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Abstract: Pollutant removal in soils, sediments, and wastewater is often constrained by interfacial mass transfer,
strong sorption, limited contaminant bioavailability, and instability of introduced microbial functions under open

environmental conditions. Lipopeptide biosurfactants offer a distinctive route to address these constraints because they
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combine strong interfacial activity, biodegradability, relatively low environmental burden, and nonribosomal peptide
synthetase (NRPS) -encoded structural programmability. Given the interfacial mass-transfer limitations in pollutant
remediation and the design requirements of environmental synthetic biology, this review reframes lipopeptides not
merely as exogenous surfactant additives, but as programmable interfacial functional modules that connect contaminant
partitioning, microbial adhesion, community organization, and field deployment. We summarize the structural features
and NRPS assembly logic of representative lipopeptide families, discuss chassis engineering, metabolic regulation,
mixed-culture production, low-grade biomass valorization, and evaluate application evidence in the pollution
remediation of petroleum hydrocarbons, heavy metals, antibiotics, and pesticides. Current progress indicates that the
central advances in this field have moved beyond the simple enhancement of contaminant solubility. First, fatty-acid
chain length, peptide-ring composition, and homologue distribution can be engineered to tune critical micelle
concentration, emulsification, adsorption, membrane interaction, and metal-complexation behavior. Second, in situ
lipopeptide generation and synthetic microbial consortia can couple interfacial mass transfer with colonization, division
of labor, and community persistence. Third, integration with low-grade biomass feedstocks, foam-based in situ
recovery, process scale-up, and biosafety control provides a more realistic route toward deployable remediation
systems. This perspective also clarifies why lipopeptide performance must be interpreted through the joint effects of
molecular structure, phase behavior, microbial physiology, and site heterogeneity rather than by surface tension alone.
We further analyze dose-window effects, micellar sequestration, membrane stress, chassis compatibility, foam
management, downstream recovery, regulatory constraints, and genetic biocontainment as key boundaries for
translation. Future research should establish programmable lipopeptide libraries, standardized interfacial phenotyping,
data-driven Design-Build-Test-Learn cycles, scenario-specific dose windows, and biosafety-by-design strategies. Such
developments would enable lipopeptides to evolve from empirical remediation enhancers into designable, predictable,

and controllable modules within environmental synthetic biology.
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This graphical abstract summarizes the review framework. Representative lipopeptides support remediation of major pollutants

through three core functions. The six outer panels highlight NRPS engineering, synthetic consortia, in-situ production, field
deployment, dose windows, and biosafety.
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Pollution Scenario Overview
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Fig. 1 Lipopeptides as interfacial mass-transfer modules linking pollutant remediation and environmental synthetic biology
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Table 1 Representative pollutant scenarios, remediation bottlenecks, and engineerable

synthetic biology modules

; PN 5
5 K Ii;ﬁ S LA (”;%g;i’; PRSI LEEOE A i;
SRR HRK ¢cDCE/VC % fk  OHRB /t & & EWHAEFHEEAL B3 KN ¥ CAHsIKREHIE . [36]
(PCE/TCE/ Sk BR, R B T R R N A s AR HA /4 R BES P B )R- cDCE/VC ZBRIE R |
TeCA % SHETAMK  EAER ol tced/bveAverd A6 AT HRT. 1 AEHE A A
CAHs) P 256 [T M ML
SARER WTEK MBAMTE O REEEME  CBECEERESE T BBAM L TCEM gL (37]
(TCE) B S M GREBREID B biosolids B K BVE IR W I KR MR
WA TR VL TR VRS MU IR biosolids %6 18 7 446 77 RD: Bt ¥4
LA R B 8 1 T AR A5 4p, 5 AR




006

BRENE BT7E

&gk
s AR ol o
15 Y2 if;% PSSk TR HA L :fﬁg;ﬁ; B St AR KAV FE bR i;
g 5 Ko/mr 4 eSS & BN LW B (consor- = LR TPH £ B & (M [38]
Crrik 5 T MR, T AERINAMNEREE tum) s RO RIGE M A Tl 120 d B REE (gkgd D
JE it TPHD Kt ] AR GC-MS W5 K534 mEsE SARA/GC-MS % K
paiil
PEpliip +iE BE Bk BE KR WEIKE S HEDRESRCINERSK, FEENBI SBERBRE.Cl4HK [38]
CHE BN g K E R B — RBRARBEKM A0 TR mRENE K BERR 5 & ALy
A P B il LR AR AL A P
Z R
PER: P + 4% BEEESESE  SGRBEBENE SREEEETIRmE LRBEST BBEBECAST [39]
A R Py Fefig: Thaer LS B B ThRE oAb 50 F 536 (KA D A R T Re M Tk
CoA) Ik B fige A
A E S R Rk + &  EMRERE  EMEREERJERS); AEWMERIE+  TPHERIKE.E [40]
BE GG JE AR S Rk G R S R B AR AR gk AR YKt
2 RIGAEES MR A R R WORARBNE S AR5
A b 2Bk
AR KL GREANEM, YRR ARWANREE RSN Z RS LAB AW LB R VR AE  [41]
TR/ E AL A s BVEVII DR AR TR TR SR W B RS/EE R
FRIAASTN 52 1 R o) T PERE (LR 45 oA AR B4
D)
HRFGER WK/ LHENRE+E  ZREEERES LTRSSV natriegens: % TIREEZ 5 MSEMENE  [42]
BHGHY) LA, R IE RN 5 Ak vl [A) I P R AR B i s INTIMATE - 36 55 A i b /) R e B« AN TR) A i o
GRZR2RT  #hisih ZRHBIRME—  BEZSREY IEAEE A S BEE BB R
/IR IRk
MR/ 2D
V&) JEIK/ KRR AEYIBE  PAsO A S AR B R A0 B/ E R 1k LMK Bacil-  Diuron BRI . [43]
(Diuron) KR RS I K )T Bl P450,,,, MT35: $& F 25 ¥/4  lus/Chlamydo - RF=)i% . 5 WT
15 BH I [ iR RE monas 1& 52 15 X
K
i & KA HEREEW BHEERE FaTiG: B TH#EALE FaEUAEW FEREBRIRG [4)]
MUHFRID BHER FETHESMWE BHmsiRem PRSI R TeuX4) 5 BU/IEBE RS Wik TOO
YIS MEETE LES RS GREN
- LY/[N5 2 AN NN TG R E - e TEE-NEENE TEEHT  ESNFEEGE [45]
IURSHES N v = SUTIN &3 e S M W R = iR RS B R R G 75 g PR bRis Je ) AR AR
(BB < KW R 92054 5 b PR A A A7
R SA)
PFAS 15K/ i R AR/ LB W SR UWWTPAS  PFAS WK FE 4K . [46]
B R BRI BRI 5B ARUNE QS /1. WA BRI
P4 R FE SR ER RS SRESEE R M PFAS £ B/ ZHcym
b g AR EALTE R
el TAbRK  EVRENRERL W BRAR Ak ) T RRAR T YeRIBREA ZHEORA S B3 .COD/TOC. [47]
B = AN DR AR B ST RER A A B A8y Kb B/ =

i TR A ZHOR

RO RS SRR R

MR 1AL, ASES S id) 6 B H Fn A R ] A
FAFEY R Z R BUKIEA LS P 322 FURi
JRANA AT R PR R ], R e R AR UL A
AR IR, PR RS PFAS 555115 44
WO 5 AR A P A AR . AR

b, B RE AT NN RABASTE R R T [ A
B —TE PR, MARY EEINREERE. L&, T
REAE AN A W) 22 e . g IR SR AR P 3 i v 2 5
IMEAE TEZIS R FMAT N SUEYE A
Thig, wIAEN bR TR AR A R S I R 45



%£7% www.synbioj.com 007

2.2 HEMEEEEAIRSSRESNRENHSE
ERL

AR ) 2T R AR TS dein B P R O I 1E
R DR H R B R AR R Y,
ATl PR AR R oK A AR REAR IR S A, $R T
B KA HLIG G ) R P v] el AT RS Y, A
ERIG G R T, W EZ RIS BE . et
M S5 JE B 2B B kAN, AR R HENE M AL RE
50 20 R SR T PR /K M L B PR AT 9 R T S ) 4
B, S R A A R R A A, W
R SRS RGIE R BE e B s

FEZ ALY RS BORLAR & b, R 7> 5 23
75 ¥ (Polycyclic Aromatic Hydrocarbons, PAHs)
AEAE AR B 25« B 3 3 AR A WA T A7 AE
R I o i 3k 3 5 [ I 52 3 A v 0 A A I 3 e
T P X BR A1) 270 o0l 18 A I AL o3 RO F T B AR
BIASE A4 28 P AR AE T PR AR T, A T R Tl ) 2
SRR, LAl R v B A T R DL PR
TH R =Y. Bl A s 3 ) e A 4
N TG R AR A R R o s R R, SO
R AR A 7R B 0 A A R 7 A SR B R e
X —H 5T, IRk B AR Ak . e
BE R BRI KSR > ORI R W LL R AR, FEHE
S8 S5 AT TN 52 e T G 0 D HE B Al R 1 T A )
AR AR R, GRS R AR
Jl§ (rhamnolipid) %k FH wJ [A] 25 3 5 5 1 2 5
PAHs EBRZICR ), XUt S E A A 5 3 vE
BEBENEERR. SRKERT S, HAH
A RAET FHG 98, B AE T ]l R A RO R
Vo AL SIS R R e T B . AN B R
I TR 7R e A R Bt 18 AR IR A ORI, e LT
W E, UHREZNYIDAYEE LG+
b R IUE L O SR T A R — P R
B, K ST ) R R o 2 B 3 s e
BrfE MR B, MRS R AT S R . &N 5 R
it =ANFESEBY B Y. AR 7K SR TH TR B AR A JiE AT
T J 38 3 37 v 2 L S e UK R B RO, A
T 32 v T MO R IR S A R, XA
T L A 5 R AR AT D 3 [ 2 s o AR 0 R ) i R A
T o SRR M b, AR W A T P 7R BE R RLAR
PRER I, AT DL e R R A e AR 5 R SR A

151] ) it G g 6 B A TR 400 A. borkumensis V] 1 [ il
Tk T AR A Il S AR ) R TR 1 7 9 TR A AR
H T O B AR S SRR AR A Y kA, R B
KW A. borkumensis 86 1E 75 I J& 0 JA B T2 ) Bk
WAV, ZEE KIS, B g0
WAEKM SR, il TAEYRERR, SEER
FABE A0V FE T B AR, IRERFHIEFEE R B
Ve G, FH T 4% 0 A CF B B V% 45 7 5 ) Rg
SYECRIEHE, PR R AR A& SO REAY A 3R T
kTR, ENEREREEY. Uiges L
e E R E AR . X — B SRS B
VTR E T ARG, BIYs e F IS (a4
23 gy TR A B R RROR x WEE R  B AR E B
P fig (o0

WA B A EEE, K IX —1E Rk
AAREREZ . 5ANERINREEEAAR, A5
JR AT DAE i TR B A B B R AL AR R, IR
U R R E I . BER S R AR AR I R
i RS W DU D=1 S D BN SV N
WRETT IRBLIERCE AR R Ay T, B AR
e AR ETE . B RS E S B AR 1A
BALHE AR Bk, BB R A TS
At Sl A2 v i 4 B ISV A, T g B R O T
FHIRAL 5T 4 AT D9 AV D e 1 mT AR AL T 4%
B, SR, e K ) S T 3k RN IR A — g 1R
SR ERRE . SRR A [EAH
N1 i 2 T 2 1) 1 2555 4 Be, AT AE R I A OR A gk
MR g K. Bk, BRI T 0B E P
WSS G TR R T AHAT D978 A0 RN Ak AR ) A 3 e
NEHEAT PR, I AR L TR N T B — 2D
JE IR B A

2.3 SYFREEEFIERRIFIER O SIDEIRN

W F T A 2 RO R SORL A, R A A AR
I 5 G g AL b AT ZAL ) 53— A% R R
I PR AR T8 280 N2 I AN BB I 8 T vy i 2 P 0,
eV O e AT ) L NI R L 7/ L VN 7
O A R i S AT V5 IR 2 2 TR R P A . A
gb, R R AN R D B AR B R i 2
He, TN Dy B R B4 2 AR R B R e TR



008 BRENE BT7E

FEEHRE . B 2R, IRIKERRES
MM, FEIEE A E T AR e . Fik
AGYCA P e B, A B B DU R R DR RS R A A LR
P2 B V& S A 7 AR A 8N
TENEREAR Z b, B 250 I o0 3E B A 36 IR Hth
B AR HE . mREIm 7 B8 . X —
S R S B TR R s 01 =5 S N =g '
AT RS IRV Hem = 0] XFNRIKTN &, [FFE
WA A AR R WK B (eritical micelle
concentration, CMC) [t FIAHAT NI KT 2 H
M. ERPMEMInt, RREEEARGE
4 m ROV IS MR B, F1 AT R AR 40 i mT B R
(1) B A EAT AS e AH LG AT, AT A 52 26 2% A T 41D
il PAHs [ 26 9 % f ' o B R 47 (micellar
sequestration) i ULARUF (MR 11X — Il L, IR
SER AT DL B B A SR E T, SEP R IX
ﬁ?ﬂ’ﬂﬁ%jlﬁlm T 52 ) L AR ) 3 P Bl A 2
LI FE Tiﬁﬂi&ﬁ?}#? JIE KT REAS 2 DL
FH R FTK JT L 5 B o3 HIOR 2 50 A RS
PN NTPSREE S %@E%T%Uﬁﬁﬂ’]ﬂﬁ%ﬁﬁﬁo |
WPE BN R X TR J5, Ik n] 38 i B A 5 1
gk T AR FLARI A 3 0 T ik S T AR S
J7 G R gs , T AR =T e 2 R AR .

Promotion Effect

L ]
- N Reduced
L ]
siiii . PR Imi.rfacml Tension
: . Vo

° il Droplel
Dﬁpers]ml
L ®

(II'EEIIET
@ %inav&ﬂahﬂlw ‘ .
@5~  Cell Adhesion

. Biofilm |
- - = f
. Formation
L .

Enhanced /

Bludcgra dation

Enhanced .
Desorption ¢ 4

Salinity
Medium N
Composition

Pollutant

SR, AR EE S, Rl R CMC s, 5
P REME T 2 W T IR AZ L, S H H AR
a1 i W 1 N S o I NN e R 2S  E
SRR, HTUAEY) Re 0% B HE B Ak R L1754 )
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WO AEAE, MRS, BT HSEER
AHEAE B A, X R AR EE A ] 5 5 R TR
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Fig. 2 Interfacial mechanisms, community effects, and dose window of lipopeptide-enhanced remediation
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Pokes . R AR A DR RIRRAL B
PLHIEL L, R 2 2 1 AE W TR U AE AN [R) A 2
o 2 UL L R RO 2N e T A AR L o G R
ERI AR, Rh R0 BRI R,
BT #8 7 BB B A7« IR PSR B HL S
X ER A B kA2 B R R A R S IR

R2RW, AR TE TR F AR
THim & IR R . R RN S REA L, EH
RIS A e R LA AR R e, T v
8 U AT 6 3 o B R A B IR A B AR A
ol o R B 5w R R A RS . DIk, MK
SRAEAE B B AN A 1B SR e AR R 1 7K ) AR v AL
AEH, A B E TS R — I R — R ik R
WA RGN RE . Ja 8 RN HPE RO i%
WP ANLEIZE R 5, A BAE R RIS R h
HEJEIT.

3 WRBKZE A=W hiTih P77 B 75 e = P o
e RS A Ve 1 1

3.1 FEBAZIR. NRPS KEZIESAIRERISEMS

I PO 88 2 40 2 T 1 ) A — 2K e s O PR B
SRR ZIE R R BRI PSR A 7, R R R T/
FT K 3 20 P AR LA R AN B A S e S
o BCHRe S B  SEER. REWA AR
I VE R DA R AL 2 5 B AR A VEFIAR EE 16 Ik A 5%
Y RFAEAE T L 45 K 53 70 AT B NRPS S5 H AL g 14 &
B, DRI AE R G . AR IR K. IR

R AN (A Ry R4 2 T B B A T . X —
GE AL ] g B2 PR S IR AN RT AR A Ge e L R AR
MEMES +, WA ANG A EEL, (Fh
A1 F) AN [5G 37 55 5 il 1R 57 T D e AR E

JRIREAE o FinREE R E &K, &
AN AN TR E R LN Y RIS —
MENTREE S — NHORICE ZEH B, 7R BE
i FEVE FH NRPS A1 47 8 5 M3 e, T2 R R 1Y
TN 1 5 26 I A0 AT R PR 3 0 D00 5 o JIg K Y 1)
RYZFEPER B 2 5 . AR IR RTE
GRS PAETIHRES S, FECEXZR,
I A B B A O O R R TR AR A I SR AR AL
Tt Hbs k=& 7. Hodr, surfactin i % 2 A
o PR PR AR TH 5K Sy M FLARE 1, AR BKYETS G4 4
gy H 2 R B RN 5 T e AE 7 T B A AR
iturin 1 fengycin W A L 5 15 45 74 AH B AF H &0
WEWOETIE . PLEEMEDDIGR S,
HJEAE FRRAE R 3 s AR 15 e A8 52 b vl fe 52 i)
O B ST AT N ATV S A Y AN TR TR SR 1) T
AeZe s FECRIE T IR IRk K B 5 30tk . ik
W R R D/L A8 DL S Ak T A5 45 4 [
. NMTHEBENS, XLEHERHE P
SRR I IR R . IR 1. RS A
VAN S 7 R G B Y Dt C

JIE R A% 0o A 400 RODL A AR T~ NRPS FR A8 B
AR E, AL B R 8 25 M A7 B AR ) AN
INARE 2 R, AT PR E 7= ) = R R T 50 A i
iR BE LR . ok, RER (A 4Rk
B 5T U A AR 8 A SR I, dl i ATP st

K2 EVREENEF RS YA B AR BRI L I 5 M I 5

Table 2 Concentration-dependent effects, inhibitory mechanisms, and application boundaries in

biosurfactant-enhanced pollutant remediation

PRRIXT Al A TEEER A5 17 f32 5 i) i;

rhamnolipid-FE &R R BRI & R RAR H LA R ) 7 SXSURH i 2 TR 2 AT il [61]

JRRIGVE-PAHs T 22 JESCRIGE RAERIRE RS MEETHS (EREM T R BE AT AR RS [62]

JB A A 15 R NI AAZ AT H AR T R IR A0 ] RERCOBR R [63-

(micellar sequestration) 64]

R 23140 A 2R [l A RE SRR RIS e AR RS S et AR T A A B A [65]

surfactin-Jfif BRSO 14 % SR PAES X N surfactin {2 2 SR BEL 1) e 71 B I A G B A A [66]
5817154 5

18 RS g LA R BRSNS HL JE SRR B LS SRR R (ELRIECYIEA e [52]
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YIFE B R 2 RE R oo st U HOk, IR AR A
(PCP) 45 K4 35355 5 i A 1D JE 47 e R B v TR0 A, 3
TR AN 4B TR A S, RS AE
K Eisis EEAAN S 7 FiE (O M
LRI B, B BT it R R 5 A K 1 ik
Bz, AMREEEM ORI, HIEe
FE, AT bR E KB T B . IR AL R R R AS 1 45 U0
Ak, ZER SRR (B) 45 ke ar o 4s ik g
RIS AR A, LI D-RMEARBREIN, 1
oy 2. &E, WEEE (TE) 20
T AL IR BE A NRPS A4 L RIRR IR, 1
B B A BIOK AR RS TE L D R T Ik e A,
G5 K 3508 3 K A 11 2 1) HE 0 R0 3 75 A ELAE P B T
TAE, A NRPS H 4 5 B 1A BRI PR R TR o
Wi

NERKI “&hte-Dhae” € i vk 32 ZEAR T X
NRPS 48 25 I B PR i, 0 L2 ik F 4
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IR R, SRR TR T XA
[ K 2 I 07 B PR AR AL, DB Th B A R E IR
PR B 18 AR IR KB AL 1 B Ak B, @ T COM I
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RUBGIK, GFEHORAMZEMEZ K, Hix B3 =4
F UL TR PR Y. ] 4 4 B R W CRISPR-
Cas9 tH 7 F T PLidi 22 e NRPS W 45 ¥ 3k,  Zh 3RS
Z PO R KR AR, BoR H R B R 1) TR
300 A, R BB A S R S5 ) B 5 R 4 SR
W& 5 7% 7 NRPS & B 42 o A e R R I 5, 4
BAEMA IR T B B ™, w3 TR, fiE
JUR () P O R B« BRIR 4L D/L F 2 R34k 7 3034
Al JE@ i NRPS AH G 45 # 30dk AT i 42, FFadt— P2
FLFIEYE L EAE BLAE R RS G iE e
TR I B TR RS E W RE T Ratk
ACAR AT AR ZS . & R 4% 1 LA A A E
R IA R Y TEAS R R ROAT R, A
2 AR T D) 6% R 398 528 O B Ak S B SRR R R I
e B N, R TF T surfactin 25 8 BE 10 & B
e B, # 5 L-4 & R AR AR OG0 yrpCy
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Fig.3 Representative cyclic lipopeptides, nrps assembly logic, and programmable engineering sites
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racE 1 murC % R B W] {1 surfactin /™ & 73 7] 14 #|
0.54. 0.41 f10.42 g/L, =AM 5~ = HRT
£0.75 g/L, XTI PRI 4.7 65 % phAh, @bk
rapC 1 rapF K 73 7 A¥F surfactin 7= & 7F 24 /N 1
FEJG PR 2.7 5 2.5 £% B 1 RIE sfp Fl comA K
DR D) 7 30 A PO 7 B 5 v 33.5% A1 46%, PR TR
G RIBAME FE ST 39%, Hoiturin A P72 $2
T+ 63% 7. % degQ FE R ik X HE K & il B A
FERM: degQ HRK A DSM10 B 1 surfactin = & 1
3 %, WM degQ 1E H ik W) AE R ik 7T
(plipastatin) =& 146 £ ™. @i Rk K4k NR
Jii B2 4 B A E I (LCFA) A M 4 HE &R G
YoeA, plipastatin /= & % = & F+ 22 J5 46 B Ak (1 5.26
, AF2514 mg/L ™. b AR A4k 08 7 L R R
Vo SR ) B R B T2 R A R B v IR IR AR R R
ECE I EEE R P

NRPS £ 4t it % 38 1 15 e Ab e vt SEE R ik &5 44
2 FEAL, AT X5 AN [R) 3R 53 75 G & oh B e
S A B AR IR Y. Ak, JIRAK
[ R T A2 7= AN AAE S 56 2 R R I v R i
AV A SEIL TR, RAE T TR
FA R AT AT P o R R AR RAR i A s AR,
AT DU 4 U 425 g KA Bm B, SEI0 H Aw e K
1 WL RIE, WEAFTG RYAAB TR &
Bt AR R, AU BT, BRI R 2
D fie 5k £ 1R 45 & 2 PR S e ISR 4 1
0 SCRF AR G ) 2R T E ) D R 4y 1 ) 3R
s s PR, s Y o wI R K ]
AT IR B AENE S Z TH, & @ L AE NRPS 4514
Al YA e S R TR AL AT TROR P EE R B b

3.2 BEREVHENEFRESEETIREIA

NERE A& B AR P R B 2 0, B I
BLE UM W B (Bacillus spp.) « R B
(Pseudomonas spp.) N FHAh/DEARML R ZF
T8 8 T AR R R R A, BRI RAR G s Z M
g Bk W1 surfactin. iturin A fengycin, H 8t A& T 5 5%
. B, Bacillus alt. Q7 1E 5 FF K+, @i
b pH (6.6). HE (31°C). #ERE (3%) Fl
WA E (1.5 L/min), SEILT 1.689 mg/mL 1) fiF

R, AR AR T 24.5%, KAV EIE
1.65 g/L ™. Y — 4 & Pfluorescens BD5, H.A4j*
(1] lipopeptide pseudofactin 7E 4 Ak 5 7= A4 1 )5
77 210 mg/L $2 Tt & 1187+13 mg/L, T+
120 %, Won s A=) P A, —ukdh
AE B 40 Salibacterium sp. 4CTb & 3L AL 7 O AL AL T
REAE R ARG T R, & A DI RIB R I P X
LR S BN MR EERE ST
T A% A, P T ) KL HG 2 R T Tk 8 A AT R R
ML 52 B0 3, 171 A A% G5 B AR 0 B 284 g Ik
AT BE . Em R AW E I, B
amyloliquefaciens MT45. B. subtilis THY-7 1 B.
subtilis 168 Z54k F ik — 8 HoR, Rk iE & A B4l
75 126 TR R e 7 TR PR 3B A T (i) R R 2 R A s AL A
Pro AT IRE. AR ftgssmte. s A
AR % P ik A2 3 e 55 22 S b R AR AL 1

NG KA P& i A% T HAE 288, i 5L
R HEDR I Rk . A A T 0 A DR A g R
CRISPR-Cas9 RGt55 % F iR o il i 418 7] i Bk 58 5+
P i JOK & pc 3 [R] 7% 4 iturin A ) NRPS/PKS J
R B, R R ERI, TR B iturin A
PRI & DY, R CRISPR-Cas9 4% A%t 52 44
(¥ NRPS [ 45 B £ 47 0 45 i 1 3s 4, 2 3R 45 10
oET BRI R, BB TS R A 7%,
oo Mo AR MR R ™
Burkholderiales J& Bl P& B 45 5 1 Red = 2H g S
LR FE BGCs I JE ALl NFIBOE , D240 2 A
DUER AR IR L DRI 7%, D937 g IR R B AR It 17 o K o A%
TR, AR5 1, i1 CRISPR-Cas9
RGN N. gerenzanensis L7037 2 M2 ouE, G4
FH W & 7= 9 i& 42 F1 i 3R 0k ok BE B acetyl-CoA
carboxylase, f#f A40926B0 = & 1A % 702.4 mg/L,
SEHL2.66 54 T, Bk LRl 9 A AR R ik 90% N ik
At B Y I JOR A G g IS i £ 90 K UKL A7 R ER
Tt CRISPR-Cas9 #1420, SEHLAA A 7%-72.6% 1]
SR g AR A, ONIRIKAH G R R IR 4 1 4w
R IR~F & U ZREEHE TR 85 G5 Mg 4
s RO IEH AR, A 1SN T RE KA & i 25
Mt S e ESE T . K3 dE— gy T IR
i AR A 8 A B SR A R A AL
g, SRALEEAR, 2R B EREEIK
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TR A g S vk ) 2K, BIAT AR it 45
NRPS## &L 2R, MYahHE. REE R

T AL R R A . R T IR
G A TR AIASE B p A U TR A i AR A 3 o 1

AR B S R TBOR 2 18] W [R) 5% &, IR 3 — 2D AR 3

e

R3 RSNG4 R AL TR SR 5 A A S B i) R

Table 3 Production chassis, engineering optimization strategies, and scale-up considerations for lipopeptide biomanufacturing

eS| Xt G/ A B 4% R 1 RF LR j’i;
AP R A Bacillus alt. Q7 5 LK FESE s pH 6.6:31 °Cs He M & 3% @A IRAK™ & 1.689 mg/mL; B AR K AHE  [95]
1.5 L/min F24.5% ; B KAEPE1.65 g/L
AP IR A Pfluorescens BD5 IR SRR AL pseudofactin 7= & H £ 10 mg/L #& T+ & [96]
1187+13 mg/L; T 120 %
EAEGRAE  Salibacterium sp. 4CTb AR EEA R FLALPE R, AR R [97]
WREE B amyloliquefaciens AR ] 9 K il AR 0 3% v PE surfactin B FR s surfactin PR IA 2.93 g/L; Kk srfA A [98]
JE A MT45 8 45 T IR 20 R 2 S 200 AR AT T P L BRAR L RO  REIE R A G BE N
TP R A A SRR
RAIKY  B. amyloliquefaciens UL TR Ry i — B0 5 R K SRR TG PECR I MIT4S B2 5 R B 79 % 77 surfactin 1.04 g/L; [105]
ALk MT45/X82 X82 57 ” MT4S JLREF7 ARAG I LU BRI Y MT45/X82 3Lkt I ftrmik 3.4 g/L
W
Jash¥ L B. subtilis THY-7/ ETHFAMERBI T HEANTHESE 5 LEBHEF surfactin 514 9.74 ¢/L; Bt [99]
Pg3-srfA BT Pgl P2 Pg3; UL Pg3 & #e Yot 44k PsrfA 38 KA 775 0.30 g/(L-h); £33 0.14 g/g IEHE
Bl stfA JRUAL R IE
Bikftes 30 yrpClracE s murC BRI T LA S B AH AR surfactin 73 H3% 0.54.0.41.0.42 g/L; Bt & [85]
etk J& 0.75 g/L, NXTHE 4.7 1%
[NV Bk rapCrapF 24 h#%5 7% surfactin 73 A $2 f 2.7 (5 A1 2.5 £% [86]
ik
JE R FIA 1 2RIE sfp~comA A R A R Ik SRR B T 33.5% il 46%; RS HRTH [87]
Hhg I 39% ;iturin A $2FF 63%
P I W% degQ ik Sl /1 W ek LA surfactin 3 11l 3 fi% ; plipastatin 3% 1 6 £ [88]
s
RUfA+4MHE Id 3R IA LCFA Bl YoeA AR5 7 4 R T 54 plipastatinik 2514 mg/L; AJELAR K 5.26 6% [89]
rlFl
T2k RIRE AREN.  REEREMRL W AR A P AR [90]
T ¢k
ARG A B. subtilis 168 B SR sfp K K surfactin &5 8 BIBR AEPIIEE surfactin £ 240K 12.8 g/L; 3% 65.0 mmol/  [100]
THe FINRPS/PKS 3% 4+ 3 # ; B4 56t (4 Bk /AhHE s 3L mol BEHE , LN BB 55 42%
SRR DT TR T A AL 45 s H2 ) sefA B
A ftes 5 B. subtilis TS1726 33 [ U RNA SRS R 5 54 ACCase Ml 96HE  surfactin #877 Bk 13.37 g/L, BEEATE [106]
ACCase (yngH) Al yngH ; it 2B JE 5 MAE Y ZRIEFIILIIE 58 BRIZ 5 43%
Ak i U 1 A i 2
ReWIMRAIR  B. amyloliquefaciens 34t malonyl-CoA \malonyl-ACP. JiF B IR R~ iturin A 7= 815 2.96 g/L, IR G H HEIE = [107]
AL HZ-ADFTL2 G W5 E-CoA {45 5 4% accAD . fabD . tesA 1 6.59 %
1cTA %5 i Fi7 1 45 F A AR B
BHALARW B, amyloliquefaciens AL iturin A G R % 205 5 AR K T Ui iturin A 77 R £ 8.53 ¢/L, N H ATIRIE  [108]
T8 HZ-T14 5'-UTR; FHLIFT 1-DNJ A5 sl sSet ey R s B4R A4 s KT R 2 B8 TA23& & NRPS 7™~
U7 1 4 e T R B I WA AL 4 5 I BR v-PGAL W i
EPS Fll surfactin F] 7= 918 # ; i i% I 584k SwrC
A
H R4 T iR B +iturin A TR B iturin A 7= 5 W E R T [101]
G NRPS/PKS #4 % % Ji fir
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N 2%
Bl ot G/ HEBfl 2% 1R B RF LR ik
NRPS F# i CRISPR-Cas9 52 42 NRPS E & i 4 AT 10 FiOF BUIR KA AR AR TS FVR [82]
i RIAZY A Rk HYL
Bl WS Red BAH MG 5 W0S Burkholderiales %% BGCs F2HE 22 /N BR TR IR D9 4% [102]
fRYHFE  erCRISPR-Cas9 £iif N. BEWT & 72 4 i 42 + 5 % 385 acetyl-CoA  A40926B03% 702.4 mg/L; 2T+ 2.66 1% ;4% [103]
E A gerenzanensis L70 carboxylase HAE 90%
BTG RIKBMACRERSEIE Ak FE R 2R 7%-72.6% [104]

CRISPR-Cas9

BHER 3 AT WL, R IE= B4R d W A 2 o — 2k
Rl e kg, TR Z ZR TEMRMAL. A
surfactin Al iturin A () 72 f i FE R E, TAEAR
38 T (R I AL R A R AR RO . BT SR
TEAEE S PN R S L A 2 AN AT
JA BT &, 5'-UTRALAAN sfp &5 4 Bl X 1tk 45 7T
PE R NRPS & B R IR RITIR . SCBE & Ak
PR\ 22 SR RN I 2 TR 45 I A R Ak P TS0 IR IR 25 4
Honfhdy s MIBRAEYE . NRPS/PKS 7a 4+ 8 . v
-PGA. 5k 2 4k st H Atk &) 7 3 % DA B T gk 2D
BRI AN RE & 4 B 1 = M AN HERD B B 3 g n] 2%
fife v VA B I TR T A 32 3 R S A . BT AR R 4
e B 7 R B A 2 BE IR B T I T 3R 15 1%, NRPS I8
% 2 8 R0 B A SRR TR 4 5 A SR B, P A HE
R T gk A 4 ) 0] ke T KRR BRI RS S
XTHEBERHMN S, X847 R IE H it —
A5 R R LS g s UL . il
THI 1) A RS 52N G 1 () 28 40 2E R LA R
1 ) B < & A5 2 I U 75 DG VR IR 3R 5 # AN 2 S e T
DRLIG, KA W ) 3 N BRI SR & 77 B, B 1)
SHE S5 Ry A R Ty e 2 A8 A B s e 1 AR AL
ArE,

3.3 REEMRFIASREGRIERE

R RN PR IFAR 2R
RO, AR TR I B IR R YIK . =3k
2 V1R i R AR A 4 LB i 97T 4 NIRPS 5 Jlid 2
Sr BN R A A, R T AR
1. B RER s, BRI EA B RG24 R
IR =) o L BV TG Atk 0 %G B 02 2 BA
LS REVE AL, it — b g R 8E B

R MR E S B D 3T ¢ T surfactin
i Z FEIE AT SRR R g de e
PREECBE . RN il S TR AR IR S & W 35 U HAE
WO L E 5y AT N, XM RS A 7 i 3R
A3 1) 1 PR ZE RSN B g e L BA 058 7 FH e L

EX—Hxm T, |KHEDHR (ow-grade
biomass, WIEFA. A EF WA ARV AEN
R I\, 8TV BT A ] E B ) 38 7 S g i
— B R LA g . AU T R4
PR REER S . 2 A MAMARM ZHAER, H
Toum A B AR 1) TR AR AR A . X R IR RY)
I 5 A AL 25 O RE WS £E B V& N R 2 N AN [F 1)
Refid M, FELERRL b, DA IR R A =R
¥ 5l B B. amyloliquefaciens HM618, Fit—1
G5B Gy WA UE By 8 ) TR BEEAT B R AL . AR R UL
B, AR R 4A S R AL BRI 3 ] BLAE [ — 4K
AN W EKEREKAS K™ . MG, B
amyloliquefaciens HM618 5 B4 Y. lipolytica #f H %%
RNEFNBER, (EBRAK &R T A 3457 470.24 mg/L
JIG RN 18.11 /L iR Wi M2 » 3% % WK 55 A= W st AN
Re e SCPENR IR G , 36wl dk— 2D e o 2 7= ) i
A A= P ) O X — TR AE S ekt A A8 2k —
WK . LI 5E B, amyloliquefaciens 111l 4N e Ky
B RE S, JF¥ 5 77 A5 7 IR 1R 9% BF 2 73 WA ik 2 IR
ZZ BN AR HES NI EE R, fEka
2 Ak F 9400.69 mg/L. RN, JBF 4% F e A A il g
(1 B A7 256 S B2 10 22 96.41% F198.35% ., X b4 L
Ui, R A OE . A R 51K 25 A 5 R R
B 7E [F]— R e rp S B[R AL s

SR, AR5 ARV T A £ Pt 48 717 (1) 52 2% B aE I
KHISHIX — AR AT, ROMAESD TR # AR R
) 5B R ) CRR A BT R o BTN R R B R A
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KSR M BIEKEIE T, AR B
amyloliquefaciens 47 | T Shili b 5712 R4 00E .
F ey 2 %) A B R = TR R R R S RS 7R AR R B IR
JoR 7 oy ) B v B A IR 0 1.81 A5 A0 2.28 fiF, 1R
N R R 2 O AT g N R B 5 VR S AR AR 1 ik
Sz M BRI, R R
() BB 2% S 4 B i 27 = F ) fengycin & B 8 I 4
o T R 321, IF 50N G R AN 7 IR 7 R 1
B RGN LREVEAE 5 LAY N 4% ) fengycin
PR ATIE F) 314718 mg/Lo X 35 B R} 5 BT 1k A
5 [FIFE O] DABCA & AV E AR G Hode,
VYR A 28 AT I K3 = 21149 218.00 mg/Ls  E
VEM SRR, AR AR Rk — A #] 1280.00 mg/L.
RERESEV R EIEAN . REERBKA ™S
B EBORE AN R TR
Hr el 2B, BRI AR P g 5 48 5N i AR
BT, AR IR K B SO A R A
PRI 2 0 TS Qe B B Ve s R, X RS
JERME S ThRe 0 7 B IhRE T R T Y iR 3
AR BB E CA RS TS ZEm 7,

HILE K, (K5 EY B AT R B & R
JRAR =, AN 2 147 50 1R O R AR i 77 2 AR 1) 5 AR

Modular Artificial Multicellular System

Monosacchanides
Disacchanides

Stress
Alleviation

Capsaicin [
T e |

Antibiotics 3

Salt Stress

Ko TR ROZAHAR S AV R BRI &R
W Tt 5 H AR5 Rl U@ B iAE F —HE2R P 4
EHHE, MARIKEEE T TRACAE T DR 7,
FEIERR R IV ] 515 G B B N T i S .
4 s TR B R R P Zhag o T, RS AR
IR R 7 PR AT = R A AR 45 DL R NRPS A 2 1)
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