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Abstract: Biofuels are important supplements and alternatives to fossil fuels, which can alleviate the current global
energy crisis and environmental pollution. Using microbes mined from nature or engineered in the lab to produce
biofuels from renewable biomass of both economic and social benefits has become a major direction of sustainable
biomanufacturing. It is necessary to develop robust microbial cell factories through synthetic biology for efficient and
economic biofuel production, combining the strategy of systems biology to understand and design the synthetic

pathways for biofuels and regulatory networks in microbes. This review discussed the major types of biofuels, the

WS EEE: 2023-07-02 {&@EE: 2023-08-30
HEWME: BxREBSHAITY (2022YFA0911800); EIRBEARIZESR (22108064, 21978071); #{t&RHITEARESEIFITL (2021BAD00T)

SIRAX: BHE, ik, £E5=, KW, BE2F, T8, HiE. EYRNSRENEN@RT SERRER[J]. SREYS, 2023, 4(6): 1082-1121

Citation: YAN Xiongying, WANG Zhen, LOU Jiyun, ZHANG Haoyu, HUANG Xingyu, WANG Xia, YANG Shihui. Progress in the construction of microbial cell
factories for efficient biofuel production[J]. Synthetic Biology Journal, 2023, 4(6): 1082-1121




%£4% www.synbioj.com 1083

corresponding metabolic pathways, and current progress for producing these biofuels, including bioethanol, higher
alcohols, biodiesel, fatty acid derivatives and isoprenoid derivatives. The strategies to understand, construct, and
engineer synthetic microbial chassis as cell factories for diverse biofuel production were summarized, especially from
substance metabolism, energy balance, physiological modification, and information regulation. In addition, current
status and challenges for microbial biofuel production were analyzed. The insufficient understanding of natural
biosynthetic pathways and the functions of biological components, lack of genetic manipulation tools for non-model
biofuel chassis cells, low efficiency of gene editing, incompatibility between different heterologous pathways and
chassis cells, toxicity of heterologous products and metabolic intermediates to cell factories, inhibition of many stress
factors when using cheap renewable resources as raw materials, and engineering obstacles in industrial scale-up are the
barriers and challenges to the industrial biofuel production. However, the rapid development of artificial intelligence
and bioinformatics provides new solutions to these challenges. Finally, this review proposed future directions and key
tasks based on the need for biofuel commercialization, emphasizing the combination of information technology and
biotechnology as the trend in developing biofuel cell factories, which can provide tools and resources for strain

engineering and accelerate the industrialization process of biofuels.
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Table 1 Summary of microbial production of higher carbon chain alcohols
) i fik R Uk B sy
Product Prlce Host Fermentation Substrate Titer Reference
/(T /(g/L)
Propanol 7000~ 7400 E. coli Fed-batch Glucose or glycerol 10.3 [16]
E. coli Shake flask Glucose 3.5 [17]
Isopropanol 6500~7500 E. coli Fed-batch with gas stripping Glucose 143 [18]
E. coli Shake flask Glucose 13.6 [19]
1-Butanol 8550 C. acetobutylicum Bioreactor Glucose 20.3 [20]
E. coli Bioreactor with gas stripping Glucose 30 [21]
C. tyrobutyricum Bioreactor Mannitol 20.5 [22]
Isobutanol 8100 E. coli Capped flask Glucose 22 [23]
E. coli Bioreactor Glucose 56 [24]
Z. mobilis Shake flask Glucose 4 [25]
C. thermocellum Consolidated bioprocessing Cellulose 5.4 [26]
C. glutamicum Shake flask Glucose 20.8 [27]
S. cerevisiae NA Glucose 5.8 [28]
2,3-Butanediol 10 000 S. marcescens Shake flask Glucose 42.5 [29]
S. marcescens Fed-batch Sucrose 152 [30]
Z. mobilis Shake flask Glucose 13.3 [31]
2-Methy-1-butanol 15 500 B. flavum Shake flash Glucose; duckweed  19.5/17.5 [32]
E. coli Shake flask Glucose 1.25 [33]
C. crenatum Shake flask Glucose 5.26 [34]
3-Methy-1-butanol 22 000 E. coli Shake flask; two-phase fermentation Glucose 9.5 [35]
B. flavum Shake flask Glucose; duckweed  0.79/0.78 [32]
C. crenatum Shake flask Glucose 3.78 [34]
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Table 2 Summary of microbial production of fatty acids and alkanes

eSSl 7 (s 3N JRA) e Z5 3R
Class Product Host Fermentation Substrate Titer/(g/L)  Reference

Fatty acids Lipid Y. lipolytica 3-L bioreactor Glucose 90.00 [66]

Shake flask Fructose 5.51 [67]

Shake flask Sucrose 9.15 [67]

2-L bioreactor Galactose 3.22 [68]

3-L, fed-batch Hydrolysate 16.50 [69]

E. coli 0.45-L, fed-batch Glucose 21.50 [70]

L. starkeyi Shake flask Glucose and xylose 12.60 [71]

Thraustochytrid T18 7-L, fed-batch Glucose and xylose 87.00 [72]

Fatty acid S. cerevisiae 1-L bioreactor, fed-batch Glucose 33.40 [73]

R. opacus 6.6-L, fed-batch Glucose 50.20 [74]

C. glutamicum Shake flask Glucose 1.07 [75]

Fatty acid ethyl esters Y. lipolytica Shake flash Glucose 0.137 [76]

R. toruloides 1-L, fed-batch Glucose 9.97 [77]

Wax ester A. baylyi Shake flask Glucose 1.82 [78]

Methyl ketone E. coli 2-L, fed-batch Glucose 3.40 [79]

P. putida Test tube Glucose 1.10 [80]

Heavy oils A. melanogenum 10-L bioreactor Glucose 43.00 [81]

Alkanes Short chain alkane E. coli Bioreactor Glycerol 0.11~0.14 [82]
(€, ~C)

Medium chain alkane  Synechocystis sp. PCC6803 Bioreactor Co, 0.026 [83]

(C,~Cp) E. coli 5-L, fed-batch Glucose 1.01 [84]

6.6-L, fed-batch Glucose 0.58 [85]

5-L, fed-batch Glucose 2.5 [86]

Shake flask Glucose 0.26 [87]

Long chain alkane R. opacus 6.6-L, fed-batch Glucose 5.2 [74]

(C;~C,) A. melanogenum 10-L bioreactor Glucose 32.5 [88]

S. cerevisiae NA Glucose 86 ng/g [89]

PR TR R IR B R B B, EAEI R i A 4 322 F R AR S ) % N B )iz Y

I 2% T A B IA B 61.7%, ) B AL R R A
FREE 4> 99 0.195 g/g A10.143 g/(L-h) ", Lazar %
T RN M G3P IR FE RS 5 TAG & i, A I g 3%
i CURE B ot SRR AT R 5] ON B AL T T A b R
FHRERE, SZIL T DU Ay e —BciR 14 9.15 g/L i i
JR 7R T, A A IE S T AR 5 RORE vl
AFERR R N BRIEZ AN, KA B AR i AR
V4 PR I 7 R A 72 B IR B A B . Davis 55 1Y
I R IA N BT R A K S BEEE ACC, A AR &
KW A 0 RE 7 R A= & G 2R o T8 I R B fadD
A RIE ACCH — MY RIZ AR AR, 75 K%
RSB 7 R TR 1) i A e (2.5 g/L), A
FAE LM A=

Jivk, FEAFEEEAREE . 5
AR T, @ﬁ/ﬂi@b“ﬁ% LA MR A, B AR
i, G o @Ry HmE s . BBVl (lipase)
E%&%%Eﬁi% S AT A R I, 3R
EM%I LA POy RS, R R TS Y e
LU RSB AL S & AR S U TR K
R, 1 FLAE AT O 2 7 AT RR I B ) HR
QA0 RN ] e A S5 T, AR T AR SR AR P AR
FIHE . SEHEMILA L, PR oA # ik ik 47
M R Y S T ek ER TR, EA
HRAM S . Kyotani 25 1 K K il 8 B 22 Mk [ &
T 1 2R 2 I VEL A ) B 1D 2B 40 o S R B R AT AR
PS8 I A 4 PR AR A, 3 o ) R R 3 R S I R MR



1090 BRENE F45E

TR R RE Y 5 0 o I U7 Bl 95 1 . Matsumoto
& U@ T R — P RER T RN R, KoK
RVE G i B R s AE MR Tf, 472 h S T
R 78.3% A 7 IR H P 19 B A A M (ke Ak & B o AL AE
K, SR AU TR ol O 48 A8 B BE AR W 4 1 45
BT A ST A S O Sk AR
Kascheuer %5 "7 3@ i 5] N\ 3@ 3l & B B 0 1 >R 5 1)
A T TR ot 3% il O I ot Sl S I B A s iR
RIEWRAZNFE  (Acinetobacter baylyi) K5 K
s MBI L A2 1 ADPL, LU 28 B8 A0yl R W i
¥), FAEE 7= N 1.28 g/L, 5 40 & 26%:;
Hok, JE I LA ok B R A e far O 0 7 BE X ) g
T L g A D SR B AR H AL baylyi [F) ADPL, K
FFBETE MR 2648~ ol = A= G iR T i . Steen 55 1%
AR K AT A SN 2B AT R R AR R I AR,
SEIL T DA B Y ME— BRVR I FAEE & %, BN
674 mg/L.

1.4 S£¥EEAE

KE#BRELEY IR 2B A R
BRI EEA M, BA RS L. KR
ARSI RN . IR 7 HOAE, Bk
NEEER (C,~C). THEERE (C,~C, . KEEE
(C,~C,) M RBKER (C,~C,. AFAmEEK
FEE )G 107 e G AN [E) R D g, SR R o 2 AL
VR ) 3 B B 2 C,~C B R AR B A
S R 7 BRI 3 B 20 2 C~C B H i A K
BN, HuT, CARWTEZRBRMEMER S
BRI RE ), BFEEE. M. B, 2K
BRSO NP1, 2021 FE AR R DT
VA TR RN R R T I AR X 3 207.3 4200, TIHER
WK ENLN6.17%, B — e KRR 5.

A B BTG I3 8 0 A i U7 TR 5 AR W ik A%
EEA b, DORR T M-Ik s ik . IR 0T IR BUIR
I W S5 ) o1 g R, AT e O R D N B . R T
FRILIR . Skxt Sk R & WA & SR B &
(polyketide synthase, PKS) & 1% VU Fl 77 X &
F . ) FH AR 107 1 B Bk 25 5 U R AFAE T K2 80™
KRCE R, LURR DT I N R, 20 I i Bk
(aldehyde decarbonylase, AD) AL 2 HE, 4

HHE BT @A CO, 80 CO, Hr AD T iZ A1 T 14
B, WP . Kang 55 " 75 BRI % B A 0 A5 4
B UM R UE ) AD B EAT %25, BFFE KISk H
MK R ERE (Synechococcus elongatus) F1TL K #5
B (Crocosphaera watsonii) 111 it H I 44 i 44
fif (aldehyde deformylating oxygenase, ADO) H.
B 5 AD HHEI I ThRE,  6eRF RE 7 e A0 A AH B
() C, ek, Hrhid &Rk CwADO ki ke ik B
4013 mg/L (OD,,), &R CwADO £ik
151G B & 0 7= 0 21 0.2 mg/L (OD,,) » JEi &
WG SRR AE 2 P I R R g R IARGE, BR T
b R 2L 8 I Cacyl reductase,  AAR)D Al
AD AL R 57 BE-ACP 4= g D7 2 4k, 38 w] LLid i
J#i 42 & B (olefin synthase, OLS) M I [l & & ik
i

JIE 17 T 0 32 e 8245 281) 1) 7 ) = S R i I 2 o
JUE 077 T A ot 42 3 3t A U7 G R I AR A SR Ik,
UL i 5 TR 5t PR i 0. 35 Jeotglicoccus species KR ]
41 M {4, 3 P450 il OleT,, A1 3 I 21 2% B4 A% 4k S8 AL il
UndA J UndB """ b 34 fig iy % Jd 72 Al i T A2
VEZMMM T AR i A BR W B £F) b= 4R
AR M I o Liu 25 U0 38 3ok 0 Ik T R A e A A A
(fadD)> FHid ik W I 4G A FR AL . B IEIE A
A OleT,,, M TR KB AT 37 4 96.7 mg/mL (1)
NE Wi & o Zhou &5 ' 7E £E 7= I 17 IR 1 1% B B Pk
I #IL OleT,,« UndA F1UndB, JRESLI 1-1FIEH
AR, EREERK, VA 1~6 mg/L, #—24%
BRP B BRI T3 72 R 405 UndB 3L 3808, 1-04
BRI RS T 50%. A, 51 NRIET Homo
sapiens 1) K 5 I5 7 B% %% iz & & FATP1 SK 3L T
35 mg/L 1@ I A=, Horh 80% I e 7 b B 15 77
rp

Br 7 EIRP R T 20, 7E — S G B R TR
L5 s N
(Xanthomonas campestris) Ay FLIKE (Shewanella
aneidensis) & G i I 107 B8 Sk o6 Sk 4i A AT N
I I R AW E R, R BIAE OleABCD 2 & 44
T #E47, OleA 4 B-il it 2 CoA ¥4k v h B 44 J5
LR Wi CoA 46 & T8 1 B-BH R, B J5 75 NADPH K
ER OleD 1 NIk J5 i B-F2 24 1R, 44 1E OleC
TER TR &, il 72 7 24 K+ NADPH

(Micrococcus luteus) -
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ATP 2 5, JH o OleB 1) T e 115 K A B o f#
Fr s Beller 5 M 7E K g AT B R g R A
OleABCD [ g (1) B K, K45 1 40 png/L I KE .

VF 2 RIRT= I A M 8 A7 AE 7= 2 IR ) 1) 2
R, s R SR 1A IR D e A 7 1) ok 28 4 i 45 4
R T T AR B R AR TN B LA R R B
UM Can KA B BRI EE R A2 YT R T 2
90 8 5 B T5 3 .k ok B AR A AN oF B A BR
(Rhodococcus opacus) 5 5122405 W) % ff1r) .
IR BE ] alk-132EAT R B, AERBE KR IR 7 RIL 2
T 52 gL, Ak o o A i b e
R EBERS, SREANMMTER0.1% ™.
Calvin-Benson-Bassham & Ji [ 3- % 2 H i g (3-
PGA) H B & M &Mt ACP, JFEMGsg i B &
FCEE R ) 323K, e i i 4R T 988 b e 11 7 & AN A
ME, SEAEMBERMELIRS T 83645, HkA
WA R ot e AR BGEE DRLE K W A B AT 3R 6 BR B
H R R RIS, KA b AR b AR R S T
5~40 mg/L ", @RS 5 R A R g A
T, g5 A AU R Y T IR DT B B A s T
M FEXFAH G HE R AT R IE M B, 3R15 T
425 mg/L MR 7 ke = &, s &G Wi Je = s AE bk
SRR B R IRE R 2.5 gL ™, BRitkz A, —
B S A5% X F5 2 i G A R S PG 9% B B T AR
BME A A . fif R HE T BE B R R DT
FR & FCRE /7, 5 JL TR 2L - ACP A IE 2 4 g A AU 3
1T 5E W4 BE,  FEH 6 W7 A i 5 LR R R AR
O 5 IR R T B 23.3 g/L, JRNBE R BN
215 g/L "o ARG 0 B s 0 A R B L3R 2.
HRZYFNRIIRN G RIE 4 T SLm EpE, &1
WA —BUEEES .

1.5 £

iR B TR R ZE R IT (C
BIT) AEEARGE R ICHA S S HATEY . B
FA &Y B A AR AV BB H A s = R
)RR A, H TR 2 2 7 A SE [H Amyris. i £
Evolva. fif > Isobionics %5 #f5 LA 4l b 55 % B A 4 i
B 40 MR AR P R BRI T . R A Y
W (C) PARAEFmE (C HA BRI

I 77, WS R AR AT R, R
i o R eI SRR 2R S, R R e i DR
R AR TE R 7S b (8 A I = AU HE
BN & T N AR B AR, Sl T2
BIFFE D6 HR 12 T A2 2027 4, &KL R T
FIBOR L 2] 40.7 1270, EERERETHE G K
RN 0.51%, BA—ERimarst, HEHE
TR T A 77 (1) SIZ B, B BUAS 2 T M A 8 5% 2B 7 1 )
R . BPUR R SR B AR 2 33— 30
Je Sk e N 4EE 3R E R IAT R, a9 Tk Je
§is L2 A2 ) = 245 S0 R 2 H

i A S WY& BOR AR T E AR R
R %1% (mevalonate pathway, MVA &%) Fl2-H
HE R % I -4- 05 B 15 /2 (2-C-methyl-D-erythritol
4-phosphate pathway, MEP &%) (1), MVA &
R RAAAE T A . B LR AR
FLAWIANRAEN B AEYI . LR A B REA
[FI RIS B R IR, 85 R IR AR
[ B2 R - (isopentenyl pyrophosphate, IPP) il
TSR M AL AR R (dimethylallyl pyrophosphate,
DMAPP) . MEPi&1% L EAAE T K2 5 diw . &
FEANE Y IR S A o DA R P et T -3- g IR A
1- It %80 -D- A Wi % -5 B PR 5 B8 (1-deoxy-D-xylulose-
DXPS) I AL 46 & A B
1- Bt 48 -D- K il §% -5 % B2 (1-deoxy-D-xyulose-5-
phosphate, DXP); DXP£ F7#. BERRIL. HLEE
RIS MEP, 28 J5 B4 AH KB AL ER AL . B
T B IPP;  TPP % 3 I Ik A5 A5 B I o ) Blg AL Ay
FC [ 43 57 ¥ & DMAPP. 5 MEP &2 4H L, MVA
BATREMMEFEEMR . ERWAERLE
J% i) DMAPP Hl IPP 28 45 & 7= /& & M Mt 45 B R
(geranyl pyrophosphate, GPP), GPP {E A 254k
GG B B SRR SN S SRk At . B
FEN VLR 7 — 2% DA S 0 0 T 3 I — 0 T
YE Dy 2 46 IS P 1) S G ) FH % 4% (isopentenol
utilization pathway, TUP), F|H KI5 T B H 1% £F
I IHBR % EE (choline kinase, ScCK) F1MVA &%
H 51 57 L 3 (isopentenyl phosphate kinase,
IPKD AR HEAL T 25 B R A S N & B TPP AT DMAPP,
AT RAA A . MET MVA A MEP i
1%, TUP#EAE R 2 ATPAE AR+, (NFEWP R

5-phosphate synthase,
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ML, IR EE A, AR BRI T SR
Har@ AR TRENGE, Casil T 2 MRk
YA E (3.

R A IR . 2. S (C A
Y& G H B MEP 3 MVA 3248 2E il GPP, SR G 1
RN AR IR AT A A eI AR R A .
T 51N AR MVA AR U3 15 I8 A AN [5] SR 5 1 IR A
£ B (pinene synthases), 7&K A B H S28l 1
ANEEBIRIG I EV A B, a4 & AL
IRIEA ORI, RGBT 2 140 mg/L M. F
RAY G gz A, 75 fF NEHE IR B rh gk
W e 8N 19.6 mg/L,  HEHIGG - i R i 218 15 .
DU £ FH Tk R A 0T 48 4 3% 7K V0 JE Rk I il 2y 3R
74 33.8 mg/L A136.1 mg/L J&H . 76 K7 F i
INAME MVA & 15, JERIERKRH KEAS (4bies
grandis) 1] GPP & Bl UL R B R (Salvia
pomifera) WIkzii4 Bl (sabinene synthase), F2/fi
REIM = Bk 82.18 mg/L, K Fik 2.65 g/L "
TE BR P 1 BE b 08 B E AR A G g, AR
WRERTIA 17.5 mg/Lo [RIFE, @I 5] A S IEAR U &
UL R AR TR A A s, ST K

AP T R0 RS P B v DL 267 W DR B VR R AT AR 0 B
FEE BN 1.29 g/L A1917.7 mg/L ™ B9, i 2 i
WEWNE eI TR 205 A& B TE IR e I o
8 24 0 B AE F O 4L MEP 5 MVA SR 5 [¥) FPP
reAE . BRI kB HE (Urtemisia annua) T
iz A% (Pieca abies) WIWG2EA ilE, L& MVA
R &R, 2 Amyris 24 5 R K FF B AR P 2
BEAE PR RN, PREikE 1.1 g/L 728 mg/L. fEEE
FRIERE, JE I R YRR B % 4% (non-homologous
end joining, NHEJ) /1T % o 44 [R5 #) 2 1
F Ik MVA & 12 1 a-72: J& I & I 5= 8] %) B AR S
28 I Ak 7 346 73 1 1) S5 A B R I B A AR 1 0- 923 8 A
PrEAMILE T 2,56 g/L M. ¥k T KA
W24 A1 [ (E)-a-bisabolene synthase] 3:[K Ag/
£ KA IR RIE, @&~ &k
400 mg/L i 47, &3t — KA TRFE, 7£X
i FF T R PG 1 RE R 7 R e 24 BB IA E1) 900 mg/L
Fe A S A, AR R AT B i R 98 nudB
nemA BE¥ C. 844 IPP Al DMAPP #4 4k, )y 57t 1R 4
A R, G MVA &2 3R1F 2.23 g/L 3-H1 JE-3-
T ME-1-BF . 150 mg/L 3-FAL-2-T Ji-1-F¥ A1 300 mg/L

R3 EMEIR R IR IR R 4

Table 3 Summary of microbial production of isoprenoid-derived fuels

) (ES V3 N JA) Feh 225 R
Product Host Fermentation Substrate Titer/(g/L) Reference
Pinene E. coli Shake flask Glucose 0.14 [129]

Y. lipolytica Shake flask Hydrolysate 0.036 [130]

C. glutamicum Shake flask Glucose 27 nglg [131]

R. sphaeroides Shake flask Co, 0.54 mg/L [132]

Sabinene E. coli 5-L bioreactor Glycerol 2.65 [133]

S. cerevisiae Shake flask Glucose 0.018 [134]

Limonene E. coli Shake flask Glucose 1.29 [135]

3.1-L, two-phase Glycerol 3.6 [136]

Y. lipolytica 1.5-L; fed-batch Glycerol 0.17 [137]

S. cerevisiae Shake flask Glucose 0.92 [138]

Farnesene E. coli Shake flask Glycerol 8.74 [139]
S. cerevisiae NA NA 104.3 Amyris

P. pastoris Shake flask Oleic acid; sorbitol 2.56 [140]

Y. lipolytica 1-L; fed-batch Glucose 2.56 [141]

200 t; fed-batch Cane syrup 130 [142]

Bisabolene E. coli Shake flask Glucose 0.91 [143]

S. cerevisiae Shake flask Mannose; glucose 0.99 [4]
R. capsulatus Shake flask Glucose 1.08 [144]
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3-FBE-1-T WY, T MEP & 438 3145 1) 57 18 07
FEi N 60 mg/L,  HSER A T A R i A AR
4.4 g/L 3-HBE-1-T g 1o,
TEEMIRRHE IR A, ki a R
ArEAe % =B AR UK SRR, BN
P NP7 S TR BTl ol N S A 18 = A Sl R
TR U I AT AT 1 A BT T AL T B B B . BRBUR
S0 KRB B BN T LA SOk RE e T
122 Fp 52 5 B AL S VI E AT AL AL B, 254
B A TTRR A i TR, WS A Ak
FUPE . RBe . B, KA. AL & e fh
PERE S BOIAT VFSEVPAL, AR A [ 1 B 0 e s 4
Gtk 17 A BAT R A I e 1 A 2w AL A
Bt J 7E BRI e B RSB T 17 ML E I A B R
A A R R B DUECUR R L B n A Ak
LR, FEE T OFGA P A A R . AT
RGN T 65 0 AE S R 70, s
s N T RRORL R A BB R . Ak, EH
BASU Tl i RGO & B, BE T =
AW A BT EE RS, B 9R T6 B AR s I 2 Al
EWAEYE R E AR D

2 TEWIRHT R A

KEERE . BRI MR . Wik Mk ke etk & h
THSBMARROTER, SONEY LB Z AN
BB AEYIRORE . A AT DUR A W R R A i
A B o A U T 5 SR e Ak & ) B LT A
M=, HIZS@AEE R EZd T Escit.
e ER PR R A AR . I, ARG CA
PR A AL, RN P20 5 2 B AR R Rk
M AES G YRR A, BT R e ATk
B 5 & e T Bk AT Wk Mg it ,
A LA R ZE IR RLIC dh R, 3R v A OB A
T AR Re, HESh YRR A w2 ot 5
FANACTT TR R o

P A= Rk RS AR A 3 Al 26 ) e A8 4
FERREE BE . RIGATF IR . AR IREF 5. XL
A A 2B 0 LA T BT A 308 A T S5 OR 5 3 Y 2 [N
BTR, # ZHTEMBRER A, i, —
S AR A E D I v A KR R NI (Vibrio

O R R A ) MR
(Acinetobacter beijerinckii) « KIR LA 7= W bk e
KB . — AL SR R R S
(Clostridium ljungdahlii) « 7 L.BEM W (Clostridium
autoethanogenum) =5 "1z F T A WAk A=
77 SR, SREERRAHEL,  JEAE B AR B s AL
BiE THAMAX 6=, 5B TR S0E 88
Mo bR AR W) 5 AR AR A 1 0 T 4 AR
kR 5 R AT 228 A ORI T S AR A
77 A AR A 5 AR A ) i A 4 i ) R
WK 4.

K A1 18 2 A 5 B )i AR N R B 2R A%
WA, HERKE P, wR 2 FR YT A A
BUREAK . HBfEs siEm . sERET RS
FE AR AU I B R A 77 22 b e U7 o 10 B AR 5
WEAEPRA A Y KW A J AR &4
YR RE 70, R ACH TR T BURE S R A R
B BT N K A 3 Re SR B AR MR &
B, WOmE. IENEE. TR TR, RN
J & T AL S W5

PRI % BF 2 B 58 d 9 T I2 BN S X E A
WA, BRINEEEERR T IHAE — RYE A 5
RAEFR L FE WY A PE LD & PR 4L
FAIAAE Ry Tl A 77 Tk O 48 3 57 1 24 1) e ol A5
o VBB 1 A E Y IR R A . £
PRI BEh S T AV ORE. BV R T BEW)
Tl A=

A Z TR AR AT R 2 2 TR A 7 1 B AR A
BA Z R, ] LU R R S 2 ) &
FloURE, CIEPER (W& . . ZF
%), R (WOBEMPEES), IR &L
(N R AR IR SN T8 B iR £
&), HEl, fEARIREME P ESL 7 E & HER
AR 2B ik DNA B4, Bl g 48 55 2L
DRl 4 i T L DL S AR AR 2 e v . X S T AN
T3 TF R AEAS A3 S B PR AT 1R (0 R A R 15 45 2
T2y R, FREWRD R 72 ARR® T
HigEsng, HTAEmAIR. R, EERE
ZRAEDAE T T S E R T B AR I AETE R A
R B AR A ML A A e O IR TR SR A
REVS A= BB AE £ s

natriegens)
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Table 4 Characteristics of partial model and non-model microbial chassis cell

e g LM st A e SRS TR =
Class Strain Grmfvfh Safety Genome size Substrates Genome manipulation tools Products
condition status /Mb
Model E. coli Facultative Not GRAS 4.64 Pentose, hexose, Various tools Alcohols, fatty
microbes aerobic glycerol, starch acids and
terpenoids
S. cerevisiae Facultative GRAS 11.8 Starch, sucrose, Various tools Terpenoids,
aerobic 16 chromosomes hexose nature products
C. glutamicum  Facultative GRAS 3.28 Sugars, alcohols, HR, CRISPR-Cas9 Alcohols,
aerobic organic acid CRISPR-Cpf1/dCpfl aminol acid
Non- Y. lipolytica Facultative GRAS 20.5 Glucose, glycerol, NHEJ, ZFN, TALEN Lipid, FAAE,
model aerobic 6 chromosomes sucrose, starch, CRISPR-Cas9 terpenoids,
microbes inulin, cellobiose (CRISPRIi/CRISPRa) Alkanes
Z. mobilis Facultative GRAS 2.2 Glucose, sucrose, HR, CRISPR-Cas9, Ethanol,
anaerobic 4 plasmids fructose CRISPR-Cas 12a, isobutanol,
Endogenous Type-I-F 2,3-butanediol,
CRISPR-Cas system PHB
C. thermocellum Strictly Not GRAS 3.56 Hydrolysate Endogenous [-B CRISPR Ethanol,
anaerobic system; Heterologous I isobutanol
CRISPR system
C. acetobutylicum  Strictly Not GRAS 4.1 Glucose CRISPR-Cas9/dCas9 Acetone,
anaerobic ethanol, butanol

fife Jigt HIS T T R A2 K SR I o A= 7= 11 A oK A%
WEEY), BAFEEMNRYFIHE, W) w6z 6
Hh. BERE. JERY. A A4 RS mR AT
AR HEE OB A B2 K= M AR
BHGA PP L 70 2 10 a4 o, {75 i i IS I
REW T T g B AT AR kel AL
RELEMMEI M m M E e, R EE
(1) A AR W) 2 T BRN oG A 1E A 1 B I B b 45 3
TIHRAMP A, W DNAHBERA . gmigE AR
TR ke T BT R B T LA R
HIS PRI BE Ay i A3 200 PR A Bl A= D A i T A

B REER & KRR OBEEHk, 2
I i T 0 ME — 0] 75 IR 2% 1 R R ED i@ 42 1 AR
Y, RAHEERAQEEER. o ER (i
PSR E BRI 98%) . X Ek T 2 (R %
16%) i 52 M U 45 Tl AR Pk 07 J8 sl R
i A B A% B AR T A AR SE A, BR TR LR R R
# 41 Fll CRISPR-Cas9 2[R 4 #5771k, AR EH
SR I IR T T 4ME CRISPR-Cas12a P J 4
[-F 24 CRISPR-Cas R4 I K iRk & 1™ )
Ab, BT HEBIER T, IR E T A

SRR 3 BT . RBS LUK B i M 3% i AR W
fE T B B TR M B A T s T 2,3-T =
B, 5T EESERRIE S S AE A R Y R,
12 By R B B TE R 2T 4 31 2K AR AT AR
Wil 2B P2 AL W RE R AL A B T B, B E R
JR AT 4 2 A YRR AE W Al T i o e

PR T AR B AN IR T R T AR 7 ) R B
TR bR, ReE R Ve AT R R R AR
FERFEAF ST AR T IR . AH T80
WA, 75T R B AR UG B E R B =
X E B R 412 55 S I R ) B3 10 o K. T
XFIX — )@, BTN RO R T AS RO R 2H
S g TR, 4k 7= T BERR B 0 A U8 5 40 2%
KL Je RAFKGH % 77 o T CRISPR-Cas R4
B [R] Gt 8 30 R A A P T AR TR A R A R B
FETH, MORHEHE T PIEA T ERAR B AE AR R
O 240 PR P R

AT AR TR A2 1o 28 P A JoiT 21 4E 2R 1 T B Ak
Z—, HOwmneage/MEIX—iBa THAE AW
SZRNZ RIEABE AT Y AR E AR N R 1
P IRBH VRSN B, R A8 K B 10 R0 R I o 7
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GN—, BIEFYER R LB A R kAT, S5
R 2Bt Lee Lynd 4% SR 2H LLZ R AR O,
P — AL A T (consolidated bioprocessing,
CBP) M. fESLERAL b, ER B A
e U5 5 BB 5 BT 1) A BRI 9T 5% R I R NI 9T AT B
FIBN U0 S REBRAT, 4R T B T4 4 MA R TR AL
TR A 4 2% “BEEWHEIL” (consolidated
bio-saccharification, CBS) &, — J5 [fl K Uk
Ll CBP J5 20 HLEE & i I 2 7 FOK AR D B8, 5 2
TEERAS s 55— U7 A R R D R AT 8
PR3 5L, Al R EEWEAE R T ¥ a5l
FHEC CBP B A S35 1 7= it 1R Vs FERLR
JRETAE R Oy JEORHAE P R T RER, ST AR P R AR
Bl NI RE T, SEHL T LA 4E R N R AE
754 g/L ST HE ™,

N T AT BT R ERRE, b ZUR RE B R
@RI NEMAY Y, WUEY G TR ERE R
JINHRRE, OfEmE CREG4ER. Ak
B WEE. WSRO EE I DL R R IR o
o AR AR A W 7 A A SRR 2 0 K M AT A
PG 1% ) 28 AN £ 1) o5 58 2% T BEAT A IR RLAE
e B, — R ARG AR B 5 F)
A HTE T, W A A A ) N
AR A AR 7 (R D )

3 VAR AP AT N ) s J5 T B
R

WEEY A LR A R S A L, 45
B ARGEN 5 G ) R AR ) R A A i
ATEE R BOE S A E SE L LURR i £ 4
NIEEHR BRI A dh . B IR Aa . BR 2 P e A
CLR AW BB S5 22 R Al 22 B A7, B R ok
e Gl 2 A Jl T R I 3R B8 75 e A Ak A7 JEURE it Ak
JH 3 i FRD e SR 3 25 1) Ao P Jo A R A4S
A ZACHE S, RV M
e o AR PR S O B A S AR S e
e e I ) X R R R T AR, 4 T R A
FHZ BEME, B dh 227 R v TU A = P 1
A AERR ARSI B KRR FE UL 1] H AR 7 o Gl I

e A O RE O AR A A A e AR R SR A TR
ARRIREE KA T, PERE DT, (et HAsb &
Wi w8 e LR, EMER S EORN
PR R T R E R H AR, W X e
FRAEHAT I A, MORMZ SRUEYE K.
2O SN RE PN PS 2 PSR & ok TN -9
AR S REY A T st 580G . 5 E,
GV RN T MESOER T 7 RE
M REReAR, BFRIEEARK GRS A% B
B ER B 0TS T A A Sk BTt A i R ] [l
BETRE. B G MREE, KRAE FaRT) 1
TFAGEAJE Y, (R A A5 BF 72 N 5% AT DL SE RS 1 3
BEAT AT R AR B s e

A EE 7 WA B 5 19 B A AN e A
HA, S T T A ORI R ) A SO SR
I 45 4 AR AR S B A2 R TR IR S e,
WA A BACU R O SR s e A AR R
AR ALEERE . AU R g A R DL R B 2 A R 5
AL A AR T A5 B AR s

3.1 MERAESE

3.1 PomAREEE

O BRAR T (central carbon metabolism, CCM)
Fe AR DA i AR R T R R, R I ] R
BB FAt AR S B A R BERT AR A TR . AR 4t
M E, CCM FEAFEERME (glycolysis). =&
&3 (tricarboxylic acid cycle, TCA{E) LA K&
JXHEE IR %1% (pentose phosphate pathway, PPP),
FEH LG G = 52 % EMP A2 I AE Y, I RL 2-d-3-
JIit 4 -6- 12 2 #ii B 1R 143 /4 (Entner-Doudoroff pathway s
EDi&#) . CCM R %t 5 4% AR s B ) 4%
M2 2 2 M T EE. B, X CCM 1
i 5 TR T e ik I BT 4 TG B 7R AR
(IR:NES S

B R M M KRR - MR R RS
(phosphoenolpyruvate-phosphotransferase system, PTS)
B IZAPAE T OB B RN — S 2 B 1 — Rl oK
WEMEiE RS, eSS HERE. A, HERbE.
FUBERI A FURE S 2 MopE R 5 " FELAPTS /3 hE
FEa M EYIT, 1 mol # &) HE #4128 7 ZHHAE 1 mol
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R )7 e A BHFR - (phosphoenolpyruvate, PEP), fij
PEP /& & VT 2 B BAL S I B AT R T, Rt
NTREED R, 7R AR ER
5 PTS %512 R4t 1A LA 5 PEP 45 AR AL HE 2
WA B AR Y . BRI, PTS MRS I8 REGL1H
e A1 B0 2k i o 7™ U0 ) B R AE A A RE R AR K
I I R 3 A U R 8 R v R 2 R 0 R R
BRutz b, AR ALREE RS (GalP) A %) bE
Bl (Glk) £ PTS 2% Bk b 1 3R 14 B A Rk
o R 2 B R P e e R A Kl R Y kA, g gl
I8 By R T PRI B R R 1) A T B B R B (GID
AR E PSS (Gl B REA B0 = K A B &
BRI FH e e

EMP 148 F1 ED IR 42 22 7 77 1l A2 400 20 i b B =
B KA R m, R IR YR
R ST T LA U, EMPIRAE 10 ANE R 20 B4
B, B EE IR B A BE 7 AR 2 mol INBHER . NADH Al
ATP. T ED &2 75 2 5 25 BRI J B Ks ) 47 4 4
7= A2 2 mol TA B R, {HL RF JRE 7R B A RE AN AR
1 mol NADH (NADPH) F1ATP. SZfr b, R4
ED & 27 g 2 R B T AR AL, HAERT¥ |
L EMP &2 H A F]. tbAlh, ED &AM %5 e 2
TSN BT 7 i B A s > P R, ED B 45
TE 58 IR -1 1 LA B 60 B VH #E i 22 L EEAR T EMP
WA, MW E AN T E YR A
;R T FEK B A R R A R R AT R SN R H
BB R IR ED IR AR, $em 7 A
PERTE AR 2, (R TR AR R, 4l Se B
T13.6 g/L 520.8 g/L 5 T EE A= 7 7R,

SRR A T R R Tl IR A% 2 AR ) v Bl A
T NADPH /£ /) 3 2k 04 1 2 % NADPH
AR, E DL SR AL L PPP I [k ] 4 -6- 1
R S FIlE (PGD R 6-Tf FR S B (PFK) K&
ol FwmonE, (ARl A, midsA
NADPH JH #6512, WER B E T EE (poly-3-
hydroxybutyrate, PHB) & &1, RefE— €L
R A A, I ) A RE R R S
PHB 7= W74 ik, I 3008 7 %) i -6- B 1R . S TG
(ZwD) BL6-T 1% & B IR A (Gnd) LRI 0
Jfi N NADPH ¥ % . Kim %5 "7 75 K I AT B 3L 3%
K zwf 5 glpX B 3% H N7 NADPH 4§ % 7 ) &<

HErE,

VAR R A W R AW, T LB
SR AL AL K 2 P 2 ko 1) A K
CEL D B, a9 8 74 I 1% 11 G s st 238 R 8 EK AT
TR T AR R AT A AR = H i S - & . X
18 B I BRI A ) TR R AR e A AT AR, HI
SIBRUR ] SEER A K, IR R T R E S
3 2 64 mmol/L (65% fe KEL R L %) Al
160 mmol/L (70% i KEEIRH b %) 17,

LTS A 2 TR YD o AR I O B rh ) A4
BE& TCA PE IR AL UG, 2 I8 0 BR AL 4 & I B
BIRTAR,  [F R DL A AL B 2 P A i, A
FEIETEE, 1,47 . THERER. K3-BETRE
Jilhi A S T BRI £ WA S AT
5 B B IR I A G 2 &k (PDHC) 3%
PESZMT . BT 2 kA e A 7R I N A RS2 B T TR
PR NI J55 4 A0 T e M — A% H R (NADHD  [1)5%
Wi, fERE A N PDHC 3G P BA%, 383 5 4w Y
PDHC & & M 1] Ipd ZE R 3 AT A, R R 3 5
PDHC 7EJREGFAE F RS TE,  FRAKH X NADH (18
SR Mg K A R R Ipd R e B 4
T A T AR SR 2 [N Ipd A, VT AR AR B 2T
HEGARIBE S, WERE TR E R &
T 1,4-T g & U, Hk, i3 E PDHC
FIARFE R CaceEF- Ipd) [FIFE ] $2E % PDHC 7%
P ZOUE RIS AN HIFLEL T IETEE . 5
7 B FH LAt AL 2 B 10 PR B R T UM BRIk 2 4b,
0Tt B A 8 & nT DLIE IS 4 R I A& i3k AT
1% Zha %5 Ul I R ackA-pta BERIFEIK T 4
k4t A 1] CIR I AR Fl,  TE R i R0k 2 BE g A
GG (Acs) FEDR M5 AF T 1S 0 Wi dii g A 11
FEEREE T 4. IR, RIS Acs Fll TesA JE K AT
R H L SR R AT 1 g/LIRITR, AR
JoT AT 4k 2 W R /K AR R P AR 0.43 /L IR IR Y
BRI, 9Rfb SR M) LB Al A AL, RS E
H 116 B A RURIE 22— .

3.1.2  RMA R 2 EGE

T RS T TR A% 1R B 0 AR kL T
IR, A b BT R A [F] R A A A A P
BT, DA K PR E i R AR A o R e R o
YRR & . R4 R 2 ER i F 5 0
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A AR BEUR, AR A AR A W M ) 32 B EOR .
A A4 R 48 0k T Ak B 5 A 4 2R B K AR IS 2 BRI
AT AE ) R R F I BRRE B HE D-RRE . LR
FAABE S FBE AN D-4 & % . D-H & B%. D-F 3
WESE S TRE, AR 2 46K 2 B A R e A H Ho
0 2 BEAE A I o DRI, 50 N AN () Al R 1 A W4
WA, §RMAEYRY R, S £F 4E 2K
fR T 2 P ERIE R SRR, A BT S AR P R IR
SOFZEN) S By

FIABE T RN, BRI B R AR AR AR 1
AHOCHE R ", BTG AR B (xylose reductase,
XR) MR B B I Z B (xylitol dehydrogenase,
XDH) . AWEI i 2 My 32 2l e e 1 s
R, AHE UKL 2 RHESN ) 0 KSR AN 1) 42
AR G A LSS 1 30 ) B O HES) 77 B AR K- o 1
FFizim R g . AN PAESES 700
b R AR B BE . PO OK B B RS (xylulokinase,
XKS) B BR A A Al B -5- B R, AT 3E N T JEAR
WA . (R, TR LR WE A ik — B R I 5%
N, PRI B R AR K AR 8, AR KRB
PR EE Y SR SRR, BRIBEEREAS BE A AL
I AR B 3= 22 5 B8 2 BT R 1 ) XR AT XDH
TEVEORAG, TR ESAC AE RS PR Tk R A A Tl -5- 1k PR
X 40 A 0 . G 51N AR B XR AT XDH
gt R B 5 N R VR XTigfe, BIgI NAHE 744
ity 2 R R ], AT L EE G TR I R PR P A B A
AR T MRACT A R T XR A1 XDH fE B
REFHE MR T DU & S BE = 2, (H A HO 5l A]
T 1 XTI A5 1 AR B K 8% o bk A 5 & 1 O RS
g bl bl SR E KA SRR AR
][R 2 I AR BERR I Rgt, WEl AKRIE T
75t 52 30 1 IR B2 (Meyerozyma guilliermondii)
[ . H 55 38 1K 58 A8 /K Mgt05196. Gal2-N376F il
Hxt7-F79S Z& e,

183 K TR B A N RN SREAE = R bk, BT
AR LI AT RS . BB RN N KB . N T
P KIZ By e I 50 M 1 1) SRR FH 1S, Zhang 55 200
RIS TR AT IAKE R A9 (xylose isomerase,
XD+ AHdBE B (xylulokinase, XKD . il #% 7%
M (transketolase, TKT) F1 %5 — ¥ 5 Fd & B
(transaldolase, TAL) & [K7E12 ) A I 5 ffu B idF

1T SRURRIE, 15 310 5 41 B Ak fE 0% B BRI A R
AFEEE. Ah, TR R IE K | KA R
PAREAREHE AR S AN FEDR . L-BT AP 4 5 # Tl 2%
Carad) WZEAVEFSEEIEN CaraB) . S5-TEIR %R
BB RE  CaraD) o B F DY BR KR B 5 B
(talB) FFHBEL LI (tked), 193] T REE B2
R TSR] R AT W 1) E A B AR T BT A 2 A R AT
B R 48— AN G B A B B R 1) 35 TR ey B, BRZ K
WS R RN, DRI AN B R AR B, {H AT BAAER
B AP SO B P TR A SR PR T B R A AR R
s fE, MHAEE ALK, I EG RN R
SepEgyy ol AR TR S R A R R AT B
AT LA DA 5] 45 8 A 24 1 9 6 2R O, Rt
BN A & — B AR T 41 4 3 A= W0 0 A 7= ok AL
A R AL ANy B 2 R B A S R R
BEAT B AP B, HE I 51 N8 3k R
rH ) TR I R B PR B L IR (pde) A 2 5 it S Tl 3 1A
CadhB), SEILT IR ZEAE T DL & 05 N 5 R &
FEA77 . (RN, @3 PRI AR I, 0455 81 5 #-6-
WEIR M (PGD . 6-B IR AR (PFK). H
i -3- 1% TR A (GAPDHD . A Bl BR B i
(PYK) FIBEER 9B 5 /4 i (TPD 1Rk K,
BB T AR PR AN PO AR TR
SRS A IS0 FH T ph A A A L A R ST R A R
(IR B W 2B 7= T 1Y) L AH B R A A P

B T R A R 2R 4E R 8 JE R, C T
CO,. WM. HWERhth 2 AWE AL W
(& RS R R B RTRERS R C, 2 T 1Bk
AP FE: AT DR AL A R S o — Rk I g
ITA K AR R EE =AY, ULRAEAR
TR s RN /asoE B b SR AR R B R B Ak
Can K AT B4 AN 2 SRR MR AF 1D o 3l 3 X R 2R HR
P BEEAT AR TR s, S T IR R 2
BE. ST HE. 2,3-BDO AR AR 7= 4 A 45 B
Ho mER L BRITRRATAEM SR AR P xR
FH O 75 77 Tk AR W 90 R B AR M X 4 KB =
ANMBEHL: A (R A A . R
e CRBRL St AT o ORI IR D R R AL
(— R E WAy AR o b B I & B
(MDH) #e¥s HEEA A H R, R ge it — b id
oM TR R (GLRP) . A% R B0 B R i 12
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RuMP) . i i 2 i 4 iy
A4 (Wood-Ljungdahl pathway, WLP). Z2%(JR
4% (serine pathway) . ABEHBEIZIE1E (xylulose
monophosphate, XuMP) #1 CBB f§ ¥ (Calvin-
Benson-Bassham cycle, CBB cycle, Calvin 7§ ¥ )
Bl F AN O B AR P, o RuMP 2 {5 H
B2 W HEEFIE S . Keller 55 P J8 i 78 G2k
TR 7 H S (TpiA) A1 S-CGF2 H 2D A B H KA
g (FrmA) [ R AF B b sl N H i A BE . 3-C
M BE -6-BE PR Al (Hpi) . 6-TFIR-3- LR S+ W ) »
2034 250 ARSEER = AL, ST DA A e — B
(1 F A E R BRI AT B . Yu 55 B I xR
FEIR ) 22 IR A BEAT 1216, SR 1 R ) O
MG . SR, T H R 4 I B A — 8 1k,
HH R R A RCRAR, BT BLE A R A R A
A AR 2 i TR R 8 S AL T R AR ORI
PO R 22 0 2 2O R 2 7 — Bl Jc ATP AN
NADPH Z 5 [ 2l R 4, WO T o ok
AR R G, I P EEA CO, MM IR BEAT 2 A F AN
VIR R (R 2B A i, SEBL T M BEFN CO, Bl H &
PR\ 2 SRR TN I IR o 2K A B, e dE A
BRAED SRR P E i A i FR it 748 3
ZEAMIR (COY = S ARVEHIE R R
Bl B R AR A R S 40 M B R A A
FERRRRIAL 57 it BE AR RS P2 1 22 i RR R A v 5 PR 555 )
. H AR ARAE 6 B S AL B [ 5E 145 Calvin
TH ¥R L 3-8 55 P R WA 28 (3-hydroxypropionate
3-HP) . i Ji Z It 4l B A 75 & (Wood-
Ljungdahl pathway, WLP). & i ¥ = ¥ & 1§ 5
(reductive TCA, rTCA). —RFER/A-FH T BRAGH
(dicarboxylate/4-hydroxybutyrate cycle, DC/4-HB) .
3-FEIE P IR/A-F2HE T IRUE3A  (3-hydroxypropionate/
4-hydroxybutyrate cycle, 3HP-4HB), J:H' Calvinfff
Wortid)”, WREBNEN, HEHEL. B1E
. BIEAS, WLP@AckERE /b Bk, Hi2
BARAI . WeAt,  FOBT A 5T X ARE T =MRAHTR
RO NE A i 7 o ol NS 2y L T 7 o
(reductive hexulose-phosphate pathway, RHP). X
SRIE JE M H & R 75 1 (natural reductive glycine,
nrGly) DL A 3d 1A 5 Ak TCA 7535 (reverse oxidative
TCAcycle, 10TCA) ™Y, JH T #& CO, [ & Rk,

(ribulose monophosphate,

bicycle,

AR CO MRk, 2R N LR B T K&
5N, 63 5T B A/ B AR
BT RGBS A 75 28 [crotonyl-coenzyme A (CoA)/
ethylmalonyl-CoA/hydroxybutyryl-CoA , CETCH cycle ] -
IR H R R &E (reductive glycine pathway, rGlyP).
A BT AL RS A H R i 42 (synthetic malyl-
CoA-glycerate pathway) « £ & £ Bt 5 4 Bl A 1 26
SACA cycle) LA K H
Ik %l i& 1% (formalase pathway) ™", Gleizer &5 ™
15 KA & 51\ RuBisCO [# 5% i 5 48 0 S2 56 =
A, LW T RKBATEKEFRAK. Eid A
L8 7 M B IR % B rh VA 0 8 A A ik DR R AN B
3ANRIRFLD, R X ALY Bl 1A H I (R4 i A
BTt R Calvin fF A — U0k [ 5 ik 4, LA
BRTT AL 0.008 h' () bU AR Kl R E CO, 1F g Ml — Bk
ER M N AEK, dE— P E R, A
KR 2 0.018 h' ™. i stkiE, @it
M SEME ROT SR CO, KA N
WAy IR, a4 AR oo 1 BRI 8 B AR W)
fHE A0 RT B BT 267 R R Ui 5 ERD T I IR 4 v BRI AE
Vi, s RN NTHENT AR “RE” 4t
THREAR =Y, REHMOEEN T ZE A
LA R MR AR AR e — B YR 1) 7
FEWAED B FRAEK, T = AR PR R A
AR K RN A T — D R AL
AL 5 A ROR 1 &5 & A B R A iR I
RMAH

(synthetic acetyl-CoA cycle,

3.2 gEERBINE

& JR 73 A ATP 2 fig B A s s R &K .
S A5 AU ] 25 0 S IS I 7 AR BB IR 3 R ATP,  AE
B BUCEDIRRRL AL S G 75 AL SR A ATP . 38 R
JIHATP flE &5 & 45 /N T 75 SR &, 2 R 7= i 1 e
BTGB EE . ok, RAE KRSt
i L AL 7 I A0 ATP 2,

JL A ATP = 22 iy ATP AR 5 il A1 I 4% DL CSR
LB KPR #2270 iy NADH.  HL 7 1% i 4
(electron transfer chain, ETC). ATP & [ f) 7% %
& f N ATP ZK-F- 0 5 1) 32 #2467 5. 9 1 3 58 ATP
Bt , A DL I A N ATP 8 B Y0 . 5 ) pH.
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ATP A 55 Y FEAQ M T2 tieiss DA B i 42 v A% i i
S, fERER RPN BRI ER G, Hh
KA B R - /R I P BT 2 35 g/L Y
WE LR, 78 BRI B b 5] N AU RS I SR JR 1 26 AL
1 ATP6 F K] g 2 25 $2 78 ATP 4 B (19375 P I 17 5 350
LY ATP 7K P e R P I0E PE 3 5 0 78 KA B
Hh S VR R R B B IR TR0 A R 1 IR 0 e A
i B2 R W (PCK) FE[K AE {2 3F ADP [7] ATP (1) 5%
b, (EgAEKSE R HERMGE, BRARK™ &
T2 60% . 7E U5 HE R ATP 39X 30 1) 7 Bk
Y A G RO FRE SR A R T IE T R R R
FE 0 B i P NADH 7K P02 389 0 i py fig 5K
(A Rk IS 2 —,  AIFERG 2 ZF O B ol Rk A
UdhA, REA R E N NADH F1ATP /K, {E40i
AEKIE N R 83%, T B EiEm A 6.12 g/L ™Y,
BT T ATP B S EZE, HEHR T
T EE R T HLE R A, BOIR AT — BT A 2 R
ATP &, Bl PSSR 22T TR
HL N ATP 7K, 38 Ik 9 0 40 ) 77) BHL 1k B 4% 3 A
1M P ATP A k.

2 B PN FRDE JB T R UE T MR IR . IR DT R
AL TCATEH o 38 577 1M P9 25 &R0 BT Ak 1
ME WA G RRET REEIRR. 4
YRR A, AR Z2 A& 12 75 22 NADH/NADPH
M5, s TE. 2-FE-1-TE. 3-FE-1-T
B 45 B A T 22 P NADPH 2 5, IE T fE
L EMRR A BIS 15 75 2 4 > NADH 15 R 17,
Fi MEP B MVA i 1% & Bt 2840 & 4 W) 75 22 K &=
NADPH 2 5. [k, PP ie s ) e i K IR
FE b 2 4 20 M I AR S, AR T RO )RR S 1 )
HAT, R R R .

NTRA AT R R R ke, TR
HUR DA SR 34T, ARG AT RNIER WA
B TR AE oA O B ) A TR G, TH AR T
REVEHE T, LRSI NIERRGHEA T 75T
WA 7 & S AR 7 T, E e O i AR AN
NAD i 1) B A 205 B A &4 =1 ML 9 NADPH 7K
L SEHLR T EE S ERRRA P d R A
il 3 R udhA GEE AL NADP # iy NAD', 1 il A
NADH & &30, &4 T =215 25.6%. 3%
5 NADP 55 7 11 35 K] 5 58 208 = ile ) NADPH

Ko Zhan &5 LR S FURE B O SR E R B 95
% AR TR I NADP B H i 1% -3- 1% 5 Jid & g it
Kl gapN, FLINSEIL T Ml 9 NADPH/NADP' 7K ~F- ]
fer, JHES TR RRTT A 7.81 g/L. Bk, ED
A% AR PR I R AL NADPH 2B s sk %, AR
EMP (8 A& 48, anid e 78 K i 4T 1 v A i iz 3
R T R TR SR U ) ED AR i 42 96 M RBS SC R 1
PEAHCEE N 1)L, H 4 KA Y NADPH 7K~
B AR R 25 4, A RURTE TR S e
2 Y ZIE AR R S A TR A RS SR A
R T =R R T TR R R e A
A2 9 NADH 5 & 70 A= D) RORE & R A2 i D511 i 47
PEAVLES 2 S B N A ACIE TR D AP, 40y
ST EEAR & 42 1) NADPH fh 4 1) 1 bt 20 15 25 460
B NADH ffi 4514, 7T LS 70 2 i 57 T BEAE A 9%
TR R Y TR P T AR R AR
(PR SR 77, %o 4% o NADPH A4 5 (1) B iR ik Ji
¥l TIvC #EAT 7€ A 50, AR i NADH f 251,
SCHL T T R 58 A RAEUR B AR R R SR
g W T AEmR i S Bk

40 P L R I R, 4 R E A IR
HNADH [ 7 ) LLE #E 2 A2 [{) NADH, - 8% 7]
i R R A 2 R I NADH. Oy 8 A i U5
MR, W 5 B 5] N BTSN R 3 A% #6 0 A 1 4 A
To WTHIET 22 IS5 2 RN
PRI, SIANNTARRARHH T HB TR RA
MBI IR AR AS o b B R 2 B oK A 2 ) AT A
JITX SR ORBIE AT GR AT BN 7 a0 A8 TR i 3R A T e e
PR AR R R A B 7 O R R M R E T H R
(nicotinamide cytosine dinucleotide, NCD) 3%}
PR Wl AR, BRI AR T NCD H# 1E 52 A Ak it
Jitk %, I NCD SRR I S AL J5 T $0 i 22 E
BT i Sl LR B . IR e S A L e
JEIeE o i A BN HE— 22 G 1 40 A Y s i A
HF =W CTP (cytidine triphosphate) 1 JH ¥ %
#% # R NMN  (nicotinamide mononucleotide) J5i {7
T HUNCD [fINCD 15, #& 7 NCD H4 -1 6 R
B, IR F T T TR 2 s  FE VR S AR
1o RIS A BT AR K- #E AT IE A E AL IS TR
AR W, ARG VR ) R R R A TR
ﬁ%ﬂ]& [238] R
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3.3 H£EM{BNE

WA N E R R IE R 4 T, R
FH AR 16 W] P A B U5 N JEUREEAT B ) R
A it 2 B 2 A B e A B P E s 7,
e 2R BEL. pHILE). MHY. &
WEEY . A2 A=Y EE] 5, XL
BHFSE MM AEMERKEE .. Uk, Fr
PR R RS (E2). P
A2 kAT AR TR ARG 206 DA B B AR 1) R 1 R 4R
WAE MR T & Gter) « B ALE (yield)
FAEF#IEZ (productivity) 5,

& 20 1 15 A8 R0 S 56 = 0% B M E 4K (adaptive
laboratory evolution, ALE) &% /& b ik € 14 1
—FPAT 2 A R SRS ) (B 2) . Royee % P AE
188 H =7 BR 9L K i 4 B ) R A5 31 1 1 R0
fe. OfR. Z¥MR. IE T MR T B A2 P A0 0 o
M IR . AR E T ALE 777518 3 78 3 K 9
ALY AT Y TR T A 3.6M, T 1SR AR AE IR 1% pH 2R A T

p—

Metabolic pathway assembly and optimization

A KN L= A W g e T B R B\ i
I 4 ey e Sk ML I fE g TME  (global transcription
machinery engineering) fff H % #f PCR Xt #% 5% A ¥
RpoD #EATRAZ, 133 7 3 RARMEM 2 B bk, 47
A JRy B s BRL R A A P i 2 R I AR 7 Y B
B P, Z R A SR SR AT E i X iz B kR
M AT 25 ARTP 548, 133 | eI 2 LR A
% pH [¥1 7 & AQS-1 1 AC8-9 ). 127 Kk I ¥ i 1]
TSI Y 5 R ST 1 4 2R K AR A A0 1) R T 52 ) A A
HBEJE T S AR LRIR SCFE PP Ak, FE BRI R
o, BRIV, B 5B H Golden Gate 4H %%
BEAT A0 55 2 AP R D 26 R 1) 2 EPUIE BT 1 R S
BRI PR PE R 2, SRS RV R Sl T R I ) B
R milh . . OMEHENE, ks E
T VBRI 7 £ BRI RE T bR A233, FE R
FILTHE 50%, LEEF BT 6.9% s

BH T 38 1 S50 == AR E TR e B % .
K TAFE RSN, F298 P oo Fg 7 4
R XA A0 AT B OE, BON R S AR

......................................

MEP NADPH NADP*

—

Product\

-

L X =)

ST

Substance metabolism

Export mechanisms

5
{ Y i ¥
| -8 A1-1
e gt |
: o 0 .
mm H;['m(w products = I,.- : @ @
Acid stress OsmoticKstress Mutagenesis ALE

.\‘__Physiologica] metabolism

B2 YRS AR B AR A A S SRS

Fig.2 The modification strategies of material metabolism. energy metabolism

and physiological metabolism for microbial chassis cell



$4% www.synbioj.com 1101

VhPri P — P E B RRE (E 2. BEE N AR
J¥ (next generation sequence, NGS) 5 R G 4EW)
ORI KRR, BRI 2 1 4038 7o A £E TR )
WAz 48 5 N, X eI o AF 3 AR R A
EEFIZHMIE . DNAMBE . AR, MRS .
RE B AEAUE 5 3 R HAH G L IR DL S bR L
B P A R i S R 45 B i RIS A i BE
A FITEFLN 8 (Lactobacillus plantarum) K
U5 1) UDP-N- £ I 2 5 ) ) B - 1-FR i 20 B 4 15 il
() murAd2 3 R AL GE 3 58 KA woar O/ BT
BE L ¢ T EERIT 2, O AR AT LR Tl A R e
PR KO11 72 K B I A v R B R AT 1S 70, BRI & A%
HEZ R I T A5 2 3 R A 1 4
A, DRI, Kk 4 i S 5 s R A A A O ) 2 [R]
R AR AE 1Y 9 A P RT Tl 3 PR TR 52 14 A 9 v AR
PERETT A H BN R E AR . i 20k B e it 22
AR A G PssA FII e 7 46 Bl Cti B9 58 1 R g AT B Rt
A HUER B 52 1 I 42 5 3 20 B AR ) < IR AR T D
MR iy BRILZ A, 1k ZRIE pssA % R Ak R BT
2T o 3R T A P ok R v AR B A ) A A R R B o
(TN 52 1 272 MR AR Dy — 2Rl i 1 3 00
BRI AR A s d e, 0 SRR
VIR A B RSR . $REABCHIZEHEA
SRR 22 24 e o A 7 MdIB R 4 =1 K 1 AT B X
SR BRI 2, TR S T 12%, H
J 0 LA S I (T 52 M A B R G Y R
T EIRAHOCHREE, X EGHE B gL EE ] (groELS.
dnaK. dnaJ. htpJ %) 2V DNA &5 AH ¢ 3L K]
(recA~ uvrD) P27 0 AL B (fpr. gshl .
glt] 55) MR/ (erpy rpoD) 1 RIEH
A DATE — s FEFE b4 Tl A MR 0 400 ) i 52 4

AR, KREGAREWHED RS A2
e A, BN AL A R EE S A
PO B VIAHOC . s AL B[R] A0 % 4 A R T 18 o i
W BE IR AL R, B AR B % 1 T P9 3 1 AR
LB, I SRR K o R B 52 1 P Ab
JE TN 2 e SR e 1 98 B T B R O A I
LR CBE T 2, SR Bk R LB
BRI (45%) Y, RRRERRIE o] ) TA o it
HIKZ 5 MW A AE SR RS E o BRI i BF ol
FoAR T e A D8 H K & Rl = DR e 42 v RS % BEAE

I BRI R T 21, IR IE S S BE KA RO
KHIE K GSHI. CYS3. GLRI fi it 35 & v PR 5 1%
BEXT 27 4 2 K S i A0 il ) i 32 0, 7= & A
82 g/LyEmE] 14 g/L ™, ik 4, HSIENEE
(B AR W B =4, 3 R I R R R TR Ak DL B
B S SR 1) Ao file P A, ORI 2 1 F 5 R
H,S TEBNE D A AH i HAE N — PN IEEE S T 5
ROS 7E fily 36 i 5 A 2644 of G 25 732 HLE 44 KA
HAEM, 3LEZ 5PN SRR BT
TERMGFFEE R, MR 7020 7= A2 16 H,S R
AU S 1R Fe> SR AN 254 e b= AR B R R H |
B, BARBRAKEWLE . X Rz K E
FE P A SRR L, X H,S Ak A 5% 3k R
1T FIE AR, RBUH,S & & A 5 B bR
Wit 52 P BCIEAR G OG & B

3.4 ERABNE

AV . RE B R A A U #E 2 3] Ah
RAE NG LRGN RIE . 95 FMKE
A B A AL T B JE PR BN, A A A P AR
2 B Mg TS T 8 P B A AR A T T 95 A N R R 3R
1% LI 0BG R 2038, 1R v A0 AE A [F) A5 I
UG o XX Fh4x Jo 1R 1) R R R IR TR R Gl =
52 B B AT K5 € D) RE I B E 5T B RNA % .
i, AEMBERNASAE ., e 54EHEE S,
L X 5> R4 (two-component systems, TCS)
W B R T PS5 B0 TR YA 3 2 A B Y e B T R
1 (response regulator) LA i 45 FH B [ 5 (R 30K
WML . 34, AV E F A £ Sigma
(o) ¥, AILAER 5] 5 RNA G B3 s A A 1
5 DR Sk S IR TR R IR KPR % B eAh, —Fl
IE % A5 T RE 1) SRNA F1 68 RNA 7] 1 2y 42 J&) i 4%
THEASFMAEMRPUEE =Y, X DNA #H7R M5
FEAE T e S 4 Jm) JHE TR 1 08 R 438 e X ik g
4 Ry Y45 DR 1R 472 90 0 Al A P A U 42 L o) Y 2
fift BE BB 4 M 4 3 m AU AE 4l L ) it S
Fg .

WP ARFAEYE BHARKRE, AN
AR L T I S B e RUOR R R AR T RR
XHE (B3 AME BEORIR i it w2 i
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Fig.3 The modification strategies of information metabolism for microbial chassis cell

A 4 R A X 4 A5 7R B R i 1 AT RS
A UE A & R AR . SRR AR AR 5 R
RN G R . S Ak i i A R T
TR AR R 85 e B A 420 2
T JE A 400 0 N 0 B % B Tl AR R IR B AR T T
I HE RS OR U IR AE ) T A P, D S S 1 L g A
RS e R A A AR 1 T Kl A
341 AR%AD TR BILRA T

PR R A 40 2k DR 4 A S A RE R A
VIR A UG I 0B . B 20 20 DAk, il = AL A
TP AU BRI SL S R RE, KORFRAR T ik
WAL AW TO A, R AR T K& ) 2 A 41
Bk ARl AU s B A i AL
R B LiT%ﬁK@%&%ﬁﬁﬁﬂﬁ
o trr G, KRN VIR RS 40 i &
AE BT TSR AL 1 E LA

fEG BN H T FEZRET RIS
R A A R O B AR AR K A R A .
TEEHE 42 48 A0 N Bk FE b, Ol R DL ST AR e
Y& R A RN R A, 12 R G 2 BT A
KIFHNIEGRE R . Flan, ki & 0T~ Kig
1A 149 355 DR 2 25 B30 42 4 i IOBUEH 7 & 48 CpxRA
IS Cpx A J Joi 4H 22 BR B 25 1) Jo A0 m) B 42 SRk R
PRFREE, 338 T B E X6 FF) 1 4% 28 11 CpxR JE Bl AN
R WL A s[RI E3f fabA F1 fabB (1) 3k 42

YR R e R AN AR R O L, BRI T 4
P JBE R S PR AT Al A, AT 4R v pH T 52 P2 AN

S INAN LR g R e

bl 43¢ 6 D] 201 57 U2 A P 5 ] 20 B 0 e 5
AR R G R AR P2 1R 1) [R5 TR
AT LRI AT, AT 48 73w 22 TR D i R SR IA AL 2
A TS Aok B A DR AR O G X AT o0 AT, B
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AN o F 2 (A A LG 2 2ol g h) A I 24 it 1%
(Trichosporon fermentans) CICC136. [ 414
1% £} (Rhodotorula toruloides) NP11 F1fi# g HP I
B} CLIB122 747 3 K 41 ° bU 0k I % 22 1 1 £F
B e B 2 R B RO DR, 5 R U R A i
IR e A DG B L R 22t 3~4 4%, aX 0 e H e A
RN EFYEA R BRI RBIER . 5
HAL =AM RRRE RN, K2
P BE TR 1) 7= I B8 77 72 16 J& 43 40 5 1) 3 A i 2 3R
131 2

ERHAFRNR B AL SRy, G044
FEESNEY IR S WE Tz E e T
fih, 18I XF SRNA % 53 41 2 B4l K AR WA 1S 7l 43
HT, Contreras PRARZ ' KL T 32 By A I 5 i 1]
15438 B9 sRNA, 285 256 560 UE i /€ Zms2. Zms6
M Zms181X 3 Fil sSRNA 5 4l e AH G o ki )
I SR AL BUHE A AR W AE J2 25 A AT ORI T I8 Bl K T B
JL B A R R AR I U A X, ARAE A RE . R )
RE R X 2 DR R DA K A Al AR A B R ST
BE 1 36 AW RIEIIRER 5 UTR, 1L D)
RE L& AL & Bl UTR-ZMO0347 7] i 35 T 35 3 K kg 1
Rik, (FHAE CREMIE %M T RIETH P, &x—
45 BN I8 By T PR B P A SR A T 4 R ) . 1 45
W 28 SR AL TR A S

Brutz sh, BEE T —RMNFHEARE RS EY
STNERE, BRI 2 P oo A AR A
B 12 49 55 R SR 0l AR ) A W R R A i 3
WEE, $Em Y T A= =Yk E S A7
SRJE o XTI R A S MR R AT R e SR A A R
R RA L, i B B AR 7E R o 18 2% AR R AR
W B E A O AR IR R A S R I TR
AR B 1) 22 e ek, i — 20 S50 K U KatA #1 Dps
M EN FA A ROSTERR, 1 R 3% K 1
McbR A Bl T4 &1 o bR BR i 52 1 B R T
18 ) < I PR A R TR 2 4 3% KA R R A 1)
i 52 14, XT3z B A e B0 e BRT R B R R AT Ak L B T
AT B s R A R, R A AL B AR R
18 i, b RIEE I cysCND R 203 5
TR TR AT 52 1% o DRI, R 2H 2 B8 R VR N 40
MrAFZ 4R HEdE 7 A Tl Ak B 12

TN, T A B AT DU AR AR T i R

HHEERN G F & RBS &AW o, B, 46
BUR AR FE R R G L R s S B B
AR 4290, XS ah KRR T 3T RBS
BEAT TN g, IS E T 19N B BT
OSSR E SR BT 10 N353 30 1 L & 4 AN
5 RBS, BETGE M TAEMI3ERE B, bz
HEE T INLEEE TR T P Pos Fl Pgago
WEHIE 5 38 3 % 9 o0 P T AU R i etk
Z ] A o PO BT W SR RAT B A R A
WAL FHEAE, 208 T 1A R AL BE T %
A0 B BT PV, Zhou % P AR ¥ 5% St 4 22 50 s
i 3 I %€ 1 104 SR B K AT B R AR B 1
5'UTR E &Y, 1E#3/KF L3 N PBAD )i 50
F170.007%~4630%, {EEIEAKF EABEWH0.1%~
137%, 1% L& 3% 4k F1 #4J & 1) PUTR (promoter-5'-
UTR complexes) ] LLE Ay B4 B A H) & Bl ) 2
T EA8 T RoR AR 2 DUAE P H bR &9
342 HEAEMEHMELS R A

R TR 4 7 K NS RS
VA, B AR R 8 I % T A O 5 R g B 1)
S A0 H bR AU 8 % 3k AT A A I AR DU IA 2
HAsr=4 i B 2 Jash PR BRI . %
R 25 A 7 mit 5 P8 DA R 04 1 % DL ek A 38 &
FA N E . BRI A, bR H AR AR
PIAR BRI 5% i A% R i K PR B2 2 v B AR AR =4
e d A ESRER . BSRENR
B . BOREE . W R 5 R A
Mg N, HEMREA KRS S
R AR BRI AR A 4 DR 7 ~F 47 AR ] 4R
WA R AR £ 7= W AR T A2 B0 ) 3 B A
B BRI T AR TRY MERE . Rk, ME®™
B RS AR A R T A
AR PR R 2 AT, A, HERIERIA
P 25K v T 47 %k T 000 A ATORS A 2 1) 52 2% A i
WERHEE, EN R B R ATP sl R 72k
17 LA S AR AR 2 380 25 M K SR AR T 2K 1 e R
AW AR BN T RA B KL —.
B A Y08 o (A E BT LI,
Z A I ER A N AR SRS () anFE SR ) R,
ZAR R IG5 0 IR AR IR il 48 . 13
507 AT LA R W4 AR IR 2 1 o TR] s ) B
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S o W N 111152 A

N TR A EEAR U AR ) A R A T ER B AR AL
XoF 20 A R AR U 3 B ) 2 R, — L R AR S LRy
SE [ EL BAL A5 5 OSB3 BT B T R
R o RAR WA N Ab G 45 AL UL 25 24k 2 245
BESREs TP, MP,, Qiud™ " P, H
B FAEIE ) R B L o S T RE A g R 4
Pk LR A R Als EAT IS, BRAKA F00 L AL IR
MR, EmRTHE7E24.01 g/L. XA EEN
I ) B A B pH I P, PE SRR S
TP, WHEEMNKESTP,, HEFEED
TP, MW i% S AraC AR F RS 270, @il
W R e FE 73 s A T AR PR B RE 3 AR
FEBY B, VAR AR SRS B P, C A T B T
KT D-FLBR . 2,3-T ZFEM 1, 3- 4 B & Bl
MBS W, =& AN 113.12 g/L. 48.0 g/L.
15.8 g/L 2700 Sk, i S Ab pH $E 30 11 5 55 5 21
53 AT 4§ CadCA 4 R H T U D-ABE S A i 1%
D- AW 2 o BT A 28 T 3d B 1) 55 77 B R AL R R, AT
D5 KR B /b T 22 D- AR R AR B0 4 il AR K
s, (/32 e sie T 170% . 7ERR
T I B rh oK) 22 () OptoEXP Y6 I T 2 BB TP,
TEBEBORAE T ARG BRI A 3%, R T
AT LLJE B R R AR IA, AT SEBL T Ok A R
5 T A B A I A AR IR S I, T
R (1) 7= B IA $ 3.37 g/L s

BT BTN T g sh A2 A
WA 2N, TS R AR Y & 3l
T DXIRR S (1 DNA 454, T IE B0 s )
Ui e DR R IB (R AR o IR R & A 2 D T
ity A 2 EER =Y, AT B A iR
M) )87 P PR AR T A A% SRR 2% A A% 0o 4 2 53 IR T FapR
FapR J¢ [R5 5 7E K AT o b S R A,
W2 AL BB N T U BRI IR TR & g e, il
PRI T 33% P, XuZk P (] Fap A1 PGAP )
Jigi 2 AE FH A He ¥4 T 2 T FapR O T5 —IE 4 G A 1
P 7R A AL RS, S Bl T A B R AR R
Wl A PP IREE, SRR SRR T 2.1 %
Keasling PR ZH ) BT~ 1 i 4 iy A v 9214 ) T
BIAALIR IS - RS (DSRS) LU g Wi 2 2. Fi
AR R R Gk, FapR AR A% ) 4 17 LR 77

{180 AT T o 7 Tl R e o, I A % T oy IR AR 2R T T
FEEH G A G RS A G . R 2 T R Sl
BIRE3M AR50, B AL &
(1) 8% & Tt £ 28%

HE PR 2R TR % 2 AR W A P 2 R SR A I 4 o) R
W, ARG ZEREME RN . R
F IR AHEIE RKF . FER K. BIREAKCT .
B SR Ja KRB R J5 K8 2 AN Z IR IR, AR
B[] R0 225 i) o) 248 i v 25 R g 2 ke 21 5 4
R, HTERREFEESRE T SER, EEE
FIE I AR A AT RE X i 32 40 i P A B S B EOBEE A
i 24 7 D5 T 8 i BIF 9 B4 A A 28 (1) 4 ST S5 A O
WEFE o RV AN IR (1) B A% 2 i B8 A% 20 M 2% 08 1 4%
REMRE T RE, B HHRERE R
N RRME. fln, FRZEEYmNS, H
WERBERZRAFESFIREEE . JEMK, RZFT
R R OIS ORI R 4, IR T RIERGM
I FH o WO R B R R P R R R R R R
A 5 DR 1) I 72 308 52 3 1 AR P AR ], A Rl
FH4H ML %5 . JT T7 RNA B & (T7 RNAP)
e PR Bl 2 AR S 1 A g R TR T S 1 T7
TIE R G H i AE K A B b R0k AR & E B
KKRERGZ —, LB ZMHTEARN
Feak e H BT RAARE SR BT (Phupsn) ~ BRZEHE
JBEF (P MMERREDT (P, B#P,,,
K55 T7 RNAP, 5 BL21 (DE3) #HEL, HEA
TARB AR 5 5 70 B A ) BUR M . AR
FEREST, R T A i A e P

)75 R 3 T L0 g O B 1) R 2 A A AN R SR R
T, NLE+ 08, B N TR ity &
AR Y 288 FOAR LA Ut 3 ) 2% v DL G- 4K . T 4%
W 28 il A T R L M OCEE 1 R LRI R R 2 )
A OEC &R o Liu%s ™ B N T8 Rere KA i
T A IR T A A T A R 4%
AT 9 2% 38 Tk I o R 4 AR 3 Sk I e B 5 R g
TP TR T 110120 ANEE & 848 82 AN i 15 Al
T TE T 5 0 35 Hh 3R W R X 48 e A 5 1Y
H AR OmpR_S181K 724 10.6 g/L 7% T %, Lthxt
ML 1.4 15 o I SRS 3 22 i A sk I 21 B
G A 20 35 0t P P I 7 A e 8L P T IR A%
J&AF TnaC 1 RNA KA B. AZ 0844 R Rho % ¢ 4
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1B F =Fh K4 FAER RS R i sh ) 3247
N, YA L G B A RS S A 1 R A R
I s # E sC-I P (FACS-seq) =il 54y
Hriftf2 51k | TnaC W Zh e, R 17 S RERI3)
JIE B o

bt 25 0 AR R AR BRI (quorum sensing,
QS) MR AN FT, F T 44 BN 1) 3 25 T 458t 4
iR R ORE SR SR RE SUREb O 3 P - X N Y VA E P
JR Az W ok B %% IO (Vibrio fischerid) 1]
LuxR F17= A 5k 26 157 22 20 B2 9 IR 1 Lux B 4H &, i
ik T 47 A g R A R A R AT Jued AT xR 1) 2R 3K K
U ik B R RIS DT R, H RTZ RS
OO B 1,4-7T ZBE . G 3% 24505 Som i ik % D 4
ZRRRAGIR HEE 7] 7 A AR A AT B
343 AR L AEA 0 Hy i Fe R

B 6 1A 4 1 4 6 DR AL 1) 4 v O R OHE
geyhn, VS B R AW L, T 4
JR VRN 2R GE PR AT o VT AR 2 A A A A B

DiRe AR Re (EI3) . 3T FE DR 47 513 B Al 1
A AE B RS R 5 TR A AR Y 2 A Y
(genome scale of metabolic network model, GSMM)
RO HE B, R DA B A A 00 R AR A 0 L N
AU O BL B, I X B AT A . B
GSMM %t fifi, &P A T REHHFEE (8
5 Optknock. OptForce. OptCouple. OptORF. k-
OptForce. CiED. MOMA. ROOM. RobustKnock-
ReacKnock. FSEOF. EMILiO. OptReg. OptGene-
RegKnock. FOCuS. GACOFAB. OptSTrain) K
U BE S Ui 5O B 7€ A 52 = H AR = 7 &
(10 ik [R] O BE R e Ak, R BB R TR 4 2 4y
gk, WUAEA R 5246040 T AT AR
M, DAFHREAERARE CREMOE® S . Har, &
T 5 DAL AU AT R 0 B o B T AR R T 3
ProfE RAT B A B SR AOAT B . B = R 1E
IR 1 BF 55 2 P E M A5 B S B Y (RS,
KU ZEMBIEMTEEH 2 )5, R TI HE

S5 IR YA BT LR )

Table 5 Summary of typical microbial metabolic network models and their application

i g R RSO i B4 5
Strain Model Genes, reactlf)ns and Time Applications Reference
metabolites
E. coli iJE660 660.627.438 2000 NR [295]
iJR904 904.931.625 2003 1,4-BDO production [296]
iAF1260 1260.2077.1039 2007 Fatty acid production [297]
iJO1366 1366.2251.1136 2011 NR [298]
iML1515 1515.2719.1192 2017 NR [299]
B. subtilis iBsul103 1103.1437.1138 2009 NR [300]
iBsul103V2 1147.1742.1456 2013 NR [301]
iBsul147 1147.1742.1456 2013  Riboflavin, cellulase, 2,3-butanediol and isobutanol production [48]
iBsull44 1144.1955.1103 2017 Serine alkaline protease production [302]
ec-1Y0844 844.1020.988 2019 Poly-y-glutamic acid production [303]
C. glutamicum iCW773 773.1207.950 2017 L-lysine and hyaluronic acid production [304-305]
iJM658 658.1065.984 2016 NR [306]
S. cerevisiae iFF708 708.1175.584 2003 Ethanol production [307]
iND750 750.1149.646 2004 NR [308]
iLL672 672.1038.636 2005 NR [309]
iLN800 800.1446.1013 2008 NR [310]
iMM904 904.1412.1228 2009 2,3-BDO production [311]
Yeastl 832.962.813 2008 NR [312]
Yeast8 1133.3949.2680 2019 NR [313]

7E£: NR represents no report.
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LR B . 45 O 5 IR L ASE ) AR ol 190 4 A Y
T B AR A B, S BHAH % 2 IR ) e B RN 3 2R
1 R BT KR FE v B MR SO B, B B A
e R e,

OptKnock J2& 1 ¥ 0 2 A5 8 535 v 1) i 4tk 77 2%
Z—, ORI T KA H LR - =R S
25%~75% "7, NG PRAESR M TR EERE2,3-T
TR EIREE23 gL, £ GSMMIE S
i 16 b T AL FE AR (AdhED . P FR R H
MRZAEE (PID. FLRMERE (Ldh) Ay R i &
g (Mdh) fERN B4 DNEHA A, SC8 T 1,4-BDO
FE KRG B8 (0 S 5 s A 72 V). Ranganathan 45 1
K I OptForce 54 X R AT 1AF 1260 #5284 X6t Jig 7
B A AT T, JES I R IA fadZ . tesA LA KR
fadDFERN, ffigHER (C,,~C,) Mr~Eis® 1.7 gL,
BRN0NL gg i EHE. FHAh, Kim %" @il
Rhodococcus opacus T3 7 H 1316 MU R A
1270 AR 4R 1 AR X 2 B2, R B = Bk H
MW BEWTER . e i R G AN K B I 28 A0 B 1 1) S B
I 1 77 B3 ) e FER A E T F Y 93.8% 80.4%.
31.8% H110.3%.

Tl PG R REAE S 0 R AR A 77 11 B AZ S S A
Vi, CERIET 13 /N5 D5 2 FAE 1) 4 3 ) 2 A
Bro f# i iFF708 #5754 il MOMO 5.9%, *F 2 FE/E N
H AR =i AT AR 4%, FIH LIGANS ¥ 2 i)
AL, X A TR A N R AT BB VAL, AT
i 16t 56 AT RE AR IR B T2 3 4 ) 2 BR |
ST, BINSMETE GapN iX — 55 8 1] 58 49 K H- ol
TR, &R T 10% P 3 T R B B
iMMO904 f5 %4, {i Ff] OptKnock v ¥ it 477 2, 3-
T TR R A AR, AR 2 I A
1%, FE5| N B. subtilis f1 E. aerogenes 12,3-] —.[%
G AR, AR IRE KM T3R5 2.29 g/L ™
B 0.113 g/g B B,

(5] FEAE D I T A =X B R 1) 32 3 K T i
B, CEENL T SN T AR LR R A
TR USRI 4 A 4 5 DR 2 A QU IR 2 B AR, T s
BN [R] £ FE X IE B % 9 5 B B 1 A O AR BRRAE
HEAT RSO, Oy B R A R MO0 32 B R T R A
POt TR T SRS AR S

4 REiHRER

AR, O BT AR AR B B A
T 37 FIURE R 46 DR DR A 0 T A A= kL SE A A 3%
FERAC IS [ T3 98 & — M B ) AR R L. 2B W)
BRI BE DK HES) 7 T W45 2 0kme . i M
e w2 R AT AR & B S AR bR I e
VIR A e, v — e KBk 2R ) RORE BT DL A
B AL T M 5 SRS W 19 K B AT e R B AR ) S
e ASCHEEANH T & EKEDIRR LY & S
oL, R T ACEY I AR . seE A, A
AR LA AR BARE DU AN T7 T T it 50 @ m 3L
ARV A A T SR

SiE RGAEM . G B AR TR A
BoR, DU B AR A X A ) e A f i )
G REVIRRE OB R 35 R, AR IR B 4K
5 B FR T B A L Iz A I B Tl A A R Y
BOR, RAFSEILE LT RRR . B, B
SO SE IR NS0 AT FCAE VD RL G R A2 TP R G
A IO, BT I R R A 40 B AL A
A& Rk A% 5 AR I 2 RS 1, RN &5 & 0
FETRHA, BN E KRB T 2N fe 4% 6l 5K
. RAEHEMAEDFART, AWERBAEY
Hi R (biotechnology, BT) Al & & & {5 B £
A (information technology, IT) AAEWIEREL &R
AR A T A SRR T E
THMBEE .

it 40 2R AT AU AL« S IE AR A K
MEATIRE R IT, RMM LT M. ET
REE2E2] S 4y T3 J1%2 55 AlphaFold2 254 il
&7k, S EARIRER M, 5 BE AR
DR 7 A R UF B AR G5 R 2 B, O R A IR RE & B
KB 1Y) E ) 08 A B B R ROR, AT 3R
A EEE . m R DR e e T T g
JofEe BN, ¥ 5T BE G RO AR B R AL I 5
Wi 1IvC (¥ % 5 -1 & 1 )\ NADP 7] NADH ) #% 4
AE T i AR S K, SEE R T IR AR R AR AR
PR ME N DR B EOR 5 N DA M, X
KA WAE B Bl HEAT 20 M S S R AL, AR
REH B kAl , 38 W DASEEL R B BT B A KRS
DA Ay R il o) DAG 3 A R ARAR N AR R 7 i, 4
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AW BT R R TR e BIBA B R A
HIEIRENRY) . REARNHIEM L, Witk 7 —
26 TG U & B 1 4E AR R B, 1 1, 3-PDO AR PR IR
&, NAHN1,3-PDO YA USRI T EEHE A
YR, BRHEAET A RIEETERH.

Xof T G A 1) e 3 R 4 2 DR s DR 4 v Ak
AR RN T @Rt T AR T A,
WA TR B S I RO &G T AR AR
TP A B A s T PR AL IR FE R, R
F € 113304 45 6 vH LA B o BoE B s v, T
R B i e 2 o R R iR Bk . RIS 45 &
ERAEGREERHAERgmESEL, FELI
AR R . B, X SpCas9 & [ i
ITHREK TEMR E, HRA /K VRQR-SpCas9.
VRER-SpCas9. EQR-SpCas9 f] LLiK 5 A [6] (K] PAM
A 484K eSpCas9 Fl SpCas0-HF F&AK T 5 H
DNA 2 [B] (4 SR 45 A, REWE SN 85% (1 #E 1A
R e 1R Cas BRI gRNA R KF L %
IR E & 751 2 5] gRNA [R5 5 4H G852 m 2 2
AR ACR Y BRI AE VIR 1B 1 R G B R
GURETE = B b OB RN R DR G B AR, G SR 1)
A8 I 32 AR B 8 KK 4 8 4 66 ) A R 0070 B ) 5 A
IR, ik, ARRRE, N TR AT LTI
A 17 RNA 17 3 DNA [ CRISPR-Cas I HL 1] #2 7] F1
i BEVE B, R R FE S S B 5 CRISPR-Cas 45 6
REfE LAAS A 7 U il R R R IE, FF R % T CRISPR-
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