 2% i A R e I A B s AR AL B (PCK, EC 4.1.1.32),
B F B T AN 5 TUE 0, PCK WTBLAE{L ADP. HCO3BLJ PEP /LR ATP 45
EWE LR . ZBA SRR R ER A, BIEAR T 4R A K S m A ., b
JEESE R E NS (malate dehydrogenase, MDH) F/EFH FAEKE SR, 1ZIIHE 7 EH
¥6 1 70T H) NADH. PRI E LIR/KEE (fumarate hydratase, FumABC) $4L AE
iR, mETE 1 77+ NADH, 1'% SRIE)EN (fumarate reductase, FrdABCD) Hf
W, RAERIFR. AMAKRY, PCK A EMEREKE CO, BiEHCO; A4 HA LIS
PEB3, [RGB I PCK 3% 485K A BOBR IR I 75 LG HC O3 [R5 a B T4 1 il 7t B34,

L), PEP ik 5 A MBI 035 — 4 B 6 R B PR R RS LG (PPC, EC
4.1.131) RSB, PPC UL M2 EAHBT, i ILBiRERE i RR: (PEP) 5HCO;
RN A BRI 2R S Te AL RR $h0°). 5 PCK BRARAHLLER T [ CO, & HEAR 2
Ab, HERMEACE R 300, 2 B 75 EKEE PPC [ € CO2e ARIFREY], Milk ppe £
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K213 E. coli fE5H COy MR A KRB 2 HIZHIIR ™= |\ AL 70% A 424, 1%
Yl PPC ZE[HE CO2 4 77 BEFIR A B8 il BB RSB MIME A . PPC 24 H T 5Lt
PRI B ER AR R PO, FEIREARAE T, 28— PEP B AL NIRRT SR, o fE
RiIK ppe £ FBORHRLE =/ )18 ZPY, X & HT PPC fiE{LIIFE & #E PEP, §2M
HAMAR T B % R A IEH BT (Bln: PTS ¥ig 245, K@ PPC #2458
HIRES, 5 Z 4 ppe FEFFIRIEKF .

C3 2| C4 IR AT LN NI A, @i NI FR LR (PYC, EC 6.4.1.1) LUK
RIREE (MAE) HIPER, SEILBRIHRZ AL

PYC 4L N BHERE [ '8 COa K [AI I JH KE ATP A= BBk 2.8 A1 ADP, #3E— B4
IR . 5 PPC —#f, PYC EREE LRI RN AR R 2 CEH . 281 PYC fifk
AR EHARRE R, DRI SR AT R 2 s TR AR R A S AT SRR I R AL
PR ER 2 R RS, ZId FE R EVE#E 1 70T NADH (MaeA, EC 1.1.1.38) (3% 1 70T I1
NADPH (MaeB, EC 1.1.1.40). AH7i3KH MAE AL RN T 1), H H BT
AR IR, R 2> R M B8 B R A 710, s AL PR R VRS (pyruvate kinase, PYK,
EC 2.7.1.40) fHEGIAE 4R oA 2R NEHER, AT RE2 v ISP S IR il ke A ik A% B AN S5 o
VUM rTCA A BRI IR A F BN B WIER 1.1 B4 .

F 1.1 rTCA IUF AR LLER
Table 1.1 Comparison of the four pathways of rTCA

B PCK 42 PPC %1% PYC 4% MAE 4%
JERA) PEP, CO» PEP, CO, WHilE, CO. WHEiER, CO,
Sk PCK PPC PYC MAE
N A EL 4 4 4 3
NADH 2 2 2 2
ATP +1 0 -1 0
EC 4.1.1.32 4.1.1.31 6.4.1.1 1.1.1.38/39

1.2 A TREBCEMAEY & IR BRI Tt R

S AR TR B A P SR R AR B . (1) SRLBREIR A R (D) Wik
RIS SE S AR (3) M ATP SR JE R s . IR IR, AR LR
S IR 8 A A SUAEH BN AR ) s R
12,1 s s

TRIFIR B A2 I3 AL, T ERRANRE 115 BTl 9 DU AL C3 B C4 BZERE, LK
{TCA PSR HARRBAR F R IIE R Cmdhs fum WAT% frd)o £ B2 SRAL A T R0
PR BB R A5 LR T 41,

Okino & NWPE C. glutamicum (AldhA) Ak pyc FERFRIE, 7EREFAF TR &K
TRINBR R S AN TR, B2 146 o/L BEIARE, 155N 0.97 o/g HiEibE, SR
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53R ] 7 ) A TR R AR EE SR B TR P Bt i 1 7 AL Litsanov 55 AR A C
glutamicum ATCC13032 HEAT 77 7o, FERPRFLIRA LIRS R =) A AL R RT3 T
(Acat Apgo Apta-ackA AldhA), 1$3KIE pyc B:H, [FIRPER H Mycobacterium vaccae 1)

FH IR I B§(FDH, formate dehydrogenase)& [K#4 2B KAH ., FHT4ERFp b 71
AT, KT H I 3B I AR (gapd) WIRRARLSN, R — AL
RIBRFHIR A P MR, PR B CH RS T AR, IRESRIE T R #eE bR 9
77 774 133.9 /L BEIHIR, 1958 1.09 g/g Mi&INE. RECKF M ERIFWI E.
coli BHAT 1 — R I LRESGE, i RIAKE Rhizobium K] pye, EIRIHIRIG IR =
£ 0.8 g/g HIE B

B 7 A R B bR A, R BUR KA Tsuji 55 NPHRIE 1 AQH doE L.
plantarum H T IEFAR A7, WIELTE L. plantarum i$3KIE pyc 1 pck 3:[K, 48 h3K15 6.57
g/L WIIRIHIR . [FIREA S HiE H PCK 2 & ISR I SN, PCK AL AR A Ak
ATP, TERAEMAK IS 7 REMERITE

WA SO E H IR R COr FeAb WA NS R IR VAR 0, XK
APl G A T AR R T, AR, (HAE B S E IR R 5%
R 2 UIBHRAE AR Z =T, 2 R BRI B K% . Durall 58 \127)
1E S B 551 N R Synechocystis PCC 6803 HEATHEIAMR A e, B AU 1.8 g/L i
PEIAMR . lijima 5 NPFE Synechocystis PCC 6803 i FRIAHRIAMR A A A% I i 3 SRR it
AMGE (mdh), W H KB RZ A 4.2 g/L KIBEIHIR .
1.2.2 SE4FBRAR R

TP AR EE Y (1) SE4 N BRI A B & P 0 A Bk A, Blan . FLIRR I S

(dn) =R A TR Cackd) HE7= LIRER S (20 DABEHIER K H i [A]

AN RIA BT AR A, . JHFEIRIHER BRI ARG (sdh) VLRHFESE R IR )
SERBALIREG (mleS) HFHRZ.

Zhu 5 NI E. coli W1485 HIFLER AN F R AL = B AR AT W% (AldhA ApfD, FH.
Xf 4Ry e AR R T Cra BT R G, fEEHAREPIRE, RAFA 79.8 g/L HIHE
R, I HAERBELE P RA RN AR S PRI, Jang 55 NWRER E. coli
AFP111 ] pfIB+ IdhA VA J% ptsG BEIH, DA GINEAE N KD, &t P Bokb el 41k
f#, 724 101.2 g/L BRIAER . Olajuyin 55 NPYRSER E. coli K-12 ] IdhA~ pfIB~ poxB LA
o pta-ackd FE, REEFEA 22.4 /L BEIARR, PrEARBCT B ARG R 6 £ . Yuzbashev
G NPURER Y lipolytica Y-3314 M AEIEHIRR M BRI MEDLE Csdhl. sdh2), wm%Z%7=4
45.4 o/L BRIAME, LU HEAHBRIAmR ™ B iR w4 .

FRARIRIHR A7 A= V) AR BAIRAE AR & 7=, L [R] IR R B A K R 0 A
PA] e A AR 50 SR R PR R ) e g A, B BT DRI SR AR R IR . AR
1M T 8% E S ATEW, B A 2k Rl g TR, XX At AR TR g
WA KE KAIST (EHEFRFARRBE) (1) Lee L HHBMY 7 R ER TAE, Lee HIFA




BEAFITKRF WILEMRT 57T
OB — MR T R ARIRFARR B P2 W M. succiniciproducens®?, HEAT T ALK ZH I 3,
AR s A PR S i ST R A A S H Y, [FIR T R T — R AR s TR,
P T —HRRAR A= IR R B A A=Y . R T B R T BBk 1dhA~ pfiB LA
J pta-ackA @F=Y)A BERAR, 19 B0 A B RS PR AR AT B8, DA AT RE A R Rk
T IREANEI M R B, 28774 52.4 o/L IBEFARRE2), Ahn 25 A\ PAUYE I TAESEERE |, 3
RIEKHA C. glutamicum 1) mdh FEH, FHOSUSREERNS, HATHI BN ORI, &
A7RA 1343 o/L MBRIAIR . K IR AREEER (fdh) BINBNZEA A+, SCOLRERE
AR LR, R&ARKR 76.1 g/L MBEHIIRI.

B T A B A7 ] e 2 THI I A B R I AR 52 B DA R S A 38 i P 18 R AT 55 1 %2 Il
BEMT BRI 477 . EIRIEAERRER E. coli 1) ldhA 5 adhE W, RILKHFEEKR
WEEW), HIFRADY, BERERRIATRE mleS CGHFEFERIRMEER, MAERR
ARFLIR) 2 FEUKRERAREAS pH FR5E R EMEREAS 22
1.2.3 Sk SR P s

TUUAE 0 L PR A 5 S A 56 T TR T e 1) T AR A DL R R AR 7 B AR R
HAEENZE L N RIS JFE - 2l NADH/NAD SR B, % HAf 52 2 Fi
PRIZ s, bL R e R R 0 A RS« BT FARUE I AR S BL R 5 NADH/NAD A ¢
BRI RIS KA, 4 B coli HILTRIMERE (Idh). WERIR-F RN (pfD UK
FRARII AR G IE R Cackd) HEATRERR, MIEEAE E. coli NZN11116Y, K4 &l 7~
VIRt SRR A R AR . (RS KL IR, Bk NZNI111
TERA KA T REA = 3R IR, JF /5 40 M 9 AR 5 K & 9 I 8 F1 NADHI623],
NADH/NAD"bE H & B s = A5 103,

A B4l NADH [k Z 206 A2 F= BREH IR r= AR A T s o P 1.2 050, ARR 1 43
THIBEHIIR 75 22 2 4 F NADH, NADH FIAN & 2 7™ 5 IR BRI RE 427~ . Balzer 55 AL
£ E. coli 15l Nk H Candida boidinii (T T R22EEEE) W HRMARER (dhD),
FDH {4k FREAL K. CO, (RN 457742 NADH, ABEIIRE i A4 = SR AL A1 18 TR 77,
IPRBEIARE A 7= 2 . Tan 58 NIOINBERR B B8 4E (PPP) AT, @I BiHfb T2
FWE AL PPP PR AR AR CHE R R IB K, 21 PPP B AR5, =4 TE 2 1f] NADPH.
BT IA stha B:H, #&75 NADPH #4628 NADH BIRUE, SHBEHIRR A = 5e it 2 8 11
EJRF7, AR R L 1.61 mol/mol HI A HE, BARIEL =%, thoh, FIFHAFE
RS BB IR A AT AR U NADH A2 B i, 75 L AL EE AR A2 A o] DU A2 58 £ 1)
NADH ), G5 DAL BB A e B R 1 B PR BRI R A i 26167
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£ 1.2 R TESCEMED A= IR 5
Table 1.2 Summary of succinic acid production by metabolically engineered modified microorganisms
G AU i SRS JEEA) KEETTA WE gL SCHR
E. coli W1485 W pfl ldh; SRR E T Cra AT R G IS RIL  HikibE PR Bk EL - 79.8 48]
IR T
E. coli TUQ2 B ptsG icIR 3L, 1 FIE pye LK E Candida 1) fdh 7% 98 REKRE 345 43
E. coli SBS550MG  #il% adhE. IdhA. iclR VA% ackd-pta; 3FRiERE Candida %W RELERE 2.1 (641
boidinii 1) fdh UL} K H Lactococcus lactis 1] pyc
C. glutamicum R ldh. pta-ackA~ actA- poxB VWK ptsG; LFRIK pye Al & B BUANEL 155.2 (o8]
ATCC13032 pres wWRE S pek R RN & RIE K E M. succiniciproducens o R
i) pek; i FRik NCgl0275 FE [
C. glutamicum MR 1dhA; T 3RIE pye 5] 25 HE REAKE, 146.0 [42]
] & A
HCO; 1 i
b
C. glutamicum WiPR cat pgo~ pta-ackA~ ldhA; KL pye. gapAd VAKCKRHE %R P EBCAMEE 133.9 a
ATCC13032 M. vaccae 1 fdh A
M. succiniciproducens [ IdhA~ pflB VA pta-ackA 5 % bl IREAMNE S 52.4 [32]
MBELSSE bR
M. succiniciproducens w5 IdhA VA pta-ackA; iE3RIEKE C. glutamicum ) mdh 2 & HE P B RE 134 24l
PALK IR
M. succiniciproducens i[5 IdhA, frud R pta-ackA R REFRMNE 78.4 [69]

PALFK

i d



BEFI KRS WLHEMBT

Pt

=9

M. succiniciproducens
LPK7

Synechocystis

PCC 6803

L. plantarum
NCIMB 8826

Y lipolytica Y-3314

Y lipolytica Y-3314

A. niger ATCC1015

LRIX fdh; "l ldhA~ pfiB F pta-ackA

Rk mdh FH

e

wibE ldh; 3RIK peks pyes mae

5

HHI’

K& ach; 13RIE pck F scs2

il sdhl sdh2 1 suc2

FIE CRISPR-Cas9 4%, ik gox Al oah FEH; dRERKH

BRI RN
it

i Wil B

Ot PR

itk BRI
it

Hrith BRI
it

mt e B E HEKE

A. niger ] C4- —RIR¥%IZH H AnDCT ALK B A.carbonarius  Z ¥ /KRR

#) C4- R iz H AcDCT

76.1

4.2

6.57

110.7

454

23.0/9.0

[70]

(28]

[25]

[71]

[51]

[26]
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1.3 RREHERIFERHH 2 IRAR

R R FER AR A IR PR E Y, Bl ToKPLROKAESE
TEMIFREHT, EATRNICNEZER AR SR A SR, #88 “ MR BRI KB FE .
REA GO A = KE, RIEEXGT R 2023 EEERAETE SR, SERE
FEMTHA 118969 T AW, Koy ChZ. FEAELLLEAR) HHHmAR &3 E 2 #tHhm
TR 84%. 2023 IR E BV G 8N 64143.0 Jii, Z/bp=E 9 fZmi L - HFEFT
BN A PR AR R, HFEFER B ARAEXS 95 5, B A F 32 A T H0E K & ok
FVASHERL, DL RGE H s IR Ty . (BARRAAAEE RER T R R, 5l
BTG S, EAREIR Y. I UERCR, EH G 7T 20EEE, SR INtRAER A 5
SRR R 554 BT R4 4E 2 500, @i ARV R AR PP IR EIR,  SEIL AR AR g
AR A i ZL R ARG O TH 2 5 A0, 7R BRVE [l 2 — TR A S5 MRS 30038 1 5l
1.3.1 BEIAMR K J5UR

HETEHNINOH 2 R AR EEE AR =RMITIRR A~ 1) U2, £ 2010 4,
BioAmber A F] TVA B #57 3000 t/y BEFARG AL /2 nia 1), B TR TRES0ER E. coli,
PLNZZUE R N JE R P2 BRI . 2015 4F, 1% AR S5 HA Mitsui A S/EEINE RKE
50000 t/y HIAEYIFEBE AR A 7= L) . faf 2% Reverdia A & TR T — B A K pH it 52 1 1)
BRI T IEIARR K BE, JHAE 2012 FF 2 7 10000 ty BEFARR A= T . [ N AR 44
W 2017 FEEELAE 10000 t FIAEYEIRIAMR T.) o H AT AEDEL AR ARIR TG E
JRRL s — i, IR R AR R LT, BUR B e E A KRR, —
DTN BRI A A, ST E R B LG, B, ZEE KRR
AMEEIR IR, 2T B AT s i F R R JERR AR 5 R ] A% B B R A
b R SR W SO TR P AR A . HIEREE (S G A
EIRELL AN UM FLEERE (UMD 5. TR S hEa ML 79 PR
KRBT YHEZR IR

HIEE & LA K ERERE, Chan 55 AU RERERIFHAHOCIE R cscKB 1 cscd {E E.
coli KI22 Hid 31k . BEEMHHH RS EHT R, 72h N4 56 /L FIRHIIR . Ma s
NVOIH R AR T R s R, 4 esed FERS OmpC i€ PG KI5, # CscA HHH
Wi 7€ NP AE E. coli MU, ) FH REREFNH R R 2 AT BN BOK BERUE, 36 h Y43l A=
B 41 g/L A1 36.3 g/L BEIATR .

FLIFAMUAT DAE 9 B, oA 04 20 8 R mT DA S R R RU 7. Lee
ENVBLL M. succiniciproducens MBELSSE AN H K MR, FIFH TG R BEERL, [F]
I 55 R Ik T I R BlRy B e BRI, PRARR A, AT R, & 4 13 g/L
IBEHITR . Wang 56 NYRIH FLIGTE N K EERRIR, LA A. succinogenes {E N KM, R
T ARWIMEILEIREE, pH H-5HMEXEIRR A= Hs2m, &AIRHRAEEN 0.57
g/go
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VI R 27 1A 540 B3 A A Fe i B R R e DRl 7 T il 7 VP 2 A, DA 00 JR b
FBUDL K AR ISR A R, 81T 4. succinogenes R 1551 98.2 g/L. 46.0 g/L
DA K 28.8 g/L IBEHAMR . ARBEVEME N —FhIEMRIERD, IS E ™), BRIV R R 4F
Skl TR NBIDUIAE N R B kL, X SSF At AT A Ab, e B AEM IR
JE . RFHRIE L RV CER AN, AR E. coli K% 4 61.2 g/L KIBEIHER . R}
BiE 1) Olajuyin®>F AR & E. coli KLPPP (i ldhA~ poxB~ pflB VL pta-ackA I
Tk ppe) PO EBEKER (SAMEREAEANE KA 22.4 o/L 35 X &
mige (EECEERE RPE. BTRRHE DL SRR WA D7 ST A, M E. coli
K30S (Gikk IdhA~ poxB- pfIB VL) pta-ackA F-it 3RIE sthA) KIEF=4 14.4 g/L 3RIATR 5
[F I A SRS 28 1 R AT AR KA R G B 2500 R AT B AR K 1

HHTOA ZPhARR A iR e 28R A -l i b, (B T HAR SR DL &
SEPR T2 FEME 7 A R AT R R BRI BRI, e DLSE IR = R AR I BRI R K % . R
AR L LR YR 54z b 56 RE AR, d i APl g R HoR
W AREATE R ER . Li 5 AP i R ARG AR AR B 2000 g /N AT IRAR 447
g Ml REEHME (293 g W&t 154 g R¥E, FIHESIFLHE AR 4. succinogenes 1 EI
PN BRI pra-adh AT RAE, FIHRARWERIE S H 64 g/L AT R BEHE IR AR ) I B 25 v
KEE, AT 56 g/L HIBRHATR . A BB AL T /N REFT, R H A4k =T E
FER MR Trichoderma reesei SW09-1 (HLIRKE), K TALHE G B/ N AEF 2T RE M, [F
RSN — € LT 4E R, &4 67.6 g/L L ERE, I A. succinogenes 317
SSF ;=4E 35 o/L BRFARR . H A A B 21 4 3 AR = BREA IR (IR FE KRR T 80 g/LET), X
& HH T 52 B AWk T2 L RO B AR B BR ), AR BT 21 4 3R /K A ] 25 B eI, #fE LA
SEIR TR PRI B R I o
1.3.2 R 4ERAEY i

KR A4 25 e A0 Hu e 1) 2 BLAH il 7 88, e 5 A &l 1.3 fros, — ek
Ui, FESEH 35-50%4F4E% (Cellulose). 20-35%F-4F 242 (Hemicellulose) LK 10-
25%AK iz (Lignin) MR, A &F —E 2R K LR IR HARR >« R4 2
D-H & B B-1.4 B S IE R R [ RAEDO) . papgi 2 —Fh o R, Ok (B
EBE. CEILEE. HERED S50 (TR, AR . ARPBEREERS IR,
B LA GRE, EATE G AR T S8 RS o BT 2 A i B ARAIS, T HL
M LAY, DR H AT AR BT £F 4E 3 A 0 R AT BR AR K T KA S AEXT A 4E R 5
A YER A
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Cellobiose Unit
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Figure 1.3 Main composition and structure of lignocellulose

ARIREFYER AV R IS FE O TACEE . Wi, Bies. BUEYIR B DL R
PR P,

AR ET 2 2R AR ME LA A D mT OR P B R R AT AR B A 2 O AP, KR
T PR DLRORR 0GR =P 32 B AL (AR AT AR s B R 1 et i 4
A v N NTES B =i sty U E IR Rl (P OB N S RIUP Y127V N TEa B i - S G il
2K, DR R AN T AL BE O = i) AL A TAL B 5 H AT T B o )2 POl e
Bl P AL BEESOAR AT, 7 AR B AR A 00T, SR T e LU AR o 21 4 3R 45 F S A iR
SO e BT R R VR L o R TOUAL PR AT DASE S K it~ 2T 4k 3R, WD R 138
TR AR S, (E AR PRI R oo A KR IR PRI K, B i ST AL BE A HL £
W] S N 7 A S5 o PR B TS, B8 O Ja) B A B A 0RE R A R 10 R It 2 7 A
KEAMEIY) . ALK =T R T — T 2R BRI BEIEDY, (A B B B2 s an /b &
TR SAEAT S YRE, TR R e SN A GRITEAT TAC B S L XM AL B 5 3t ok 17
PR GEM R TIUAL B 7 A KB BRI IR P Bk, i L T DASRASHC vy [ 5 B (K LA BB
2ot Jm skt — b AL R ARG R IR L TR SR, SR TN S BRE o  HL
KEBEJE FIPDR T pH BUR H S A K EAMHI, BIA S Gerw, 7T LI [ fif 220100,

FiAb PRI vh 257 AR R B R U0, EEONHERE (Furfural) A1 5-5 FH GRS
(HMF) “ERRMGSEYIR, A GEREA T & B S5 RE SR bR DL P IR 5 L BN IR 55 IR E iR
(P 14D X EEHMH ) 2 6 BREA MR A 7 B bR ZE AR Sk B e, $0 i) LA B E 3Kl
PR IR 7 B ARA AR LT YE 2R AR R A7 IEIHMR DRI AR 5T £ 4 R R 06 SUEAT I 75
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AREE . R BRI A v 32 A KT, IR BT B fk ab ERUONLL K AR I FE S . A
I B A T oAt 7 207 2 R A R T R K ) ik (1 03], A S 5 A S Al
R S E oy B PR AR I B R . o R W BB B B Amorphotheca resinae
ZN1 TP T WAV TR, AP 7 T w] A0 56 R A ek b 4l v, Bl 38 [ 25
Puekrba] PR A=K, 4 i) 20 it 2 ) 1) BT RT PR BE 48 B0 20 BT, 3 A0 Jp B HE — PR B IR
P75 % Peacilomyces variotii FN9SU), W] B 4ZAE A=) R RL#s P AT WS AW 28, /b
KPR AR R), 17 HR SRR T2, M4 P [ i mT LR B O b

Cellulose Hemicellulose Lignins Wood extractives

Glucose Mannose Galactose) | Xylose Arabinose,

¥

HOH,C 0 CHO 0 CHO
Hydroxymethyl furfural (HMF) Furfural
l\A l OH Phenols
i 0 0] | | [ | '
I e | l
l 1 |
me” e N HC A '|'1: LU
H, I OH HsC OH Uy WL
Levulinicacid 4 Formic acid Acetic acid

B 1.4 AR FIRRIHI 107

Figure 1.4 Inhibitors of lignocellulosic origin

A2 FH 2T 4 2R it — R A ot 21 4 2K R TBOHE P 0 T B b . R AT 4R
BEAL 5 K Sems £ 2 AE . DL S kI (SHF) MFEDPHEL S5 A8 (SSF) 1%,
SHF Zf5fEAF AV N 4% P RHMTHC S K BEERE, PRI 4ERBE R RS HIE G
HIRE . pH DA S5 P Sl A5 A B S A R AT WA 55 I o AER B AL R ™ A 1) v iR L
W FEETYERBG /) N EE, RIS th S A B e PR A I 2. . SSF A& R TR AL
5 R B RE RN BEAT, RO SO BRSO BRI AL, BT R A0, X 2%
fit 7 SHF ILREAF Wik BERRMINT T 21 4l Wi ) DL SOR B AR SN BIAE R, a0 7 42
MR A BEAR IS (8] . A2 e AR B KL SSF A2, HihE R sy /K SR i o0k, A
eI =R Y B BTHE AR PR A S NV AR AT SSF, (et v [ S AR S £ 4E
RAFIAE AT, SR AR R BT SRS IR R AT A R . H AT S AE 30%[8
B SSF A e Y AT UL K s fia b TR LIRSS AR

ARSI L HE T AR AL B, AR mlE A AT SSEU I
RIS &, RCEYIAR AR R 4E 3R A BEHIR BE 1 R AT 6 3kt
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1.3.3 KJ5a 41 4 2358 R K B A7 AE 1) 7]

KR HERAE KIS 2 EREIC IR VERPE,  [RI A B = 3 &4 874
A LA AT 4E 3 9 JERHE P BRI AE S AE T (1D 2 RER 70 R I i R TR BT 41 4
FORUE )4 H0 S, UL SaRE, i DA B R 2R A (20 A3 e IR o £ 4
BT A I P2 0 R T TR AR AR AR K (R a8, R DA 2 BB S e 1 AR S AR A,
i R ET TR R T TR PR 1) S i) R0 SIS Jolt 4 4 35k 3 T DRI TR i B o sl o)

AR5 ETYE 22 A b 32 O ARE RN BT R AL, 76 2 21 4R 22 /K M O & & RE )
50%LA F, ZIARA B AR P B R UL, G A M AR i T R v ORI B AT LASR
JREFE R AL E A PP RN AT . S ANMITE C. glutamicum ATCC13869 2 H
R H AR HE RN BT R ATHR AR B A4, R 22 A K R A A A 6 B R B 8 IR AR, K
I H 1 T DAR FH KRR R S, A 4.03 o/L BIBRIATR . RIER R AE 2 pE A 18]
LA IR TR SGE IR FARR 2L 7 C. glutamicum SAZ3 1E N K BERE, FIRTI AR
U REER (xplAB~ tal VA the), VAARHEAME—BRIFEIFAT BRI KB, 1354 0.98
g/g KBE. a3 E. coli HFTHAABERIZER (araBAD) fEIRGHE (RiGibE. AP
PASCBTRLARRE) & Rk Itk b IR, 28774 36.2 g/L BEIATE .

FE 51 N AR HE A U 3 42 B I B 1% v =08 %) B 0 1) %8, (CCR, Carbon Catabolite
Repression), RIFETR-GHRIEMIIAE T, TR SR H B2 Ak A v A2 1 180 28 (1) B it 1) I 3%
91, Kawaguchi 55 A\ U2OVE 2 S BRPEAT B PG 2 HH A BB AR B AE BB R B8 4%, ZEBRFHIR
R AR I CCR U8, ARRIEAS T A BEIT 1] o 1 HL A A0 BT a7 A7 B8 A B2 LA IS
FPHFEE R R I B N R a2 I, BRI G R R PTS K
AT DASE I A FE A RE I A Y #E . Liang 56 NU2WEE T —#RER pfIB 1dhA ppc FN
pisG HERW E. coli, FINFRIET pek 2R, HTHBRMAN ATP FIA-H5H K520, LA
H R K AR R R BEAT K ¥, 36 h N3k45 87 o/L HIBRIAMR, T NEZN)Z LIRS
M BE R R o AN AR A Y 3R LI R B e R 075 30 HH 1) — AR A v it () A Jog 41 4
FUGH LR RS, S BOE R D-ALBR B AR, YR I ORE A B
FRUBL, R g T — R ] R R o 47 4 3 R VR A B AR 7 L-FLIR A R i pk . A Bk
TGRSR, I LU NEREF N ERL, 1R 30%[H & & %4 T k4T SSCF, 318 1
126.7 g/L B L-FLIR, 1538 62.3%!1200, Ty HiZ A= M i) B ik vl L) 20 Y R 5 B 0
fiflR T CCR AL, HAHIRMLGKIRAER FEH, FIRE S M CopA S HER &=A K.

B 7 S HE R A 7 D e A, v B R BT A 4 2 KR A R E R,
PR A1) TR PR R AR 5 R I o FEAIR ] 2 SR R 20 4 2 /K A R R, Rl DA i o0
PE R PR RIS R, B DLSC LS R bR BRI R K %, ABRA TR HME . WESA
@ MR (AT) FIZGIRRAE (SED) PR 7 AL BE TR FEFE, 40 il A5 AH B 14
BLUKAER, M A. succinogenes WK KB IRIAR . BT SE 27 NHE ARIZY, 7
AR EAMSIY), 15 BEIRE R B R 52 BIMOR B4, A AR . T AT &3R5
A B JEURH AR AE — S MY, B0 A2 22.69 /L HIBRIHIR,  ELXT A 32.69%.
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e )58 D301 #HEXS SE KMRRIHEAT I TR A0 BE, R 3L 25 J PR A I T AR I i A
BRI, 724 25.32 o/L BREAMR . AHHFLRM, SREAR sV EE T 1.5 g/L
I BEEA IR A 7= st W B, T HME WREEEIE 1 /L It o5 A e = Ak s8], =z
PR FE S R R A G BEHME NIBIEIFERIH A. succinogenes K%, 4133
() R R AEFT A A (R e P SRS SR PR 3R AT 8, BREAIR = &0k 67 g/L, LUK
BRI R R AR S 25%. AR 2T 4 22 SRR (1 40051 40 0 358 B I I v R = A2 A
KEpE, SemaBEiR R . ARSI =R P variotii FN89 BH TS AEYINE, BT
BRI FEATES, WD TR TR PFE, [FIR AR  BERE A R AT 5 B B R, Jeb A
RIS AHIEFE T I FLIR Fr 3R B 2 AR T 21 4E 3R JERE P 70 B ORI, R BT 21 4
FORIEHN G EA — BN 2. SCIR AT A TR 7 B R K T e ik DA AL
EA ARSI &, RBUET4ER AR R T BRI A - 1R 15

1.4 FEREHRE pH Pl T SZ MR

96 HUR{ERMK pH 448 NP AA L5 %m0, IR AEY & o fEd, BT
JER AL, BRI 5 HA 24 AR 2 AT ZAL M0, R KL R, RER
I AR AE R R AR K B ROE pH, JE AR BRI SR OISR, /EMIX pH AT
BEHATR AR ] LAk > R ANFIAE . BRAR 0 B AL R A . P acidilactici ZY271 TEEAT &
fabr L-FLERAE =it fE e, 2iliid Ca(OH): AT pH, Ja HATE /3 B F2 i N B R A 7L IR
Bk, 2R KB AR CaSOs. SRTM H A T B WLER A= 7 () TR 40 15
KABHE ATEAR pH 2644 T AE K AR, R GHE =r iEARAEAIG pH 038 RS2 Pk, 3RIS AT AE
fiX pH 244 T AE =B MR BIAL R B R EAA B R B Tl B A E
1.4.1 i pH X B8 K 3 4 A

& pH P52 0 AL A B B R = AR RO B ME o 32 BT/ 7 7R B mT e ot B
FH0 77 NG U0, R P 2 AR BT R PRI R — R AR . I
KW, (£ pH MG, FAEYI RN o 2 R AR e, a3 AN VL AR 7 R )
Fe R B AR A BB i B P, DAHRHU pH B2l apy pH RAE R, &F33—Lk
WA B I AR I R, SN BRI R Y IR ALY, (RN IS 225 DNA I8 sAS il 3 (1) 452 4%
321, 7R pH 2640 st A (Bl dEMESBANY) SRERERRISR,
P B K 715245713,

1.4.2 3& L A0 SRS 42 51 R AR AIK pHE i 32 A

PR RTEAR pH 25 0F T BT 32 M S ms B ZAH (1D BT (2) &R
Bk o PR B RS R A, A AEIRE P RIE LR
AR AL RIE , R IEE I F DL K& ATP B, (R BB,

3TN R AE S — Bl R T, CA T2 1SR TR A o ) R R A
T B DAR v TR B FU ) 4 S5 Pl 3 BR85S A2 MR 013S) S A N30T S N T e iR M &
Gr, IR R FLER AR IARR R FE DL AR AR pHL, I HE— AR T AE pH 2.5 FRE



16T LEBIKRF W%

TAKPIBRINEELE. AR Lactobacillus pentosus (JXHEFANFE D 78 LAARKE FME—Hk
JREE TR, AR pH 24 N TR IAYIML, A8 —HR AT 24K pH e 9110 B ik,
FEATERIREE pHAG DL T, YA B AR R AR A 3 20 0 L A 7 i 23R 550 L TR AR AH L )
AFEE 1.6 f5F0 2.2 £5157), GER] T YL BERAEAR pH 264 SR EA4ER (A REAR
W EFE AR S Zhang 25 NIBIXY Lactobacillus casei (TEEFANF ) 18 JLAAE
pH MR (5.5, 5.0, 4.6 DL 4.3) #HATKEEIERYIML, SR —HRMERE 2 1
pH N 32 Bk, E1K pH 514 (pH 4.3) FLE = m b K kIR = 18%.

1.5 SLBKEREERFANE

AW I AR 5 (A ST 41 4 3R P bn T FLIR AL P2 W Ak P, acidilactici ZY271 N K B
PR, TEZ LRERE MR 5] NN BRI A2 =2 R, %R rTCA AP IRHIIR AL . [T,
N1 WL A e B AR AR, AR T8 & SR kA 7 g P
acidilactici TESEFRYIEMA SR, K pH AT FEIM 21, $EmmEk iR, AR T4F
PR R PRI KB | B0

VR SCEAR TAE B S5 W R 5

(1) f£ P acidilactici ZY271 51\ TCA A BEHARBRAT AR R HE IR, MR BRIIR AR
PR . KRB C. glutamicum B253 W mdhl #&A R RIH b, PLRE R 7 206
pckl FNBIEMAF T, I rTCA A BEHIIRER AT, Hnh 4 B AE IR FIR A ¥ A B
Al AT TR T

(2) @R E N T AR m B VLR E P B bk P acidilactici TEA% pH T T 52
P, UEB T AR B SRS AR E N A R R B OB E . R, TESEPRRA
RTEHAT T RN, 45RER, &N EARTEAR pH P38 T B 52 1% DL R R I
REA AT HE e o
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F28 RHBUEAER A RES ~IRHAR

2.1 5|&

H AT TG o6 08 5 R 6 DA S IRy e S50 22 Il i, PR bl ot A ) O T A = B
HARREE KAk 2 5 B 25 SRR, AR B A KH LU B e N Bk, — 5
AP RRA ST, —HHmEE “5RW, SR W, XHmRBRE 7 EY
FEIBRHIR IR B . RRAFgER B EMER oAz, fhEF T MR ] A
WU, TFRARRAAGEZAREARRAENMAR T BEEEEE . AMAREREMN P
acidilactici ZY271 #5250 & 41— R VB G AUE N A3 RS A R i ak, B
My Rl XA TR 41 4 25 M 28 5 A AR AT (AT 52 M DL R AT DA FH A S5 £ 4 SR 4 30 B b 45
s, BRI 45 4 3 R B AR = IR B AR R I B ik . 2B & ORI R 3 B0l
=R, HAP KSR fTCA IR PP BEHR BN W, KA N rTCA AP35 H1R
RAGFERE > (1) C3 3 C4 %42 DAAEHEREL PEP AR, [HE CO, (HCO3)
BRI L TREGE IR (2) PR IR DIHEL CRBCERRNEY, £&d—&
FIEG AL A ERER ARG . SRTHT ZY271 B Rk E/D C3 3 C4 BEK LK mdh FEF, TER
WRIE . C. glutamicum " rTCA BARM CEE AR i YE, iR s, T3 H
AT S R BRI ER IR B (98 L. plantarum 2 —FPFLIRE (LAB), 1%+ rTCA BAEMXS5E
B, T HARU S A P BEHRR () 4RE ), IX R AE A 2 R S ) 2 DRt A

AR ZARTE ZY271 AR BRIAIRAE =15, o 0B S RIE MRS 40 f 1
S5, IRUEAS R RYE ) MDH BE 1 K/N, KR A C. glutamicum B253 ) MDHI
s By, FEERIAHE PIdhD_mdhl, FRRILBES BIFERAN ackd3 7 r, FREEL
B M1 HIR, CLRIEFR IR pck TN, K15 M2 Bk, ME—% M PEP 2|55
PRI AE P 45 B AT BRIAMR ARG AIE, (HHFEA BARr=WE ks, R R —5
FHEIR T
2.2 MBS HE
2.2.1 BT R

AREFFHEM. S TR FR IR 2.1 fin. REITHFUUE MY
P. acidilactici ZY271 fRA7 T o 1B 4 388 A= 9 o P Ok o0 (CGMICC), MR 5 N
13611139, %tk P. acidilactici ZP26 ALK L T 1 D-FLER I S5 35+ PldhD,
17T CGMCC, M5 8665, FEFUAE C. glutamicum S9114 UL ) C. glutamicum
B253 W3 g T E s 5 a0, L. plantarum ATCC8014 W H 32 & #7030 A= W) O
L. ST RIEIE SnapGene BETERG, GG UL N TAE &2 b R R
MR A A IR A =S B e s
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Table 2.1 Strains, plasmids and primers used in this chapter
Strains Characteristics Sources
Departure strains
Pediococcus acidilactici  Metabolically modified strains in our laboratory have the ability to utilize Lab stock
Y271 lignocellulosic feedstocks for homolactic fermentation and produce large
quantities of L-lactic acid.
Pediococcus acidilactici  Metabolically modified strains in our laboratory have the ability to utilize Lab stock
ZY15 lignocellulosic feedstocks for homolactic fermentation and produce large
quantities of D-lactic acid.
Pediococcus acidilactici  D-lactic acid production strain with L-lactate dehydrogenase encoding gene Lab stock
ZP26 (ldh)
Pediococcus acidilactici  Wild-type strain Lab stock
DQ2
Escherichia coli BL21 Host for plasmid construction Lab stock
Escherichia coli Host for plasmid construction Lab stock
XL1 Blue
Corynebacterium Wild-type strain, Gene donor bacteria Lab stock
glutamicum B253
Corynebacterium Wild-type strain, Gene donor bacteria Lab stock
glutamicum S9114
Lactobacillus plantarum  Wild-type strain, Gene donor bacteria Lab stock

ATCC8014
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Inducible expression plasmid system

E. coli BL21 E. coli BL21 carrying pET28a-mdhl expressing vector This study
pET28a-mdhl

E. coli BL21 E. coli BL21 carrying pET28a-mdh2 expressing vector This study
pET28a-mdh2

E. coli BL21 E. coli BL21 carrying pET28a-mdh3 expressing vector This study
pET28a-mdh3

rTCA pathway construction

E. coli XL1 Blue E. coli XL1-blue carrying pSET4e-AackA3-PldhD_mdhI knockout vector This study
pSET4e-

AackA3::P1dhD_mdhl

P. acidilactici Z7Y271- ackA3 deficient of Pediococcus acidilactici ZY271 This study
AackA3

P acidilactici ZY?271- Integration of the expression cassette PldhD mdh 1 into ackA3 locus of This study
AackA3::PldhD _mdhl Pediococcus acidilactici ZY271-AdackA3

E. coli XL1 Blue E. coli XL1-blue carrying pZY36e-pckl expressing vector This study
pZY36e-pckl

E. coli XL1 Blue E. coli XL1-blue carrying pZY36e-pck3 expressing vector This study
pZY36e-pck3

E. coli XL1 Blue E. coli XL1-blue carrying pZY36e-pycl expressing vector This study
pZY36e-pycl

E. coli XL1 Blue E. coli XL1-blue carrying pZY36e-pyc2 expressing vector This study
pZY36e-pyc2

E. coli XL1 Blue E. coli XL1-blue carrying pZY36e-pyc3 expressing vector This study

pZY36e-pyc3
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P acidilactici P acidilactici ZY271-AackA3::P1dhD _mdhl carrying pZY36e-pckl expressing This study
ZY271::mdh1-pZY36e- vector
pckl
E. coli XL1 Blue E. coli XL1-blue carrying pSET4e-AmleS knockout vector This study
pSET4e-AmleS
E. coli XL1 Blue E. coli XL1-blue carrying pSET4e-AmleS::P1dhD pckl knockout vector This study
pSET4e-

AmleS::PldhD_pckl

E. coli XL1 Blue E. coli XL1-blue carrying pSET4e-AmleS::PldhD pck3 knockout vector This study
pSET4e-

AmleS::P1dhD_pck3

P. acidilactici mleS deficient of P. acidilactici ZY271::mdhl This study
ZY271::mdhl-AmleS

P acidilactici Integration of the expression cassette PldhD pckl into mleS locus of Pediococcus This study
ZY271::mdhl- acidilactici ZY271::mdh1-AmleS

AmleS::pckl

P, acidilactici Integration of the expression cassette PldhD_pck3 into mleS locus of Pediococcus This study
ZY271::mdhli- acidilactici ZY271::mdh1-AmleS

AmleS::pck3

Plasmids Characteristics Sources
pET28a Expression plasmid for E. coli, T7 promoter, Km" Lab stock
pSET4e Temperature-sensitive plasmids, Em' resistance [124]
pZY36e Expression plasmid for P. acidilactici, Em" (125]
pET28a-mdhl mdhl overexpressing vector This work
pET28a-mdh2 mdh?2 overexpressing vector This work
pET28a-mdh3 mdh3 overexpressing vector This work
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pSET4e-AackA3
pSET4e-Aldh
pSET4e-AldhD
pSET4e-AmleS
pSET4e-
AackA3::PldhD mdhl
pSET4e-
AmleS::PldhD _pckl
pSET4e-
AmleS::P1dhD_pck3

Plasmid for integration of the ackA3 gene of P. acidilactici ZY271

Plasmid for integration of the /dh gene of P. acidilactici ZY271

Plasmid for integration of the /dhD gene of P. acidilactici ZY15

Plasmid for integration of the mleS gene of P. acidilactici ZY271

P1dhD promoter from P. acidilactici ZP26, mdhl from C. glutamicum B253

Integration of the PIdhD_pckl expression frame into the P. acidilactici ZY271
site of mleS
Integration of the PldhD_pck3 expression frame into the P. acidilactici ZY271
site of mleS

This work
This work
This work
This work
This work

This work

This work

Primers

Sequences (5°-3)

YZ-36e-F
YZ-36e-R
YZ-28a-F
YZ-28a-R
YZ-SET4e-F
YZ-SET4e-R
mdh1-28a-F
mdh1-28a-R
mdh2-28a-F
mdh2-28a-R
mdh3-28a-F
mdh3-28a-R
up-ackA3- F
up-ackA3-R
down-ackA3- F

CAAGGCGCTAAATATACCCG
ATCTCAACAATGTGAAGTCAGC
CAGCAGCCAACTCAGCTTC

GCTGGCAAGTGTAGCG

GTCACAGCTTGTCTGTAAGC

ACCGTATTACCGCCTTTGA
GCGGATCCGAATTCGAGCTCATGAATTCCCCGCAGAACGT
GGTGGTGGTGCTCGAGTTAGAGCAAGTCGCGCACTGC
CGAGCTCATGAATTCCCCGCAGAAC
CTCGAGCGGTTAGAGCAAGTCGCGCAC

GCGGATCCGAATTCGAGCTCATGGTAAAACGATACAATAGCAAAAAAATTGAACAAC

GGTGGTGGTGCTCGAGTTAATCAACATATTGCGCGTAGTCGATCC

AGTGAATTCGAGCTCGGTACCCGGGGATCAATTCGCTTCTTTGGTGAAAAACTTTCGGGA
TGCAATCCCAATTCTCGAGCGGCGGGATCCCCTAATTACCTTCCTGAAAATCTTTATTTG
GAAGGTAATTAGGGGATCCCGCCGCTCGAGAATTGGGATTGCAAATAGTACGTTTGATTA
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down-ackA3- R
PldhD-Aack-F
PldhD(mdhl1)-Aack-R
mdhl-Aack-F
mdhl-Aack-R
g-ackA-up-F
p-ackA-down-R
p-up-ackA-F
g-down-ackA-R
secYZ-ackA3-F
secYZ-ackA3-R
pycl-36e-F
pyc2-36e-R
pyc2-36e-F
pyc2-36e-R
pyc3-36e-F
pyc3-36e-R
pckl-36e-F
pckl-36e-R
pck3-36e-F
pck3-36e-R
PIdhD-AmleS-F
PldhD(pckl)-AmleS-R
PIdhD(pck3)-AmleS-R
pckl-AmleS -F
pckl-AmleS -R

CAAGCTTGCATGCCTGCAGGTCGACTCTAGAAATCTGCAGCATACGCGCCAATGTAATGTT
GATTTTCAGGAAGGTAATTAGGGGATCTGCTCTGGTGTGCAGACCAGACG
CTGCGGGGAATTCATTGTAATATTACCCCTTTCTTTTTTAATCAATATAAATGTACCACTAATG
GGGGTAATATTACAATGAATTCCCCGCAGAACGT
AATCCCAATTCTCGATTAGAGCAAGTCGCGCACTG

GTTCAGCGATTGATACAGGAA

CCATGATTACGCCAAGCTT

GAATTCGAGCTCGGTACC

ACCTGCAGTAAAGACTAACG

CCAAGAACATATTTTAATGGTATGCGA

CGACTCTACTTCCGAGACTT
AAAAAAGAAAGGGGTAATATTACATCTAGGTGTCGACTAACACATCTTCAACGCTTCC
ACTTTGCAAGCTTGCATGCCTGCAGGTCGATTAGGAAACGACGACGATCAAGTCGCCACC
AAAAAAGAAAGGGGTAATATTACATCTAGGTGTCGACTCACACATCTTCAACGCTTCC
ACTTTGCAAGCTTGCATGCCTGCAGGTCGATTAGGAAATGACGACGATCAAGTCGCCACC
AAAAAAGAAAGGGGTAATATTACATCTAGGTGAAGAAAGTATTAATTGCTAACCGTGG
ACTTTGCAAGCTTGCATGCCTGCAGGTCGATTATTGTGGTGCAATCTCGAGCAGCAAGT
GTAATATTACATCTAGATGACTACTGCTGCAATCAGGGGCCTTCAGGGTG
ATGCCTGCAGGTCGATTAAGCGTGAGCTGCTGAAATGCGGGCCTTCAGAG
ATTACATCTAGATGAGCACTAAAAATTCTTATCAATTAGC
AGGTCGACTATTTTGTAATTGGTTGTTTTAATTGATCTTG
AAAGCAAAGCTCTAGTGCTCTGGTGTGCAGAC
TTGCAGCAGTAGTCATTGTAATATTACCCCTTTCTTTTTTAATCAATATAAATGTACC
GAATTTTTAGTGCTCATTGTAATATTACCCCTTTCTTTTTTAATCAATATAAATGTACC
AGGGGTAATATTACAATGACTACTGCTGCAATCAGG
GTTTTTCTAACTCGATTAAGCGTGAGCTGCTG
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pck3-AmleS -F
pck3-AmleS -R
up-mleS- F
up-mleS- R
down-mleS- F
down-mleS- R
g-mleS-up-F
p-mleS-down-R
p-mleS-up-F
g-mleS-down-R
secYZ-mleS-F
secYZ-mleS-R

AAAGGGGTAATATTACAATGAGCACTAAAAATTCTTATCAATTAGCC
GTTTTTCTAACTCGACTATTTTGTAATTGGTTGTTTTAATTGATCT
CCGGGGATCCTCTAGTTTGGTAAACCACGTTAGGT
TAACTCGAGCGGTCTAGAGCTTTGCTTTCCTCCAATTTTT
AAAGCTCTAGACCGCTCGAGTTAGAAAAACGGTTATTCTT
CTTGCATGCCTGCAGGTCGAACCATGTAGAAGTGTTTCTT
TAAAACCCACCCCTACGT

CGCAACGCAATTAATGTGA

GATTAAGTTGGGTAACGCCAG
GCACCTTTACCTTTCCTAATGTATC
CAACAAAGAATTGCCGATTTGAT

CGTCGCAAAATTGTGCC

XU RIS AR o 48 v B rh s ik 5 3 R — S RV 51, T RIZ R s Bl DA A
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2.2.2 BEFRHE R A

AN EE A B IR 3 K S 5N (1) Luria-Bertani (LB) Ri7#3E: AN 10
g/L. BREFy (YE) 5 g/L. &A% (NaCl) 10 g/L; (2) MRS B35 Hi#ibE 20 g/L.
EEtEy (YE) 10 g/L. HEEEMK 10 g/L. BRI (KRN 5 g/l ArEIRE % 2
o/L. BEFRE 4 2 g/L. L/KEHREREE 0.5 /L DL — /K SHiERE: 0.25 ¢/L. HC i [E k55
FEFEI TSN 2%5 5. B FRIEAT K (115°C, 20min) JE&H, HdEH
PR RN (YE) WSET OXIDE A a], HAWET HIBRETFE.

E. coli #3%: (1) WifkR:3%: M LB Wik I3, #3754 37°C, 200 rpm,
PL10% (viv) $ZFhET AL (20 FfRREFE: 78 LB BRFAR ERIZEiRmm, 78 37°C
BT B R — B, KBRS (3) #E7H pET28a ALK (FitEARIER)
BMER . LB RS23RN 0.1% (viv) 50 mg/mL KA R (FREL 250 mg KA
FIHFT SmLdd H:O H, 1 0.22 pm K R UEKITIERRE D, 37°C, 200 rpm ¥57%. HClay
ARIBERPUERN LB Bk (LK) B, FEL LB BIFREPHN 0.1% (viv) 50
mg/mL RABEEE, N85 0O B 2 B IR A BRI S T T 37°CRE AR R R E R R, K
HETE: (4) #47 pZY36e B pSET4e BT KL (FUIE AL R ER) WHKEEFR: LB RS
FEFEHURIN 0.4% (v/iv) 50 mg/mL 4.5 % (ALK OEEREM, 0.22 pm BHLRJE KT E
FRED, JCT 37°C, 200 rpm #RRH3EFE. FLHIMEE LE “FAR TR EAE LB 857k
0.8% (v/v) 50 mg/mL 2153, IRATEKRIZ )G 37°Cif B 1%

P. acidilactici $57%: (1) HARE:FE: MRS RS FR=3E, 557254408 42°C, 150 rpm,
PL10% (viv) $EM ST, (2) BEREFR: 75 MRS BEE TR RIZL IR AN, 42°CH:
BESRBNE. (3) EHARETR: MRS BARFRES I 0.01% (v/v) 50 mg/mL 41
HR, REFRIT 42°C, MFRFRIECT 30°C, 150 rpm BETHE . [E{E MRSE “Fi)
B i 75 BLAE MRS B R FEHF RN 0.01% (viv) L8R, BRI E & Hn Bk,
BRI BN TE .

2.2.3 BRI E

A AL g R LA KBTS 0% 2.1 B

% pET28a Rk R4, 75 FAFKIEH R MEARIER (mdh) #HAT7RIX,
AN M A LSS, IR R T A R AR . it mdh-28a-F/R 51V B A ]
KRS mdh FEH, F R AL A VIEE SallAl Xbalkt mdh2 JEFEFEATEFY], I [F A 7
Tt BRI B K pET28a 24, A & i F FH 16 PR A6 2 14 1) g 250 0y 3K T ZR BR R B A )

(Thermo Fisher Scientific), i#il T4 DNA Ligase CEH:FI H Takara W AR A
7)) {E 16°C/KH F AL HE 30-40 min, 5% pET28a-mdh2 FikFiki. mdhl 5 mdh3 L TE
gl T NG LML) pET28a HEATEH:, WHE pET28a-mdhl 5 pET28a-mdh3 ik i
ki, Tk ERA S FIEEY (B BIEERAF . Hd mdnl EEKkE C
glutamicum B253 , mdh2 K H C. glutamicum S9114, mdh3 K H L. plantarum ATCC8014.




BEAFITKRF WILEMRT 552571
T fTCA BEIR A M AR R A TR @ T @ik pycl(36e)-F/R.
pyc2(36e)-F/R UL pyc3(36e)-F/R § 18k H C .glutamicum B253 1] pycl C. glutamicum
S9114 (] pyc2 LA} L. plantarum ATCC8014 [f] pyc3, RIS FAH N F151 Y0438 pckl 5 pck3
5. 0K pycl pye2 pye3s pekl VLI pek3 FERI G 2 pZY36e 1 Xbal 5 Sall fir
B, BRI HAMRIEFRL pZY36e-pycl. pZY36e-pyc2. pZY36e-pyc3. pZY36e-pckl Al
pZY36e-pck3.
¥ mdhl A BIEKAN) ackA3 Cackd RS01275) i, FFEMEEA k. FIH
up-ackA3-F/R LA} down-ackA3-F/R ¥ P. acidilactici ZY271 3£ [R2H ackA RS01275 i
K% 800 bp [MIFEVEEY 1k, FEFEITE up-ack43 (1 3°% 5| A\ BamHI B§YIAL R, 76
down-ackA3 ) 5’45 A\ Xhol BgYIAL AL, @idflE PCR FBok bR AT &R,
up-down-ackA FiE R B, HPRHIME YIRS BamHI. Xbal ¥ pSET4e sk Bkt 47 2814
th, R Te gk R 5 OB 2tk pSET4e 5 up-down-ackA S FrBCsbATIER:, W
pSET4e-AackA3 iRk LA C. glutamicum B253 FER NN, FIH mdhi-Aack-F/R
18 mdhl %, FIF PldhD(mdhl)-Aack-F/R ¥ ¥R EH P acidilactici ZP26 ] D-FLER i
2G5 3)1 PldhD, 18 fEE PCR 77\ %E PIdhD_mdhil FRIEHE, #4 pSET4e-AackA3 if
it BamHI. Xhol #ATEEY], LAJCgEmilE 7 :NiEH: PldhD_mdhl FRILHE, #JE pSET4e-
AackA3::P1dhD _mdh1 F %R o
¥ pckl 5 pck3 FER G 2] mleS AL B G RB A ETEMT: JIGEH P
acidilactici ZY271 BRI mleS F:K T 800 bp /i P41, AL up-mleS 1
3’3 5| A\ Xhol £ 5, £ down-mleS ] 5’3 5] A\ Xbal £z 5, #id§A PCR 77 WM& up-
down-mleS Fr Bt. ¥mie A B N 2] pSET4e ) Xbal A1 Sall 7 5 2 [8] 3K 1§ pSET4e-AmleS
WKL, ARG ARIE FURL pZY36e-pckl F1 pZY36e-pck3 NIRRY 1455 PldhD pckl
5 P1dhD pck3 FiIiEHME, 435484 5] pSET4e-AmleS ) Xhol 5 Xbal 17 fif5 5] pSET4e-
AmleS::pckl 55 pSET4e-AmleS; ;pck3 #&45 ikl .
F TR R 18 1) 5 AR L Prime STAR HS 43K Takara A&, T H# 7 PCR i
[f) Tag Master Mix(Dye Plus)lt) HitMERE (R 5D AR, AERPTHMAAE: PCR =4
CFURLEE YD GG E . Boks N B F2 a0 & A B e i e DNA [l ) &l 1
gAY TREA R AR e AR R A SR B A & T RAR AR (ExD FIR
UNEIR
2.2.4 HH BRI E
E. coli B2 it G ALESTE (CaCly) il 45, FEIXFN 0.1 M CaClL i (FREX
2.22 g IEAES I 200 mL 237K, K@M 115°C, 20 min, T 4°CUKFEIRAT)
(1) HEREZRERE: BEEUE. coli XL1 Blue 58 E. coli BL21 R 28 F4 o i ¥ % T
YH 5 mL LB & T, 37°C, 200 rpm sFF THEFR 12 h, %42 200 pL TS A HEH 5
mL LB i /1, 37°C, 200 rpm £53% 2 h /24 .
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(2) A H#%: WHL 1 mL B3 BP & 9, 4°C, 12000 rpm &0 3 min, £$F
3EWL N 800 uL-1000 uL 0.1 M CaCl I WFT IR 2], 4°C, 12000 rpm 540> 3 min,
FRER EER, BJEIA 100 pL CaClL IS WATIRS, K & .

(3) Betk: ¥ 223 Frfd MR (10 pL A R) IIAEIEH 100 uL K251 EP
b, BEWITIRS], UK 30 min, FEJE 42°C/KIBHA A 60 5-90 s, SLEIVKIA 2 min,
TERE ¥ TAE G A 1000 pL LB £5774, 7£ 37°C, 200 rpm #&RH & 75 40 min £ 1 h.
HIR5ERUE, 12000 rpm B0 3 min, EEF ARG HRER EiE 900 uL, )T BAAMKAT
JRA], WRATAE LE 8 LK HitE i b, T 37°CHaaferhis s | d Ef. KA TSR ]
2.1 PRI ORI B6AE 51 M T V% PCR B63E, XFRHMEE VR ST IR, SJEEUFURLE
— B AT .

P. acidilactici FLIR Fr BR 1 BZ 2 1] £«

(1) HLHE T 7 1 71 5

Electrotransfer buffer solution I (EBS1): 20.538 g J#H¥. 0.186 g K3PO4 ¢ 3 H2O+
0.04 g MgCly * 6 HoO ¥ T 180 mL 2 B -17KH, i A ¥ g fe I 3R R 1 15 VK pH 31 7.5,

Electrotransfer buffer solution II (EBS2): 17.115 g j##H¥. 10 mL HiHn®] 80 mL 2=
K

FIR (sMRS #5758 28): 17.115 g FEFEVA T 90 mL () MRS #5773+, MRS ;774
Be 5 W, 2.1.2,

D/L-HEIR: HREREERIRE N 40 mM, FREL0.47648 ¢ D/L-H R IRVEMR T 4 mL £
Bk, H 0.22 pm K RIEME JERRE, FET-20°CIR 1.

1 mg/mL ¥ R R : 5 mg IS B T8 ORE T-20°CLR1E) E# T 5 mL Tris-HCI

(pH 8.0, 1 0.22 um JEBEIT SERR D . BN DR, HE K ERAT
(2) A5 kL AL

¥ P acidilactici f£: MRS [ &R FiEAT7RIZ:, 1E 42°CRa/K S E IR B 72561 77 24 h-
36 h KHHRHTE . B EE T 5 mL MRS MUAAR R 3E A T, 1F 42°C, 200 rpm
PEIR ARG 120, 12 h JGAEHTEER) 20 mL MRS A E: 7234 i\ 600 pL-1000 uL 40 mM
D/L-FRMR, $E51)5FEN 400 uL [ #, 42°C, 200 rpm £57% 5-6 h & ODgoo N 1.5 /£
Hio

HU I mL BT EP &, BOHLEREU% 4 4°C, 10000 rpm &0 5 min, F 2% Fif,
IS EERAMH . N 1 mLEBSI, #3#°4 10000 rpm, #&AE 4°C, B0 5min, 3F
i, mEEWR, X2 ERNFEEZFERREAE. H 100 pL EBS1 EERFMA, JFIMA 10
ul W REEEREE (Bo7an FRTIRD, 37°C/KMHEAL 30 min 47, 1X—0 R E A HE B 1
fRIZHMOEE . n\N 1 mL EBS1 PRITIEZS], 4°C, 10000 rpm 2.0 5 min, 3% EiF, BN 1
mL EBS1 BRI, FHFEFZFEO LR L, X0 3 BUR B 00k B 10 1 B 1A O F
PAFEZ AL A 80 uL #) EBS2 WFTIRA), B 20 uL M S ARIBRL, S
UK 15 min. KRS ERINA R4 B, HEF{C (Bio-Rad Laboratories, Inc.)
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S AT L, Z60F N 25 wF, 2000 V, 200 Q. 7EEF TAES A 900 pL
KR T, EIr4h-6 h (RIEAFRET 4h, 42°C, 150 rpm; mFRFRIE 75 6 h, 30°C,
150 rpm), EFF5ERUE 10000 rpm B0 5 min, FE#B1E 4 2 800 uL-900 uL 1) _Ei,
Pl £ WARWRAT VRS JG I AT IE MRSE AR b, #5780k FORCEAURAE 42°CTE IR £ 3248
BLFE, AT RR PRSP ARAE 30°CHEFRM AT 85 7%, JURE KRR, HTH%E
PCR [5IE, % FH A B 9 12047 R B ORpp It — 2 00 PP 380
2.2.5 HHMFEFERILE SDS-PAGE
(1) F BB H] -

Lower-Tris (pH 8.8): 121.14 g Tris base & T 750 uL dd H.O ", 75 ¥R fa ik &
TRH pH 2 8.8, #MKZE 1L, JastHFHCH] 2 S

Upper -Tris (pH 8.8): 121.14 g Tris base # T 750 uL dd H.O, H R pH & 6.8,
WKE L, JE8EH TR e

30% aa: N. N-JVH XN EIEZ 1 g M ERRZ 29 ¢ % T 100 mL dd H2O;

10% APS: 0.1 g & iifREA T 1 mL dd HoO, 75 ZIHBIAL;

10 HL VK Pl : H% g 144 g. Trisbase 29 g. SDS10g, ¥ T 1 Ldd H,0 1, f#
FHISH dd HoO #ikE 10 %5

HA KGR FREL 1.0 g % Sl R 250 FALE R IR, I 400 mL
CEEAE R M, =i A 2h BB, BN 100 mL KBS IR, 44258 A 1h A b, R
SJJENMAN dd HoO0 #h78 %) 1 L, AR . ARERTIREE HEGa e s, TRk
TRAE o

fi . AT ERARREERRE, 50mL ZFRIET 450 mL dd H,O .

EARMES: TENDERK, BN 1.26 mL H2O. 2.5 mL 30% aa. 1.25 mL
lower-Tris< 50 pL 10% APS. 5 uLTEMED. [ZEA#4iMk: 1.46 mL H20+ 0.42 mL 30%
aa. 0.625 mL Upper-Tris. 25 pL 10% APS. 2.5 uL TEMED.

(2) FEFRRE:

I 2.2.4 RIGHF B IRS S G715, K ER) pET28a-mdh ik F N E. coli BL21
W, MR B R IR E. coli BL21 pET28a-mdh. £ LK “Fh_EXIZR, 708 s .

PRI BT T SmL &F 0.1% (viv) RIB&EZRK LB 4 (LK) H, 37°C, 200
pm 55 7% 12h 5, ¥ 1% (viv) T 5SmL#ff LK ¥5772E 94, 37°C, 200 rpm 5557 3 h,
FERE A 0.6 uL IPTG (IPTG IIAEMTHE: PTG BREMEE 200 mg/mL, 29K
0.1 mmol/L, IPTG 4; ¥ & 238.3 g/mol, K= 5 mL, 151G 5 mLIARIIA IPTG 0.6
ul), T 30°C, 200 rpm HIFEKRF, %S 8h.

U1 mL EWTEHE EP &, 4°C, 12000 rpm, &0 10 min, W& EiEWT HH
EP &, 4°CLRAF, MM 1 mL PBS CBEFREh-T A HR 7K HUTie AT mdk, w4
FHFEVE, FRXESC 10 min, {882 B3E, I 1 mL PBS RS 20%, mAEK L
B 4°CUKFEIRAE, A K TR R A B AT TECT-20°CUKAE -
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I FH B PSR 4B B AL (JY92-IIN T Z AR A TR A | fEVK B AT 40 i
BERE . BERESE 2 )5 12000 rpm 250 S min, UEE L3, BUTHE A 1 mL PBS MGBiEF,
il 2% B A M 35 5 UTIE R

V4 RH R A0 P 37 ALV AR AR RS, B 40 uL AEREAE SN 10 uL 9 Protein
Loading Buffer (J&J3ET- b3t & & EMHEARAIR AR, TransGen Biotech Co., LTD), il
W 5 min.

F 8 BRI ECHR J7 VE AT LR, N 5e o B IR FE #EAT KB, A S B R Bk ] S ks
KB, EHIFF ARG, B ST Ik, N K G R IR AT BRI
JE£ 90V il 30 min A5, {EAFAFEMAERAERNFE—A B, BIER 120V, 2h 6%
FEMBETT . R RAEFER P IFIIAE B i de ok, ARG #5440 1 h 30 min. 4
R E, SR K 2-3 Ik, TEVEAE. FIABL G, FIRG B Ga%, Al
ML S G Do
2.2.6 MDH %5 1§ i% % ¢

GG A il 75 5 R IA () MDH R B, AR Bl NAD-3F SR it S A
A& KT AL s R A B AR A IR A .

LR B NAD 2 ()36 J 8 it S0 (1L NADH 38 JR 55E 2 B2 A2 GE B R,  [RIINAE iR
NAD", 5% 340 nm AHIWOGEE R, @i L4 6T (BioMate 3S, Thermo
Scientific) 10X GEARAY, B EFFR{X (Epoch 2, BioTek) il AFrERZE (3218
Bradford J77%), Ff#5 MDH & (1S IK % . MDH £ [ B 2 4% BRRE A B (IR B it 51
), & mg ZK ARS8 1 nmol i) NADH & XCA— /Mg 77947

BRI T 30 min PA b, AR I K & 340 nm, A dd H20 % il
SEHIH AK374-B ££ 25°C7K¥# 10 min P Fo $%H8 20 uL #4760 pL AK374-A. 10 puL
AK374-B PLJ 10 uL AK374-C BT IIANE] 1 mL A e th ey, IR A 5 7RI 5%
20 s i} 340 nm AL FIWEAE AT AT 1 min 20 s JG IPROGIE A2, 15 AA=AT-A2, F§GITHHE
AT

NAD-MDH(U/mg prot)=[AAXV =+ (exd) x10°]= (V 4x@xCpr) +T=6430x AA +Cpr

Hr, Vg RBEREAER, 8 x 10°L; & NADH BEE/RWE R 6.22 103
L/mol/cm; d: WEMLYAR, 1em; Vi TIAFEARMAER, 0.02mL; Cpr: FEAE KA
T: XMNEFE], 1 min.

2.2.7 BRI [R5 E 40

A4 AR R TR 3% IR 2.2.4 VRSN P acidilactici ZY271 7, 383 [F] Y5 XA # ()
J5 AR 32 P IR TR B R A AR R, SRELAMIR R R R 8 A%

HAeTFEEELFETE PCR IERFR R T NS, KBHE VRS 0.01%4L0
HEM MRS #7558 (MRSE), 30°C, 150 rpm #53% 12 h 5 i#HTRF . SRI5LL 10%

(viv) MR BB MRSE £57558 4, 1E 30°C, 150 rpm $EIRH 1577 24 h-48
h, ZOEARE AT DS IR B BB R E Y, AR T RS R RA o B RRE
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B (10%) #Hriff) MRSE B 95, 7F 42°C, 150 rpm 544 FE59% 12 h; )G A% T
PEG W H R 10° £, HX 200 pL #A0fE MRSE [E{fAFHR b, £ 42°CRazK S E i E;
FEAAR R TR 24 h-48 h K HI B RVE, 3l V% PCR S0 IE i A2 15 55 1) H AR E: AL s
B Ss 2 W SRk

PSR IGE IERIBEYE, 19 J0PhfE MRSE Wik 97 L, 42°C, 200 rpm K577
12 h JE b AT R . BE G HE 2 3B ) MRS K537 5E R, 30°CH; 7% 24 h-36 h; K5 B A B
10°, PR¥G VR 215 HL 200 uL 5 BEVR A 7E MRS FEAFAR b, K595 1d A4 . HT7E MRS
[ 44 B A PR B Y 0 il — — X N A 3 MRS PR 5 MRSE “FAR |, 7 42°CH: 7746
HSCE 24 he f£ MRSE “FAR _E TG % A48 B 75 MRS “FAR FAEK BT, nlRe2 B i
MR KA R RAE, FHFEBATICIHE % PCR Wik, JEE—B PRI, XL
e FE AN 2.1 Fros (LA PIdhD_mdhi %6 3 ackA3 S0 5 951D, BAZH77 n] g
PR, X B DL U [R5 A8 4 9 5 A7 Ul B

The first recombination through region down-ackA3

P mdhl PldhD Emr Ori
& <4
/’ down-ackA4 3 up-ackA3
PSET4E-AackA3::PldhD_mdhl integrated into
& Pediococcus acidilactici ZY271 genome
- :::_ t S y The second recombination
\\\Kk' 4
\‘\ 1 — “‘;’ ‘
.}.\ =
[
H
down-ackd3 up-ackd3 down-ackA3 up-ackA3
* =
down-ack43  up-ackd3 mdhl PldhD
Pediococcus acidilactici ZY?271 genome
Wild P acidilactici ZY271 P acidilactici ZY271 Cmdhl)

2.1 B FGIFE-K PldhD_mdh] RiEFNEBEE] ackA_RS01275 47 55
Figure 2.1 Single-double exchange process-integration of the PIdhD mdh i expression frame into the
ackAd_RS01275 locus

2.2.8 RHIMR K T o e

MFWEE R BIEAE R P acidilactici %35 20 mL MRS 572882+, 1
42°C, 150 rpm FEIRAFHEFE 6h, LA 10% (viv) (IR E BRI EE MRS £ 973, A
FERISRAERE TR 6 h, TAF Pl SRR PR ) B2 B, MBS IR
MR EBPUER. R, TR IEEEALRE, Mg BErmERN 1% (vv) b
1L .

RIEE TR A 12,5 /L AN, 12.5 g/LYE, 6.25 g/L BEFREN, 2 .5 o/L ¥R
AWz, 2.5 gL IRE 8, 0.625 g/L -L/KARERE:, 03125 gL —/KEMBRE. 45K
6 P TR TS IR o7 2 P B P TR R S SRR
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RIEFERHRTCH 1 MR RS % 5L I 7R MUK FE FC RS B, s 5 R ik
FEFH 80 g/L, MMAMERHRAIIKE R 400 g/L CEFEE: SHERRBARFEL N 4:1).

RIELFE: 7E 250 mL HEFEIE AN 40 mL KEEE FREL, WhN 10 mL BEEER, 785
RBEJJGUNIN 5 mL BhFiR, 42°C, 150 rpm K537, 4% HEOMR E 2 /5 v s a] 8] B 12847 BY
Ffo TREIIN—E 21 CaCOs 4ERF KB 2 (1) pH (0.6 g CaCO3/g K)o
2.2.9 FEam kil 5 bRk th 20 e

R TR HR A RS — 2 B TRIEX 1 mL A 4 BRI B8 (1) EP &+, 12000 rpm 2540 5 min,
P 8 — o L A B 5 8 0.22 pm JEEE G UE, R RO AE (1% (HPLC, High
performance liquid chromatography) il . A% SEG 32 BRI 1) B oA B AR . ARBE. 7L
fR. HEE AR SERBR UL LIRHE, & 2MidE4A HPX-87H & A0 AH il A DL &
RID-10A 7~ Z Rl #5) HPLC #EATRCM, mzhtH2 5 mM BilR, RS 65°C, i
1% 0.6 mL/min.

I FIR AR R IR KB 2 L B (CRBE AR SERBRAIEHR)
el 2. B #1454 /L. 2 g/L. 1 g/L. 0.5 g/L. 0.25 g/L. 0.125 g/L. 0.0625 g/L
(IR BERG FE AR i, TS H DI ) DA B U T AR, 2 hildniE iz (1 2.2).

(a)Oxaloacetic acid (b) Malate (c)Succinate
5 y = 6.2372E-0x 5 y= 4 1854E-07x 5 ¥ = 4.6420E-07x
R = 9.9974E-01 R = 9.9985E-01 R = 9 9989E-01

4 4 4
|
33 2 35
g2 2, 22

! 1 1

07 T ! 0 0

0 5000000 10000000 ! T '
Area 0 5000000 10000000 0 5000000 10000000

Area Area
2.2 EBOR. FERBRABTIH RN 2

Figure 2.2 Standard curves for oxaloacetic acid, malic acid and succinic acid

=Ry B WIS TE] LRGBS T B A R 2.2 PR fER SR BT, KIHE
T B L LR Y VI A] A

2.2 EBZR. ERMASUHR RT.SRETHEAR

Table 2.2 Formulas for calculating R.T. and concentration of oxaloacetic acid, malic acid and succinic acid

4 Fx HH U (] R.T. W AR
ik 1R 8.1 y=6.2372x10"x
SRR 9.6 y=4.1854X10"x

BRIAMR 11.7 y=4.6420%X107 x
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2.3 SR 50
2.3.1 MDH Wi 351k DL 8 S %5 0E

N T R Fri £ MDH Be S5 AT S DI RE, IS AE E. coli BL21 H#4%E pET28a
RIERG, Wil IPTG S EAFEKRIZ MDH EH, Flid NAD-3E RIS B
WAV HAT RSN C A M, 300F 8 ARSI, BARRD IR 2.2.5 5 2.2.6 Firik .

g pET28a R4t iA MDH )8 H K/NVAE 40 kDa /ifi. @i 2.3 fros, 737
7£ BL21/pET28a-mdh1 5 BL21/pET28a-mdh2 %} N4 A e FiERE R (3 5 5 53kiE)
R AR R 26717, UEH MDH1 5 MDH2 1E E. coli W INESRIE, FELLFEE AR
TERAEAE, BWATEREMRA. {2 MDH3 FREAA R4 RT3 LA TE LA B 2%
o

FRIAF e S E AN, WK 2.4 . KRB C glutamicum B253 LA
C. glutamicum S9114 [¥] MDH 5%} HEAH b H LR E (1 340 nm ALPRE(E AR AL, Ui A
AR IR A BOE R R AEE . @ g TR A, 7HEH MDHI 5 MDH2 [
FIEIE 737308 67 U/mg F1 48 U/mg. % FEAA AR BEAR AL, 2t iHEA 10 Umg,
HE ) K NADH /& e Mt FEH HARFEAR, AT RER BT E. coli A HA ¥ RIR M
Al SEOCEARA, JREEATESIET 6 X His MM FEAALE, BIRIEE AL
. H1T MDH3 ¥ Hshik SRk, Fit MDH3 J3%4 BB A B kit (6.79
U/mg).

& 2.3 MDH #53K1A SDS-PAGE H k&

(Hrr: 1, 2: BL21/pET28a-mdh3 fliF il S5M0TIE; 3, 4: BL21/pET28a-mdh2 i Fif S5
WEUTUEs 5, 6: BL21/pET28a-mdhl BEHE il SHFUTIE; 7, 8: BL21/pET28a(%f M)k Fif 51k
TEDTTE )

Figure 2.3 SDS-PAGE electropherogram of MDH induced expression
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NAD-MDH Assay
80 -~
70 -
60 -
50 H

U/mg prot
N w iy
o o o

-
o

.

pET28ax| i MDH1 MDH2 MDH3*

2.4 MDH Bgi5 % &
Figure 2.4 MDH enzyme activity identification

o

2.3.2 P LR BSE RIR AL

P, acidilactici Y271 22 R4 5 %) 2 A& FINCBI (National Center for Biotechnology
Information) (&%, GeneBank & A5 NZ CP082111. JBiIHHE FEXT Z2Y271 Bk
rTCA AP BRIHIR B A A R B R HEATAL R, KIS T C3 2| C4 MBI LA mdh £
Bl AT F0R rTCA BEIARR AL U AR 0 NP ER 7y, 56— 70 R IR FH R A BBk AT A 22
W R NERE QR B BE IR B Ae EAHRIERRE (mdh) s BB =072 C3 (EAPER. PEP)
P C4 (HEBEOIR. SFRER) Bk iRk,

LA 2.3.1 &5 AR SR 1 45 RN KR, 4 mdhl SR BEG 3 P acidilactici ZY271 1)
ackA_RS01275 CackA3) Hriri, FBURKHEJTEG 2.2.3 Frik, %88 2.2.7 1907 AT [FYE
HA,

AT B2 TR B A B R A B AL R, AEE P AN AS e 7 0 CRPJEER B
() Y50 A2 e B U RV A He ). lIE R 2.1 HI G (g-ackA-up-F & p-ackA-up-R. p-
ackA-up-F & g-ackA-up-R) FATIUE. —MRul, B RUESI Y50 BIAE SRS R A A BORL | 2%
Bt —Ay GERXTERAESI Y, RIHGE # % PCR A2 & A Uk kT, T LRI
e AT R S R . Wl 2.5 R, 3y S LUK 7 S ALIE AR kT, VR R AR BT
i PR PR B A BRI A b, R RN SAS i LR SSIE 5 AL B A K
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1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 M

2.5 FERBUREE S BRI b 5 A BT e I RIE

Figure 2.5 Integration of the knockout plasmid into the genome to complete single exchange validation

AL HBGUE 5| W& 1E P acidilactici ZY271 BRI H &1, secYZ-ackA-F i T3 K
H up-ackA3 bUiEht, secYZ-ackd-R frTH:HH down-ackd Ttk . KA RIPFEXE G
FERK LA 3746 bp, T [AI S SRAFFE K K /INNR 2550 bp, PRI I sk FEL gk 2% 4o B ] DA
TIX 5. W 2.6 fiar, KEB ST 2000-3000 bp 208, KAEMRE A, 1 11
15 ST AL T 3000-5000 bp (8], WRESE KA He ) B BB K BH 4 B v 2k
ITRM G, @SR RUE, WP SR SR, I ackd3 HEHE RS
PIdhD mdhil FiEHE, ¥ P acidilactici ZY271-AackA3::PIdhD_mdhl SR, KHdr
2R M.

I i WP <% |
2.6 PIdhD_mdh1 RIENEEEEF] ackA3 BLr 58 N AT $ 1 HAIE
Figure 2.6 Double exchange validation of PIdhD _mdhl expression frame integration into the ackA3 locus
2.3.3 C3 3| C4 BRI 2

1L C3 3] C4 FIlELn 1.1.5 Frid, ALE C. glutamicum R L. plantarum " £ EAKFEN
B EE R AL HE PYC A1 PEP FRALHMAE PCK SRSEIUR. #218 2.2.3 (U5 i @ N A i fiEfL
C3 B C4 F N HRIEFRL, Wil 2.7 BroR
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(a) Factor Xa site (b) Factor Xa site (c) Factor Xa site

pZY36e-pyecl | pZY36e-pyc2 | | I pZ¥36e-pyc3 ‘
7107 Wik 7107 WL 7116 Wik

-

PldhDl PidhD!

PldhDy

(f) Factor Xa site
[y

~

(e) Factor Xa site

PZY36e-pckl | pZY36e-pck2 pZY36e-pck3
5517 WA | 5517 i S346 BAH
] \ i

% ‘59
B 2.7 HHAR C3 3 C4 ZHIFREFRLE
(a) pZY36e-pycl; (b) pZY36e-pyc2; (¢) pZY36e-pyc3; (d) pZY36e-pckl; (e) pZY36e-pck2;
(f) pZY36e-pck3. Hr: 13kA C. glutamicum B253, 2K H C. glutamicum S9114, 3K H
L. plantarum ATCC8014.
Figure 2.7 Mapping of expression plasmids carrying different C3 to C4 genes

PCK fiEft it FE &k i ATP, HHTHAARIAEK . B pZY36e-pckl F N E| M1
W, B FORIIRAE KN 2441 bp, FIRTEGIUE PldhD_mdhl 2GRN TRFEA I,
PIdhD_mdhl FIEHER/NRIA 1323 bp. WK 2.8 Fiaw, FBURLIGIER) 27 A2 T 2000-3000
bp Z I8, TFERLHIE 25 7E 1000-1500 bp 2 1], JEEBE—BWF, UESL T pZY36e-pckl
SABIMILH, WEEMNRE P acidilactici ZY271::mdh1-pZY36e-pckl, ¥HAr4 N M2,

1-16:pZY36e-pck1
M

(a)
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(b) 17-24:PldhD_mdh1 25-32:PldhD_mdh1

Cewwweewew “wewweew

& 2.8 FIXFBL pZY36e-pckl S M1 HE% PCR WKAF
(a) FRIIGIE; (b) PldhD_mdhil R 36AE
Figure 2.8 PCR validation of colonies expressing plasmid pZY36e-pckl imported into M1

2.3.4 BRIAWR R ELIE

[Mannose] [Galactose] [Glucose| Xylose| [Arabinose
galK xyld araA
ADP Tk Ribulose
Galactose 1-P ATP Xy, sl
ATP
galTi ( glk ADP
UDP ADP xylB Ribulose 5-P
-galactose ADP P
manX¥Z gulE| Ribose 5P 22> Xylulose 5-P
UDP-glucose tht
ugp
pgm 5
Glucose 1-P —— Glucose 6-P Sedohepfulose 7P _GAP
¢ pei tal - Endogenous Gene
mpi
Mannose 6- Pp—> Fructose 6-P Erythrose 4-P
“"j Pk
ADP
Fructose 1,6-P. pkt
Jba
pi

DHAP —— G

- The rTCA Pathway Missing Genes ADP PEP " - :}']K‘OGU(( Generation
Nap* mdh Navu | p; PPC co ATP>1 py A — athway
Malate==——0xaloacetate ?T Pyruvate 4-L‘—>Acetwl CoA <> Acetyl-P:
ADP ' ATP,CO, pta ADP
JumcC ) (
6 als a-acetolactate ATP
NAI ack acyP
S dFlumaléte ldh co, cozi ald
¢ NAD™ NAD*
Succinate Co, L-Lactic acid Acetoin Acetic acid

K& 2.9 P acidilactici Y271 BEIAE & BB 2 M &

Figure 2.9 P acidilactici ZY271 succinic acid synthesis pathway construction

¥ mdh FE RS B ackA3 17 s, HLARIEFRTE K pck FNEA B, TEHEE
ZY271 K3 rTCA A= RIIR IR 12, Wil 2.9 FR.

H LA ML (P acidilactici ZY271::mdh1) 1ERNRIEFEM, TE5H 80 g/L & A 1K
BRFRFETUNIN 2 o/L BB OB, AT IR INATA R B R K BESLE, LA P acidilactici
ZY2T1 A IR, R EE 72 h, B 24 h BURE.
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W 2.10 Fras,  REERT AT BE Rl B BEIE AR, 3R 72 BT R ) 2
PR QTR U . U I MEVERE T A ST, S A RTINS A ZH 1) 3 R N B B £ R AT
. XU B LR R R BB AR IR, SR AE R IR R 3 A R 81 SRR R DL A
HBIF= B R AR . 5 R WoR, BOE B M1 AR T X RETR PR, 3 450 iV Fe s 2
PAK L-FLERAR =g 2 I — 2 B PRAIC, W Re B TR los S B MR AR e R 22 . M1
B FRIETRIN 2 g/L OAA R derbrnk 73.7 o/L (IFLIR, RIS G M & MR 753 % 72 h
NPeAE 715 g/L LR .

(a) 80g/L Glucose+2 g/L OAA

—2—-M1-OAA-Glucose —=-M1-OAA-L-Lactate

100 22— ZY271-OAA-Glucose —&—ZY271-OAA-L-Lactate
90
80 £\,
70
60
50
40
30
20
10

Glucose & L-lactate titer g/L

0 24 Time/h 48 72
(b) 80g/L Glucose

——M1-MRS-Glucose - M1-MRS-L-Lactate

100 —A—ZY271-MRS-Glucose —©-ZY271-MRS-L-Lactate
90
80 &
70
60
50
40
30
20
10

Glucose & L-lactate titer g/L

- - T A
0 24 Time/h 48 72
Bl 2.10 P acidilactici ZY271 5 M1 BIREEH 80 /L B BE & BIE 75 HF Il 4 R BERAE
(a) N2 g/LOAA; (b) RIEMNHETA
Figure 2.10 Validation of P. acidilactici ZY271 versus M1 strain fermented with the addition of precursors
in synthetic medium containing 80 g/L glucose

REEFAE: 80 g/L HimikE, 2 /L HELZMR, 0.6 g/g CHENE BRERESH T8 pH, JLAEE 72h,
24 h BL—kpE, JLbfr =41 A7 56



LEEIRKF WL%MBT 37

2 58 B A v AR P T R 2 W = S e U AR R A, i B e AR o 2 AR . FRAT
B AR R B 22T R (OO B, B AU PR B IR VAN I i, RTINS SR R 1R AT R B BGAIE
BEAT = 2HSCES, B4 20 o/L W& RIS s R AR RS A AR B AN 5 g/L B
MR (OAA); B =SNS5 /L FERKE (MAL). LA P acidilactici ZY271 {E N XFHE,
BEAT R BERGAE, A 3 h HUFE, JLREE 12 he

SEEH 80 g/L &S R IR R A AL, MR TR E R 2271, St
AW UE F R M1 FERE S TR R A B 1 TR, &4 M1 MR~ 15.2 o/L KRR,
AFFEER N 1.2 g/Lh, B3%FN 0.9 g/g Bz (K 2.11 ().

K 2.11 (b ZrHral %, BT L AR I [A) S E AL, AN 5 g/l
AP TR S e 2 1) e ) B ) T SR B R T AR A R T . R SR AR R TR R R A U
FE, ARV RTI S SRR BB EARL = A . W0 5 /L [ REE Z RN R AR FLIR A 72 R R
M, MI7E 12 h N724E 14.6 g/L I L-FLER, A= l% N 1.2 g/L/h. BT HEEE AR 5 # %
PEE U, 15 LRI RIS,

HEEH 5 g/L MAL & s IR b gt AT R . &l 2.11 (o) Fos, SERBREEIN
Shntk Y271 5 M1 R BREE R, 1T 6 h N, 48 MAL SZ962H 1 B ik 10 FLIR 2B 77k
RAHILF] 2.7 g/L/h (M1) A1 3.0 g/L/h (ZY271), ORI MAL 4 0L A 77 i %
RET 30%EA. &, ZY271 774 172 gL A, M1 774 17.0 /L 3R, HETH
M2t FHIAIRTS B . R RN 1.03 g/g WEMHES 1.12 g/g #&HE, & TARMER
35 (1 g/g MEND. SFRIRAN 6 h alHFEE 4, HEATHRNAR, 7R ER
M ERARTEFEEIRER, FHHWNILIR.

(a) 20 g/L Glucose
—8—M1-Glucose ——7Y71-Glucose

20 1 —&—MA1-L-Lactate =~ —A—ZY271-L-Lactate

Glucose & L-Lactate (g/L)
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(b) 20 g/L Glucose+5 g/L OAA
—8—M1-Glucose ——-7Y271-Glucose

25
. ——M1-L-Lactate ——7Y271-L-Lactate
—
G
@
©
[&]
4]
—
A
o
[/}]
(1))
(o]
3
V]
6
Time (h)
(c) 20 g/L Glucose+5 g/L MAL
—@&—M1-Glucose ——-7Y271-Glucose
25 —A—MA1-L-Lactate —A—ZY271-L-Lactate

M1-L-Malate —H-ZY271-L-Malate

Glucose, L-Lactate & L-Malate(g/L)

12

Time (h)

B 2.11 P, acidilactici Y271 5 M1 fE&F 20 /L Bi&EH & BRIERE R BN TE R BRAE
(a) REMATE (b) 75 g/LOAA (¢) #IN S g/L MAL
Figure 2.11 P acidilactici ZY271 and M1 were verified by the addition of precursors in a synthesis
medium containing 20 g/L glucose

RSN 20 g/L WEIBE, 5oL HEEZRR, 5g/L3ERER, 0.6g/g GHEMD MERESH 1A pH,
LR 12 h, & 3 h BU—FE, LT AT

AR IR 5 £ 55 30 SRR AE R Pt R P eV RE,  (E R Rl )39 SR e 5 3%
HARR AR R e A T S0 7 E T4 i VR P ) LR S M R E R (RO R, i R 5 S
—EFENEIR, @innE S EERSE Z 5T .

KRS 12 h-MAL-M1-2 %8 5%, | mLFRBFE SN 1.7 mg INBEIARR (40 99%),
0 527561 %) 0 DA R LR IR S 10284k . R 2.12 B, BEIRRAOVRINE N 1.683 g/L, S5i#
it HPLC SRAFEHE —5. FIRAMBEERRHT G, X TR 2 L-ZLER ik BTG Rem
X WY R B I AR v IR A BRI TR AR b
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(a)succinate ¥ ik L5 -5 i (b)# Insuccinatefif J5GlucosefIL-Lactate ¥ {k.

2

N
o

17.257 18.159
L

Y
@

-

688

(4]

1.683

_;_;
[[CR N )

s

)
S

—_

succinate titer (g/L)

0.772 0.774

L A

2

-
o

12h-MAL-MDH1#%#25/Z /3% h01.7mg succinate glucose lactate

wHENE ~itgEs % Zefilsuccinater]  « Fflsuccinate/5

& 2.12 %/ Succinate J5#E & AR ELL
(a) Succinate NI EE 55L& (b) I Succinate HYf 5 i & M A L-FLERAR1L,

Figure 2.12 Changes in concentration of components after succinic acid addition

¥ mdhl BE 2 LIRS ackd3 Ay, R M1 Bk, WINEHARAT KEFIRIE, I
B ERBCE RIREAZ IR . ¥ pckl RIEFAEATA M1 FHEEHE M2 (P
acidilactici ZY271::mdh1-pZY36e-pckl) , X B A H M2 #H47 K KL .

FEEA 20 g/L # G B I & Bl IR B p AT K ARAIE, ORI 12 h, & 3 h BUFE.
Kl 2.13 s, M1 5 M2 KEES RS, HEEREAES LR AERIFA RN ZE R, #H
PE 12 h AIVHAETE A . A M2 7RI R A A I 215 SRR R H R I A B, PT RE
T AR A s AR o, T B e DAY R S B R AE 7 B A

20 g/L Glucose
—=-M1-Glucose —-M2-Glucose

—-—M1-L-Lactate —®—M2-L-Lactate

- N N
wul o ul

—
o

Glucose & L-Lactate (g/L)

Time (h)
) 2.13 M1 5 M2 7E 20 o/L HI% & RIS s R

Figure 2.13 Validation of M1 and M2 fermentation in 20 g/L glucose synthesis medium
RIS 20 g/L HIEIRE, 0.6 g/g IR BRIRES MY pH, KM 12h, & 3 h B IKFE,
AT = HPAT R
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TR R 1) B 42 F A P AR BR AR, M1 FE AL RN I L 2 BRI A SRR 1 A i
WK AT RE 5 LR B A0 9 T80 NADH = A ¢, FERINSE RIREEAT K IR 2 IR AL iR
WA R, RAIREAMRM = E. £ NCBI R R A EHTHER, R THN
malolactic enzyme (JJE68_RS07520) JE[X, ik SMART @47 & B &5 #3847 F,  n
Kl 2.14 7R, A& —Fk# NAD R AR . SFRIRILERES (MLE EC 4.1.1.101) 7] LU
A3 IR A BRFL IR 8 FH TR W R B I AR i LR . DRI, AR S SR
FERIRFEIZE A (malate permease JJE68 RS01400) HEAMIP, FiEid MLE 64 K
FUIR, XK | IR R %, 7 B — 0% MLE #H7 %

< W

B 2.14 ERRBEEH SRR B

Figure 2.14 Sketch of the structural domain of the malic enzyme protein

H i &5 i pSET4e-AmleS @ bR FORL IR TAF, Ja8H%ME2.2.7 7775, L mleS
IR, B INAT AR AT R BESOAIE . IR HETS pek 55 pye RIZRIE BN G N E A H
W, C3 3 C4 BEMTMEIRZES L-ARAE- AT S HEE, WREEE R THIRNA
PR A C3 B C4 R RS R ZY271 BEFA b, LUk EsiE, Dk
pSET4e-AmleS::PIdhD _pckl F1 pSET4e-AmleS::PldhD_pck3 FikikgE TAE (& 2.15).

(a)

PSET4E-AmleS
6021 Wi}

PIdhD/ PIdhD

3 : A
A 3 R
\\ - 2 %
L & o&% / l \\> .

OSSN Pek1(GTP) pck3

Bl 2.15 $15%F miesS 3 552 AR BORL B 3
(a) pSET4E-A mleS; (b) pSET4e-AmleS::PldhD pckl; (¢) pSET4e-AmleS::PldhD pck3.
Figure 2.15 Mapping of knockout plasmids constructed against the m/eS gene

X AW R R B P acidilactici ZY271 Kk, L-FLER AR &2 2 BRI R A ik
)25 AT . FEAT IR, FRATT VL B el FLRR I A AT bR, s — kT
FEAR LA YE R AR Z T A= HoAth im0 8™ i RS A, RE s i A R IR bR b 1
JPRHE, 3K A BT RS ddh F5E DRI AT g 2 50 i PN AR A DA SRR . fE2.3.2 0,
TR E C. glutamicum B253 W] mdhl #4452 ackA_RS01275 fr s, TEAENELRE LR
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A RCE SRR, 227HFE 1 mol NADH, 1] LAVHFR ldh @i 5 NAD*A & BA & NADH it
WoRIECM, 5 SmibR ldh R Re TR 5. HATC 58 pSET4e-Aldh w5 0 R A4 i
TAE,

PCK T 2l il 45 AHCO; 23 C3 (PEP) #| C4 (¥ftom) o, &£ P
acidilactici K IIFEH U IN CaCOs, — &N T 4EFF pH, 57— 7 ] AR CO,
BUHHCO;, AR et B2 BN AR, T2 B MtHCO #i T KI5 E. /£ 10 g/L
B R A R R EE NN 15 g/L 1) NaHCO;, DL M2 AE R A HERR, & 2 h BURE, 3t
K 6 h, XTHEA AN NaHCO3.

M2 10 g/LGlucose
12 ¢ —&-Control-Glucose —4—Control-L-Lactate
: —-5-15NaHCO3-Glucose -A—15NaHCO3-L-Lactate

%—\@\ A

8 f d )

Glucose & L-lactate titer g/L
D

[ N A

0 & - =S :

0 2 4 6
Time /h

B 2.16 AR M2 fERH 10 /L BEHE G BFHFFEH B 15 g/L NaHCO; 1T K BEKIE
Figure 2.16 Validation of fermentation of recombinant bacterium M2 in a medium containing 10 g/L
glucose synthesis medium supplemented with 15 g/ NaHCO3

RIERA: 10 g/L 7 %iHE, 15 g/L NaHCOs, R 6 h, & 2 h B—RbE, b T =4 P47 525 .

SR 2.16 Fias, AT ER NaHCOs FE5A SEBUBR BRI AE =, afi i T3
15 /L SBUREEEEFRAE pH B 7.2, JREEW [ RAAR EFE ALK, 6 h WA EAEH
EBE. AR E EHEEE N B NaHCO; K2 PCK 75K, X1 P acidilactici Kt e
PRI FRT o n ] 32 5 B PNHCOS /K A 2 5 40 7 B R A i), m] L% ek Bt i st
B ) CO2 AL HCOs, B BRI T DA ER PR & 2 TR B AT 26, AT BeXT R H R 28 7=
HARMER .

2.4 REPG

A FEFEEALEEME P, acidilactici ZY271 FYR5] N rTCA 7= BARM IR, M BRI
TRAEF= A%, ERAE R BRI A2 h FR A A I B BE AR O AL Bl . AN 31 1Y) 3 B 45
T
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(1D BHAFRIER) mdh #4715 FRIE, KIKE P C. glutamicum [ H L0155

SRIE; KMANMEAMRS, LKA C glutamicum B253 ) MDHI1 2 A B 5 5
(67 U/mg)-

(2) # PIdhD mdhl FiENEFHFEE B ackd RSO1275407 i b, W@ EMAFEEML (P
acidilactici ZY271::mdh1), VIREFURIIIERIG KB C. glutamicum B253 W] pckl F:K 5
AMI W, FEEHAE M2 (P acidilactici ZY271::mdh1-pZY36e-pckl), 1 ZY271 F1#4)
@M PEP 2 s AE = BRI IR (1 B 42

(3) M1 WK IR AT KB, IFRBcA il H BRIHER K 7 4 . 1T MLE Hf#4E,
FEUSINCE SRR AT KL AR, RILFLIR 7= AT R I3 BB A ) 5= 58 5
30%, 1MHARBFERTHREE. HTARE TS NADH, FH M2 WK K
Rk R rp A A I B R A B SR B TR i — MR mleS VA 1dh BB, sALHEIH
PR 2B P B AR AR DG IR (R, [R] B 7 S0 ie s R P 7 9 M P 1) B8 A S P 1 LA S HC O3 R 7K P o
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835 ENMHEURRIEEFBRAKEAR pH M8 Tt

31 55

BRI AN FLIR 55 55 A MLERCEAR pH 2510 N R SE B & 3F e PY, X2 T WAk AR
R R ERE R A IR pH, BT ERENRE LK, ¥inT 5
SrEaifb A, RS pH 254 T K BERT LA b s AR A A . AT ARG pH 25F T, K
P TR Fh 22 32 BB m BR PE A B e R, M AR AR K SR AR . R $E =y e ik
EA% pH EM FIHIPTE M, S T4 =B AR el HAL BRI 4iie L) BA EH &
X

AHFEH R AR P acidilactici ZB220 J£1E ZY271 J:Aih F 28 AR AL ok,
BA RIFIIFERETRE 1. BUEATE 30%SEhrKL SSCF I A2 91, ALY KT pH 4E 7 1E 4.8
i, AT Bl pH H LA B R KT R R IR . kB pH R EI 4.6 B, FEREL
FEIRAE ST NP ONIAE . 2 pH RS FRMKE] 4.4 UL, FURAREEMEDET, Hik%
Y NI SER TR

AT F EAR S BRI R B R AR pH R E X B AR RE RS2, 38 el B Ak
frskng, LUBASESE P acidilactici TEAK pH 2540 T IPUIH . J8 7R R2 I 400 S Frasp el
PR P AT A A4, AR TR A Dl S AL SR o 7R PR A AR, RIS &
AR SR T B ARAEAR pH TN 52 1% 5 TR FEE ROV EEAEA, AR — PR R B REAR
SE G R B AR ALEL. B 1E 30%I[E & & Sebriikk 2R pH 2548 F k47 Kk
IGUESEEG, SRR, METH AR, ALEL fE1K pH 444 N KB Re A BTt 7t .
3.2 MRSk
3.2.1 Wtk BEFRAEFNEL IR KA

A=A KEF P acidilactici ZB220 5&7E P, acidilactici ZY271 FEA FE o 45
W CEFEEARBT A 4E 2 oRIE AT R Gk, fRFEE CGMCC H, w5 H
M2023151. %5 E B Peacilomyces variotii FN89 & A SLIG S WA 4F 4 Z Wkl b oy
BEAZMAEYREER, HTARRAHERZ KRN TSR, RET CGMCC +, Mt
5N 17665, P variotii FN89 X AR i £F4E Z K IR 4 ) B R =244, F¢H AT
DAL RIS CAPLER . WRisEmE) dE47 A K2,

P. acidilactici ZB220 {fiH] MRS 5723 TR I H] &, RrFRREml iy LR 7R 4%
PEVERS L 2.2.2.

P, variotii FN89 AWl 73 & 15 77 7 a0~ -

(1) [@EEREFR: ] PDA FHGIEATHE IR . PDA PR 7 oN: FREX 200 g il B2 15 )
+5, BET 1 Ldd HO /1, Ji#GE# 50-60 min. £ 50A 2 5 H DU JZ 98 A0 1 e 345
T IR, TN 10 g FEHE LK 10 g BiflE, 115°C, 20 min #E47 K. FRpREFREfgs
HG RIS IR Mg, PR G T 4°COKFEIRAE 4 . FBERI IR EEEL P, variotii 18
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TIELE PDA AR _EHEATRIZ, 37°CH; 9% 3-5 d, 3R1GHWE P variotii #1117 HFH, T
4°CUKFERAT -

(2) WREEFE: i SM R IR TH IR . SM MR IG FR B . BEIR — U4 2
g/L. TilRE: 1 g/L. L/KEWIRE: 1 g/L. B (YE) 1g/L. & A5 0.5 g/L UL A F %)
Wi 40 g/L.

EEH P ovariotii W BEACFAR F 2N 10 mL (1) SM AR 7838, FiRA K 1
FRATRERIHL, BE/G#5823] 100 mL SM K5 3edErh, 1€ 37°CREIRH, 3N 750 rpm,
IR 24 W FAS M FE R, 4B A | L SEhrkl it F T A YR -

3.2.2 JdERiHEEL

&N AL R AE 100 mL PRI R AL ARRAT (1), $5FRIR A 42°C, #%3K 150 rpm,
8 h Al 5 M NaOH 5 #467€ pH 1, £ 24 h Bk GEFEN 10% viv). EIEIE
B AR — A AT AL SEEG, BRI 30%I[6E] & B /N FEAT TR A B R R Lk
i

XN AR BT P 3 IR B AR IR SR BRI 40 . E IR IR T A 12,5 /L B BE
¥ (YE). 125 g/LEAM. 6.25 gL BEIREN (TL/KLBRED . 2.5 g/LITFREA 4. 2.5
o/L BRI — 41, 0.625 g/L L/KAMRREELL K 0.31 g/L — /KGR, #AEMEEH L-
FER A EFT T pHo JRAHERHIRIE N 350 g/L Hi%ikE. 250 g/L ABE. 40 g/L FHiff
BE. 10 /L HEMELL LK 10 /L P30 . ARBEERRIK RN 250 ¢/L K. £ 100 mL #
B G IIN 16 mL &R0 4 mL BRI (AFIEL 4:1), #EAIJE A 2 mL Eil (10%
viv BRI D

TRPEZAE N pH &G R AL FE I 0 N = AN B

S B EFRERWIUE pH A L-AR AT 2] 4.8 (WI4h pH KZ16.4), & 8hfH SMK
NaOH 75 pH %] 4.8, 4 24 h #4—k, LT 46 AEAR.

SR EL: EFREhH L-ALER V146 pH A1 8 4.6, 5 8 h Al 5 M 1 NaOH 75 pH
F 4.6, B 24 hiTHE—x, SLHAT 47 RAER.

M B #AT R B SLEs, RIFTY pH MRG58 5 pH 4.6 KIS FRIER R L
B, & ShiA i RIAHNK pH (5.584.6), 524 h 45—k, LT 68 LA,

RN BOR R BN E G, AH 4R 2 mL (10% viv) 2= DA e — Bk
R R FRE AT E pH (5.5 1 4.6) FEALSEES, DU SRR pH 25440 T ARE
FVHFEREJ1, & 8 hify pH BI48EMH, & 24 h#H—Ik, LT 30 IR1E4R.

3.2.3 &ML ERREAR pH 25 4F T R BEVPANY

RIEVIAN & LA I Tl A BR ) /N R FT A IR, i [F 2 B KB (SSCF) i#47
(Fy, TRALEL 5 B /N ZFE A RRE B BB AE R A IR A (Cathay Biotech Inc.)
fefit, R4 NREL Ao 77k, g a4t RS8N 34.65% (wiw), 44
REmEN 2291% (wiw), KRFEEREEN 21.36% (wiw), HAP&AHSH%ETEiH5E.
5 TRAL TR G N Z R AT 5 — E B ) CaCOs BT R MRS, B4k pH 755 5.0-5.5
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ki, RITBCT A°CUKFEORAT o RERIUK R 5 27K LA 30% [ & EAR RIS 5 L itk
fEF, BWEIRE 50°C WL RIEEE), Mk EEEN 200 ipm, A 4 mg /g
CHE A/ TYR DM) 41 4: K Cellic CTec3, Tik#{L 12h, HH£4E &K Cellic CTec3
T Novozymes (China).

BRI 3 L REERE, WEIRE N 37°C, WHHFEEBEE N 750 rpm. F5 KB
TR % 37 C AN P variotii FN89 Y577, Rl & 7200 3.2.1, WEIES
2 L/min. MEFKRA 1dER, KRB pH FaE T N R 5E i, < M@
o BIRETHE 50°C, HEEEEEE 200 rpm. — BN ]S RHR RS 42°C, L 10%
(V) EFMEEN P acidilactici KM T (100 mL), L 25% (w/w) Ca(OH): fEH
HORIFRH T3] pH ARE, DA R BRARVE TR
3.2.4 REEF“Y). 4UMIE F1 0L K pH B I E

MFEIR B R TR I 1 mL 2 A5 ()R A, 12000 rpm &0 5 min J5, W EIG
T EPEH, AT -20°CHRAE. PR IRIAINE. AR, FLERIE 77N 2.2.9 ATk

eSO E AR UTE, N 1 mL dd H2O BT &%, 12000 rpm 20> 5 min,
{3 i VGA RSV H . 1 mL dd HoO EFRIFT0E, B HEEERMRE 10
&g, B 66T (Thermo Biomate 3S, Thermo Fisher Scientific) Ml %E 600 nm A& )
WS, i ODeoo AN 4H AR KA -

pH 5 2181t pH it (FiveEasy Plus FE28, Mettler toledo) HEATMIE, A# Fwi NAE
F pH 5 AT P SRR HE

YA K BB R RIS 55 CFU SRRAER), B 1 mL R (e R B
W), Wk 10855 IRAT T MRS AR b, £ 42°CEFRFE G 7% 24-48 h K HiE AT W)
R, THHEH CFU.

33 £R 508

3.3.1 HREMIEATE pH 244+ T R E2RE 15 &

N T IR FFLER F BRI E SEBR YRR 32 pH IARER, DL 30%E & /N 2R AT N R R
FEANE pH 461F F 47 SSCF, # &% P acidilactici F K %3E pH (5.5) DA 4E R BT
BOG MR pH (4.7-53), Kk pH X E N 5.5, 5.0, 4.8, 4.6, 44 L0 4.0, BAEEK
W FIEAN R pH 26400 T R ERE /), 485 T P H&E R S5 .

i 3.1 fis, AE pH 5.5 BLA 5.0 2640 F, W& HEAE 48 h AT AL AT LAVH#EE 4, (HEA
BRAE pH 5.0 2604 88 &) M FE IR RAK T pH 5.5 BFAOTHFEIE S . ABE 72 h NI 58 408
¥E, 7EpH 5.5 5 5.0 %M N MR 8.7 ¢/L A1 13.3 g/L. & HlF=4E 113 /L #1108
o/L () L-3LB8, XUEWILE pH 5.0 PRI o B AR K e P8 55 .
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~A-pH5.5 -8-pH 5.0 -o-pH 4.8
—A—pH 4.6 —=-pH 4.4 -©-pH 4.0

(a) Glucose consumption
100
= 80
S ]
2 60 1
O -
S ]
o 40 ]
20 A
0] &
0 24 Time (h) 48 72
(b) Xylose consumption
-
)
[}
(%]
o
>
3
O ] T T T T v v v T v v v 1
0 24 Time (h) 48 72
(c) L-Lactic acid production
140
120

100

(o2}
o

L-Lactic acid (g/L)
[0}
o

N A
o O

Time (h) 48
B 3.1 HRBEIRTE 30% B & 2RI pH %4 T KR B aE
() EHHFE: O ABEEFE: (oL-FLRRAE™

Figure 3.1 Fermentation performance of the departure strain under different pH conditions of 30% solids

real material
RIEEFAME: RIERTESA 1 L30%[ & S/ N 2R FT KR 3 LAY IR N2 AT 1R, DL 25%
(w/w) Ca(OH) fENF RGN pH, KEE pH EHIE 5.5, 5.0, 4.8, 4.6, 44 LLK 4.0 %M. 3t
K720, 24 hHURE, B5FR4AMF: 42°C, 200 rpm.
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R EEREFEIE pH FRIKR) 4.8 I, P acidilactici RIEEVERE N . H&MEAE 72 h NI
BATEREAE, WA 745 g/LL-FUR, EOAE pH 5.5 254 R &K T 52%. K
B2 pH WHE AN 4.6 B, BPRKBERE I — DI TR, X UTE pH 4.8 5 4.6 %4 T,
BRI pH OO B R 7= A B I B AR, RE0A T BRIAR IR R TP R

K pH FAKH] 4.4 ), Btk 2™ E G, &EA74E 39.6 g/L $LIE. 1 pH 7£
4.0 B, KRR LT AR S R B A = A, RAAR = EA 19.4 g/L.

HIETE 30% [ & J AT KRR AR pH 2644 T IR BESLIG AT 71, pH 4.8 5 4.6 &
HEVVEHI IR P acidilactici ZB220 I RE N BE MG T¢ pH,  PRMAE AT PR E B% 12E
RIS, %% pH 4.8 5 pH 4.6 1E NHELE) pH 2614
3.3.2 1K pH s T i@ MR

N T AR R FLIR Py BR A L = S B AR pH 25 1F T R BEVE RE, BEAT I TR A 1
SIPEEAL, HRES 3.2.2 k. Wil 3.2 Frow, BEANE MR =B B, 3t 160
Ko

P BRI AEWIAE pH A 4.8 (G s IR B i T, 1& MM RE T EUIRE pH #45
B ARFERE . PPIR DA R AR K2 B EAE], 24 h i RE D BRI AE, AR LEAFRIE, L-
FLER = Ak CHEBRH T3 55046 pH Bridini) L-FLE) . MR 7 0T 4s, BiAE
KRV H B B 1 s, FERE S = IRBE AR T R B R I — e U4, &ad 46 ik
ARG AR I T E N pH AR

B 5K pH FEAKE] 4.6 BEATRY BEBEAL 5258, 7E1% pH 26140 T, 30%SEPR¥IKE SSCF
W, AR R TR D LR B T . FERRIE B R ORI, B RS pH 4.6
WEid, WEPEEFERIEE, LIRS 2S5 BUHBHI—E T . —HBZ
BB R, FERCARIM B B 7 A TR I B R I e ) A B R AR KR T IR
— BHAEFERARAK T . 7EFFS: pH N 4.6 & MRS FE A, XFdE b BRI AT R VT
B, L 30%ME & BN R AT N FERHE pH 4.6 640 T HHT R B2, 0K 3.3 Fos, #HbEkk
AR T 1 R T AR O 35 R B AR ST A2 1, ST R TERE S BLRH B R R B, B TEAE
53.2 g/L [FLER, SXHRAIELIRD T 35%. TRA 47 48, @k e B
Fi— pH 2 B SR

A2 1Ak TR T DU TR R AE AN 7 7 A R PR 2% A T IR I LG AE AT AT DA
Rt = AR ITEAR pH 2% 2R DS A AR i P 358 T I BTIsi i o i B B R P A
13 B MBS N BRI pH 38, (HRBIGIES R BN, Ea i — KL SER A
PRAR, BHJSEHT S B SEEe (M BRIID . A2 LRI, HERE pH (5.5)
51K pH (4.6) M5 NFEMES R A A BOV R R 250 . B A & BN A AT, IR
pH 2440 N IR M BLIH B4 5, BARMRERE S5 = feae /1 H BT B BodtAT 68
AT TR, BrERefae b E ka4 ALEL.
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(a)L-lactic acid production and Sugars consumption
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Figure 3.2 Adaptive evolution of growth metabolism of P. acidilactici ZB220 under low pH conditions
TR PYBRL: pH4.8: BYERIL: pH4.6; FYBUN: 2% pH L (pH4.6 & 5.5). 5 8h
FH 5 M NaOH %14 pH #I¥5 €18, & 8h#H:—Ik, 42°C, 150 rpm. FZ%ikE 70 g/L. AHE 50 g/L.

BT R AFRE 8 o/L HERHE 2 /L BLLEFURE 2 @/Lo Bl R IR B 2% 1



LEEIRKF WL%MBT 4977

30% solids pH 4.6

—8— ALE-Glucose —&— Control-Glucose
—&— ALE-Xylose —A— Control-Xylose
—&— ALE-L-Lactic acid —6— Control-L-Lactic acid
140
’\_7120 [
)
cul

L-Lactic acid (g/L)

Glucose & Xylos

0 24

Time (h) 48
3.3 BrEgIl (pH 4.6) KAHEILE IR S HREARTE 30% [ & EW8 pH 4.6 %44 T KRB

Figure 3.3 Evaluation of fermentation of long term evolved(Stage II (pH 4.6)) and starting strains at pH 4.6
of 30% solids material
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pH 251F T AR FERE /I G R PEHEIL 5286 . 00 30 RARAR, A5 —FR Ik b fa e rkiL
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F4E FRERE

4.1 &

H Al SR T AL AR IR A 7= 1., KEUR BIEmE AR R R, &
T P EURL A BR ) 5 AE M L BRI IO R« R BLET4ER A )iz i A s AR B, 24
VIREBRIA R R R AT IR RE . AN 5T R B AR P acidilactici ZY271 W] LUF] FHA i £F 4 2k
VSR A BB B, T B — B IR BTLF4E R OBME, RAEARPTLF4E R R R T A 55
BRI e i Ak . I YR 51N rTCA BRHAMR A = AR AH S EE K, #E P acidilactici
ZY271 "R B, DUWSEIUBRIIRR A=, H4h, F9AMURTEAR pH 358
HORE, 93D HR AN A ) TR B BRAEC S A 0 B Al R A o R R EE B P acidilactici
& pH A 5.5, KB pHAKT 5.0 B2 BB INE, ka5 Kit
SC5 > TAE R A i& M A 9 77 s032 &5 P acidilactici TESEBRYVEMA R, (K pH %%
PR PN 521, A5 —HR v fEAK pH SR8 3E AT HURR & T2 A b T

KRR E BT

(D &I FEFRIEMEAIEEE, WEKKA C glutamicum B253 SEREME
B (mdhl) #EG3) 7271 FERHAS, WERER R BSERRIET: I UARIE BRI Y
¥t pekl R FNEHHE, £ P acidilactici ZY271 ¥ —4 i PEP A= BB FWE 1) 4S5t
HAZ

(2) BEHHE MI(P acidilactici ZY271::mdh]){EE 5 IR R PR INEBE /R 5 3 531
FRIEAT R BE, FREARM BB AR WIS ¢/L BISERR S MR AR K AR, 1T
6 h FLIRA = F N 2.68 g/L/h, LLXTHEEE R 30% A4, MHASER (1.01 g/g ®E N
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WEA T A IFHR UL S R . ISR R S m IR &, X2 T MLE i1k
F, R XS mleS IRBR TR . 6 M2 B R E— 28I NaHCOs #E4T BRI R K B3R 1IE
{H T4 NaHCOs #1555 9% 3% pH F18 7.2, fEMW T P acidilactici 'K 5K E
HT mleS 5 ldh FERWAFAE, 5@ IR A~ it e s s 51057, 1§15
HAHTE H AT AME LA IR .

(3) ATHSE P acidilactici 1E=E & E2VRMA R, K pH &40 FRImsZ2M:, 8T
FERRIH AL, 30%[H & /N REAT BRIk BE AT AR ARk, &t =AM Bdt 160 f%
R RAF—PRIEREAR E B TR, [R5 38 S 3 A R R ILAS B iR SR L K
I 1A B — SR A A BEINAT 2%, 3l 30%[E & 22 4T SSCF #H47 KA, 45558, B
W BERRAEAR pH P8GR T R B ARFERE 5 7 B A W /52T, I BAE pH 4.6 264
TREBSLERE S BT pH (5.0) ML KEEVERE . TEEREL UL S R BRI FE T, &
IR ARABEACH BE VB, v Tk — B IR S ARRERI I BE /0, HEAT DLARRE Ay M — i Y 1)
MR, 2L 30 AEAR, BARAEMR pH S2PRPIRHMA 2 AR FEAE A TR T .
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4.2 BY

AW FEAE P, acidilactici ZY271 7 5] NIEFARACHIAH ORI A, A9 AH SC IO B 42,
7 A 368 o P BE A ) O AR TR R AR AR pH 25 T U 52 e (EEAT — LR A 7] 8 75
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(1) H AP @ 3R IH IR AL B AR TR B R (74, T30 R IR AL IR B 1 17
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1T R BESRAIE J SRR AR TR DN 2 15 i AT R N T g . FLIRZET %1% (ldh) 2 BRIHIRAE
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FTREZ IRANIER Idh iR AGFEM,  [RIINH AT DL BRI 9] AHAR 4 NADH 4% ({3
n: WRRAEFHAR) RMBOMUIEIR T, Wi FEEA CO2 BRHCO; /KT thf 7 2 5GTE
Il AW FUAE P, acidilactici ZY271 B rTCA AR AW 783, A SLILAESLER
Yokt AP BRI IR o [RIHE 9 — BRARB S Tl PR, 7 Bk — 20 I 5 S s 2 A
TR, REHESuEReR.

(2) EHRIGIR R T WARAENR pH 250F I 521k, LS 2t — b
R, RN fE BB, B3t PR R E YR AR AR IR pH (BB R 1 52
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WREA g 32k, E5HAE pH 5.0 J4F FARBARL, MR LA B RE IR L T F
RGO, 525 A] AR S VEREAG ) pH (B 4K 2L HEAT S B EA ST, i e A= bl TR R AE
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