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KIF v A BREARR Ty S AR TREBOR S Bt Uik g, IR TROR I R AT

KR TR BRIAR, KIWAFEE
HESES: TQI2I SCRRARIDAD: A

LW E

DRIHIR MR ] 1, &= RIRIEH(TCA) I )™
Wy, TR AR (0 R e 42— BRER) 2
MNHFEZ . R Gekb, Bk g, &, RS
I, WATLMEN Cy FEEY), Gt E Bk
T T R DYSRI . - T ER. n- AL ot
fiil (NMD)  2- 1L g e W 45, 4t 5 110 3% 5 oK i i
2.76x10° va®. SiAh, BRI v] F ok A e nT B Ag i A=
YIEREY, W TN (PBS) MR M e, X%
FAWR T 12 75 SR B s 2.7x107 val™, SR, 1 Gtk 2
B R A TN I B 7 G 45 Ji DR B A 1 IR EA IR ) 2
R, DR ) R B A = B 3 R RV T 5 R B 5 |
MNATHIER. fEARZ IR A~ b, HArhi i %
] &  Actinobacillus  succinogenes, Mannheimia
succiniciproducens™, Anaerobiospirillum succiniciproducens®
A1 Escherichia colit”.

HZ DNA BORMKAMgE DL gt 7AW TR R
J&, DA A i) SRR et B ol 2 — A b v H 1)
YT B BEAR E. coli (BRI AR, WA
100 mol I Z7HEr= 12 mol FEIAME, {H E. coli 1k H 7 &
22BN, HILRAURE A AL s B L4, 1R
PR LG 2, FJE N 2 R HoAh oy AR F B
Skt E. coli MEHIMR ™ &2 nlATml0. A LAEX E.
coli f=BEHARR IR TLARRIFCHEAT T 4047, IR T8
RI FEHIT55%.

2 BB AR A K T
BEE E. coli {E47 UM F R B RE L L1,

It BEA: 2006-10-30, f&[E HER: 2006-12-29

NE/HRS: 1009-606X(2007)04-0840-07

NSRRI E, 10 E. coli 7RIS FHH TR &
BRI, PerE DR BEEIR, 10Y 7.8%!". B 1 Sy EFE
E. coli £E AL A R HIRR AR M 25 1. fh Il m)
DL H, 280 0 20 W e 2 R PR 05 12 2 T T R (PEP),
PEP 7t PEP RALEF I AL AE ] R I8 2 CO,, AL L
TR(OAA). OAA 41 3p FIR it Sl M s 1) ks i i 1) A=
M, BZERINNR. FIbA s, B4 1 mol
PRHIFR T 2 %2 1 mol 1Y) CO,, [AHSYH#E 2 mol 1
NADH!>,
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Fig.1 Metabolic pathway for succinate fermentation in
wild-type E. coli
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P S — DRI R N R4, I e e T Al e e
GE 5 PR 3 0 1 i i 1 R AR U, A 2 B R Al A
1, PEP 2 —NEEW ALY, REEWHATHE
FAEEHETH RS S, 5 REER EY G BURRET
0 VIR L, PRS- A fE 4l L ) 52
FE AT, KR AT 2 ANBEYE ) PEP R AL &
OAA, fEUF I, PEP RALEF(EC 4.1.1.31)%M 72 OAA
TEAEY) G P RS TR R R, %t BA
fRARI I ThRE, 5IN—3% PEP WM BEFARR. 26 2 M
h PEP AL BUIE(EC 4.1.1.49), A PRI GE S 70 B J5 H
AL R R A = B RRAZ TR MY OAA iR AR 1L
A B PEPY L I PR 1) 5 AR AE S T e AT TR
IThRL: PEP FR AT 20 i Az A Bl A 1 e 42 v I
1k, T PEP FRAGUSEE I 1 4 B AR KA 3R R i A 4
Ak S i L,

E. coli 2&y PEP JRALEGAI PEP 2 Ak I 1) 4 ik [
ppc Al pck G BE. A —TFoe ™, #ix 2 IER
Iy B T A FEIA R FORL pJF118EH W, JFE T tac J3 )
TP, EAFRI L E KA E JCL1208 #%, ‘&
A lac P T, HAEGER FRA T laclf LR, it
TE B B AFAE T 0] 5 4 28 -B-D-Bi AR - FLBE 1 (IPTG)
B EAIERERIE. REERT LA 37 /L (148 R Wi,
28100 pmol/L 1 IPTG 55, PEP JRALEEFIR AL B 1Y)
T LU SZAR AR 1 50~100 7%, 728050 M & &,
PEP 2L B SR IA PRI KRS, t1 2ok
FERRIY 3.0 g/L #2751 10.7 g/L, {H PEP JRAL I A1 A
RS AE . SRR, AR LA I an LR
NEARR . R LR LTG5 xR s A kb, 1%
— &5 AW, PEP JRAL NS A MA@ A% 1) S 4y
AL, 7 E. coli ik 7 3R IA BB U R = 1) 4 T L A7)
2.2 ESEEIRES

TERAIEE T, DUE SRR RAR 28, & 5K
W JFEH(EC 1.3.1.6)f# 40 5 LI A SRR, 2 E. coli &
BRI BRI AR T ) o — AN OB o S P S ) e
R JF AT TCA R BB I U, #mT LA
5T BN % 3 0 B F R 10 1) 300 S N, L5 N T
JEPIRISERN ) B A R B [R5 S A ANTA]. Goldberg 2627
Al Wang 25CUHE e iF 97 1 75 E. coli Fhid B ik & D IRIE
Ji Wl BB AR R AR R R, R B RO
pHC1002 {1 K AT DHSa, 75 B IR 5 AN I 2
BRI R B R B AR S B0 T, BRI A E SRR 1)
FRER, T A B A A A MR U IR R 23.7 g/L R4 A:
NRiFE 32 h )5, #1k 50.8 g/L HIE LRA R 47.5 g/L 1
BRI, BUREEAE N 0.93. ERFFRANR S LIgyIihk

FEXT AR I R, s BRI 90 g/L I, 77
AT RN, A S SRR VR 5 W K. Wang
PV RIF R B, 480 2 W 0 2 A o (A S Dy e AR
W J5 ) A= A R B S F- FADH,.

34k, E. coli mf H A AR S K R Lo il 23 0 B 3H
P (01 G = HE s e, L e — AN R PR 401 D S R
(EC 1.1.1.38). 3EFEeM i scfA JE K gwAdfE E. coli HH i
AR R P A0 S SRR 2 TR () T 3 s . AR, S SR IR A
PEAS R R K B H B Ko 25 AR, 4540 B LA
TR R A A, SEREREG ) Ko B0k 16 F1 0.4
mmol/L, KUt E. coli H13¢ 5L Rl Ak (1 s b 584 1) T
PIERRR A A . JBLEAE E. coli NZN111 it ik 4w ts
SR RBE ISR scfA, 45 SR IR IV AN AR B2 AT
2, BRI w2

3 B coliFIRmBaNHE TE

3.1 EFEALKHKIGTIE

PERIEPY, M. succiniciproducens fg i i Ak M & 19
AFEPEEIR, AR REIELR, E. coli BHATHIZIRGH
PLRR I A, F=AEBR AR 1) IRl I 5 AR AR 2 IRl 1),
L am ek He g E. coli A1 M. succiniciproducens ¥4/ 00Y
IR 2), A H I 5 I W 40 A g 1
ANFEHED, FRHE E. coli Hh RSB RE P EATIE 2 o, U
A RedE i E. coli REEBEHIIR M 8%, e T b L,
Lee 2Pl LU AT, 1463 # TIUF4E T E. coli
) pstG, pykF, mgo, sdhABCD #1 aceBA Ti MR, 45
FEEATTHIRBIR, K50 %5 B KR, KR E. coli
HRAEAE VR 2 AR R A A, e A T2 BELAG LB L AT
AR, BT A ORI, T Bk 5 AN DA 1) 4
YEFFEA XS E. coli REFH B2 g, A AE K 41 5
BRI P, O b P i 4 P A T — L ] 5 B LA AR T
TR TTARARAMESRAT B Ly, DR BIFFEN B3 AN 1) e id i S 56
KA T A 0] RER AL A SR SR TR K. BESRAN et th
T 4L A AT HAR, Lee 25 g A FHFE K 41 /K1)
E. coli fRBHARAY, 3 vh SEHLUEATBEALL S8, THSEpLAS
PUSZEG () 45 R W, fiF% E. coli T 1) pstG, pykF Al pykA
BEDAL, TR SRR I T B A AL X 45 IR
S2Y R3S T U E. coli W3110GFA ZE7= H 5 2 BRI
BRIV AT IS, oA R = i = Al W sk, £ 40 #r
B, E. coli 1 ff) pstG, pykF Al pykA =P #8 4% 5 15
PR (VDT AT %, 1T A A PR ) 7 — S84 S (Ut 1dhA,
pfl F1 pta)-F JERGHEIF=¥). 40X, M. succiniciproducens
FITA. succinogenes X 6 5y =I5 3 1 1 B P i 1 A 1
% A R ARRAR, DRI 2400 PEP #4508 OAA.
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Fig.2 Comparison of the central metabolic pathways related to succinic acid formation in M. succiniciproducens (A) and E. coli (B) **!

R E HIRIX — (S S AR p. Rk, E. coli HiN
A 22 1A A QOB o1 B8 BT 11 26 AR

Th e i R 4 2 R0 R G0 AR ) 2 1R R e A A b it
TRZPNH AP AR 0 TR, AR TR A R
B3 TR BT A A LB S g T R R 4 e AR
TAENTIE E. coli 2B~ BEHRR IMBFIT T, FRJGIE I T 74
A DR 2 R 2 R DB IR R e K b B e 7 AR
TRERIWFITRCE.
3.2 MR PEP B ILBEEE AR SN

PEP JRILIABAAE E. coli "HAEAEAE N —Fiobl S 2E 1
W, WL OAA ZEJ% PEP. Millard 25806447 PEP &
A BIEHE A (pek) [Tk pCK601 7 3344 pJF118EH
Hr, EBD lac YT I4E £ JCL1208 FRERIA, KL
L H 3R PEP RSB A (E R R M - e . 5
E. coli ANAIMJE, 7= B% 51/ I £ # 14 (Actinobacillus
succinogenes) 11 #] PEP J& 1t (PEPCK) 1] LAf# 1L PEP,
ADP Fl CO, £ OAA Fl ATP. X —Jx M & A
succinogenes [ 5E CO, fz 4 AE R BY 3R 1) 32 2 s W27,
Kim 252825+ PEPCK BEATHFST A , AL R A HoAR,
W TL03 S AE BF A R AT B K-12 R ppe SR ) 58
AR A R K-12 ppe Hid Rk, 4E BRI B L
ik PEPCK X KA K-12 P2 AR AR S 1E T, ik
AR K-12 ppe MBI = 24 = T 6.5 5. X —
i ERIL PEP RAILEEMZE RGBS finEm, U7
F T PEPCK Lt PEP FRAGEE IS T-HEHIR ) A=, 1X
JER ) PECK fef2E ATP, Y548 Tk AR 1210 g
i, 1 PEP LB AR E — M RERE I I B, 72 KT

B, PEP SRALEESHEMI(HCO )R AP (K, B 0.15
mmol/L) Lt PEP JRALFEIRH(K,, {E A 13 mmol/L) = 85 £,
T L B2 HCO, IR EEARINT , 4l i Ry R0 i
1 PEP JRALEESE K, A HCOs MR i, JRAK S W )
1 PEP ALK 58 . Kwon ZEP Gt b R B, K
FEWH AN 20 g/L ) NaHCO; I, i ik E. coli H11)
PEP RALWEE, JRHIRM - ER S T 2.2 5. HY
NaHCO; [F#E N 50 g/L I, BEHIRM = EHI K T,
SCADHI DRI RR A B LB IS A A gt — 2P 9T
3.3 WIARMKRIFHEEMNE

TEREAMEE N, E. coli K4 piid ik EMP 15254
162 PEP FHTNMARR, P9& 7025 P 0O AE TR A2 B TR
FR. L. CEERBEHIR. DN GAE o BT 5 R 4
FBORSUE BRI RR I A OSBRI AR R =18 i
B, EPEHIRRIE G SE—0h, i RIA PEP
R AT T DL A 19 I B BT 0T A 2 B TR A 2R N 0.12
mol/mol &5 %] 0.34 mol/mol®. W4, 7EEF/E E. coli
R pTre99A-pyc ki, fEtLHiLX Rhizobium etli
AT TR 8 A e, O % T 1 0T A 25 B A5 Rk 2] 0.17
mol/mol, AEF=5EE N 0.17 g/(L-h)P

ASCANC AR I 38 7 8 Y R 4 U 3 428 119 3 2 AN e FEL 1
HoAb g = e MR AP AR, NIk, s v
IR TR A BUS R & B T ORI P = A 4 .
i ok LR M U 1 g B FE I 1dh S5, E. coli AR KA Ut
WA RASCE, i [ I SR 1dh R DR R £ A Y i R
FRZLARBEIFE A pfl )5, E. coli NZN111 fEJRE IS F2E
KEVRME, H2RM& IR, LR 0.25 /L (NERE".
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{HFE E. coli NZNT11 H 5 N G fith 3 L 1 it S g 1) 32 TR
mdh Ji7, JLAEDRSEIRES FAEK AP R, 7EE. coli
NZN111 95 A2 hid Ascaris suum H 35 5 & i 1 JE 8
BREARERA HI AT 117525214 2 0.39 mol/mol, AEF=5 5 A
0.29 g/(L-h) 2+,

E. coli AFP111 J& NZN111 £33 & Gtk R4 1K)
BSWE, 5 NZN11 AFEFZ, AFPL11 BER7EIRA
B RAEK. #E4RIEPY, AFP111 75 5% H, F1 95% CO,
IIREE T R G, % BT IR 6 4 5 B I 75 % 4 0.70
mol/mol, & RUMIRHIR S LRI =y 1.97. Ji4b,
AFP111 &R BOKRE, RIZEAEaFA A5 FAEK, &
JEAE COIEE NG ™), 45 R I IE AR R 1 8% 1)
3 2R =58 5 2y A 2 T 0.99 mol/mol I 0.87
g/(Lh. o pyc NS N APFI11 H (AFP111/
pTrc99A-pyc), R LA 5 FLAT A I 1 rii AR PRI i 3L
Vemuri 2558 T WY B K B 1) % 3% B 7] (Transition
time)X AFP111/pTrc99A-pyc K I =BEHIR MM, AR
3 A AN ] IS R] PR AR BRRRAE , S FE T 6 ANAN I (1 e
I I), foe 2% R I S0 B PR A0 R BE X — R B =0
BRI RE K. 24 E. coli 4 ik ik 2 B K, 4k
BB IR AOVRIE Jy 99.2 g/L, RFZBEHIFE A 1.10
mol/mol, A/=5E A 1.3 g/(L-h).

KM v A AE PR R A B RE 7 50U, 58—y
RN BRI Rl R SE(PTS), (ESLREFE T, 76 45 B L
PEP N4 BhEY, Sl amimgit, A RN K 6-
WRPR H 20, Be &2k PEP FUABRIIR. H8AN e wiad F m]
T

Glucose—>Pyruvate+PEP+4H+2H,0+ATP, (1)

420 1 mol 1) PEP, BEW] LL7E PEP BRALEEIIVEH] N4
5 OAA, ] LAAE P i R e (1) /E T A2 1 mol 1A
BRI ATP. 28 Mz FE 7 b, R4 0% LA ATP 4
WY, AEHERREEEER T, BB PEP. It
RN FE R IR A
Glucose—>2PEP+4H+2H,0+0ATP. (2)

IR AN AR AT A, R B DL 2R A SRR
AL AR B2 (1) PEP, 4RI $2 4t T AR 2 (MBS IR
ERHTA. 4 E. coli MR EE RGMEGE, JEHIR
(7= 5 A0 E. coli [ KA Frig mbl 74k, 1E E. coli
I IR R A IS 2 BT A 7 200 DR B R A 1%
BAT 7 A 5 BT IR DR Ay V9N el A B e A T R
] PEP Fl A MR 0] 73 I AE PEP FRA4 AN AT I R U3 I 11
YERT R ZERL OAA, BEIMIE L & O BEHTIR.

HHT, E. coli JEH1ME A& I TR PRA R B2 7 5K,

H T REAUR B R b A ) B, BRIEIRENS, FTLh
DRHRR AL = B ANE . 53— AN E. coli DRAR A I
A PR FR 1 P 2 & NADH ALY B 2. X &A1
mol R B8 1L et Ji5 HUAE 1 2 mol () NADH,  1fi 7
TR g AR, AR 1T mol BEIHMR 5 2 A 2 mol
() NADH. fif I — i) {5 () J5 92 2 75 E. coli iyt —A
LPETRARIN S B, O CIERE A I FEh NADH 5
SR, WL BEHTRR KA L 2 1) NADHPY.
BT, Lin ZEP0R) P TR 5 sl 7 — bR S R i
BRI E. coli ZEA TRER (] 3), ML TRERR 21

oL R 4 S B T PR T 2 (0 5 IR (sl ) 7R T R A4
it () 55 K] (poxB)  4iifith pta-ack 1 aceBAK 14\ 1-FHLi&Y)
(143 DRI (iCIR) A i i s R e s Wl 2R R VI L DK (pts G, )
T LS I RREIA R TCA JEFF AL S B DS HI R &
B AR, WU A R T SE G R I, BEIRARALE 59 h S
BRI A Rl 58.3 g/L, BEHAMRA A B IR R
#0°4 0.85 mol/mol, {HAFER IR T 6.1 g/L 1IN
FRAI 3.0 g/L 1 ZFRD4. Rk, R EE41 E. coli £E5¢ 4
UFARRIREE R A= BEEIIR 1 7 0 BN i Rt A Ttk 5
FEARA L, T A P AN S B R 4 % D) AR
5K, T HLA5 40 BT AL (R AROW B  ERBE 4 AR (R P2k
LRI . pH. U . WAL AR RN S TR A 5 A
PEEEYE YIRS, e E. coli Sebie, a4t &
XS BRI B 46 PR AT I BRI AR ] “ 4127 HR T
FRALRAE, WA T IF 5 A AR TR T il 2 65 2R

Glucose

5 PEP
pts
@ Pyruvate
’—>
GfsP ‘ H icIR|| aceBAK H ‘
|
Y
G3P
pepc i
CO, PfP
Pyruvate#’%B»Acetate
OOi 6]
Acetyl-CoA- j;k%[}t@ > Acetate
%\
OAA
/ Citrate
Acetyl-CoA \
Malate aceA :
Isocitrate
g_lyoxylate/
Fumarate icd
aceA
C
sdhAB 0,
Succ‘ateK nglumate
Succinyl-CoA 0,

Kl 3 E. coli 4% & MR HIRR A A LR &
Fig.3 Metabolic engineering of E. coli in the development of
anaerobic succinate production system”
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PR TR EATE B2 ] 4 pos, I it
SR IR, WAL OB, A T R A 1l
SEHAT B R i TRERSE. BRI TR E.
coli TR A/ BRI 5 I AT 1€ sk, (HIX LY
AR TARE BV SR 32 B0 B RE PR AT AR A M, AT
ANBE 2 AR I AR T R AR e TAR M
2N, AR TR N T 2] DNA R
e DU T RE A 1R PR S

Original Genetic
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_“ ‘ Metabolic flux analysis
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Fig.4 Circle of metabolic engineering®’

H i, A EL E. coli 2 BEFARR K — A5 U i)
& E. coli (A= 5 LA T A. succiniciproducens 14
L3R ¥ A1 T (U1 M. succiniciproducens) i %, 5 —A
e JE e B R PP S AF AT — 55 T SR IR il .
PRI LU BLR JURE T (1) BRI RS
LA R, SEINBRIR A2, B AT AR K e AT
WEFER AR R s (2) ABME R I 40 ) Jstkhis
L (3) AR AN AR, AR A A
W AR P (4) PRI AT AT LA T LA
BEIATR 7w i) AR KA P51, S oA A IR 3 30
MA = Re I T 22 s (5) R HAEWE B2 A4 e
ORI AE AR, AT I Bl ) A
R (6) 185 i PRI 10035 1k A AH Ol il P 71

BT AR, A 5 F HIE 4 E. coli 177 5%
HIRR AU CRE BT IR T A AU P28 51, B NAE N IR
E. coli AR P HLER K IR b, Bk R S 43 19 5.
Hem 2, AMNEE o) AR AR 1 7 1) I e K
b, ESE AR R E. coli IThRE. F3 4k, Wifafe
HEARFNE EIRAGRT E. coli IRIFTIRBEAR, ok T~ — AR
U TR A e PR O I . G R ) e SRR R 4 2 2 T
LT 5 ik PR 20 P T TR BEAE(ORFs) I T e, RS
S N A 6 2R G (An 40 ) BT A e (an ik R e o o
P mASEA. REERE. B M ANAREY) 2 me
I E RO IR AN AR RE. AR, RGULEY)
PR ERGALTE AT B A= 2B B AR T g 1 3

High-efficiency
producing strains

fift, WEHESNHAE DR TALRY H™. E. coli /N —
PP SR T A, RN PoI e g A, X4
AU TREIWTSR AL TRl fE. 534k, E. coli AHUAFIE
s 5t HAMNRRIE s GHAk, XL A T
FEMIBCTEAR T 5. H2, E. coli fRUHI&AR FEHIHL
BA g AR B OCBE DN 3 H AT A 2RI 2. ik
i EETTAAE R BARAS N 52 B20 r B R U 2 0 A3 7 B
FACH PR AR BB, DLRCREFEIN AL ok
. sErmdls AR R A A RGO 1 oy
L

B, BHERAEMA TR SN MEB TR
GRS SN A D REFE N AL 2 RRE . REUTTR
WA R AR AL D R IA P M 2R AT SR BT BL.
BN, BEEDTICANRN, NSRRI A A T
PR, AUIEHGH. S5 MIEHRA e T
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Recent Development in Metabolic Engineering for Production of Succinic Acid by Escherichia coli

ZHAN Xiao-bei, CHEN She, ZHENG Zhi-yong

(The Key Laboratory of Industrial Biotechnology, Southern Yangtze University, Wuxi, Jiangsu 214122, China)

Abstract: Succinic acid is an important chemical material with a big market. Its production by the method of microorganism
fermentation can release the dependence of petroleum by the chemical synthesis method. Metabolic engineering made the production of
succinic acid with recombinant Escherichia coli become possible, and much was done in the fermentation procession by metabolic
engineering. However, the productivity of succinic acid fermentation by E. coli was still not high enough, and other organic acids were
also found in the end products. So it seemed not very economical to the industrialization. In the post-genomic era, metabolic engineering
is based on systems biology. More rational modification on E. coli will be achieved. In this paper, advances in metabolic engineering for
improving succinic acid production by E. coli were reviewed, including the regulation of key enzymes and reconstruction of biosynthesis
pathway of succinic acid. In addition, the prospect of succinic acid production was also discussed.
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