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Abstract: Driven by advances in synthetic biology, microbial biomanufacturing, serving as a bridge between
fundamental research and industrial applications, has demonstrated enormous potential in the large-scale production of
a wide range of products, and has become a prominent research direction in the field of biomanufacturing. Compared
with conventional microorganisms, extremophiles exhibit superior performance owing to their remarkable growth and
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extremely acidic conditions, represent a new generation of highly promising chassis cells in synthetic biology.
Biomanufacturing based on acid-tolerant microorganisms, offering solutions to long-standing industrial challenges
associated with traditional neutrophilic model strains, such as product inhibition caused by acid accumulation,
microbial contamination, substantial consumption of acid — base neutralizing agents, and pollution from salt by-
products, is expected to simplify biomanufacturing processes, enable the clean production of organic acids and open
(non-sterile) continuous fermentation, and utilize low-cost substrates, thus emerging as an attractive green process for
sustainable manufacturing. This review describes the characteristics of acid-tolerant microbial chassis, and
subsequently elucidates the underlying acid tolerance mechanisms together with strategies for enhancing microbial acid
resistance. In addition, we summarize the genetic elements, molecular tools, and operational strategies developed for
acid-tolerant microorganisms, as well as recent advances in the application of acid-tolerant chassis cells in the
biosynthesis of high-value bio-based chemicals such as organic acids. Finally, the challenges and future opportunities
of acid-tolerant chassis cells are discussed. This review also outlines directions for advancing acid-tolerant chassis cells
from the laboratory to industrial applications, which include expanding the genetic manipulation toolkit to provide
operable means for the rational reconstruction of multi-gene pathways and the optimization of industrial phenotypes in
acid-tolerant chassis, and leveraging synthetic biology and systems biology to improve the adaptability of acid-tolerant
chassis cell factories in industrial settings. We hope that this review can provide theoretical guidance for the rational
design and industrial application of acid-tolerant chassis cell factories.

Acid-tolerant chassis High value products

® Organic acids (lactic acid, succinic
acid, malic acid... ...)

® Biodegradable bioplastics

® Low-pH fermentation capability

® Organic acid tolerance
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Fig. 1 Environmental sources of acid-tolerant bacteria and their applications in biohydrometallurgy, wastewater purification, and

biomanufacturing
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Fig. 2 Engineering of industrial chassis strains based on the dissection of microbial acid-tolerance molecular mechanisms
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N BTG KA R B SRR TR T, AT 3k B 5 kK
RIERAL -

2.1.4  HAuHUH)

AT A 2 12 9% B 1) T R AL ) i ok =
RGMHE T . WEEAR SR & 55T IR BE /), pH2.5-
3.0 N HAEAFRIR, AT omrE R N, BERER
bR R AT BT T HE SR R IR B R R AR T A
THERD G FE R T NS R I T T A
JE, BERERRIIRR AR AR A, RE HE A
SRV A TR 2 R SR A M B, {H B AT S-layer S5 4
MO, BEREEA B-HRME . JLT A B
HHAMEE, W 2 AKEE R A EESMEH,
BELAVR ML . Ji B H-ATPase N EE i 7 fa s L
Hote s Bt R BRI R SR R0 BT
MG 5 X AR B, T AR R 45 4 B AR A P o
oo 5 A VIR BT T AR O 1 B 4 i B O
P BE ] 7 — e A2 B B HRAHIR 1t pH Wi . TAE )
MRS 2 1 I S H B — 2 D] B B P R, T A AR
TN A . A A% R BT
HIBEZ R RN EER K EREN R 5.

2.2 SBHEFEHMITERNEIAR

HF 5035 256 2 4157 23 i 1) 7 0 B AR 0 Y
i BR Bl EAT R FE, WERREL 54K (Ferroplasma
acidiphilu) 1] 4 % PR 4 A7 15 R &R K I B 0 75 19
AR DR . R R T B A5 R A R R e L
NYFER. A M. ATP IR, FeAma g
RN pHAR, DA b DR 3R AR JE AR AR W B R B
B R R R EEAE A Y. BRI,
Zeol I Picrophilus
Ferroplasma % J& ) VA KR T B 1] (Sulfolobus
Acidianu J&) 1, HAIMIPFR RS0y . FEH

(Thermoplasma,



%£7% www.synbioj.com 009

HothrERW, FTRERNE (P torridus) HIIRZ
B Rl KPR R RIS 1), B — e AL
TR PR L DR L FL AR B BRI B R 4y, DA
A 3 A B 8 A G R N &, X R A R T R R A
PRI ER B R AT, ORI R AE KR E R RE
{14 R 12 SF 4 4 40 G P9 1) pH AL 7E — AN 7T 32 52 (196
Py R TSR, A K R R R L H B )
2, ZUH T B R T AR U R B L P
kudriavzevii 1T B ML HIWF 704 o Seong 5 (2017)
R ACHH B3 - AT I E] BT % (GC-TOF MS) Ak
T P kudriavzevii 75 W8 254 F BIAR ST 4H SRR 4E
I JH ELA  vE VR B T AN R RO I s R AR RS, 1K
A Bh T 38 o8 FO0] vy il AN R P R AR R 2 B R
THRI T P kudriavzevii £ ZFR B 38 R (1M S ATLH]
Li %5 (2020) 3K F RNA I F¢& Al 85 BBE 2 3 bR 25
(TMT) EAFRHAEEAR, K& HIE LR PH AT
NERKIEEHA399M, LR ZERRIEIERK 876
Ao I FRIAFE R T B T AR R R = R R
PEIA A, BN IX S AR I I8 B Bl s . AN AR
1 A 3 AL 7 2 1 30 TR 2R HOR 9 fr g P e — A% A IR -
FR, SFRIERINEZ NG5 %, BB TFULE
FOb IR A AR oG B JE IR B 2 B, X SRR
VA A BT 1 o 1 B ) A B 8 (Y i 52 BE ). 0 22
SRILXEAMINEE KW R T o T8
Bif UL K R B AR A R R A B35 AR, X T
A iy 36 e 7 A 3R] R HE A DR BEAE T B 3 — Tt
FUE L RNA W7 504, JEET P kudriavzevii %}
P 14 pH 38 ) e AL o 25 SRR, 7E pH 2.0 5%
PEF, A 434N ERRBEEF S, XEHREF
TR EAR AR WK, TR R R
W, WA WRIR, MRS E N &

A0 A pH, AT E R I 2% 1 T et 1 40 A O
b T AR AR T

2.3 MEVIEEMERMRESE

TS 2 AL 1) 4D A AT S5 T 2 v 2B 0 IR A A A T
BrHEAEAHRESEN, &5 AL, o kEZ
Toft 5% WS SR 42 908 ol AL 52 7 A DA S B v RO A P
I T P2 MY Bl AR ) R A N AR R A B TR S B S
R, sal N e R R i, A B SR R 4 1 Mk
AR . H DL BT v 2 BhiR, L FE
TR BAFEZE . B M SR nr fm (i R &
UL, F290 . oo R0 b A48T 10 26 9 o 1 2 24 81
B AEY S W E T AN R A 0 BT R R TR T R AL
fils s TE2 U AR,

W7 C A S5 AR g U ZE M i ek
AT RE XS pH E PG, S8 H bR
7 T B N AT A A R AR IS . o A G
XAME I TERER . R ER S IERN L
SENABEHABA, HEERITS5MAH TES. o
Fe G Al DL i P A S AR L R 4 B 0 gk A
KIAFEARIE MR MR B2, thin Liuss: (2016) @it
ARTP (i R ZEIREFE 74 FHAIRE 7 — R
MR EA W ZMENRERKRR (Clostridium
beijerinckii) NCIMB 8052, 7EZEAfhh, KA
MI11EFT BB iE (0.5 g/L~0.9 g/L) R REWE A ik
T 5, Fletcher 2 (2017) % F i N E#E 40 T B
e w1 S. cerevisiae X L-FLIR 1 EL TR [P 52 14, 3k
75 1 HEAL B /R X 0.3 mol/L FLFR B AT T 22 1 (pH<
2.8) B, FEFRMESUE T, S A H-ATP B @
bR 5 2 A R R R T A T Y pHL, JE

R2 AR BRI R T s

BLee WA RS ES 2PN bH R f:‘ﬂi

F,F -ATP i J5i T 7% Escherichia coli AhemAAatpDAatpE £ pH 2.5 PRI ER VE A T IR R B E TR [60]

Saccharomyces cerevisiae Apdri2 LR I BR T A2 11 P A [61]

JiFRAE 5 I A Propionibacterium JER A2 TR i 5+ 5 R 4 A A BRI 52 VE4R & [45]
acidipropionici

A i A& Saccharomyces cerevisiae AmrhlAyro2 PR SR 52 1 AR [62]

Zygosaccharomyces bailii ZbMSN4.ZbTIF3 CRAH I A L TR [63]

AR 4z Saccharomyces cerevisiae AJJT1 LRI 52 A [64]

4 0 25 PR Saccharomyces cerevisiae I RILFEH PEP3 LRI ZVESR & [65]
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5 H - -ATP B 19 2 ik 0] LL 3G I E. coli A1 S.
cerevisiae Xf LR~ TR 55 A HLER IR 52 14 1 Y
BRBRBARE (GAD) R4 FK 2R i W % i
(ADD) R4t & P acidipropionici) 1E R 143455 H
RALTURR B8 A0 R 40, 8L 581k GAD &
M ADI R4, P acidipropionici %} TN & 1 i 52 1
BRI E, WER™E L AR T 40% ™. 4
JHLAE 38 25 AT T B ) 32 ECRAS TR, T R E
I, 24 3 e A R G 5 R R AN B 1 TR T 4
i P 1 o ek T R A Y AR 1 R BLAE & S
cerevisiae U\ ) Z. bailii %t TR I 52 HE 1 @1, /Ny
SN e S CINVSERUR R &L i RS IR P S
e A0 B T B, IR AERR VR SR A T AR N T AR
BEEEAMAEN. J-8 H & Hsp70 20 L8
It R R B, mObR B AR R S
cerevisiae ] LRI %2V, ITIE1Z 55 BR A7 7E T $2
O RTEERR Y, sk, Koy 182 R4 4
PRI WS 4 T 32 = R A A B O i PR, AE S
cerevisiae F it TIXF K PEP3 (it 2 50 A 1k
HOPS 1 CORVET & & i) — A4 73D, fEE TN
80 mM LRI S AT, FLUIE pH $5 R M 82 31 2 2%
ZE5t o FEIR PEP3 ik 3328 38 3k 388 i g v6 3 11 AR A V-
ATPase ¥ 11, 3E 177 14 58 57 1 K@ B Ag 77, AT S 4k
Xof R kA PR AR A

BE & A 2F R AR AR TR ARK R EE,
W B A BOMI R SRR B A TE 3 S O g T IR AR
WS TR, SRS T E. colixt 4
T2 R 52 4 o 38 ] DU A CRISPR A 3 E 4. %5
SE SR BT PR 2 TR I B 0 S5 U7 VR AR v AR SR A
(TR R B o SR, A G0 R A R T PR M A 2
HHAKEREZ TR, EVEREK. KUKt
R EEAR FE 5 ) B o T R AR R T ) A R AL AR
W2t T AE N 2 R 22 B T AR I B
FdEfb, T 2. £ZE2ROERZEKR,
MR RG5O RS, REMHNES.

R EPTIA, o8 AR G AR M I T 1 R B
H: LG EESEN L. RRAEAFEA.
HEE T S5 AR AR AE ol i 5 e B R A
BF 5038 0T LOd i P B4 22 5 A8 L L IR 2 R i ik
AR A% A B R PR BA BE, L 0 O I R S
cerevisiae ALKk . LK HEHR AR, KICK

S BOR R SR, R AT 3 S 0 O i R K
S W FSLIE. coli F1S. cerevisiae 1] .18« 3-F%
BE TN IR iif 52 1 39 3 . 38 W] LA A CRISPR /i 34
A % BRI PR S R I B o 55 O R SE AR
Gt RAL T ER A, DR AR AR MR BT T B . AR
MM, A% S8 A 1R T IR 1P it 2t B0 AR ol 2 (g 25
TR AV EBEAC . R AR R AR 2 5 ] .
T R SR TN B8 B ) B R 2 . A 2% . R 1 i 4 %
o PR R 25 K B0 T AR R A, TR T &R
gtk ZERIRRNZHR. & RE RS0
R E RS, ERMHUES, JLFA=E
SRR A A2, AR AR OE A8 K
R E 51N A0 U T 8 A B B A3 4 75 LA B B i
FLAA o

3 W M R o A W i B Y £l B
TH

TS T2 JE 25 200 0 1 45 2 4 2% Ok e T DL K B0
P FATRIFNA, RN TESEROREN
TR TR R 45 4 PR ) 2 2k 1 42 B Sk ity 7l 2B P )
DRy T UG 25 40 PR ) N P B Bt b o T TR A A IR
B 55 YA B A MR PR . SR, B
HH SRR AS, 765w B k47 8
f& TAR0E, DAt — B3 e FL N Thge, M /e
ARKRAEVEAR T E B @it A= ma bt .
N SCHs E S I AT B T R AR U R R A Tl
BOMEREDF T RS (B3). KR
B (D B F5LIET IR, SO RE
KR s (2) 3ET CRISPR [ FE R 4H 4, DLSZ
W B2 EA s (3 B A 54
IEEESY

3.1 HEXMRESERTHFA

G TR 5500, 4G AWy
S TOA P, BRI T AR R B £ A
N2 DI RE B 98 A0 R 45 4 £ A P BOR N o ) S
FIAE o SIS T A8 R 2 D AR A S R % £ 7€
¥ J3 Bl 7 A0 2% 1k S5 8 A% o ARy T A T
e, HESh TN MR K. XL o
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Gene expression

Replicon : Gane modules

1 E—:) A
Yaast V= Y
CEMIARS | Expression S | .
Plasmid L= :
1 o
/. Q i
Selection 1 T [ '
markers ] ? i
Antibiotic resistance  Auxotrophic sslection | ’ :
genes marker | Genetic parts lemQIurs- ‘
| Insulators, RBS, Terminalors]
- GA18RanMX - URAY ! o etel) 1
+ BlsomyciniphisoR + LEU2 .r_[_c;_‘ >_I_
+ Hygromycin Bmphax 152 ' g )
. TRP1 e
Genome editing
CRISPRICas® CRISPRICAsY
Effacior
SRNA. ""{" gHNA

In Silico system biology

Knowledge Mini; nd Al
s nowledge Mining a

MRGVER v [=
i ——| Scientific article

Transcriptomics ' 1=

Genome-scale '
SIS matabolicmodsl | ¥
Proteomics : ’ ' GPT-4

4 X i §  Stuctured data base
P i b i e
I

% . H Stnichio
N @ o - ;4 [
/u\,/\,/U\ dan! i
A4 1 Machine learning
i _.y’*'t‘ . ? D Tranafer learning
P

55 :u H Predict productions
B ' . titer) under complex
4 . conditions

B3 TR A W A R DR DR A LR C R TT R
(#&¥E: Effector domain: ¥ 3c40|+. ¥ W05 . RIS LG
LN A S )

Fig.3 Development of genetic engineering and metabolic
engineering tools for acid-tolerant microbial chassis
(Effector domain: transcriptional repressor, transcriptional activator,

epigenetic editing enzyme, or other functional proteins.)

R 9 B 0 M mRINA R 1 T R P B
B R A R IE KT, M A fd R X i R
P E B B AR ) 2 R AE A 3 AR ) R T L

WA B BT AR A m (RBS) H
KT T & R FE LR R . B
LV FERAAR —FE, WA R EAT AR AL 2 2%
JRUAE AR U L e B B A 2 BUE T A LR A
AR R ER, B KBRS = a7 TR TR
G A P 2 W 7S 1% T H . Xiao % (2014)

I8 I S 9 E B PCR %858 AN AT T S U 2
DRIk 1) s H 8 30 7 B4 P Praeras
P, M P, MBS, Cao%$ (20200 F|H RNA-
seq A M A DR E R, RARAE T AFFEFH %
PEFRIEshF &b, RW T 240 h. 5
HIAFE ), FEEEH 128 A W& R
HAREN SRR L EGFI L RHEARIE
2 1 S RS i a5 W B~ S 1 B 7. W Sl it
JoRL b ik DR T v O . I BB n A R
FEQEWARBEA O HTREER A
FEHF AR T PR 4R 5 22007 51 . W5
KW, P kudriavzevii B¢ %R 7K H S. cerevisiae [
H EE 75 4 fidE 2R F7 5] 6. 98T, Smith &5
(2024) 20K 2 p R AL 2 P kudriavzevii IS K
RESRTFEAL T, RW] 2 p B Az M AR
A IhEE 7. dbAh, R ARS4/CEN6 A MiRe, A
Hawtetigz "™ ™, M L4 R R CEN T4
P DIREFHATEH . Cao%E (20200 7E P kudriavzevii
S — AN AE I 3 22 KLY 51 CEN-0.8k-2, 1%
¥ 5 B 42 R AR e Pk, FFdE— 2P 1Y 9% CRISPR
G MR ALR Fm 8 1 Baln A5 B A T 1
F - GC B NERKNE, M P kudriavzeviiE1 5
BERAFEEDRER EEH)TFA, M TiE
M T P kudriavzeviiEl B M N2 R K R4 . FIHZ
RKiERG, WAV — D s 8 W o o i
M T P kudriavzevii E1 IR S 8T SCHE, IE3R
13 T LS. cerevisiae K5 I 58 JF B Py S NFRE
HEFABRIRIEIEEN T Pps o

3.2 IHEATIERERESERRIERS

32.1 AT CRISPRE A& AR 454 T ALK
CRISPR T H W & A it B8 % BEAE Dy Tolkfe &
A2 D BEORSCHE, ok 1 AR5 U 2 9% B gt 4% 45
AE VR ) ) R, SR RS v R 42 AR I 4% (A s 7
S R AT mAFERY. Bt oot
& DU Ff CRISPR Jii ki, % H7EF Cas &1 (I
iCas9. SpCas9) FlsgRNA & 31T (TP pn varens
Poouspmnacy) T o BT, Tran % (2019) 1 A
iCas9 (SpCas9 [) D147Y/PA11T 5 A5 4K ) 45 &
NLS 41, 2Pl ik 97% K gm0 g, =g



012 GRENE 75

BRALEIL 47% 7. BRI URA3 & FR 6k fE R,
B i) JE 7 TR R B R T MR s SR 2R IF R B R
% (nourseothricin) 18 K F F& (zeocin) Pt
FRICHI 2 GE, WiLlee®s: (2022) #J% M TEF1p K5
iCas9 R4, 1E% W Ik ADE2 3 IR i b 20 R 18
81%-100% "o 15 F B k. Cas9 Ak J sgRNA &
KSR 25 5 R . BN, Zhang 5 (2023) K
B, zeocin RICTE P, kudriavzevii E1 Wp B A5 5 & 1Y
B BE 1 2 CRP S o 94 08 31 200 mg/L 475 o ¥2: 58
GBI E R AE KD, BUE DLD 3L B R SR A A
30%; MK F URA3 bric 7 bR s e 75 5 il F 1Y 1
HEAT BRI, AR AT 2 67% .

£ Y. lipolytica ', CRISPR-Cas9 # - T 2016
FAABIN A, A % RSO0k 1) Cas9 T
A RNA FEA 1 1S 307 K3 R IA ) sgRNA,  Xf
Ku70 VA Je N ot S5 A FH 5% (1) Pex 10 F1 Mfel 55 & A it
TR 7 IEAA, —Hi4EE T CRISPR-Cas9.
60 5 2 AR R s A s TR 0 1) 790 190 i o
AL T A G AR W R (DSB) ) HE m] Bl B 42
i, HE—2PE T Y lipolytica W) 3K 4 9x 55 T. B
Fio ZARGE IR LIRS 94%, TEX
FER Bk 34%, w7 OH A TORS AL TR R
J1U L, Jang 5 (2025) FFR T — M T
CRISPR-Cas9 [f] 5 ¥ TUNE™, % 5 ik GEWE 1E Y.
lipolytica " S B I PR F2 34 1) vap i 1A 4% . T8I A4 2
JRLSCPE, B DASEE 2 MR RN T, R
AR TR S5O B R 0 1 RE AT I S B PR
9:[:7/% [77]0
322 ARSEEA ey

4 5 TR 2EL 0 5 1 o 3R DA R ks AT 4 R AR i )
g EE, (R VIt ENSIRIT TRAMKRE,
KT HAHTHRSMAW TR, HETAX T
AT AR WA & AR DL S B B A T A
WEAAEER L. FRAMY, XS]
T T A 4B U ) 2 R DA K 2 B 0 B 85 A 1 AR
VW, I AT T E Bt AR RS . R
(3 20 R EEAC IR AL (GEMs) X T 1 ff A% 40 4
MUAT R ZOCE T, X 7 B R Y R R R
¥ AR S A . 124 Nk, CEFXT Y. lipolytica
( fi A iNL895. iYL619 PCP. iMK735. iYali4.
iYLI647) LAJ P kudriavzevii (F7%ilsor850) JF &

T GEMs ™ ™, bR RAE ARG TR A
AE % M T O AR A BRI B, AT 9 R Dl
SEHE

3.3 ERERSERIFIENGE

3.3.1 CRISPR-Cas % %89 i& Bt 5 61 #7

W 12 4t CHL 5 Acidithiobacillus J& #0 5
Sulfolobus J& %) 1E 5] N\ Cas9 5 4t I 5 ik 18 18 ™
HMM AN, EAEERIER T, dCas9 HI ]
REJR T H X NGG PAM 47 A5 I e R e R 45, Hl
I R1335K F8 48 1 b PAM 45 4 66 71 ) 25 1 15 3% %
X, MiERHARE RS G RBEENERZ — ™,
H AR, tracrRNA A F IR . 1458 Cas9 R4t
W8 S OF orRNA - (tracrRNA) 5 erRNA JE %,
WEER A5 'F Cas9 &AL . F BT HE 50 7E Bl T 1 F,
FFE R, SpCas9 & 4t 1% 1 tracrRNA  (tracr-
SO R 7EJE Cas9 &5 [ 1 L Tt B A 2 35 41 g 25
PR, FHLHIE & 575 £ IR RNA ) B 4% A8 BAEH
HTMBZOLEREFIES, HEAEERE A K
Cas9 S 41 i (1) 25V v k> R G A2 .

Casl2a C(IHFR Cpfl) J& TV &I CRISPR %%t ,
5 Cas9 fE 7> T AU EAFEA BTIX 0], 15 45t ) ig
T TR 1) LR R AU B AR o Cas12a 5 58 H 1A 34
& PAM FHE R, AsCasl2a iR 5] TTTV PAM
¥ (V=A/G/C), LbCasI2aif%| TTTN PAM, ¥ N
TEER, SERREICHZERR & H M AT & &£ 5
R U HE ™ KRR FEAS, Casl2afl R
HL— crRNA B Al R £ Th e, o5 tractRNA, Tk
7 tracrRNA 5 K (1 4140 8 1 KU o [ B, Casl2a
B EAA Y H % RNase i1, A H £ L crRNA Hj
REES], X — 4P %2 5 L K g i AR 19 A A TR 0
W M R crRNA BE 51, Cas12a B A 3
TN R T crRNA, T2 75 A4 RNA i L A
T ™. Casl2a ¥ IR I TR T Cas9, WFTH
oM PY R R % 3 A CRISPR-Casl2a & 4t
(AsCasl12a fll FnCas12a), 7EHR B H S2 8 i 2 A
i, IXRUIAL Cas B [ RIE R IETHm 2RI
JHE, T REL BRI B ARAE AR T LR G

TEVE R AM A A3k, A. ferrooxidans WIWT 5% £t B
RRERME . b 0% T I8 A% B R G R B, B o
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RIS T BT dCas12a f) CRISPR T4t (CRISPRi)
ARG, ST 0T AL I8 BE petl A petll #2901 (1)K
HERUAK . 1% RGAEANIE B DSB 1) H 4 T~ 1 428 5 [
KL, HRONEE T A% IR R . LI AR
R perB2 F R AT MY sk A A 2, HET 4R T3 Bk
WA B A I AR AR, JEoR T Casl2a TH
TE T 1 b AR A% A (0 S 7 77
332 SAALRA R E BT IEIRS AL

W R 441 R K R S 1 pHL 1.0 - 3.0 ) A% o IR
W, HE ORI RGBT RS LHLAE
TR ) B SR . H AT E 2 S BT %
WA N =28 AR RE T KT
T )5 B 7 ARG W aa e N R 3. Horb, Bk
AL 5 A A AR AR 5% 1) YR S 3 1 BB R S o
PEUIHE . PSR, R AR T R A%
LagtefF. 1E A. ferrooxidans 1, F AR 2 K H 7
TBAREE ST (W Ptac) HREHHMNFIE R F ik B,
1B 5 U8 5 Bl 75 W T2 T 2 S 2803 A A HL R 2 A
AAVLES, PR 7N EER, BEEHERA
M55 HBEARNMKEE, WEB3 T RS2
I RS I TT 1A

DUt AR B 5 7K At I 22 1R ) 3+ (P,,/P,) &
H BT B 78 B IR N IR TR T N VR 5 3 B3 3 T2
—o HT P, EE colit TLYIfE, ZBARFR: & H
TIEBERT E. coli FFEYER HE AU w2, 4R T)
TR R R Y AN (Sox) RG 2
W R B AT T A AL AR R L B i g A, B 3D
T HA BRI 6% (RpoND) KH T 45/ RFAE, SE T
RIEREH TR T 5 —HERA . o>
iy 45 B 2K AR B RR R AT I b m B R SR, A
thiooxidans. A. caldus 55 11 S8 Ak B 35 47 AE [R] R
T ™ BRESBEE T, — BRI E R E
HIZH AL S B T A3 B % 5€ : 1E S. acidocaldarius
H, AR NEAREEER B3 P, MDNASS G E A
B R BT P, 0 SR B R 3 15 22 200
FIRBEZ TP, MBI AR SR R
gt, HE/NE S X A4 169 bp Y.

4 Tt R E W R A A S A I AR

RIEH 2 78 F A TREEARE R,

AITIE X i R AE AT R A, O
ThSEBL T 2 M i (B A = b IR R % pH AE W 5 A
Wi AR EWREY . WREZ KA.

4.1 ETFIHEAMBRESREEBI NEIERE
MERK

A48 U 2 1 BF 58 0 LR AR MR A 1%, A
WL B TG Hh R 771 37 i R B R A 1 A B SE 5 U 4
R . BEE S RS TR 58 M RS
TRERAR JE, AR 1R B BF O bl il 2 8uiE&E Y T
A2 MANEE. R3E 710 FF HAEB R
i R 9% B 1 32 A2 7 A LR A AIE 72 2R -

4.1.1 3Lz

FLURRAVE MBS BRZy. AWkl 46 Aek 1 oG Bt
5k ENERAR (PLA) KR, FLRRMAERKTS
MBLAE 2022 BB 3114578, Tt 2023 £ 552030
AF ) 4 DA AE4E 8.0% [ MG KR R K (https: //
straitsresearch. com/zh/report/lactic-acid-market) » F| &
W& BN F — Mg, FLIREBE (LDHD, %8 A]
Y A RR F5 AL A FLIR . Park %5 (2018) 4385 1 fiif
12 W Pk P kudriavzevii NG7, 3+ H 8 % 3L #
(Lactobacillus plantarum) Y5 1) D-LDH # . | H
IR R iR i (PDC) . SR, P 5 B bR X R 52
2% AR . AL, BFFRE AT 1 E NS =
., BRI T — PRI BE R, 1R T 1E 6% L
BRI B ARG, P 42135 o/L D-FLIR, 7 41 b #%
WA 0.75 g/g, L7 5RIE N 3.66 g/L/h, KL R
pH A 3.6%. Zhang 2% (2023) KH 7 KLU
W&, TP kudriavzevii E1 34T TR 0E, @it 5] A
ARV L-LDH, £ AT INAE AR o 050 ) 2541
L-FLER 7= A $] 74.60 g/L, FEL3 N 0.93 g/g Wi %
B, AEPAIREE N 2.08 g/L/h M. S, WSRO
PR E — 2 s, I 5 S B 7 B e S Ok B g
kG ARk, A RCEE T ARHE E S A A LIS
JFORAS: FR, SIAAREEES, 7 7Bk
i R 1 e 5 LR AN HE AR, R E 5T T AR K 7
PERE . AHES) T2 0 TR, FIBA3E— 2 )
KTACHA TN IR B F- 2L, %3G 77 2 vh % BE R Y
PR 0.03 g/l TESCIEEA -, HIP\ RS TA
[l A e T2 R R AL R, Z KRB fEpH %
P 55T T & I A, BE S R B R A
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K3 CUARR R AR B B 9 i 5 40 A LR (19 424 45

7 B E s R AL RIS 2}%
Sk
D-FLBR P kudriavzevii BN BRI (PDCD ¥ YPDH;FRE,pH 3.6 flpH4.7 P8 : 135 g/L(pH 3.6) . 154 g/ [92]
NG7 e Sy S YR R S B 1) D-FLIR (pH 4.7
it A WG 3 K] (d-LDH) , 38 R Ak A7 #2366 g/L/h (pH 3.6) ,
4.16 g/L/h(pH 4.7)
L-FALBR P kudriavzevii F R T AR [ R B L K (PDC),  YPD R 3, T A7) A 75 g/L [13]
Pkz04 SENFEA DU L- 7L M 0 A At AR :0.93 g/g Wi B
B, i ok D- 71 i S B ik (]
L-AB P kudriavzevii TE P, kudriavzevii Pkz04 34l b, TCHLERFEIFRAE (R i L-FLR™ i 102 g/L(YPD).75 [93]
Pkzl11 N2 L-FLE B A B, 0.03 /L) \YPD 35373, £h g/L(EHLERREFRID)
JH T B Wik L-FLRR B AR R A5 AL 10,98 g/g H i Bl
ik, B AL SN
L-FLBR P kudriavzevii R PDCRUH Mh-3-BE MR I A8 YPD IS IR3E, gk 7 E:67 gL [94]
SD108 (GPD) , %84 L. mesenteroides K5 ) MR , KOH 75 pH AL :0.59 g/g %) W
LR i S
L3R P kudriavzevii i B % N PDC. GPD. MAE.  TEMLEERGRE (BRI SE 7R 199 g/L [96]
MA09-10  JEN2-1. JEN2-2, it 3 ik % A 3 /L), %%l pH 3.0 AL 1 0.94 o/g T % B
AoPYC.  AoMDH.  SpMAEI.
EcPPC.EcSthA
L-3¢ 5% Yarrowia GNIEJE T TCA 12, #4L3E YPD G IR 36, Hah NaRvE, 77 E:112gL [97]
lipolytica — RIR¥ 12 , i@ kL T A AL 10,57 g/g H
YEHIER P kudriavzevii @ ¥ PDC/GPD/JEN2/NDE. it FIFH R &85 FEEE 110 g/L, F Ak % 0.65 g/g, 4 [98]
ik MAEI FEBREE N 0.54 g/L/MCH A B+ H D
FER 63 g/LCH VT BRIEAE pH 3)
BWEHIR P kudriavzevii Wt o 5B #4740 (PDHD HCI ATKOH 5 pH £ 3.0 FAEE: 104 g/L [99]
SD108 HEW WG QR i 5 iE Rk Ak R . 0.85 o/ W AT W AR R
TCA &% #:0.97 g/L/h
3REENEE P kudriavzevii  B-INEIR G RIEA : SIANKELZE #VELREE, pH 4.0 A 92 g/L [101]
2-1-Ji 2 B (PAND) B-TH & BR - AL R0 0.72 o/g W A WE AL R
i %2 % & B (BAPAT) 1 3HP it & #:0.55g/L/h
fitf CYDFG) , il B3k 74 i 122 i 322 ity
H- 7tk -3- 1 1 .
3-FRHENEE  Schizosaccharo PRI IMID AN W4T AL FMRIAREE, DA vBE - 1l gL [100]
myces pombe  JEE mer R I AN ThEE F B, 5 HALE 11.2%
N Z TR AT A & G LA B IR
T2 T AR (1 22 DA R 0 40 b R
T Ar G A R RS A AR
[ 7 Candida AAOX4::40X5 MR %, pH 5.0 PeE 12 g/L [103]
tropicalis AP 0.1 g/L/h
KiERZ P occidentalis 51 N\ DHS it /KB ) AROZ %% %MK %, pH 2.0-3.5 P39 /L [32]
$L K PaAROZ DAHP 4 i % T 5L AL 10,13 g/g H i Bl
[N 9878 (A ARO4K225L LA} E. coli AR % :0.51 g/L/h
VR ) aroB A aroD %
TR Candida T SE AL A M, EBE N B PR 30-40g/L [105]
tropicalis Fl Vi, pH 5.0
Pichia kluyveri

IR R AR T2 %
WK, Sika T2 Mt

A 2 D R A
AR

M 19.94% % 22 7.42%, A3 BRI BT A R0 5 1A L- 3
B & (91.01%) “'. DL P kudriavzevii SD108 K
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R B Pk, R Bk PDC ORI H i -3- B R A B
(GPD) , I % & iz B B & 2k (Leuconostoc
mesenteroides) K Ji ) LDH. P15 & £ 0] 7= 4
74.00 g/L ALK, HALFE N 0.70 g/g W EIBE, L7 0
[£50.73 g/L/h, JFFAE K EZ AT 22.5 h ¥ pH 4E FF 1E
6.0, X THIEERIZ IR MG K
WA T F i pH, B J5 FLIR AR B B w] /R 22 ik
FIYEF5 4k & pH Fa s “. Altvater %5 (2025) f# A
TE N A HEAL T BORAS I L 7 B Ak, T el
X — Pk JE R A2 2I&E 1 S, cerevisiae LACp #EAT K
I N e B = kA DA AR v FLAE R 1% pH 26 T Y
FLRRAE R J1. IS 354 (41 3500-4000 1%)
B D e R A T AR S (0-38 g/L) FHFE
KWI4h pH (4.5-2.6) MEHIIEHEER T, W& 3RGH
BEAL TR Bk LACe-35 757G pH #2 ill 2 A1 T FLIR 1 & 1k
67 g/L (Z&pH 2.4) 7,
412 ¥R

R EENEMEFENEY, Ty
R & 20 5 S BLR R I I R =R R
(TCA) TBEIIBARA 8, W TR M a8 170 A 13 1 A )
EN B R R AL (PYC) MIMEH AL N &
M, MaFERBRMEAR (MDH) ARFERR. Xi
4 (2023) L it F ik PYC (Aspergillus oryzae
AOPYC). MDH (A. oryzae AoOMDH) , i b 3¢
FRlE (MAE) AR A i = P R B R i (PCKO
CABH W77 SRR P A%, SIN C4-—RRFZEA (S
cerevisiae SPMAED) 38 58 73 Wk, DA SIZ B0 w8 28026
SR . Y lipolytica #3% [H FDA 1A 7€ N GRAS
A, R RAU TG A Y 20t 5
AT TR B R bk - Wang 55 (2024) 1E Y. lipolytica
gl NIEJR A TCA & 12, FFidRIE QR G i
B AT B IR A AR . 3 R A A R R
Al FE R CE RN RN ER TER
T8 N S e kAL, $R S T LR B bR Polg-
CEE2+Sp i pH N 32 . LAH M A BRIE, o 75 ¥ n
PR, SERER P EIA R 112.5 g/L. AW FIIE A
T AR TS =S ST, R
W 1£ Y. lipolytica W B V) 55 9L R 1% pH A2 7= L- 3 2R
W2, NHALE IR LR T 2% 07,
413 B

PEIAMR & — P E B DU Bk —RIR, B 3K 1 Rk

BTN BAMERFEhEGWz—, FHigH
REN 7.6 T ™, 53R —FE, BEHIR ] DL
W R EE =R (TCA) TEHRERBEE K. £
W 7238 3 i %4k PYC. MDH. FUMR F1 FRD, it
73 18 R AT AN 100 g/L % %) B% A 7= 2R 11.6 g/L 3%
g . it — bR T R, BFRE SRELT PDC/
GPD i %« B i 8 Ak (AJEN2). MAEI
i35 . NDE B DAV A7 A0 38 JEOIR 28 BA S H
FIH S5 TAEHENE o LAk 5 1 B AR R A H v A0 25
PEIR A BUR, BRIIER = 2k 109.5 g/L, #HZER
0.65 g/g, AP HEE ~0.54 g/L/h. ILAL, Z%HETTIE
HBEAT T H BV 0 A iR A2 7=, 7E pHL 3 %64 T 3%
HIRR = ik 63.1 g/L ™, i, 1% [F BN EF X FER)
R AR X = A S B A S A RS, 2
W7k R MR AR W R X = KSR g DL P
kudriavzevii 1 BRI R A= 7= 6e 11 . WEFCN G0 N IR
PEL R AR PDH W& (£ BRERREE R 751D 5E fr
T, 46 RBtikEERiE, {415 NADH /KF
PTF, BRI E M 2645 g/L I 3147 gL, N
P B2 AR R IR/ 69.2%; il KK E. coli LIETR 7y
WRHRE (PR A M gltd. IS 3K TR B AcnA
), HB 4 4% it NADH K # 1) 3E R R i &
(MDH), #—5 4% NADH F Fl 2 . 1138 %
JiL 5t PDH 5 0 5. T 2. R4 A A7 28 77 il (Fr 3§
Mg ZCHNEE, 7 &0l 1.22 f%F14.35
5, UE S IZ X 3 b SR I 6T Ok Ji B RN 2 T S I A AT
A 2 R S 1
4.1.4 FHAuAH AR

3FHEEAIR 3-HP) &5 = KREA WAL S
AR SAEY, Hoi 3 OB P v ] ik B 4
100123670 ™. SRIBALEIE B (Schizosaccharomyces
pombe) X 3-HP HA RIRM 52 PE, 851 N8 Bt
HAF A (malonyl-CoA) &7 O LRESGE H T4
77 3-HP. #RTM, H AR 1S I 3-HP W A (11 g/L)
i dt— DT, 5 ae5 Ik Ak 2% 26 A0 56 4 1
i, Tan%% (2026) HIL P kudriavzevii SD108 3
R 4H RO i 4 & D15 o b, 2R3 8] T &is
PE ) 3-HP & i K BB, R AR 1- MR G
(PAND) . B-INZ MR- B IR 2 F % B (BAPAT)
F13HP i 8 (YDFG), i # Il PAND %4 .
B DI R o AT I R I 582 e AR e -3 - T TR



016 GRENE 75

Al DL K i i R 0 T R R AL I R R A SR
B AL T NS AN il 3 K ER W A ]
K3HP W= ERmE N gL, A —EMNE
Ge b,

O (AA) =28 e 47 1 50 B 45 1) 5
JG, FEMIHFTFREL N300 50N, & RES
AR P2 D7 R B b A 2 AL . R B TR
RILEEHE RIRA RO BRI A, Ham kA3
TR M =Z5%EDE R, 500 9 18 D7 R
Feffisfe, R FEIEE, LA RS B IR 3% 1k
BN, OB L RE (Candida tropicalis) X
OB 2, B g LUy iR A g 197 B AR D9 Bk
P, A RIEERE . —KRERE T~E
UG AR & I EERR R R R R i, 2 T M
R A SMEEE AT A 12 gL 2R M™Y. &
T, WL o B B — BRI O R P occidentalis ,
FRHH TRESGEH T4 C AT, HRER
(cis, cis-muconic acid) . Fli FEBZ I i K= &= IA 39
g/L, I 7 HARE R AR, X T
FIEFMEEMSE, MO ZREDE R T 5
— 2R AIAT R LR B

FrEREEMHER=ER KGR —,
ER M. st TR BERTZHMHE.
M7 (Aspergillus niger) T AN NFTE IR L
AT R R R . SR, R R R 2
B TR L2 A TV B R B TR AR DL R s I A R SR 1) B
2 U DR BT R A 43 B 3R AT 1 R 2 I
(Candida tropicalis) F1 o & 4 B2 /R B2 B (P
kluyveri) ¥ BA & AT &R IR 6 /1, o[ g 4k
AR IR = R (30 - 40 g/L) 2w Tk A Al
fl (8-19¢g/L). &4 it 20 REE 7
RIS, FEFRR RIS A R R AR 1

42 ETERARNREHRI NEEREY
=127

RPZRIELLR S (PHA) & — 80l W) B i 1
AR, BA T E R AT . R IR W
Acidiphilium cryptum 7] KA TR B 3- 52 5 T R
(P3HB) 1ENMINEREYI T . TR G 77 5k v]
B RN H 2 B I5 4, PHA KRB0 KT BOES: T
2 BRIRCK B REAE SRR AR o J8 I AR T AR 9

HHT L B 5 PHA & B ik, Ak — BRI &
H5EEMMER™ . BREATH A —NRED
T RPFZFICIREE . WBIREE (Acidiphilium sp.) 1]
DL A2 DLER 0T AB K A S W0 0 32 i o I 46 &
SIS REY, oAl i Fe D ™. B 5
Gonzalez %5 (2023) #5131 Acidiphilium cryptum
Lhet 2 & i Al SN R G &8 H b W
PR E, RN = pEiE3.2: 230107,
T g TR B A B AL B8 (Sulfolobus solfataricus)
FERHA B AL B (S, tokodaii) FVER #ABR AL H 14
(S. acidocalcarius) &R GV & A A0 i
2] W Jig L B H o W T R R R Y S B B
INEANRE VAL, WETR & U IR AN RS2 T
REZ BRI, 1E& B WA AR S 5t
HHSHNE. HEREE (Streptacidiphilus) 1F
VBT HE R, HENATESFE
IR AR FE K % . Yan 45 (20260 AVL PG BERE R
(Streptacidiphilus jiangxiensis) 45 1 #Hi M —
i A B SjIS, P AE BOBT R i E A, iR
IR IR R T B T E R SRR Y. A
BENE (Ectoine) s — Fh B A AV L5 V)
DRI, Tz B T A G 5 A 2 . 2
FEMERE  (Leptospirillum ferriphilum) 55 W& FREK 4,
A4 2 TR ik AT 2 2 A o R DY S T A i ik R
(ectABC), WIFEWRVE S5 PR 5 v & J VY &% g LA
RN BE S . R YA g & o ie 5
AR 5 56, A 5 TF R8T AL IR 14 DY & e 4 g
T =

WAL, W R 1 20 TR A TR R VR I 22 B
TER K fEBE . EEE . HEIRE R MEES) RRAER
P pH. mil N ORFRIE T, R Tl SRR MR S
SR S A LA R g e TR R A
I BRI B B A B B pH AR OE 1, AT AR
PEBCE FR M 25 A N RBLH A i o 1

5 REiHkRH

E. coli FISL I B 45 B A 0 (L 3R 1E R B
YT RRIA, HENT. FORL, HEE ARG T A,
O R LA A AT S B AR AR,
LA B K e, 75 WL A 7 7 T AR B
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BILLE: 2 o {H 21X IS A 40 M 5 AT iR P pH 5
R R R E AR, LAgERR L T pH, S
KEWFEGHEYRR AR FFERS. BRIk,
afifh, PEHURAE . ML R, JERE A R B ik
A% O B A2 FT7E BB AR pH L 2 55 BRI B b 4 5 A=
FE, BRSO T KR A S MR R T, O
ATRE M B aifh . IEER, BEE S RRAEDFE T
AW FE, BT R R B AR S B A B AT o T
W TR B EE, M 7 B AR 7 S
T D4 St s ) A A £ i - b T K & e N
BRI AE P (RS 1, 3B FH U 2 B AR DR
B Bl FLIKBNRK [ 2 . AR e EE
B, DA K i T T R G A4 0 i R R R R A R A
M. HET, R AR ) A AR TR K
H e TR M. B AT bk g 57 T BN K
AWML ERE RS, HEMMEFRERERE XK.
TR T TR AT R A LB R R A, R A
JUF R WBRRAESFZOEDE SRR ES)
BeL N “ B MEHAE” BEMR . IX — B0 B 4 R
TAHBRAEDF RGP N A Bk,
W T B ) 2 L P A S 4 R R % pHL, R R 4
JE Joi 2% 18] J2 43 b B 1 350 75 3 S0 o R 1 A B . e
U5 2 LR 210 51 N T B8 £ 47 1 4 i Js A AR -
fr, 5lREFEMARW M. Bl R EnR T
FEWFI0 2 15 B A2 S 06 == 4l 15 R B B, Tl AR (1)
TR N RO AR . Aa SRR R
FUAE AT IR JIAC TG, S50 5 48 K P 19 7 B8 Ak
M LB FEE R Tkt ORI FE R A7 75 2 B Pk
i ERTAdaEly (nEE T EERE T
1 BB AED BRSNS . T/
pH/ A S (R i, DA TR B R A R SR B
HIAES TS AR . AR U IR B2 BE 2 R —1%
HHLER A& A RIKAL . B8l P, kudriavzevii
P. occidentalis % B 1 C. ## 7. CRISPR-Cas9 2 K] 41
ARG, B RUEEEMLI T AR, R
B BREAMR . KRR . FrER S 2 A LR 1R
PEpH &, B = Rett TAE . SR, K
053 AR A X P8 1 RE AT A7 7 25 DR 26 Th Be A B A 2
ZHERNGE THER. RS54 ERARIE T
P REP . IR 2 R AR BLst L TH . 5
B RAE S AR 25 bRad B 5 A s %

e 0 TR BK Crabtree SN T 3 B 7 i 5k, K
E I SEETAEA LR -

AN, S5 E. coliv S. cerevisiae %5 ¥ 34 J& 3% A
Bl , i PR i AR 4 4 3 A B2 S5 = b v 4K B AR e A
. CEENRE T ZEARS G AR
(RBS). Z L7 DiReufHEM >, HRZ B E
PRIE PR E B RAE, BV G B U i iR
JRE R AURTE . ARk, BEE B AR A R
N 3 e 4 B AU 0 TE S 41 5 TR Bl i 4 AR Ak 1 4
G Wt — D ¥ U R T A A R T
A8 FLRE A8 L2 T V2 1) N 3 5% v Sz RS ) 1 AR08 R
s RERK, GHRENY . RE4ENTS
BLAS 22 2] R BE R &, O 75 T 40 B R TR IRAR
T TP ABE YK B R M iR B AR B U SRR SR T T K
PERBEAER o AL, $h R IR Tl AR W) IR B 1 43
THEM, Wi Ear. ol R e
N BRI H AL TR SEng, Kk — BRI H 2 1)
RE 1 5 A BT A o g 78 70 e TR R Al A ) IS i
EAEYIHIE R RE, KRG A % 1 K R R
T R IA B, 190 P bRy S 1 R 4 e A
Bt = i S B8 3h 1 M 52 PRAE ) . A A B
. ArgmiE HnTy R TR, KB scl
FadE . R0 H R A SR e E Ak TR, M
I ) N — AR R AR PR R . R SR
WA, WA BT LR A . R &
HIRHAET AT, RGEEESRWZ MM CH
KPR e A TR 2 VAL s, 5 Sl O 7 5 i
P SR R DR SR B g A Ak
DR B) 22 S 0 A S5 Th e 70 Ak, 00 IR 12k W o T B Y
REPE s &, CHKFTEFIR . AR
Jre AU R R AR R S AR R, R AR
U g A0 LN pH AR A 4ERF I DUk . a2 40 2
BB T S RG AR, RGENT A P
FRALHI 5, IF DAy RRR, TR REH TR
pH AR A WU K e [ 21 2 32 /K Al 5 Tolb i
FE I R e A B Pk, gkt AR ) ) R A 0 B
TS

2 £ X W
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