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Abstract: Animal nutrition is the cornerstone of sustainable animal husbandry development, with its overall
efficiency directly influencing resource utilization , environmental carrying capacity, and global food security. Recent
rapid advances in agricultural synthetic biology have enabled researchers to engineer animal nutrient utilization
systems through innovative strategies. These primarily encompass feed ingredient optimization, the production of

synthetic feed additive and the enhancement of gastrointestinal nutrient conversion efficiency. This review

WRsEEE: 2025-08-01 {£@AHR: 2025-08-29

HeWMB: EREARZES (L2324219)

SIRAX: Z=—, BPRM, g, RE. RUIAREVFHRNNNEFCF HESEE[J]. EEMS, 2025, 6(5): 1145-1166

Citation: LI Yicheng, LUO Huiying, YAO Bin, TU Tao. Agricultural synthetic biology driving innovation in animal nutrition: advances and prospects[J]. Synthetic
Biology Journal, 2025, 6(5): 1145-1166




1146 BRENE H6B

systematically examines recent progress in this field, focusing on the application of agricultural synthetic biology
strategies for advancing animal nutrition. In the realm of feed ingredient quality improvement, gene editing technologies
have significantly enhanced the nutritional value of key crops. For example, the specific knockout of the GAPGF gene in
cotton has resulted in cottonseed detoxification, while targeted modifications to the sorghum kafirin gene family has
enhanced protein digestibility and quality. To decrease reliance on soybean meal, various strategies have been developed
to utilize microbial protein resources. These include overcoming production bottlenecks in methylotrophic yeast, precisely
tuning carbon metabolism pathways in Clostridium autoethanogenum, and developing cell wall disruption techniques for
microalgae to enhance protein bioavailability. Synthetic biology approaches have also revolutionized the production of
feed additive. Key strategies encompass metabolic pathway engineering to enhance precursor supply, cofactor
optimization to boost metabolic flux, gene editing to reduce competition from alternative pathways, and protein
engineering to improve the activity of rate-limiting enzymes. Furthermore, emerging tools in synthetic biology show great
promise for regulating gastrointestinal function. These include biotechnology-optoelectronic integration for advanced
sensing systems, novel gene editing tools for precise modulation of gut microbiota, and intelligent synthetic microbial
consortia for targeted regulation of the gastrointestinal microenvironment. Agricultural synthetic biology holds immense
potential for enhancing feed conversion efficiency, safeguarding animal health, and driving the green transformation of
animal husbandry. This review further discusses current challenges in the field, including technological bottlenecks and
scalability issues, and outlines future development trends, emphasizing the critical role of synthetic biology in shaping

next-generation animal nutrition systems.
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Fig. 1 Gene editing in plant improvement™”

(Fig. 1 was created with BioGDP.com)
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Table 1 Microorganisms capable to synthesize single-cell proteins
AR W &) Righigtz RS CWIRS FER/IER g/ i;i
HELE FRMEEEE P pastoris g RN R ISR SR A, 1R 0.506 g/g DCW B oK g S| [25]
15 GDH15{ GLN1
R EERELE Y lipolytica FIEZ  RuMP fl XuMP & 1% 5] X RuMP fll XuMP i& %% 1.1g/L72h i [26]
FERL 3 P Y S
PR A. woodii LIEN AAR &R it b S AL hydBA/hder — AR VRAMES  [27]
co
RIRFEAIHE P communis  CO, — B I HL 4k CO, 3 J5 A i 2.6 g/L L2 ff 2 [28]
3 & BR B [ A0 R AR
PEOTRHE Acetobacterium  CO,  Wood-Ljungdahl 1% LN LR R Co, M 1.5 g/(L-d) LI [29]
PR R 2R 1
i B S. cerevisiae Tk — 1M 27~ CBP Al PGP 323 g/L M [30]
FEFT
R. toruloides Tk — Ak PRV P AL B H A 208 g/kg BAREA. [31]
ETas HEiE & 72 g/kg HEE &
C. utilisACCC  Hfift — AWER A P i ik 5.74 g/L G FE A [32]
20060 FEFF
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Fig. 2 Synthesis of single-cell p

roteins using one-carbon compounds™”

(Fig. 2 was created with BioGDP.com)
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Table 2 Biosynthesis of representative vitamins and their derivatives

HeE &R FEES RS YIRS TR ZEUR
25(0OH)VD, P450f  TRAE P450 [, ARk 1.96 g/L [45]
VA S. cerevisiae HAFIAWF B-TAEE N KRR, 51 AL REI A RDH12 521 g/L [46]

a-Tocotrienol
VB
VB

6

S. cerevisiae U N i 518 K, fif bR B E 5 B VB8R BT R GER, Wit T AR s ik ok R R ) RS0
E. coli fRRAE KRAT 5 A PR A, RIS AR A T A R, T TR A B e i PR ek iy
s E. coli VUil SRR DG AN A5 T 40, R 11 43 T Bk J 5, o) DG B 24T M i

320mg/l  [47]
1409 mg/L  [48]
972 g/L [49]
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Fig. 3 Biosynthesis of vitamin-based feed additives"”
(Fig. 3 was created with BioGDP.com)
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Table 3 Biosynthesis of representative amino acids

=

IR HIE LI PR .
SCHR

L-B2 i C. glutamicum R TR 55 M) Biom & , 375 FH 204 5 3 1 # NADPH k37 2234 ¢/l [54]
C. glutamicum REEWGAIE YN EL £ B2 A NADPH B f R K% 5 638 SR B 8l gmu B, R AE KA 196.58 g/L [55]

L-RAE IR E. coli ORI AT A (N, 51 N B R AR 1L 8 2 AT 59 L-25 R IR L i 14 2039 g/L  [56]
L-t 5% E.coli AL T PUI5iHE AroG TrpE Fl SerA (AL ;i\ yddG A prsL1351, w5 poxB 3£ A 43.0 /L [57]
L-% R C. necator  SEALATE R G AR A, iR PHB & BSOS 12 , I 1% &1 2% P9 R AHAS B 972 mg/L  [58]
L-Sp st s R E. coli I ERIELEE RIVERR &, R 5810 DeuD #1288 (1 M SR A LRI AR 12 56.6 g/ [59]

RO 2 R 1) T AR P 1) 3 3 AR K W A 1
M 2 B PR AT BX 2R IR B 4, JF 15 B 2 AR
U T RE S SE I A . R R AR —
L 1) 1 2 B R R 5K 1 5 Rl 1tk 2 R, AR
PR R R . TR EFAIBA B @ AR M T E e 1)
Wod &, FEFRIH A 8 30 ¥ FE 4% NADPH 4t 57,
B AT A TR 77 =k ) 223.4 /L, BERR AL EN
0.68%. T, ZEIBN 7 S8 i A 4 B s A A
42 AR 1 1 S O T g O A5 TR N X A IR MR AT
BT OO, 7 S LK TG Af L 2 IR - Bk B
1196.58 g/L. WAL ALY & kAR B & A i 2 ]
MR A A E B 4 B RA ) 38 i 43 535 5% B 1
ARG A RN 5] N B B R A & A1 R HI 55 L- 7%
AR SCHEIRAT, (£S5 LR IFHE T L- SR 2R ™ &k
$]20.39 g/L. &L IRAE L-H 2 8 A2 77 A 4]
BT LMAERFRRE RS, NAERNSGAE
PR TR R

/N i o AR IR ) BCH THD Il %A% TR 4% R %
BN REUASETRAGENE, TEEGE
Pl SR WS AT AL . (VR IR & IR B 52 22 B R 4
N2 =i . 55 TR . BRI B R
Fi CRISPR #% Wi R 45, £ KM B b se il 7
aroG~ trpE~ serA FEHERI Z AL 245 DL 4
Ao BIIMRRR T BN, 753 LK EENET Lt
R mEIAE]43.0 g/L. {EL-ZZ A+, Wang
A SOE R R H (Cupriavidus necator) ,
SEEL T M COHFF A L-BE L . 1% 7081 5k
i e MR W R . O BB AR, @k PHB
(polyhydroxybutyrate) A Bi& 12, F i ik & R
Ui AHAS g, WE$Em 18 . EANBRBE 4
WIRIE S| 972 mg/L, HIFKEFIEE319 mg/L. 5
SCE R AT AT R A& AR TR IS N, W] AR R

BRI ERR . BEREE SR E LR L
fiif i . Zhang &5 0 M T TE KK, G
Wk R AT R IR B A B R A BRI A, A B o
1t DeuD #5132 8 1 JF E A E A AR R R s 1, AE
10 L KBl L- e AR - 8215 %) 56.6 g/L, AIF
AT ARIE s K R, N SR S R R
Tk Al Az 7= AT 52 BT B bk % ) BE 22 DR AR T R
EELEA R o AR R T TE R CO/H I SR A S e
FIFHEAR . TF R e A B il BoR 77 TS ik & .

2.3 (EREEHER

YRR RS A RPUE R T (IR |
ek ZHESE) RMHBRML gL K, T EH L
T IR R, A S0 i A K e
I 3 R ORI BERR B o ] e R A A v
I REAL 7, RE 8 RS HE B R X Se 40 8 IR IR 7
3 SR TR RE B AN IR > IV AL R Y ARk,
A I Bl O D B IA SRR T, O IR AL S IR 2GR
WA AR AR P EMESRE . B
RPTERSEZ AU, Oy LB i e A & 2%
FRPAAN ] Bk 1 G BEH 2p

o) P g 7 L R LR A R A, FEMER
Bl A Il S 2 i A T A O T R A A
&, LB A . SR, e e A
AR e = K LRI 2K Ol P & A i A 32
AT M E B QS B IR E AL
O il Mk BE R sk S B REAL I P BBk Z . R
B J L SIUIF P2 409 71, 24 A 0 5 R R A
O iR RIE ARG LLEM G TE; @IFK
i T A 170 3 08 R MG 5 S M B A, @B 2 ThE
iR g R 2D e 2 EUE IR A 1o AR SORE H R 1
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WAELRN G A FEHES N, HEERE . JER
K SRR T S5 A R M I A 11 B SR B R R R
#H(ED,

TR B AE Sh ) IR b Al S B A, B REOK
fE AL R RE TBOTE ML, KR FE P I TRk i AR I $2 7+
PHENE . BHRAERGFEREEZE. 5
B B E OB PR ARG . fEE I DU R
filg A A& APPAmutd ABAR, 1851 N R & E
A v S AT B BT, MR AR S PE b i e HY 29
A FaE R TR AR, Sk RAEGRE, &
Th @) ] 7R 2 T #4495 k APPAmut9 (R AR 5% —
A 6 AN URAL) o B FR IR AE 65 °C T 3
T T 75f%, T MEIEFI96 °C; 2100 °C /K AbHE
Sminf5, IAEGRTEE 70% B, HAEMRER SR
AHH Y, 1E B i BRI A I 2 RS T R
U P A

VE A BT R 1 46 Bl A e R Y Ak R L B
TEF, (B 4% Gl Al A7 70 SRR PE R B TR 52 A
pr o1 P A UNRR A O W s P B R
T8 3 50F B TR R ER E A PAAmy AR B TeAmy
R B G5B 5% L (His152/Cys166/His168)
B EHNZORBEM S, B = RS
(K152H/A166C/E168H) 5 N TeAmy J&i, FAFRI
BOE IR IR R A 95 °C, 1E 105 °C Tk 264+ T i
THIAF) 10400 U/mg (8¢ PfAAmy $2 7+ 1.7 %), 78
ER T AR AR R T b
PR CEREET, Wi E g B,
R A 1R mesoAMY-B HIE iR i JE R 7 7 12 °C. 1%
WEFE R 2 F AR ARG WAL (ZSHD  F50
WGEAR RS, B A B A TR S AN TR e SR,
J T B ) Sl L R R R LA B AR R
= HE RSB VEN B R A, Sy AR T R R

HEIR *

B4 gl b A HE S By ) g 1
(& 4 1 il BioGDP.com #il| 1)

Fig. 4 Agricultural synthetic biology drives enzyme innovation

[1s]

(Fig. 4 was created with BioGDP.com)
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N 2773 27

PN SR A TETR (N3 i B AR &AL Y]
TR PSR, EmeEMERRHE, [FH
I BEAR T BEREE Y BRI, KEREE I 1 1L R 5%
%, 3 S PR A IR 75 52 30%~100%, A K3
BT A . BEFLEREA Y, B R SRR I 1k AR
) % B AE T 0zt v IR AR Y AR 1 A R —— 5
NI SR W T PR AR AL IR X 2 1 . 1R 3 B
BA 700 Stof 4 2980 DR R 1) GHI10 A SR WE B XynA (1)
FARMW, HCui'E & 2R 1) A0 7 41 2 4 fHE AL
RUE )R . %7 A1) 8 I SRR I % A B K AR R
SEMEN G, AR T R4 & HlHEE, &
AT G e A R AR 5 A T S 5 IR S T 2 R B
G RIPERIAE R o 46 F 56 5 XynA B Ak 22 /N 52 %/
TR EELN R 7 Pt Foak [ b = & 5wk 5
$ETH30% LL L, ARBTEF4ER R E RN 31%, 7
Gy I T AR 525 B T I v R B A e

WA, B R LE ) )T A E N2 B DR R
B R, MECARE A ORI A o o] s I AR
BB AL FE, A2 4 T 0] FH Il 2 FH A 8 1) O B o i
Hao & 7 ST & 7 T 7L W6 R T 25 IR 2§
Wi iy TE B 7] 33805 RSt S R B, LA A
WxLEHMS EEAREREREIES TR
e N T e VA S R P IS N T o
1 4T ML) A R BE 22 B TR R D T R R A, I
X AR A 440 i B 22 W ) A SR i e A R, I8
FSC I 1 A R T o 12 R WA ASUAR A A TR B i A
Beas A PEARSERE, JFORIRSR T 1 FLBR B 1 3 5 2
RAHACRLRE, TR i 25 1 B ) 36 0k R S iR
HE 7B AL AR W E ot .

st S AL Y0 (manganese peroxidase, MnP) 2 [#
fife 25 DA B 2% 00 A0 5 ik 7 R M BE (deoxynivalenol ,
DON) 1A Rl #p 2 —, AH HAE & J% 1A K} Ik it
(CIIARTEFR) R aRe s 240 7 &3 s,
Su %5 il I il A SRS R T HR A B CsMnP-ScFv,
AR (Ceriporopsis subvermispora) %k L
A 5 HE 15 DON ) S 8854k (ScFv) HEAT Rl
A, {8l ScFv 1 & A7 fig 7748 Bl 7£ 55 3= 4 + JA [ 2R
£, WMAMKEEH. £/ E-SHEEK-EH
TaPRHA 22 i N R I, BRI AE DON P fif 22 M FR.
F CsMnP B 1] 2.5%~3.9% & F+ % 13.4%~21.7%:

A F] 20 mmol/L GSH J& , B il 3R 4y il ik T &2
82.7% CNEARZR) AI57.2% (EXKER). R
HXSEBLT MnP 2 7] ) 58 1) a4 A L5k 1 AL
AR [E AR P B 00 fde AT o o IR TR R o 4
BT A BAES . BeA, EREEN Y BRI, H
7 AL E AL YIS MrMnP LR R R A 54T 4E K
LR 4 2K R IhRE 7R 36 A0 22 BRRH AR R A
I JE A 7 ) )ik B 54.4 mg/g F129.5 mg/g, 64
7R HH AR A2 4 53 W R0 2 A 7 T PR 9 0 o

EHBOL DN “Epr” mARK SRS, 4
P AL (glucose oxidase, Gox) AN —Fhatfh
RN IR Z 22 0. E1ES B g 4
AL PR AR IR BT L 0 A T TR R B O A
FROE B R, IR BERAERME . A
1M, Gox7E B MR IEAREE (pH 2.5~3.5) M bk}
FIREE TE R ARG MRS, 1FHH
BA 70 SR B L Y1 /9%, A Rosetta Supercharge
IR B RS (Aspergillus niger) HI#EEE
PEFAR R GoxM8 I TH] LA, il Ih s A3 pH M
6.0 (% 5.0, $#TF 7TERMEZM FRIVEME (pH 5.0 B
Ly $E i 37%) Aifase e (pH 2.5 &b HE 1 h 5ok &
BEVE P2 TE 178%) o« FEBLIERE I, B4 T RIHE45
s (a5 AR IR R AR s AR e D . LR
T LA Ok Bh M Bk AR AR S S, BT A A
T RARR GoxM10 7. iZ M RE SR TE: 75 °C
AR 12 min J5, IS IR B AR AL GoxMB - T 57%:;
pH 2.5 FALEE 60 min J&, FRARTETESE & — 1% [FIES
AR = 13%, v o B BRI L v i R 3
HATE RIS PR . S AN R T
NI H,

2.4 EHEMRATY

EFRFEN IR P S B AT R, IS
) KSR P2 W) (active plant natural product, ANP)
FERE PR« HUR SO T B AR BRI AR T,
N E PO 28 6 5 B FRAR IR N AR . IR SRR, @i
X ANP LW & O A B0 AT, BRI R T e e
M) CAE R 4B ANP A 7, IF HORIEARAL T
PR AR (E5) T AR P2 By RS SRR AR
PRI BB AT )3
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Fig.5 Agricultural synthetic biology drives active plant natural product synthesis "

(Fig. 5 was created with BioGDP.com)

T MR TSR AT a5 A il R 3 A BRI 0 R T A R PR AR ) IR )
J i BE b Dy ae . W RS ARG kR AR, R T AT N R L SR A =
Fan e veee . BHEr, HAEYA RIS R W% X RV E A RIS W A E R . BGE
GVERM . Liu%E "™ 7EERE B BF v A T 5 iR mom ER, RILEBRIUERME L. &
G RORE, EBEIEA R . BEal S L ME BRI AU & (astaxanthin)  RAEY) & R
TR EFE, BREIHIT (daidzein) /= EfE  BAEMMK, BRUVEREMFRIZONHZ —.
Tt 7 944%, iK% 85.4mg/L. XieZs ™ 1EA R FHOGHIE 7t 3 B i A A% H A A Y i 4
Rt th— 2% 15BN (&6 1~P4SORE) HI& FINMEYEERE R A R REY, IR E5E N
BOSAE, YRR ZE (genistein) f*HIA7.04 gkg T YA WX 2% ok SR DASR s 7= i ™, RS it
#H, thAh, Wang 55 "R X ST KRR A SRR R OR MVA 1R GG R I8 DR T AT AR LS. R
BB E A A TAE, ST AW EERE HET LTRSS . Kang 555 1
(dihydroquercetin). —ZE Mtz (dihydromyricetin) fife HE HR IR e BE b, 8 B 0 48 B 2% 72 67 52 AR K & ik
FAt# % (anthocyanidin) [)@mAAE . Liu% ™ @@ EM TEw, HEAmEM&it, Mg =
TE A Ji5 HE P % B th Bl 5 3235 Pe4CL1-VVSTS K P ERME33 g/L. ERREREE™ b, Lisg™
Wiy, I 45 A H0 AR R Ak 5 B A U E 1) SRR, D)) P L e 97 3 4% 2R 4 SE I AR K 5 ) A R
TES LEEPE AR 818225 g/L, B R~k B MEH, K27 2 4464 mg/L. RIFE &R
s A, NZHEH (ginsenoside) A 78 /8L T
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ERAEMFHH TS, ASBHREASEE
Pt = s B R A Y, r I e T A
AR T B YU ) AR . R P
BN S @ AL R AR NS 8 (protopanaxadiol ,
PPD) A7 i £k Jf ot Wl i A% g ik AT 2 B &1t
BRI AE BRI B R SEBL T 12B-0-Gle-PPD M Sk 4%
MG R, A, TN X R A Rt —
ARG . Kim 2% Pl i 4% INO2 97 38 Py J5i 0 2%
B NI E B AL S 2 e A, ([ PPD =
P 8 fr. XL R MILTH T AS B
5 ZHME.

2.5 MEK

YU K (antimicrobial peptide, AMP) &9
RRIR GBI R G = AR — R T 1S P i
PR NGTF 2 K. BT BEE BOR KR . 3
B R DA S HE e g A R, b B G g T SRR
PO, FEBhYE FRUR, AMPAE NIBTERI DA R
BUMRk Rt

B A AT 5, BERE BN R AR, SR
VR R TE AR A B R BT R T e DL AR i IR
WSSk o5 35 B A R 5 AR e e B SR, ARG
(1) AMP JF & 3= AR SR 73 29 Ak 27 & BB 1
TG AR A V& TR 23 PR A DL 47 DA &
N R e R 22 S 1 2 ) Y RO AR I
KT, TRV E AT RPN A, EHED)
AMP JT & AL Gl B 458 =X ] e ol B B i 51
PIMGK A AR (F6). MATiE AR BARTETE S
e g VEHR T LA K AE FAL 0l e b O TR A T kR
EATS T A O 3. R OR AR 5 % ek,
TG VA AT A B s[RI IE 75 o R A 77 A
A PN 3838 BRI A P AL B A

Wl#%%~>] (machine learning) FATE TR K EE
PEBE T T 03 8 A R BR DG BRE (9 A . B RE R AR
Y240 B 7 51 R I R B, A E TN S5 4 5 1)
REX &, HEMI 4R K & 200t 66 IR € 1) B it o
AT — U A Y R T ML 2 S S DR AL B
RS e R . SO I 1773 40 N SR 4

HE ] MDD 1) N o e
xxx|nev zz] —» R C' /"’
B IE H sl ::J [ : ] == snwip L
o ' 1t = . B
CAMP Bomanif £ R ] __': N 100
DRAMP 4 il AlphaFold3 —_ s 80
s |kt e I ¥
sefeiene e i “ 20
0 Time
P Bk Th g
L ] e L ®
et 2 L el [ — ‘
Wi %Y i
it b » T
- ® 41 i
- . ﬁ I e {d’# e s
? o [ s ;"
1 B T
A —— ‘l - ':"l": 1 .
s 9 . e . A . s A . I‘\ . Y . _
LR P NI

Bl6  HUTH KR BT R e Tk

(P& 6 1 | BioGDP.com il ff)
Fig. 6 Intelligent development and efficacy of antimicrobial peptides"”!

(Fig. 6 was created with BioGDP.com)
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K, RS HE S E 323 M ik ik, IF R I
IR % EIRIKE (Prevotella) ] prevotellin-2 i
I AL R SR BOR AR R, AT R AR A
PR ISR T B PR . 2024 4 HE H 1 Prof-Diff
REE R T RBERE ™. ZTAEMAG TEA
5 F BA ProtTS 54 B A, KT 41 9 5
WA TR AE J5 . ) F BE WL IO R A BT e A0k I
YNk T hs | P R/ 3 N an )
JeIe S5 AR . SEIR ISR RO, % R G4 R
PUB K 88% FE Bt )1 g M, b s AR vkt
% FN 24 TR I A R BB B AR I (22.3+1.5) mm, HI&
M LE RARPUBE KRS T 67%, REFHSCHL T &
RS BEVE BT H A5 o

FEBCE s ML BRI — SR R, A W g ™
B 1& 1 Hb 45 & 3 0 P4 W 4% (recursive neural
network) 5iEF %] (transfer learning) FiA,
T DBAASP 4l 22 45 i 1 A ¥ IR 450 v Ik e i -
B EXTHSR M (Pseudomonas aeruginosa)
S AR AT R e MU R S, BT v th 8 M A
ST TR Y P G VA RE R KR B K, LA R
BEEBME S PURERA) 3.2 6% . ok, TanZs P %
TH IR A e B R A K R B pH 4% B A AT N,
FEA P pH 2648 IR K T 100 nm (9K LR 4E, T
FE G UR I P B8 5% A T WAt 4 266 7 4~ 6 nm 7 1E
R, PR G DK IORE o 33K Tt A sl JFG o A A B ) 5 3 A
BT 7345, JRAEAN R DR GLAR hf 4
& & Bk B (Staphylococcus aureus) #H & T [
99.7%. X L8 JE SR P KT R 2N e
o Bl LM “ 7 o1-S5 4 -Th e ol
BR SRR, WORFRTE 1 VK 0 R 8 R0 .
AR TEAT) T BB B8 W) Fh 22 2H 2 B4 DL 7 1y
R TR AR, FF R JE AL A AR & 42 S B 1
BRI Ik, AN CBT-IRAE-A 7 IR
6, NEHFRER ML ORI .

3 PRAEVIH TR Mg E iniE R
SN R i

ZhWD I P T8 A2 E IR R AR A% 0 3
P, EBANERERDPECEE, HgAEMA

(microbiome) X & FRACH H A v E/EM . 1E
A, B MAEH (2 45 B g 5 A=
HbE R ) EFLER M, B A0 i FE 4 1)
BHEEAL N R YENENT R (volatile fatty acid, VFA)
MG A, B P e TR 250 A e HE
W, R A A R E IR R . X TR
B, T A A D e AR O )
Y. SRl R R, IRl R T 4R
EREEIhRe, H1E W EAEH DR E IR = IR
BRI AE MR RE N LA U I R R R
AER A SR TR B vE A TR Y, G
T A DR [ L S O AR O i EOR A E  TE
B, AT SEIURT B B T8 AR A B S ) Pl PRt
A P 20 T8 TR B T s oA AR A 3h P 7R A R )
0 W

31 HEMERINERSE

T B AR I 4 oK 78 K A R A O e o
EEP R R EECEIEN . R, 2R
TR B A IRy KR T2 DI RETU
RNE LRI PR B R A G, H AT B MY
MR IR IR . BFFRIA ", AT bt
R R, o T R I H A 2H R RT e S T e
BRI BRI bR i, BRI " mAk
R4 58 TRE €AY (W0 Eubacterium) IAE
o X SR AV RENE T8 AR IO & R0 e
e m AR =Y (TR A, M B R
TR AL E . M, ARBCR G52 N A7 AR B
F IR R Y (A Proteobacteria) « X8
A AU = AN e B AR I, b AT Rl
T 9 8 G L ) R T T R . X SR T
TR AR P 2 R S FEAR I B A AR AL 1R R R
ARG CEEE . Xue S5 "™ R B ZEA
i, SiaREExHSARHEE, w7 hH
WM E (Selenomonas ruminantium) 8 i H e ¥
B (TreY) . HEB% AR (GapA) R H B EA
(MCP. CheA) F Fh/Kib&MAR0H S M &l
2, BERA TERRHEE. & E, RARE
B IAEYH SR A R B R R, 0 0 ST AE XS
TAE DA 8 e L D Re A F RIRZI B 2 b .
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e 18 5 W DK B 1) 2 4 R AR R H R AL T
FRATTXS i T8 Sk AR D 2H X — AR A TS RGN AT
WA AR B L T e i T v PR 3 A 5
WA A 32 1078 72 R R A0 . Hu 55 U Ji 0 8 & 2 g
P2 22 A1 16S rIRNA T P8R, RGE0 M 1774 b
T B i B AR A, T = A A O I
(Phascolarctobacterium  succinatutens~  Prevotella

copri M1 Oscillibacter valericigenes) . I To T /)N B

PR AL, IR SE T 3K S A% 0 TR fE 38 2oL 1 58 i 1 ¢
PEINRE . SR FBIL & A, MR R R

AL T E IR . BEAh, BT, BR
e R AR B i 38 A W A 2 R =
B ER, HREERYENDFEEET
ERERZEMERIAEBEY. AN, &
TEASTR] X B F) ol A W A A 25 288 9 W0 5 K A
R B X S R T RE N Bl T M T
WAV EES 5 R BRI, 12 5 38 14
AR T E A TR AT AR R . 2 IUEE R
B, I E AR AR S TR — R 2 &
DI ERCPE o XA B L2 He AR T X T 4 R
i B A IhRE . IR IS -3 B0 A DA R IR A
FREREE, JRaRNERRIFHHALE,

3.2 IEMEYA

A B A W R TE TR %) 38 #5351 4%
o T A R R RIE U I, HE Sl HL AR 4l B A TR A
TG 17 22 WA B IR K & OB B AL it . S ET
PR R T EARIUAE =A KRB 1 OB R
YT, KU S T AE T ) 3 A S5 Wi 1 7R [A] [ 2%
@F: R e T HQUH, HARET KR E R R
PR SR T B, BASEEbx &% B R R
FHEE MG, ORER Bk Hng, KT T K RE AN
RORIRBAT 5 I T REAL TR AR BB RS T A

FERAM ARG K ITIH, —BimHo s " i
A - LT R SR S B T e R SRE A
T AR o AL T E S X K AT B Nissle 1917 i
AT TRE R, o L e R S Mk i L S AR 5% 2y
T (NO), IR AEM RN A fE 5.
WE e, R R TR T 5 ) A B ROl R R 4 2
B R ANE DGR SR IOV E LSS, ATSEEL T
X i AR R 2y T B B AL SR . AR R Y

SEaG 28 I BRI I TR B AR AL B I A
FRIVEA T AR (590%), HALEKE/ELh
WAREKE T 100% I R FRE S 1 o IX — Rk PEH,
RNV E W& g FRAR G BN A« R 7 I I 42 fit
TERKIHT LA

1 H g R T 2 AT, Jin %6 MY FR T
—BEE AR A E M AEY [JUH 2 EEE ]
(Firmicutes)/A& B 4N (Clostridia) 1 ) & 2035 1% £ 1F
WmAE, R T EGHERN TR EEFR T E
U KA B PR . 38 3d # 37 CRISPRi-dCpfl
FEDRPTER J Gt Je TG 75 25k DR 2H 950 () i & 16S TRNA
FWE, BN ORI 88 bR IR (& 38 FR#R
WD B T RERRESE R ik, BT
— I K TEI AT E  (Bacteroides uniformis) 5
W (Clostridiaceae) 1B IEKIEAEF&, KY)
TEF KB (Prevotella) « #8255 TR bk o ST 1 2E 1A
Pl FIEAH LA LS. 2 e BRA UL,
T RN R S A, DN AR AT i T R D) e
PRME T RS .

T fi A B BE VR B UE 5 T, Bl — TR A AR
KMz #F 18 Nissle 1917 (ECND H A4 2 1 fe /I 1k 32 4
72 R, TR N IR R 0T A 4 R R MR B
(P aeruginosa) F /N g 45 W % HE /R £ W (Y.
enterocolitica) [P X E IR Gy o 1% FL B% N AE PR A4 [
PSS I B O, DK B 2R I8 B B K MeS FE IR T T
PR B E A RE T /D RBL ARSI UESE, % TR
PR RE S 325 PR AR R iR A 8 i I 48 55 il TR AR S
% BRI TR HEVR T SR . LA, Yang
L IR TRTMRIE SRR TREMGEER
&R BE (GR-Syncon), 1] 8 8 /8K e g A 55 1
A [r) [ AR AEL [ . 1% &R 48 LLOK I #F B Nissle 1917
RS, BE T IHERR AR (smA). JHERKf#E
B (BSH) FI' T R #H (BCoAT) JE[H, Jfil
1f fadR-PfadBA [7] % S2 3 w IR A58 - 1) 5 PR 3 25
o SNWSEEG RS 7R, GR-Syncon fiff &= IR IR & /)
BRL FR) IV H [ 4 35 PR AIC T 27.60%,  FFA B T2
52y 18 B R

4 g =

Wt A A B A A S B BT DR U A
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TENWE TR, AR DX S E R AR N %
ASITRAT AT AL s A SR TR, AT 4 - A
BIEA AR . H AT CAE R TR RS
Ji PRSI T B T PR 5 S U T
THRE T RNIRR, IS T RE#E, Ro RN
AR A AR AR S B E R AR TN B
K& Jg. SR, Z SIS T Im S BT, AR AF R
. Blan, FERHEY)E FRER T, B IR 5
T B B 52 2% B AU DX 4%, T 24 i 0T G O A
ERRNFAFAERETH. UEEAEKA
fl t o Hom s AR Z 2 AR R A R
(quantitative trait locus, QTL) =i, #B7K%E
MQTL Cmefafh1, 3. 4. 5. 7 EMBLAD %
R TTHR R, I G R — 2R A AR A Tk B R
B s Hik, fERNAEBRAEDY &+, M
S EGHE R, 2RSS & H R
B EEREE, A ANWOL A TR SRR 22 DR R s R O
P RNE R IR, A, BTN TR RE
(AD AR EAEBEEY S P, Liss " 52
T AUV BT EM RO, X—H RS 724
PR R P DL S E A A, AT
B At AL SR BT R R A A7 %, R &
F % 1 AL L B (Wl RFdiffusion. ProteinMPNN)
AR D e B B, 18O v R S e B R AR
AN E P E AR5 2 3~54F
EMAEYE A GRS, RELREHTC
WA —e Wt e, (5 STk A = A7) T I %
Kbk B, Li=5 TV AL, (&
WRAEEVHEAMSY FAEERER, WIERE
i 52 R RROE MR R bR RS O G EIRA
BRPp A TRE I, BT () ) AR A7 5 4 Ok R I 22 3 850tk
REFRK BIRBISAGERER . & 8EY
FoR K A B Puax B ) jRAE At 7y vk, it gt
Ko R B w4 TR, B e B g e A
(PE) "', CRISPR A 55 #% Ji£ g (CAST) " 4]
DA S BT 22 5 DR BROK Fr B A FH R ) 28 i K ) i
AWM E 5L, AT S B RNA B 2T
RKEMBA W, v AR ACH @ 2% .~ 17 40 i
ARG HRY AR, TSI = R SCP & K-
LETRDRF IS IR T A& J7 T, W] )4 J=) £ FE )
H & AR 2 AR 5% 5 42 T R n R i 1R e

DL S ey 4 A2 ) 2 R BN N R B Bk v BA
FEA BRI TR 6e3% 71, 02 0 A R i UL i %
B . DL B AR e e, H miE s B B
E AL, REME R ETECE R T RER
F R A7 51, (R O I Bt 7 SR % R 260 #4 a
SEAEEASNER B, =X E AR
INFD. Hlgs 2zl @d X A AREITES, WU
F oK & A BUE BRI — g U7 2\ 65 5F e Ak il i
BT R R, BT T EASUE . &
I — U 5T M IR T — i T A I R 4 P A B 1
BRI E) T GCASE) 3Em, W LLiGgE
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