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Abstract: In order to achieve carbon neutrality and green economy, people use biorefinery technology to transform
and utilize CO,. Microbial electrosynthesis (MES) is an emerging technology that converts CO, into chemicals by
electrically driven biocatalysts. Currently, the low efficiency of microbial carbon sequestration, an incomplete

understanding of electron transfer mechanisms, low synthesis rate, and poor applicability of reactor components have

Wi BHA: 2023-12-15 {&[EIHHA: 2024-04-16

HEEMB: ERESHAITL (2018YFA0901300, 2021YFA0910400); EREARZFES (22078149); /ITAEBEARFEES (BK20220002)

SIFAY: BRRS, 3KER, DRLUS, BR =, RE&, REIN, §i1505 . MENBERBARBRU _SNBARIEIJ]. amENE, 2024, 5(5): 1142-1168

Citation: CHEN Yu, ZHANG Kang, QIU Yijing, CHENG Caiyun, YIN Jingjing, SONG Tianshun, XIE Jingjing. Progress of microbial electrosynthesis for
conversion of CO,[J]. Synthetic Biology Journal, 2024, 5(5): 1142-1168




%5% www.synbioj.com 1143

been the limiting factors for the large-scale application of MES. In this paper, the mechanisms of electron supply in the
MES system, including through electrodes and electron donors such as H,, formic acid, CO, and other molecules, are
systematically reviewed based on how cathodic microorganisms obtain electrons. It is an effective method to improve
electron transport efficiency by modifying conductive nanowires of electroactive microorganisms and optimizing the
expression of microbially associated hydrogenase, formate dehydrogenase and CO dehydrogenase using synthetic
biology techniques. Additionally, cathode modification aimed at improving electron transfer rates between microbes
and electrodes, enhancing the biocompatibility, and providing more reducing power can facilitate the generation of
value-added products. In addition to enhancing the electron transfer efficiency of the cathode, the construction of a
reactor with high efficiency of gas-liquid-solid mass transfer and electron transfer, the reduction of anode potential for
water electrolysis, and the regulation of microbial activity are also important strategies to enhance MES performance.
In the future, it is necessary to further elucidate the mechanism of microbial electron transport and strengthen the
performance of MES by means of synthetic biological communities, and by designing a more efficient electrode
interface that balances electron transfer rate, substrate mass transfer and biocompatibility. In terms of the scaling-up of
reaction devices, electron transfer and gas mass transfer can be improved through the combination of various methods,
and integrating product separation processes can promote the further development of the technology and provide new
ideas for the realization of the “Carbon Peak and Carbon Neutrality” goal.

Keywords: microbial electrosynthesis; CO, conversion; electron transfer mechanisms; chemicals; synthetic biology



1144 GRAENE $55

21 a2 N KM 5k R f2m, Ak
EURTH AR R AR B K& S, SRR
YR ] B A T MR E AR RS B A Bk
T I S 3 N 2 T 2 7 0 L b R A S P Yl
R 7R A S, BFH T ANERELR
BE S, 2020 IR E R H “RRoBE BRPATT BKR
JEHFR T, R FTREIE S R S A BRI, LAk
> Z A ER (CO, BIHETEG RIS ON T Ak
HARM KR H LT MRS A1 CO, T & £ 5 EH A7 .
SR IX FEA B MR A B> CO,, #3171 CO, P
R E R — PR A, T S IR & B
{(EEZ N

FIFH AR W% 4K CO, Ay v B I 184 1L A6 27 it 43
N R SEIIEAR R E T A RTTEL—, BTH
ZRAV BRI AR P AL R 08 2% i A 5 )
R, RN B A Bk U A ORI R . TR
W) HL A B (microbial electrosynthesis, MES) $f
AR, AR AN A/, E IR A AT
FIABARK BRI T, SRR 2K CO,ik
JER 1 22 B R A AN o i, A I e A A P Ak A 7
DA E TR . AT AL HL LIS SR CO,, MES
i B A= B B R0 2 pe I AR A2 AN AR i AR
HOR, REWH COEIENIR . BE. wils. VRN
FRRELEY P Sk S EH
R K BH e e A6 CO, #H B, MES it L4k 2 e 1
o, BRSNS, OR A B — 2
T, FRAR 7 A BEA Y DO R () BEAE S BTG L
TEI S 5 B 5 40 38 1 32 B8RRI 22 1R KT . b4,
MES R AR = HRe B A AR, maeiE i ik
HE I 202l 80%. Ak, MES A2 — Fh Al VA
A BREE A, 1 AT B A BRI A A7 42 A TR I
B, ANy “CWm” B bR S5 4R iR
UED

FEMES 1,  CO, iR 3= 25l id J5 L4 A
&1% (Wood-Ljungdahl pathway, WLP) Fl- /K 1§
¥&  (Calvin-Benson-Bassham cycle, CBB cycle) **",
BE & FE R R B R, B F0 N DU A P ) L
38 145 DA SR SR R BO# AT TR AT AL, il
T B A 25 D 1R A AR A gk AT S el L B
F MES 7 R [ 70 B0 B 16 S . 2% 70 44 4 s 48
TR MK, X e To A 1A 1 A LS £ B & MES /4

4
A
2
A

AR, X MES 4 2 (1 R B B 32 436 1 AT
fiE o SR H AT MES 3 G847 47 75 B [ 58 BRI
LT AR S ML R B A [ = > ARERIR L T T
PRI RAE, BB T & AV T A E MES
TR Z N I8 7, [ s T H AT MES /& & L
FEIRALI SE HE e, JF B T MES BUR R KR
J& 5 1A o

1 Bt A 5 o b A SRS

A T 1D T AR P, 4 A 2 52 ) H, - £ 3 T 26 DA
B A A AL CO, Bk 2 S RS, TR ik 2 R
MES  REH) E Z K & . H v B A B 7 4k 7 2
(B D FEAETHEMEER A E®E, 45 (H
NGB P, RN SR FLE,
—& bk (CO) NSRRI #, HH/AL
B EREE, R1AS T SHE AR R,
PR

1.1 BRIEABEFHIEANERBFIESE

N (e N o N = Al I =R £ S Al I
(DET), #5H2MAEY)@ IS 4 M € 3 8 1 Bl 9K
FLA AR, AT AR BB RESR
13 HL K CO B A AL 22 5 B0 i (3R B 2
S PERUE Y A S ) E 2o, AL E
ARk HIReWIes, TERRm B s s
HERMEH . 9K FLE S 1 Lovely % M 1
Geobacter sulfurreducens W4 I K 7 K I, 49Kk F
L BB REY S HHEE (electrically conductive
pili, e-Pili) BUAHRHI R E H AL, e-PiliKikJL
TRk, AT DA RRRCK R B ) LR AR

SR 3E o 4 0 R R AT B T AR R )
T 4= W 7 Shewanella oneidensis, 8 id i % A5 S.
oneidensis MR-1 ] C B 41| fiil 4 2 25 1 CymA ™ K
e AR BRI T IR, X — R A
P L R ) i K Tl 5 T B v & 436.5 mW/m?,
FEARE AR 3.6 % . IXFRHE R CymA 15 74
A A T3 58 MES A U W) B 43R5 L 1 A% 0
o Br 7R E A M RIEKFIRES, BikE
1R 285 R AR Ak A R 2 v FL O MRS AR D ) BB T



%5% www.synbioj.com

1145

2 C02
e L~
& — s,
H
:§ ety Z::> B T A
— Med co
2H'+0, 1 e C & MX 2
E—>
\ ; Med_, e it/
¢ H=-&+sH* | CH, CO,+H,0
4 CH,COOH e
H,0 > C,H,OH HCOOH 71
&—
co gl
H,0 co,
ik /@
PRtk = Al = BRItk
FHAETHE  BRERaE
B Gl R I B v A 3
Fig. 1 Cathodic electron transfer modes in microbial electrosynthesis
F1 LY R AR B R T AT
Table 1 Electron donor modes in microbial electrosynthesis
AT TT 20 LA 5 %] R s
A% pliibuiuh NS AR E I OREEhe g S RO RS R 4=k Y] TR BT R, LT AR I R R
T firh S I A A% 5 LA A
H, T AR YR N I SAL R B SR LB L R MOR IR T A LRI R, AR A AR
HL T RDRE A 128 AR I
HiR i I F R U S AR R T, B R FHBRIA AR v XEMAE Y RATIRER T, R IR SR 2250 pH
R Il S A e 1 G/ keqea e
Cco i — AR S A AR O T R BE DUy T A XA A N Bl LA AR
BRI R T AT UAE AR
AHIVANL A=A SR AR AR 4R LA S R AL I T B 4 AA T WK, A PR T 7 ZEA B AMIE R N, 8 N TR T
I IR 5 8 SRE i B A xR AR

feih. HTHREREAREREZHN, HEZORE
FI A FEAF T H 74538, Gescher 55 M i Al
R IE K nrfA. ccpA~ napB Fl napA, FE7EAH M
PR AL RIA R B CetA, B cotd R ER
R TEBERYERES, LR RS
MERIE R 5w 7 176, R AERS T 23%
[E 2 ],

H A AT DL G g oK T 2 g FRE R T ) AR
HLF, (H TR A 5 1) 22 S 1t DA R AR KR B A
] 3 S gl oK 5 28 1 3= B RN HE 51 45 4 22 BE 4K e
Jy TR CE Y R B AR R R, BT AL A
XS AE VI e-pili BT AN 38 E AT T $R FE AN B0

Liu % “ 7€ G. sulfurreducens "F %6 & i —Fh H B &
% 45 & 1 Cshort pilin chaperone, Spe), Spe
A DARI B B B AR R 11 (pilAD 7= AL e F DAL T
R E B AR Spe-pil A, Spe i 52 T 4L e-pili #H
Xt B ) pil A AR, 2 TP R e-pili ) B AL AR A )
(K 2(b)]. Leang %5 " I 57 1 ik 2 JL [R5 B A FE
T AR R, a5 SRR I R flid B 3 B
Clostridium ljungdahlii TTHEE =4, {§ C. ljungdahlii
KFEBHME. K AEMEG H —E RN ER, Eid
I RIA flid B2 R AR AT LAY 5% C. ljungdahlii 75 B R
[T = A N1 e 2 S 7/ - < O I 5 At i o
ljungdahlii ) B8 7L M A . S5 B> T AL



1146 BRENE H55

Outer
membrane

Periplasm

Cytoplasmic
membrane

(a) $EPRAM L (LR TR A AR AL 1R

(a) Overall cytochrome protein structure optimization!*!

,, |

Periplasm o FilA
BRI e ity

Cytoplasm f

Translation

mRNA

(b) FHRFBEEAARAE

(b) Conductive flagellar chaperonin*"

() Bacteriacell W GO+ Oxygen group (4 rGO

Stage | Stage Il Stage Il
Step | Step I

b
1y
5

o E o

-

N -
» Acetate

“fish bites bait™  “bait hooks fish”
() A1 = ddi-HE Pl e o

(c) Graphene-biofilm electrodes’™"!



%5% www.synbioj.com

1147

<
CO,

CO,

CO

v o ¥

FH
i

|

|

|

|

| "
1
] {4
I

|

|

|

|

3D hierarchical
porous structure

\ b

Enriched microbial
consortium

CO, fixation

1.04 kg/(m?-d)

Acetate
0.69 kg/(m*-d)
100% e~ recovery

(d) R B fR L A E DU CN TS
(d) Electrochemical deposition of CNTs on RVC substrates'™!

2

B AR 3 A R SR

Fig. 2 Direct electron transfer-related strategies

BT HRE 2 B AR Y BB T AR R
AT B, d ke ™ BN B SR
MNEEBERHESREEEL 0%, #—H%EE 49
KIUKL, T RA 7 A NL-TCHL A YR R, i
HSmMERES 71706, XEWELSREYET
BRes RIEiEm S HEEM SHAES, R d]
DR A AS [R5 A R g B &% e R M 0 5 i i
B4R R I SRR . Ueki 55 ™ i
AR S G. sulfurreducens & )2 H b il &
EARFEW L FHBMETIRT, o]/ A5 7 R
JIIK G LR, X RE08 1Y 58 S MU AE Y d
YK G2 H AR R R ) R e

W R R B TR R
J& MES 7 # WL 3846 77 30, Song %5 BV i F HL
TRV S BB IR SR SRS 0 B - A i
W, J=EH R RS AR TR R T -
BIEPUR A S50, IR T A I B T A
2, 15 ORI AR T 15415 [El200].
) FH I A B = 2 XDIR &5 K 32 Tk A 4 ) B 5 T AR
I FI RS A7 S0 DA e AR s R Y, R 2
70% T #E I, 28 RN SRR EILH 5.46 g/L,
LR FILF T 0.195 g/(L-d) . Tahir 2% 5 Fyg T
BA KL S R ONT- - 4Ed i & 8 ik
AEWNAN, %07 T IR R T R TN
MURE = 4E S5 A B TG HEA S E R T E 2 0
AWy, BRERMBT m T HAE LS BT R
. Marshall % " #£ MES Jx B 25 F N 7 30 g f1

SEURLAE A, S m B EE R AR . SEIR AR,
Acetobacterium~  Sulfurospirillum. Rhodobacteraceae
RO F A b R R A, A SR T R
HERTHEBRAT ORI E, LR H
K F)1.04 g/(L-d). Jourdin 2% B LA 3D 45 K 191K
BRAE LR, RS DT CNT SR s F A% 38, 1
SR 5 BN AR LA A A Y A T RS
A TR EE RS T 0.685 kg/(m*d) [E2(d].
13PN AT B BUR G SEEN s | ANE) - P b e =R
HUE, AT AR I AT, AR T A A R B
AT EAEE T AL . Nie %5 B 7E 4 88 RN
i AR, WA T AR, 2
ML PR % . A, Zhang 55 B R 52 R B 8L
= RAECR MR AT, A IR AT, A AT
YRR, REEEE TAERER, 15O
(7 A AR R v T 6~T 1

1.2 HfFABFHARERBFEE

H, 1 D9 18] 352 W 7 it 44t 3 ) 32 N £ MES
B, fE MES sl i H, /S 0 IS T IMAE A &
& & P Y, i Sporomusa ovate C. ljungdahlii,
FA A& WLP AR, A RUH ) H, ok g £/ 45 15 i
T2 P 2B ko

MES 1) R P SR PR T HL AR D 7 itk
FERFER AN K EBE. UL C. liungdahlii 9
i, 1€ WLP &2 H, A E 2R ESA N E &
Mg, F & i HytA-E. HytA-D fl Fdh =47 £ 40



1148

BRENE H55

B, H,E S ARG S5 B AL T 2, RN A R
Fd* il NADH/NADPH . NADH/NADPH f{E A it
JiME S5 Co,ME s ", T H T/ X Nfn £t
5t Fd. NADH 1 NADPH (A H.# 1k, [ Fd*
M5 Raf GG R TR, P2 AR R0
i T ATP & B L= 4 ATP ™. SALEE/E N H, A
A7 L ) OCEREl , NE CHEAT A AR ) S A R T
it ] 3G g R A H, AR O B AR % . Chao
S 1 DUR AT B AR, X K A B 1 PN U S
FEREAT 70 5T, ERIANIRERE HYD-1 A1THYD-2
o3 5 BRI R 7 22 8 0 26.5% F136.7%. N T HE
—HREHLNAAHE, EEET R TR =
RGN TCA) FCO, A RIMIER, 1ZE KT
PRIAWR = e, 1AF] T 1.50 mol/L. XERM TR
IR AE DN, (RN B A DGR SR IR AR e 8 4 i e
PRI H, R 2, 4 H X — B g 10 4 L BOR .
Li %% ¥ Ethanoligenens harbinense ) 1% BUE AL B
(Hyd2293) fE Clostridium tyrobutyricum " 53 i i
Fik, 25 EIRRALHE M Ct-Hyde293 1 T 2 7~ &
FEAR 1 34%, T ZHp M T TR, AN O
P e s 7 148% [E 3 ], fEIEEE 1T
KK THEZH TR T . FREGEAEYYTT
N R H, A5 MES 1 L 4% 146 o 22 A% 34 77 1)

[ 1] LLAIF H, 0384 Ralstonia eutropha 7,
HonT DUd S R R SCOE R SE B H A A, 2d
CBB B3 K [H € CO,, ML TR A K
THE T o Reutropha & A 4 FEALNE: gk &5
el (MBH) . mIETEEACEE (SHD. R A 1Lk
(RH) F1NiFe & L (Hyd4) ", MBH H HoxK
I HoxG 25 ¥ WL 40 B, &A1 38 it Hox Z 4 & 7E Jis
Lo ZEEHBETARS MMM E R, HitE— P&
BRI EE, 1X N R. eutropha et T RER, 1M
JoT - DU A% A & Jo R O JiE SR TR ATP & PR AL i
A 7, SH £ % HH HoxH. HoxY. HoxF #ll HoxU
WAL Y, KRBT TR T AR S
NAD L4 NADH, iX%& NADH ¥ ik — 5 F T [#]
5E CO,o R.eutropha WIERMAMEHTERLRE TH
HZ 5K MES #24, {EREMESHE RS, R
eutropha ] A H H,. O, CO, & KRR T MRS
(PHB), PHB & —fft il DU A7 1 2 1) A2 0 R
{H B B AR 2 0 B O, 78 BA Bl TR A= B i 1 4R
(ROS), ROS 2= gZma il W) i A K AR . AT A
AT WX — RS, X R. eutropha 34T T 59 F L
i, WHABAREEEMEMAL R, Ha] LA
ROS ¥, LLiEk/N ROS X AE WA K iz, M
I 42 = MES (1 Mg [E3 ] FHFs A

Feft 7 . T T RUH AME RuBisCO - (A% -1, 5- B R R
I R i s i,
Hydroge AR st Ha R R R
' W RS13805 = ’—’—;!a;, )
PTS RS08440 R
rsooo10 M rspa7io WM _ Rs13420 RS01045 Rs01230 M 2%
Glucose-6-P > Fr > Fructose-1,6-PP — Glyceraldehyde-3-P ———> Glycerate-1,3-PP
- NAD" NADH RS01235 o
S S RS01245 W
e NAD® NADH
e RS01250

Bl

= RS03605 MM RSO5715HM Pyruvate Phosphocnolpyruvate
== moﬁ ATP AP
= . Féox 106s5 RS11565 IR
X Gene expression changes i 2540 W
= 5 3 101 3 S A Formmic NAD@PH  NAD(P)
== e ncah Gl \mmmmm " 3-Hydroxybutyryl-
_ EeLy _CoA Rs]zm CoA
Log2FoldChange T p— =
INAD(P)" Rs08755 N =
= Butyryl- =
RS08750 ok FAI Pl'c' ik :
= Fd, Fd, RS09175 N 1 ’so_-.- ‘rotony
= 12803
Z7 aa H; Rsoc02s 1 ,\mm 3“’- RS0917 - \-AD(P)‘{ S
= NADH NAD* Ethanol RS
'450-1 o0 o
- S
"’/ Dm}r‘k Butanol s “\ J
7 B
/ r{f(.f ‘5\\\\\\\&\“

s, B
14

ti:a T
9160

(a) EACEETE Clostridium tyrobutyricum™H 5L k10

(a) Heterologous overexpression of hy

drogenase in Clostridium tyrobutyricum!™



5% www.synbioj.com 1149

Potentiostat

Fossil fuel—

Coal-fired pwer plant

(b) LA H R eutrophar= & i 41 % HALEIROST
(b) Lycopene-producing with self-resistance to ROS by the engineered
bacterium R.eutropha'™"!

PEM

o H, ‘ Mo, . Bacterial cells

(c) ZALAATEE I HTMOS T AL

(¢) Porous nanoflower-structured MoS, catalysts'™"!

- 1t
I

4H" 2H.0
% :

*,

M, 4H-O,

Cathode: Co-P alloy Anode: CoP,

(d) CoPifHIRFICoP& 4 iR H EE ATMES 7 487
(d) MES system constructed by CoPi anode and CoP alloy cathode!™!

B3 H, /i T )45 B 1A% 58 R R S
Fig. 3 Strategies related to H,-mediated indirect electron transfer
WA ) 51 N 2| R eutropha H, FH 4565 N IR R. eutropha ¥ H IR £ K . E4EH H,» CO, MO,
GroES/EL fH{R R ARt A7t Kk, [Ny, Midigsy i, PHB/ &R EZENWIN T 99.7% ™. BRit 4k,
MBH f1 SH (R IE RS ABF KL, LR S LR I WLP 842 th /& MES HF IR J5 CO, ) 8 B3k



1150 GRAENE $55

12, LAC. ljungdahlii 3, ik 48 f A &6 1 =4k
B S8 A H, PASRAS 38 I 77 I 5 WLP B A2 #h & ik I
CO,. C. ljungdahlii if] H, %84k 3= 2 o1k T 8k 0L 5
RAMER, B8 Ref & 4908 E08 7 5 A 9
AP T NADH LLUE JE CO,, [A] T &% 1 H A
B DA 3 ATP 18 & B B2 C. ljungdahlii /) H, F)
WK, S H TSRS E T AN
B A Rof 2 AV B s, SALEE 2 52 bk 7 77 18
3k, T Rof & &40 EEZ R OREBHR, © B
SO T A 0 0 AR R AR g 7

R BT S A TE A, T BRARE ST
A, F/55E 20T H AR, REEL
H1E S 14 E YL 5 CO, ™. Fontmorin 25 7 )
5 R A YRR L RAZ MG IR, n 3 BA A% b &
RN (HER), 3T REY = TR MER. Ik
Gh, EhL B B HSESESE R RIFNITEM
KE, BT MES f& &4 & HER £ g . Tian 55 ©%
¥ Mo,C Hr &AL A GI N R LA IR, 45 53R BH 6
B 7 Mo,C AL A AR M Z0E % (2.29%10* mol/d)
RET 12765, IFRE 7019 g/(L-dD I LBREE™
B, JEXTRRALI 2.1 6% KB EEH & T &
HER {5 £ 1) MoS, BT & 4677, 3R43 1) MoS, i1 71
REIZ ALK, HHR T HE 2 1 &6 s #
#, JF HIHYORIE S MG R T 7 15 8 55 2 1
Wk, RANEEFRE43IMG, LRI EE R
70.20g/(L-d)" [K3(c)]. Tian%E "™ it 17—
Tl 22 ) RE A5 6K 1 5 B A A4 kL Pr, BSCF-CF, 1% A4
[ I 38 7 co, el fH, 7= & . 45 R KW,
Pr0.5BSCF-CF 246 41 (1) Z.FR 7= & N 13.74 g/L, 1F
10 RN B FE 024 g/(L-d). HELESE
RAIMT AT, SEESERBE P ME, N
TR B A & M . Liu g U 4 B CoPi BH A%
HICoP & 4 A M 9 22 () MES & %5, A s2 BLA F A
AR T H N 5 AR S R [F N, #0] ROS
(4 . 33— BH A% CoPi BE A% 44k Sk 11 B H it e
(1) Co™ Bl Co™, JFH Byl FA7E AR TH, M PEAK
WP S P mER, HERBT
0.14 g/(L-d> HJPHB/=% [K3(d]. M4, Luo
&5 B0 K H S  oneidensis MR-1 AT 32U A A% BB 73k 2~
AR, FHRESAMAERBHEWRIESR
BT ML, (2 7 oA R, 2 REM

3.11%, C. ljungdahlii ¥4t CO, = R LA T IR L1
FEER R 0.18 g/(L-d) F10.07 g/(L-d)

WAk, HETFERA R S N AR, i AR
MR R $2 T HER MEfE . A S8 &R (g-C N
A& — PR A 1) 0] LG e R S AR M RE, Cai
&g 8Pl Serratia marcescens Q1 1E N A WAL 7 ,
M T B & 2 B R R 451 WO,/ MoO,/g-C N,, YA
TAHERTESWINH, A NESMNOIKED 175558
Z P Ak, &3R8 7 0.19 g/(L-d) 1)
LR E: =R, 3t — 0 Kong & ™ W@ 7 Ag,PO,/
g-C N, e, @i 7E Ag, PO, My b JE LIt
2 23 R ) K AR P A H,0,, 40 T Ag PO, G
JEM, BR&AE-1.1V (vs SHE) 3£730.32 g/(L-d)
1 R Eh =% . thoh, En @ E A H AT
A7 ) MnFe,0,/g-C,N, ™ fl 45 347 ZnO (AZO) ™
W Z A RO E RS, RIEFOLEAEEAR
fety, DAMESEIET S marcescens Q1 [t MES 145 .

I e fE A 7R B AL A T 1 AR AR
W] F 3 TR B /A R Y MES 24t . Song %
R K HGE R A K T CuO/g-CN, 4L 7. CuO/
g-CN UK P2 AR T, nld i B A 4 A
STT G ARIB S A, TS Acetobacterium
Fl Arcobacter W F- 5 .5 & 46, LRI HIAR T
0.16 g/(L-d) (-1.05 V vs Ag/AgCl). 7 CuO/g-C,N,
HHB NGO ™, DI EOE A E R )
It B R WS sER FE DA R B AR B RE O, TR 2
BR 77 Rk H] 7 0.27 g/(L-d). #—HHE a-Fe,0,/
g-CN, Z B 5 R 45 6 AR 75 &7, il T AT
TR B R, T T WM, R R
W a-Fe,O, 7 LS54 A CAHEAE A, AR T
AR S 2 M B T, iR omeh
FEFILF] T 033 g/(L-d)(-0.9 V vs Ag/AgCD .

1.3 FERFEAHBEFHIFIEIZBFEE

IR —Fh R T b ik, M ERBHL R T
TR AR L, YRR SR AE T VB h 2 e BE TV Y
IF H PR 0 A YR I AR R, A S
VIR, A R B A AL

B AR 5 T R AT BT R R (AN AR DL R
PR AR I A% TP B S B S B N ) i, DAR R R
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PR A . (EE. coli AR BPIBAEY)H, THE-
rgev IR A% I G BB GCS B4 [ T FR R 11%) 282 i i
G A TREGCS Gl H AR, WididRIAE
coli F IR GCS,  [R] B g B 410 ) H &0 BR A BR 11
gevR B:R, 192 TRE W #K E. coli RG1 REMS B 4T
AR S CO B H &R ™. #—F, fEE
coli WP 1) i i ok serd F& IR ) ' THF -rgev i& 182, DAfE
5, 10-3F F IS DY S BR 1) & 1, 45 rTHF -rgev
AL A R R & I A B TR 12.9%, 5
KRoE AR L3 = T 7.3% ™. B T XS E. coli
BEAT I A RAEY) S EUE, RN C. lungdahlii
FR. eutropha F R AREHIE AR W FOZ BRI, X
PRI A= V)8 /2 MES A (1 S8 FL B PR A= )

R. eutropha R 4% LA FF R 5 2R e — 1R i 5 A1 R 52
KHATHEK, R eutropha Ui Mo NiEHEF O, K
NAD' 1) F R it &0, o mT UL R A CO,,

# NAD"IE JF A NADH . R. eutropha ¥ IR it & 1
& By fdsGBACD #AF T2 i, -4 BR/S %
FMN fl—ANMEHO AR Y. N T 3 & R. eutropha
TEH IR L EAEKIIERN M, Calvey 55 ¥ I B 4775
F e/ B FUR pHG 1 R SE R X3, #i
T /NG ) TR ApheA R J5RE B P T Ak, 3L
EHIR b R AR & T 24%, HRRILM
THFEHF N 5.11 g/h+0.37 g/h, LT85 4 B34
T 32%. AR EFEEBLFIHERELUYT KR
eutropha F| FH R 35 A2 7= IR 7= W% . Collas & ™
TR E GBI T AR, eutrophab, PR
RNEEEE, BERMEILAR T 148.0 mg/L, &Xf
MR 2 £ . Li%E ™ FI ) HLAL 5 10K CO, Rl K
N HIR, TFEAHI R eutropha H16 W] LR U Hh
PR, R AEAEYIRL (0.846 g/L 5T BE A
0.57 g/L3-H3-1-TED [K4(a) ], A5 E Nl

{
i
[
1
i
i
1
i
i
i
]
\

Anode  Cathode ‘\\
Ceramic cup \

Electricity

CO,~ 1
Synthetic

pathway

Biofuels

(a) B AT T HIR. eutrophar= £ EH

(a) Formate mediated R. ewtropha produces fuel™!

Formate feed =y
A o Fommmmmmm - e With C. necator, = = ==~ = = = = = = = = ~ S
4 co, Culture medium Anolyte % ' | \
! +gasproducts e + Formate +0; e \ 1 1
1 i ] t ! | | 1 1
] 1
e e 1 1
: e 1 I C necator 30°C,pH6E8 |
- sn we— f B 1 1
I catalyst | catalyst I : :
I | 1
i S° o ! 1 | |
! H, HCOOH #+— HCOO +H*!  pe Filtering i i
I ( 1 : C. necator w r i i
: co, CORR:CO,+2H* +2¢° |  OER b 1 1
I b — HCOOH 1 ! " : !
1 2H* 1 ! ; :
I HCOO = : 1 I
1 Carbon I TiDL : ol ' |
I paper : 1 re ] I
: | 1 lium 1 |
L L : i i
\ GDE Mafion ! Hollow
\ ' ' membrane ] l fiber filter | 1
\ co, Culture medium Phosphate ! \ !
S (Proysiclogicat cathotyte) buffer 7 |

CO; Electrolyzer

: Bacteria free 4= Without C. necator

; Fermenter
With C. necator

(b) SRy SR = A T PHB &

(b) The gas diffusion electrode generates formate for PHB synthesis™™
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3 _ 4 CHCOO
< Ir-Ruw/Ti mesh BLO@CF

jom e

co. formate \-..,{I : \‘

i
i
H
H]
i
!

© Bi.O, /n1icmorgﬂnisnin CH.COO™ |

(c) Bi, O, 5 7= 1 i f s
(¢) Bi,O, modified formate electrode!™!

+ CO,purging

a0

2D Syngas fermentation

€O, [purging 3D Syngas fermentation

(d) 3DEELFE LA B CO, Fet oA S s

(d) 3D cobalt phthalocyanine catalyst cathode for converting CO, to syngas!"”!

B4 A CO AT 1 [R5 i 11k

Fig. 4 Formate and CO-mediated indirect electron transfer

B A 1 3& 72 R X R. eutropha 31T 203& , Black
L DY LR S VU YRR phad. ter bldh FlyghD
M2 sk bR T — N ERRN T, EHT
R. eutropha F [P ¥ B4 B A 1 12, SR
eutropha F| F R 7] 427 30 mg/L 1E T BE.

VA C. ljungdahlii 3 3 1) £ 8 i w] DA i
WLP AR F I, 76 WLPRAEH, M AR
AR COLIE R TR, B e 1 i & 1l & R DU &
M (THF), A:p ik THF LAEN WLP &% (1) F 5
I, EZBEMER T &R OBEHRE A > > £x)
LR A R I & A 5 0808 32 AR TR #E WLP
BRER RSy S, Straub %5 Y M C. ljungdahlii F
S HX AL T R R FR) 4 ol 405t U Sk e £ T LA K% T R S
N LA B A R Bl 1 B R B, 9 el R
IATE Acetobacterium woodii "', 45 S 30 7R 5 5% IR
PRI C TR - BAR R T 3, 1R H, A1 CO, IR
FRATHMAEY K, 587 9.61 gL LR R
R, REFmTHIRAR8.16 g/L.

I R TR A A7) 0 H 40K CO, % AE o
g, AR R R AR Dy F 1 A4 R A 2R A A P e A

W2 R R YR, £ MES B M 6 HRiE .. Qiu
S PSR Sn AR IR AR AL R, dE e T AR I A
Sn e EBARL, 45 SRR Sn B G b, JLHE R
T LLIA B 20%, ZEE T RBIMHHM . Lim
S U IR AR B AR BT T Sn AR, SRR
I A CO B R B, FERI G A 22 K
TR EhAL B, R. eutropha, I KK PHB. 25
PP R AR I AR TR N 4 e BF, 120 ho AT AR 7
1.38 g PHB, “7#%ik%] 1 0.28 g/(L-d) [E 4 ].
Liu %5 "% @ i K & Bl 4 7 B A KR .
R EURE . R ST 4G A 1 RE IR BL,O, B IR AR
Z AR A SR RIS (92.4%) DA RUFH
AV, B A AE1S MES F 4 3 7 2k 3
0.27 g/(L-d) [Kl4(c) ]

1.4 COFABFHFRIERE FI&iE

CO £ WLP 4% i BE AT BLAE 24 o~ A4 S n] DL
VERNBRIER R, LA C. liungdahlii NRFR K R #
Al LLE I CO iR Al (CODH) ¥ CO %745 N CO, 1
BERAN I8 JR M 6, X R T Y w2 ok A R
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ZHE R, Bl R, 2,3- T RS,

WLP & 1% B AN 2t 73 SC R, 4 CO A CO,
SEA R AW T, @I XD RERE CODH/ Z Bt 4
M A ABE (ACS) 774 ZFEHEE A P, 2{UF COo,
YENBRIRRS, WLP &2 iE ik CODH 5 ACS 2H .11
H AW CO,IE R N CO It 5 W 45 & T% il £ 1 -
CoA. *fF7#E COMf, CODH LK CO & ik A CO,
PABR LA AN 138 J 2 &, [RI CO thmT DL B B2 4t )
P45 B Y6 6 N LB -CoA MR LR R 4 &, X
— 1 #2 H NAD'/NADH (1) i 8 F A4 4K 6 T N fl
Rof 1 # 2 &9 KB A U Bt LAXHTFI F WLP &
1 [E 52 CO, M LR H, CO & RIFMHE k. A
THERF WLP &2 CO AE Ay HL Ay A G 1) D
FEH, Fast% " C. ljungdahlii o WLP 342 1) 11
A% 0 I R R R IE T Clostridium acetobutylicum
TR PO bR e PR R 2E RS 5 10-3F H L O AR DA
S CO,AEf COHITE ML, 45 REW] 5 CODHH & 1)
ACS BEIIL/KFFRIE, MIMEEN T L1f-CoA 14
. XFB COMERN BT HUART, ACS 2R H
HL AR B ) e B 2 — o Ak Zhu 26 7Y Xt HY
CO, 1 CO N} 3% C. ljungdahlii #E 4T 5% 5 Bl 35 1
M5E AR IE & o B AL SR 2200 H, 45 SRR
16 CO K O . BRI & A A A d 5 fy 3 B
BT CIRER R LR

CO fE >y 7L A 1) 1) FH 41,32 3] CODH R 1A 7K
SFRIEI, fE A B s, X CODH #E AT
RE AT IR CORFH . AW ARPILE R
CODH. 7%l CooC2 F1 ACS [FJ5A5 Hikk (ELMO031)
R 3 A IR E CO AR 2 DL 1.4 15 1 7 E
R G % Y, ELMO31 38 B iR EUA R A
5 B8 & ¥ A0 B B A O 1 AR I Y 5 T8 R B
71", CODH 7E MES H 8 # iiF B 7T LA &1 CO [1)
FIFI 2, Song &5 M K I BESR BUY D\ MES 14 &
IR, DA% COfE N MESJEYIHITERE, 4555
7 B BB W] 4% 75 CODH 35 M, CODH 3 M %%
m, CEREEAE R YERENITR (VFA) I &5
EF0.173 g/(L-d) F10.39 g/(L-d). CODH i ¥4
i, A3 CO AT HL A B 5 oK PR & 03 2 A8
CO, L&t 2%, 3 — 3D B CODH 13 T G %
R MES #16 CO 114 6 -

H /T MES #12¢ T CO IIAH G 74>, ¥ CO

I N MES A& 2470 75 B — 2810 J, - LG4 CO % Fa Ak
A AE 2 5 80U B A E 30 A K . Chu
S DOV PEA AN TE] BB ) CO/CO, TR A SN MES 14
RS m, 25 R WILE CO/CO, HIWKR B LE A 50%:
50% B, C,MIC MMM AEFremtE, Kb o
R £h 1 LT B U RN 43.11%+1.31% T R A
34.11%+0.11% TR LN 15.41%+1.48%, X i B
CO MIMANA FIF B sE . dhah, HHFFRN RE
CO AL 5] N MES & & 2, @ i CO, # 1k
NCO, REHWMAEMFIM. XFEAER R BT
HAB AN COERFERME (92%), FEnliH™5 CO/
H, LSk fE 2k MES R B . Bt —2, Zhu%§ M 7R
Z L 3D BIMH 51 N T a3 R T 0 TR AR
# CO, Bk A A (Hys COL CO,, SR 45 IR
KW 3D Z AL RV ERE R COMH, 4, il
HIAMIRIOIEIR, R& LREEF=H A 1.4 g/(L-d),
BRI %)y 0.87 g/(L-d) [4(d].

1.5 BHI/AIBFHENTSHEFERE

FEMES i, BT H,. FHERANCO /3 i) ) 4
M fEis, F M BN R BT
fei 77 . MES H B AT ™4, 2 DURHEN 41
N, ARG MIMERKERR IR ZE B
KEIHRAR, A oL 7R 1 07 X H T
B B (1) ZE AR o Jiang 55 M) JE I A0 ZREAE A AL
HL A, SRR E T A W e Ak R A ) R £R 1 AR
;e AETRIRBIH, 3K1G T 241 g/(L-d) TR
e, CRMERFILSH T 91.47%. Zhang
S D Y 20T AN FLIR A D 2k 28 HL T4 4R MES
FRALBAMNIL IR 2 &, R T AR T 2%
(R 5 7, T B i LR SR AR TR COL 3 1
AL PR 2, B AAE T R AP35 17 0.90 g/(L-d)
T ERF= R L 0.23 g/(L-d) HICER3R, HFH
W IR B T 94.51%. 38 I 7 Jk R 2H R W = B A Ak
ARG TR AR A U AT A& MES 77 A FR Kk IR
BRI E 2@t . [RINHEAER] A [F] B3 2 5 =
WS FZE, MUY R K K Caproiciproducens
Clostridium F1 Rummeliibacillus +& £ 7= ] 1R Al & IR
M ORBESL AP . Wang 55 VY $2 T A ML/ EHLIE S
FEM AW, BIAE SR ad 72 Ao N /b &5 A BE R
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HL R, SRIE Y3t CO, IR, IE3RE R
BERREM . B R NA N EBL, RER
B T WLP B2 B iR te, RNIRRAMG
BN IZREE R, T R 3 ENE T kB
g EHEAT . FIFHER T HIMLRRME E RS
FITF C~C =77, %315 7 0.036 g/(L-d)
TR % [ 5], Izadi ™ £ L CO, N
TR ) B BE 25 23 SR R A N I IR B 45 K
ERMFR G, TRMTEREEERS,
CFERVA NN T P 2 A, T IR 4
WEILF] T 0.06 g/(L-d). LiZE " 5 T 7E MES X
97 2% A [R] B B A v o BT AR = R N B R
HEAT IR A B BE B, A& 33 7033 g/(L-d) K&
fih o BT JRAL R N A P SEERH T AT
BREH AL =, RULAEER A, (78.7%+ 1.5%) K I
TR AL (56.4%+0.5%) I B~ %K. [,
I [F AL R ER R UESE T CO, AT 2 B[R] B 4 1 A=
YR, HZ5HEE L.

Song 55 " RN R AN TP A A SR 3L
X MES R R M . G5 R, FPEL (NR) Al
2-FF-1,4-25 (HNQ) MIIMABEZIRE T 41
BR, RUX LA TR T RIS Ak
Z B BT AR IS R 77, WS ITNR B HNQ B MES &
FRr= W . BhAh, Im & UMY IRE X MES #1k CO
HATH RN THFMERRT, 43R E/RHNQ A
SHIMESER R AT LI COBRMMNTE LM LREE, 4
FRE P2 RIEH] T 0.10 g/(L-d) o & T 7E FL R
WA THF Ak, 7Edlk LA THFEN
Pt T DA 3k AR I AR . Tian 55 " R AT

I

I i
R V&
] L2

Glucose

»

g

Carboxylates
(C,C.C.C)

ooy

Graphic Abstract

(a) I ETHEIH 3B MES R ATtk B 5E {nos

(a) Glucose enhancement for MES substrate carbon chain extension!'™

L M 1 ORI B B, R i B A =
PR AE 4 B H T AR 0, DU 35 B AR A LA
FUERE, X AMB T S R T A A B
I HAE A 5 ARG 2R K AN IE s, B2 e B
W A, IR T A R R LR
AR (5],

2L T A B AR 5 A 1 DL

2 HAthsafk MES ¥4k CO, 2I4E5 M 1Y
RS

JERSI) MES 25/, J 51 58 He A S B2
R P PR =2 AT AR 25, CO, 7E BT AR A 1 A e I ik
W dh . BUTIIWETT, 22l id s fb B A i) B 7
A 338 3 22 ok 8 B 3R MES RUR M H 1. HZTE
MES J By RE e, Hoflh R 3R B & fE m A M i e
CO, A A 27 il R R o 1 e 7 445 225 4 2 R Ve 3]
AU A AT A R B S, AR AL IR
J5 N T R 5 T 38 Tt A0 (1 H AT A f A B R
Tl A2 W 0 3 TR TR P 9 A R 42 s 2 R i 3 el A
Pt CO, BIML 7 i O FR SR ATE R (] 6) . [A L,
DA S S5 I 5% 445 K0+ IH AW A U AR Al 2 00 35 2 O 4
7 THT SR SR HEAT JE T 4534

21 RRzEAIERMES 1488

Ml A 0 HL T A 33 3 R T Bl A ) A AR A
FEH, MES [ e 2 B2 B4 1% B ke

Biofilm -
formation ’ -

(b) AT/ h 8 & R R R

(b) artificial electron mediator Prussian blue to modify the cathode!''?!

R R ING SR DN B R e & =3 0] L e SR ]

Fig. 5 Indirect electron transfer mediated by organic electron donors and artificial electron mediators
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F2 YA IR R
Table 2 Cathodic enhancement of microbial electrosynthesis
Electron Potentiostatic .
donor Inoculum Cathode control (Ag/AgCl) Average production rate  Reference
electrodes mixed culture rGO-Biofilm -1.05V Acetate:0.17 g/(L-d) [51]
electrodes mixed culture 3D graphere-nickel foam -1.05V Acetate:0.186 g/(L-d) [52]
electrodes mixed culture CNT-MXene@Sponge -0.8V Butyrate: 0.156 g/(L-d) [53]
electrodes mixed culture Graphite particle -0.79 vV Acetate:0.525 g/(L-d) [54]
electrodes mixed culture EPD-3D 10 mA/m’ Acetate:0.685 g/(m*-d) [55]
electrodes Sporomusa ovata nickel nanowires anchored to graphite -0.6V Acetate: 17.04 g/(m*-d) [56]
electrodes Sporomusa ovata Functionalization with chitosan -0.6 V Acetate: 13.74 g/(m*-d) [57]
H, Sporomusa ovata PANI-modified GDEs -1.0V Acetate: 0.554 g/(L-d) [76]
Butyrate: 0.0122 g/(L-d)
H, mixed culture Mo,C -1.05V Acetate: 0.19 g/(L-d) [58]
H, mixed culture MoS, -1.05V Acetate: 0.2 g/(L-d) [77]
H, mixed culture Pr0.5BSCF-CF -1.05V Acetate: 0.24 g/(L-d) [78]
H, R. eutropha Co-P 2V PHB: 0.14 g/(L-d) [79]
H, C. ljungdahlii Graphene oxide and Shewanella -1.05V Acetate: 0.18 g/(L-d) [80]
oneidensis MR-1 Butyrate: 0.07 g/(L-d)
H, Serratia marcescens Q1 WO,/Mo0,/g-C,N, -13V Acetate: 0.19 g/(L-d) [81]
H, Serratia marcescens Q1 Ag,PO,/g-CN, -13V Acetate: 0.32 g/(L-d) [82]
H, Serratia marcescens Q1 MnFe,0,/g-C;N, -1.3V Acetate: 0.51 g/(L-d) [83]
H, mixed culture CuO/g-CN, -1.05V Acetate: 0.16 g/(L-d) [85]
H, mixed culture CuO/g-C,N,/rGO -09V Acetate: 0.27 g/(L-d) [86]
H, mixed culture a-Fe,0,/g-C,N, -09V Acetate: 0.33 g/(L-d) [87]
formate mixed culture Sn -13V Acetate: 0.32 g/(L-d) [96]
formate R. eutropha Sn-GDE -1.75V PHB: 0.276 g/(L-d) [97]
formate mixed culture Bi,0, -1.23V Acetate: 0.269 g/(L-d) [98]
CcO C. ljungdahlii cobalt phthalocyanine -1.2V Acetate: 1.4 g/(L-d) [105]
Ethanol: 0.87 g/(L-d)
ethanol mixed culture CF 10 mA/m* Butyrate: 0.17 g/(L-d) [106]
Caproate: 2.41 g/(L-d)
ethanol / mixed culture CF -1.05V Butyrate: 0.92 g/(L-d) [107]
lactate Caproate: 0.23 g/(L-d)
glucose mixed culture CF -1.0V Acetate: 0.1 g/(L-d) [108]
Butyrate: 0.036 g/(L-d)
Caproate: 0.012 g/(L-d)
formate / mixed culture CF -1.0V Butyrate: 0.06 g/(L-d) [88]
ethanol Caproate: 0.06 g/(L-d)
ethanol mixed culture CF 5 A/m’ Caproate: 0.33 g/(L-d) [109]
NR mixed culture CF -1.1V Acetate: 0.1g/L/day [111]
Butyrate: 0.036 g/(L-d)
Prussian blue mixed culture PB-CF -1.05V Acetate: 0.2 g/(L-d) [112]

FONWCEDR B R M AR, E IR 28
IR L BB 0 T AR D ol A 0 5 v A ) ) B f B 3
FAF o AER IR B KA AL B[R I, 2% 8 2
xR SE PR RE RIS . O T SREIRE R A AL s

A% R RE

fE, MES B a3 ZEf ORI BB, 5 B 5 8
W ZE A UL R B o s A SR R R . T AR e 1
B s e g Ay e, A BRECR, B
87, FFAMT MESHERBTBOR, A
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FH 3R A
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Bl6 MES ¥4k CO, EI Ak 27 dih Ay H At o AL SR

Fig.6 Other intensification strategies for MES conversion of CO, to chemicals

URAFF 78N G136 F MES & R (1045 iR T AR 2R
(1) IS o

N T BN IO A P9 BEL [ B 3 OK AR AR, B
FN G T — PR S R B3, 1X KR
AR T AR BA A% 2 B R B, 8 TR T
5 H RN A b, BOHE 3 B 2 s N A LA T
RIGWA Y v, RSt 2 M EENAHE,
FIF MES & & [k — Bk . Gildemyn %5 M)
Wit T — P = RO 2 R4, e BH = 7 A
BR84S P AR = R AR = 2 T T AR L
%, WA T 135 gL mE, X —&itA
NIRRT OB R, R AR ) E A 8
B o R REH EE A, BN P R B R P 1 R
TEA LB 7). [FIREARHE AU HE B B B 25t 1] A
SAMBEHE — R U Lk B AR TR B o i B A
IS AP RN, R HEA R EIE R TR SE X
R [ ff AR R, I I I B A TR (2 33 MES
PERE.

BEAL, ¥ MES [ B2 Al G5 A2 4 R T I 8L 2%
FHEE A — R AR Ak LB T2 SRR R AR AR 2
M MES PERe I EZ R R, i SR =k K
P J I8 2% PO I vy e o 0 B A OB} S 4R R A%
JRACER, ARG AR S T MES 19 5 B 28 AR AL .
Hintermayer 25 """ $ 1.8 L 1= J& K B8 9 3 B A2 9 I
RLESHEAT T o0ke, AR BNARAE N MES 12 1T, 1XFE
W JE A I X2 AR BT SR T R T PR R RO A

LY I A5 B R R F Hh 4 & 7E — 2
TN BCARIE PSS 3 il o, @ or T IR
A MES M4 ", 2 B AU K45 /N T H1 Ak
5K M RIBE S, AR TR R, RA
37214 g/(L-d KR HE (K701 BT
T A P SO AR T R, A ) SO R
FEJR AR T R R T 7. Giddings %5 T
F B A 3 43 5 00 BH AR RD BA AR e o = i, R
T AR A MES R BiAE, w] DURI A T4
SRR CA K 8] 42 T B HL IR SO AR T AR .
FF X —W 7%, EnzmannZE " % T — M EE
WS N A%, K s T MES #:4k CO, 77 H i
FoF, 48 h g B2 %8 0.59 g/d, FEIE/N T K
LA 2 MR RE S, AR e T A TR .

BEAh, B TTTE OB 0N SERE, Ak R 55
P SN 8 AL A0 . Dong % T 7E MES 1
ISR R SR, (NS, $em T MED
FVSAR AL FER, LT SRR~ %1 2.8 fi5 48
Ko Zhou & "7 i ¥ K LM KL 5] N2 MES R
J 2 H, 38 Ik SRR B B A BT D) e KSR
e, HABE T 018 g/(L-d) KL
K, XA .61, CaiZs " ¥R 5 A F
HES N AR, S T R HL R B R A
VIR SN 2%, 38157 1.42 g/(L-d) B e Pl
[ 7Ce)]e Pan 5 M ) g B 48 HH s 0 — AL A 44
K JIURE R 38 5 2 A% . B 0.3% (1B
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O,+4H* Na*
+e
HAc
2H,0 H
pH=2 pH=2
ANODE CEM AEM BIOCATHODE

(a) WA E N =% R AR

(a) Three-compartment reactor with extraction chamber!''”

e H, bubble
o Si0, NPS

Addition of SiO, NPS

]

HK, f324% CEf69.2%
Production rate  § 69.8%
Acetate titer 56.9%

Acetate Titer 185 g/l
Average rate 2.14 gf(L-d)

(b) SR 22 AAMES [ [ 3302
(b) Continuously stirred kettle MES reactor!**!

pH :
Probe Gas out =
Gas
A poa=450 cm? recirculating
I=5 A U=554V 5
J=111.1 Afm? ® Polyethelene carrier
Rate,,.: © H, bubble
142 LAL-d) « Microbe

141.5 Li(m?-d)

@ Dispersing large bubbles
to small bubbles

0, in

CEM  Cathode

(c) FRARH, #5230 B A4 ) B g oz 1121
(c) Electrolytic hydrogen moving bed biofilm reactor!'>
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Porous hollow

fiber cathode

(d) H 2= £ 44 )
(d) Hollow fiber electrode!'*"!

B7 Mol sug

Fig. 7 Reactor element modifications

f8 )2 L4 9 H, AR AL T R = T 32.4%, 4
TR 7 M RO Ry il i 5 T 69.8% H169.2%

Ue Ak, 3 A 3E T A A B R D EE AR 2 R
PEFE R RIS FE AR R R . FufE " R T
— 2P ARG A BEE (GF) g, %
FL A L A K ) B 2 T ARURI A o 1 SR A M
Pem TR AR EE, Bkl E LR
13.57 g/(m*>d), ZXFH1 3.6 fiF, HBEIIERL L
Ik 84.2%.  Alqahtani 55 " il £ T A S LR 4
e, XFPE R A 2 fLER R S AR, T RE
AR AT AR, X E N SRR R, i
H S 2R Y (R FLKE CO, T 12 A% 2 21 [ AW B 5 ) A= P 1
3R, H B R R 2R AR =ik 77% (B 7(dD 1.
Rodrigues 55 ™" il & T 2 9K LA, IR
W, R T H R R IS AR AR ). B RS
T1.6g/(L-d) HILER, FPEBREIT 100%.
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