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Regs x| A%

(1. WRRZ AR UM AE YRR K A%, IR $Fr 2501005
2. EBE B R TR I AT A TR E X A se 5 %, k3T 100080)

PUE £ HAEE

B ARWREEL AT U207 A0 S A A T St 0 S — 38, B AR T b/ e IR
AR CRETAED R, ARk, MR A TR R, R R R R A S T BEAN AN B AT A% 0, kAR
BEARI A2 5 | N A 8 (TR A T T RIS P B A vt ™ 2 s Bl A PR B v, AT RS TR P L5 sl A
T DA 22 o IR ) 40 v AR AR P AR IO BE D, AR T S AN TR AR A I A R k. AR S T A
RRAEACHE A AL RS 7 T340 7 t LG (K S T RSt (RO AE T 20 D A7 0 S A I LR A R ST
Bt b, Wb D UCEIAE R, IR G A TR BN A MO R A AT AL, ASEILm RO e (AR AT 4 3

JERHRI LB, A ARG T LA AR AR LR e I A 0 TRl A I A A RS O U

EHEIE. AHE: WORS, QU TRE. ERWNEERE, 400
FESES: Q817 XHEkERIRAD: A

1 W&

20 tH42 70 AFEARI A G AL A 4 A T U0 e s oK
R EURIBEES, Il T AT R AR = AR R U 1 2P £
VA S8 00 A ) B = i RS 1 BRI RRL, I
PNINA At R RERT S AT ARG T e 2 —. gl
W SRS R A B e, BRI TRl 5 g iUk
YIRHEAE T 21 2005 4F 42 5 #EAN IS H BRI FEIR 2%,
i F] 2010 4F, X—HfE Bk 5.75%M. L 2001 4
AR R T R AR 1 P HE T SRR (LB
10%~15%), X&TIARE SREIR TR B TP AR AR 7 K i
P AR R JEN IS, LS80 LR B A 7= 32 B DLYE R i
FORE B JSURE, JEURE AR 2B 7 S AS AR K L
B, fE—mE R E T A SR T A . HTER
USRI, ARBTET g S tFt b oh 325 (A4 it
U5, BRSBTS IR 50%,  HETR
LR TR AAFENR LA . Bk, R GET
E2i e 41 TR SN 67 )18 ) P YR 3 X4 X ) 8=
B AT S B . AR A 4 5 1) A R
B, TR AR g B TIAF 30%, 1T LA
A 1A ORI A2 08 U5 S ) Tl AR A TR DG B

X B AR AR AR R A (0 5 ) AR AR 5 4y
AR I, AHEHE N B R 40 5 1 Se A AR I St 1 (Xy lose
Reductase, XR)FIAHE i 2 (Xylitol Dehydrogenase,
XDH)1E T 44 g AR WHE. eSS an i b, AHE 44
fitf(Xylose Isomerase, XI1)HJ LA B $2 45 AR A6k A B

It HEA: 2005-04-13, f&[E HEA: 2005-06-06

X EHS: 1009-606X(2006)01-0138-06

K B 45 5 A W B S (Xylulokinase,  XK) i R AL A= B
ST R A B i i) LA IR T PR LB i 12 (PPP), SR LA
PR P24 6l IR T 5T R AT S—MAE IR H -yl s e N\ B A i
P RS . ARG T T LT R 2 7 R A A 4 (P 3
P BEFIAZ By e o 0 1 25 R AR I R I i 4 8%, H &
B R 2R 15y, SWEIN 52 )5, AR5l D) F AR 1) fie
PRI, A 20 22 80 AEAXTTAS, AT R AR T
T B CSes PR BF  BS4H TRT O I AR 48 T B B A =
R, JFEU TARKEERE, 3R13 T A HA R T 500 T
FEB AR AT 14 A 4 DU I 1% 11 0 40 181 4 ) 46 1
PRIEAT RS TR SOsE MR 7t e

2 BEWEHAERHRIRERE

X P B TR () AR AT it 3 L 4 v 7 R I B
(Saccharomyces cerevisiae) ', &R GE KA 5 12
s WOSCRIH . WERR OB A . BHIEAR S P AL R
KA YERFEZATT 1
2.1 KHEiEH

AR (1) 5 W32 i e WA Ay A2 TR Y 1 BB T B iR [
1% Bf(Pichia stipitis) ) HIAHE f5 3= ZEMIBR G 2 —. 7ERR
TEPRERETR, AR AR 3 B e s o AN ) A A B s A
K7 HXT4, HXT5, HXT7 F1 Gal2 /r S8 711, A,
A 260 B PRI A A T LA S0 A A P I B TR A0S A B
Epm ), Hamacher 25CIF 5 R 8L, MmERER A 8 BTG
18 M IS A 14 2B IS, RIS A 58 BEARWR AR

EEWBE: HXEAILAOIIUR R TRI(973 H0) %W H (%5 : 2004C13719700); (L ZR44 HARRIERE S % W5 H (45 2004B302011)
EEBN: XFEL971-), 5, WAEEFSWA, #t, B%Z, A5Gk TS, Tel: 0531-88365278, E-mail: weifliu@sdu.edu.cn.



E1M

KBRS AR ARG AU TRE IOt 139

AR RE TR AR A BEAE AR 5728 ARG, ot
I AR 70 TRPG 1 IE %) 05 LI B A4 T 25 B IS B AR
gi. BPRIRFIFHAKER Pichia stipitis W57 KL, &4
PIAN B 25 e AN R A RS i R 46, LR
DR RGN AW R A B BT L=, I s A ris
R G H AR S RO, R RIS R GE R A
R . A XS IEFTHE i R GRS A F)
T TR REACHE £ QU TR RO ACHE 1) i 255
2.2 ARHEEREHERIGE L R BEER X MBS 2 S

FLYE 1991 4F, Kotter 25 LRLB 1 He R [RIBERE A
B 320 J5 it (XY LL) 5 AW I ot S (XY L2) e 7% 381 R T 7
REFSILERIL, 19 20 AR R Ak 7] LIEA 541 R AR
FHAKEIE P A AR, (HBF0RIL, XYL 5 XYL2
XA AT (A8 A m] A S ZAR = 0 T )0 B
H XYL2 RILEME— D4 m, WS EOREHE ) 527
Gy, WIS 7S AE IR SR A b TG A RE R, A 1
TP — B R b AHE A I 1 I D B

A T B S AR AR U R R R K — AN SRl , TR
FEBE 5 I RIB T PEARAR. A2 X6 ACHEAR 118428 Hh A il
PR SO RV I, FRARAE — SN [l 1 S5 IR
TP RE R R L R R IA P stipitis () XYLL, XYL2 KHR
WEERE H 5 XKS1, AILA{E 36 h 7= AE 5w = i (1) L
(50 g/L)M, fHth AT VF 2 HR0E AL, XKSL Hid RN
TELFARAA N n] LARR s AW R F 28 i 70 Al 4 4 1
T, EAR T LR E A R I B K S, (HAREI
B FERE A B 50%~80%M2, i —ANTTBE ) 5t Kt
SEAE DA, e 3R 1 A T S8 5o A WG PR
I B ER LA SRR ERER T Uy ATP, M5
A M AR KT EE T DR, A P 1 8 0 20 4
TE—ANRERECRUF AR A 8OR T, SCAS 40 i A 3 ik
P (38 B K. Walfridsson 25 31 4 i 48 4k
PPP i 4% n] LAt T ik XYLL 5 XY L2 M5l
AR S AR . B ST R B, BRI Rk
il /i i (Transketolase) i i % A e BEGTACKE A 1)1 B,
{4 1% 1 1§ (Transaldolase) i ik 1 2 3k Al DA %
PR A IR . $5%30 , Karhumaa 255 ] —#kid
R IAE AN Thermus thermophilus XI JE[A. XK Ji
IR e Ak 22 A SRR B R AL I A I DR (O RE BT R, B9 T
TX G AN S R R IR O ACHE A F I s, &5 SR AR
T P R KT A (14 280R) FH AN ASUAR AT A A I 280 A i i
A 80 A, AR T AR A AR R A G AR 0] A T F 22E
— AR
2.3 BEMRSSWIEREFEX ARTER S BRI

FLIARIRIETC R IR, AR J B4l A NADPH

(RIS A et v 10k NADH (IS5 g, EBE 5 AR
W T SR 40 5 22 DL NAD N AHIR T, #b L R N BT s
SR (R AN ) A A 4R 45 1F T AR AR AR
Lo R BEEE BBUN — A E BN Kk, B A
NADPH [AHXS K, JFEERE NAD IR (1) A2 S AR
AR SO BRI R, A AT HOR FIACKE 98D AR Y
LTI AT R PR S A R R ) Bt 1 St
TR AR AR ek 1 40 P P 1 4 A 38 JUR 24 4 i —
ANSPEHEPIRAS , I B 3 ik XKS1 IR AL 11 1) 6-
Tl 7 T 43 D g 5 R (2woFL) B, 6— Tl 6 ] 450 v &
B LA (gdnd) iR, ] DA 2 e o= SR =, (HL
THLP NADPH [98/b, Ik 65845 [] iof b BEAIE 1 ACHE 1)
Wiz 1 Anderlunt 207 XR 15 XDH (42
ik ARSI AKEIE )5l 4545 I XDH 7= £E NADH [ JL2
SERRW, RN T 53 TR RIE XR F1 XDH
(K TRERRRARLL, ABERER= K FEE 11.3%, 1T SRR
L 20.3%. Watanabe 2508V i b4 HE lk R BE )
XDH BT € s, 193] T —A0 NAPD(+)55 1)
P& 4500 i HAEAGACR 5 BF A T L) NAD(+) 5
SUERAR 2 (V) A8 A, L Lk A TR I A i P ) 26 BT
B A AR 1) 5% M AT 5 1 — 2B WE 5T

WFFCR I, AT AR FHACHHE IR B PRG35 4
TR, BB A FRIHAKE, (HZREM
PEA T SR AR A BT R, SR AT
e3P A ATP I 142 NAD' A I BF R A7 2504 Qi AR & 4=
JRIRE BT A T 10, DRI, BRAPG PR 1 J BRE A 7 A K T
VAR FH — A F5 K (1 B0 12 5 A g A2 R E T BT AR R A
JREESAT FFIIAKE LK. Eliasson 251907 2002 4F 11k
HRIE L P RE TMB3001 75 5 46 B A AR ARG A B o]
DA PR = A2 W05 K, AELPS RS = % AR (% Sonderegger
25201 2003 AR FH 2% 41 R AR R 4 110 32 4 R e 7
ARG, 35 4k TR (Evolution engineering)f 4
I BT BIREAT RS T AREIACKE, (BAS = A RS 1) 11
P s AN Bl DR SR FE A B A2 KA Bl e 2007 A T RS 1 1
PR, (X S TR (1 AL 15 SR A AN 48 AR LIk
WFICEE S, AR, T AR AR R A i s R A
PRAK I, FERIUCA FRAE R A R s AR, A
T3S 3] i A AL AR 1 7).

B T AR TR OSBRI RESS, HAR SR A e 1
ftb— LGP RE R b ] DL R AR A I 7= A 0K, g
T PR . RS B (R 22 R) o+ HE R B4, i L
X 4 R RS A 5T £ 4 2% IR K AR B R B AR A 1 K
TPV T M FE ¥ . T A T o 4 [ e s A A
L5 B AR X I 288 B R 1) AR R R P AT T E ST S K



140 U & I

%6

HE, AWE R 204 25 KR SR IR B mT LAgg = 21 20
g/L[21'22].

3 mE) kBT AR KR T
2 Rk

Je& T DA LGN B )32 B R I R L B AR AP
A Dy 1EE— TN TR AT T 2 ot R Bl B el S g 5
FEM) Enter-Doudoroff(ED) B iz fif ik 17 AH 8 B¢ v %4 7= A=
CTEWIAEY). SRS T SR R A = R A= P n
BRI EE REAR L, 3230 A B M i AT an B LM AL (1)
RS = BT B S NAE (2 97%), YRS 7=t LU ) B
i1 5%~100%, A LLIERF il 5 %, HARE B A
VAR (2) iR 52 77, 52 WORE TR P T ik 16% (¢0)s
() MWLM, AERKEFRERM . hAh, SR
W2 BE— K, 328 3l 9 PR R AT A 8 A IR 2 A B bR
(GRAS—generally regarded as safe), 1% 445 5 nf
D] A S A S S DRL SR RS, it L LASE R 5
N JEURE, T I8 B T R AT FRITORS A 7= Tk Ak R 560 A
CURCINREAT. R SRR REARALL, 32 20 2 IR PR B 14 11 iR
VIR VG IR, BRAATRE . BB RERss, TS
it 2> 05 L PRI AR 28 A2 T A JHG DG V2R FH A Jot 41 4 2% /K i
PR R AR R oy, T BRI T AR RS A etk
({18 1. Zhang 25123075 1995 47 1 Rl Hivks S5 AR A G
FHOGIR 4 ANJE R Ak 2118 2 A 0 R v, 9 FL Dy i
PR T 2IK. TR ACHE S ) il DA (xy L) RS I B J55c
FER (xy1B) 57 54 AW e Ak, il I JSOBH g 47 1) J 2 ) o
) A) A T B —5— Mol 1R, 2 A Ty DT et/ AR g e ity 5
[l (talB) £t T K5 AT B -5 IR 5 Ll ED I& 4211 i [R)
W, IS ACHERSOR FH 2R L. 3RAS R A R
Pk CP4(pZB5) Rl 11 LAACKE Ay M — RS G 77 48 E ARG,
I H =ik 2] T BLR P= 2611 86% 1A T AWE A7
RN 25 g/l PRGBS, 4830 h REE, PFIBE
R W e AL R AR W]k B 95%. MY B B AR A,
Mohagheghi %5124 5Kt & WA R Bz AF B BT g 1) 7 A
Kk DR HE 5 338 B A I o R e A B TR R S i —3
i i U DR (Idh) R A3 T — RS IR A R bk
AX101, 71T B B A A AR AR IS S ATb% e g 1)
[, A T R = LR 1 AR

T 0 I ) TR R R e P R BT £ 4 3 2R AR oK
A PR ) Sk, — AT AR I ) R TR
BRI K A rh A 22 IR, JEILE SRR IR 52 1 1)
7. Lawford 251250 g6 e 388 27 ACHE AR U ¢ 35 DA 11 b
pZBAL % NiZs) R IEPMIE ATCC39767, H5fh 487

b PRGBGSR TP B85 9%, TR AW IR 7K
ERMREI, A 5 5 p SR W BRI I 1Y) 10%(¢)ik EIEE 57
K 50% (@); 1537 149d Ja, B85 HE,
JLAET 0.4%~1.0% (@) SLIRIMBETFRIE TR EEN) LT =i
IEF T HIR{E Y 94%~96%. Hul, WA E VI LERID
WAk R R A 2N . AX101 [EREAEAES LR TR 52 AR
(PR, BB RAE RS 7 160 A5 1) B AR B AKE AN R H7 411
¥, {1 Mohagheghi P45 11 AX101 7EIES:E TR, 24
LR LRI 4.5 g/L, gl DRI AR 3 4 TH 4R 98 22 11 AR
AHE. H21T, Mohagheghi P 2 1AM it i& 125
DR G (i A B A5 1) 4 TR K 8D, 1% 18 FRAE S W RS AT IR /K
B K e LB P B n Ik 85%, LT LATiR A2 K I i
16 g/L N4, ‘worth REFN TS, CA IAHSSHE
FEATR, AR Sz P T R R e, w] BAAGI T %
PU LR TR B R SR I T 25 BR 7K A 1) S IR AN 3%
BNF.

4 KA ARAERE T & LB S
Tk

KA v R FH R 32, SR B 7S BoRE Rl T
R (AR RIBT R ACTRE). A T R AT 1 kD i 5 7 1)
PR, i EORE A R P AR R =R 2 (2
LN HLR). biHked 80 4R4C,  Ingram 25T TE Bl A 9
P TR ) T 7 TR R 1 S (PD C) T 2 T it S Bl
I(ADHINKEE T PET #8901, IR %A T ZAKG
FRi ik, 45 BT E TR R 2= a8 7
R4 . Beall 258V BlAL AL AT pLOI297(% PET #
W) B R KIHFT B 80 g/l ARERE FRIEA 42 °C K s
FUR, A LIEFEEAILE]0.72 gl(L-h), 1T L2
JynT ik E] 53~56 g/L. [ Py B A AL T AEH0E , H
AL TG B B,

Ohta %00 F- 1991 #FKf b3k AN Rk — A 4 45 3]
B R AT 1E ATCC11303 YL ta A - (1) A i R FH R 24 it
WL LR (pfI) JBE A T, R R I P AN JE R K S 3R A 1 T
I, AR BR T R R e SR, IR T &
R AR AR ). 8T X BT 45 R AR 1) R 41 15 2
I I, B 2 3RAS I R AF IR TR TR (KO 1) e A4 i1 7%
Bl R R B R & WE I e 4 i Os BT B R E 1
103%~106%. 1T KOLL [Fl i 15 7 B% F1 1 Mot Sl 556 K] ke
B2s BT LA SR 28 R P P10 I B R 25 B A 75 ks EE 41
PRFRI 5%. JE—DHFR I, KOLL X787 b 2 42
WK =) B RO A /K g = AT R %, LR =]
DU B BB E ) 80%~82%. {H T KO11 FfidE kK
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pH FIEE /> B 6.5 5 35°C, 1 AJRET4E &5 JFi T
LTRSS BT FH K ) T. reesei HI£T4E 2 M5 4 f63d pH 5
WS A 4.6 1 B5°C, B LASEAT [P R AL A % (SSF)
A FEEAEAE—E NAERY, [F, W2 s st BER, 1
IR K AT PR A R R ARAE TP BRI AR R FR e, R
P A (PR 7= R AEAR KR S 52 40 i A B 2B K 1 PR
. Underwood 25B2 it I 22 1, 380 skt A s 484
NS E RSB, SR TR AN IS AR 57
A n] ARG 0 40 i 2 K B R CEDRS 77 % Yomano 2500
1998 FEJiiik th —HR MR LYOL, JLAE 140 g/L AHERT
T B R IEAKE RIS [ ] EAA 120 h 445 %] 96 h, JfH.
A DT 52 A 5T 21 4 22 7K A 7= ) v 16 22 i A A A
W . O CIEERE LRSS, (HRERI AR A
.

Hespell 5B Rl F —Ff n] UK AN 20 7= 2R 3%
U T R H R IAT I FBR R ARIE A il F rp &
YU PRIAR A M. FBR PR Ay dil 2k DA I 2 FF T 22 i 18 ()
RV IR 1 ST () v G ¥ 30 i A ) TR AR A0 A B P At 7
A1 NADH,  DRIIAE A ST FAREAE . K gt PET
B 71 pLOI297 4L FBR 1, A ER T KR
e, T HL RS R e R e o) S A AR e, o —
R4 Pk FBR5 7 36~60 h PRI AT 5g 4 R IEAHE,
LIRS PR IA F) 0.46~0.51 g/g (L WEIARKE). i,
Nichols 2Bl iy gt 7 — 28 70 Wl 1 A7 7 X A ) I — 1 255
BTl TR 6 FE I R 96 (ptsG ) R B R B K, XSS BRI PR T
ptsG IR SR A AT AT 11 32 503 i 1 4 B 1) 34 45 52 BB
13, AN IR T A et A rh i 2 B R BB RN, AR AR
PRI T LA ) ) BT oz P B 0 20 AT AR

5 & Z

LT YE LT s L o, WAk
MR R RN —. DRl 4E
RN OB, Oz — R A aea oR 5
PRI, HLmdo™ 4 CRER R R, ol T IXRE)
WANE AR I IEAAEAE, Pt ANAT G 10 R A RS
JRUBR, 3EL L g3 A A AT G AR R IR AT e A2 R
N RS AR R AT L AR B At 5 B OB 1 TR
B BB AR WA R e B WATIN, JF
HABSRAG TR R A bk, (HAE S A7 AR
2 T BRI IR L R RE RN, A A B AREA
B A RE b 5 A7 AE LA e 406 ORIl 4 min] 3k
ARBTIR I AFAE s LB AERCR B, FIR R AT RS
AR L B BRI 2 DA = RN
1113 b P B R ) 5 100 U A5 S Al v F A TR

I, AR S W RE B PO R AT B0 R L, (H

i pH — L P, EAE G FP R R LR ]

I, BB TRE R T SE I A e A1, niigRdtdl

Jn BHURAL A MR T AN, DR e &5 SR /> R ¢

HIELER. S34bh, REET e sk K AR b & b A A X

TR 52 1 R AR 5 S SR PR 7 P T 20 40 o TR B

HEN T MY AR T 6 2R R — AN TR, T3 — ] ) e

Afp R bRt — P B TR T Bk B ARk, 1L

IS AR T AN TR A BEAIT 08 5 21 4 o sk T4 2 5K

I

ANTR TR RE BRI 2 40 B, SESC B TR S i B 2%

FbR, O3S BEA L, BT 2 A 2R 2 s —

YEEOEOR, WTEES A Fes . Al

H 3l E A, IEEAS TR AR PR AT AR L

R R 2% S AL, SR AR, JCILE R &

PET R MAKE KW i & A0 IR, Tl &5 & AL TR

A PERXLSIA T AEAR LN A4, RSB R R AR 1

S es s T P T i ob Y AW WS S VA

T ARG Al — SRR PR K TR AR, DA R SO TR R

V], A E AR SOE L REAE i T PR 2T 4k 2% (1 P

B 2 QR PR A B TR RESE, eI C A

FESCRRR PR IEAIL b, PP AR, S

X 3 T A R UR N S A R AH R TR) 2 e B BOR BT 5T

Sk, O S E AR AR AT 4 38 L BAT IR

VTG PN =S
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Metabolic Engineering for Improving Ethanol Fermentation of Xylose by Yeasts and Bacteria

LIU Wei-feng!, ZHANG Xiao-mei*, CHEN Guan-jun’, LIU Chun-zhao®
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Abstract: Efficient fermentation of xylose constitutes a major part of successful bioconversion of lignocellulosic biomass for ethanol and
other important chemical production, but there is no natural microorganism suitable for efficiently transforming the renewable
lignocellulosic materials. For the last two decades, many improvements have been made in the metabolic engineering of yeasts and
bacteria including Zymomonas mobilis and Escherichia coli for the fermentation of xylose to selectively produce ethanol through
introducing either xylose metabolic genes or ethanol production genes into the above hosts and a serial of recombinant strains have since
been constructed. Although some of them have shown great promise for industrial exploitation, there still remain a lot of problems to be
addressed. It seems necessary to make further improvements on the present strains on the basis of systematically learning more about the
factors that control xylose metabolism. It also requires that the fermentation of recombinant strains be maximally optimized through
biochemical engineering to achieve the bioconversion of lignocellulosic biomass into ethanol with high efficiency. The present review
tries to outline some major efforts for developing microbial strains to efficiently ferment xylose to ethanol through metabolic
engineering.

Key words: xylose; ethanol; metabolic engineering; Sacchromyces cerevisiae; bacteria



