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Abstract: Succinic acid is an important four-carbon dicarboxylic acid widely used in the food,
pharmaceutical, and chemical industries. Compared with petrochemical-based chemical synthesis
methods, microbial fermentation offers an economical and environmentally friendly alternative for
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succinic acid production, presenting significant potential for industrial applications. Due to the
robust environmental tolerance, yeast cell factories for succinic acid production have gradually
become a research focus. This review centers on succinic acid production in yeast, providing an
overview of metabolic engineering and regulatory strategies for constructing yeast cell factories.
The research hotspots in this field include the development of succinic acid biosynthetic pathways,
optimization of cofactor supply, and modification of transmembrane transport systems.
Additionally, recent advances in cost-effective succinic acid biosynthesis and approaches to
enhance yeast strain robustness are discussed. Finally, the review provides the prospects of yeast in

succinic acid biosynthesis.

Keywords: metabolic engineering; microbial cell factories; yeast; succinic acid

BEIAMR (succinic acid, SA), MFRT R, J&
— R EEWNE A E Y, PSRRI N
12 P B A B A2 U2, iz s
FTERA . RSN SR, biE
R 25470 SRR n FVEA ™ 1,4-T
TR D S e S v (B A S S B TR, DL &
A A AT R A SR AR T R T R A B
PR, HARRT SRR, Bt 2026 4F4:
BREZFAMR B B U A E] 2.056 12300, EES
WK RA R 7%, BAT, BRI PR A8
MR AP B R FE o W45 . — SRR G
AL, DRI/ C4 1R ARSI
SR Ak G, A — KRR THAE
VIR B A U R 2B A R R BAR T
LNBTFRAE—E AL, (HAETE Z ik
Fa: (1) EAT™ EAHOR T AN AT AR B Al BT
B 5 TR 0 B A A AR R
(2) A2 e A e v Uk e P ST 20 Y
NGEAE, At BRRRFER, MRIG Y E, Al
P2 HAE RS TSR, AR,
5T N DU W B OGEE m) 552 a] RR S0 AR
PERYAE )& B o 38k A A A A2 DA AT
AW B G LR EAIR , AL RE R b A B
PR RS, IR RESC ISR 8 T 2 ] R4k &k e
Hs,

>4 actamicro@im.ac.cn, 7 010-64807516

. RS Mk AR RN
5 7 B MR I 28 AT W (Actinobacillus
) U B W
(Mannheimia succiniciproducens)!'™* ™" | 43 & 3 V&
¥ #i (Corynebacterium glutamicum)™ V1K g FT
W (Escherichia coli)[m%o PR, Al o X A
B, BAI5 T RS M B IHIR Y
TRk, BFlan, X M. succiniciproducens #17
A TR G, i R (M) %1z R 40
DISE R R AR 5 i, I TR AR A =
Foft i) o3 AN BE K B 2R AR R, BEIATR R K 2
15223 g/L, AL A %] 1.30 mol/mol % % #f ,
e KAF=5R I 39.64 g/(L-h), iK% T HATANER
AT BEFARR 1 B e KT R X R A T 1
BB i A K R A &, SR EATTHE
SEBR I AT AR 1 A PEER AR TR R0
2 I 2 A Tl RS0 g B A e o A
5 BT B CaCO5 Bz MgCO; 45 AL ) 4
pH, X FEUE )5 gealifbid B b /5 iR
MRIRAL, SN T T e Tl AL BRAAS , o fifi %
ARG Y 0, FEREAE N — R B A, R
THBGRAK pH M2, A 0 TA LR
A =R A DR R R R i PG R R, TR
RER B RAEBORE B, HErc A —uk
WF 5% 8 o 2oaE A 2B AR W RO RE

succinogenes



BT S| BUEYIR, 2025, 65(2)

469

(Saccharomyces cerevisiae) J F & #R gt B): 75 L
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Figure 1

Different metabolic pathways of microbial succinic acid production. GPD: Glycerol-3-phosphate

dehydrogenase; PYK: Pyruvate kinase; PDH: Pyruvate dehydrogenase; ACO: Aconitase; IDH: Isocitrate

dehydrogenase; KGDH: o -ketoglutarate dehydrogenase; SDH: Succinate dehydrogenase; SCS: Succinyl-CoA

synthetase; FUM: Fumarate hydratase; MDH: Malate dehydrogenase; CS: Citrate synthase; ICL: Isocitrate lyase;

MLS: Malate synthase; PYC: Pyruvate carboxylase; FRD: Fumarate reductase.
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Z, VAR RS R 2 e KT
b A= W AR B ik 25 4L A BATE — Rk MUK SR 2
B B B P okudriavzevii ik ik T
Sorghum bicolor KR mdh, %3-SR I S K
ji NADPH M 4# [ F-1fi4E NADH, #F—2 3%
ik NADH K% fid J&5, Frfg &4l TCA 116
FRAE A8 1 mol BEHMR 1)1 F2 i #E 1 mol NADH
F1 1 mol NADPH, Jik /> T 4% %I NADH (1) 7
K TEMCE BRI Bl PDCI #1 GPDI KA |
it ik TCA B IEI dopye Je Pkfuml I3t 3
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ILHEIZ R SpMAEL J5 T A Y TR A AR
P. kudriavzevii SA122 JZ ¥ 36 h BEFIMR ™ Hrik 3|
96.08 g/L, HALHE N 0.89 g/g, 7T il By BELE
7B F R A0 M T b B R R B A e R
AR,
1.3 IRIAMRISAEYSE 112

AR E SRR, R A LR 7 24
N RN Z, AlaeaX gl i s, T
ML pH T REFHID I 20 A ACES 1, R, b
B8] 7 Py L 2 7= W) i AR R AT RE 2 S BN R R 2
BRG], SO OCHEGE M, T RREARAE
FERRICT B, R A R i R
PR A P R R R A 20 P 2 D] A e ]
7 ) 3 i 0 O A HILIRR B AR A L R G
08
131 RERR¥EEEH

S AL A ) BE FA R 2 8 DL R O
X RPBEFAMR — A BB FAE A, BEFMR A —Fh I
W —IRIR, TEA43 pH &F TP, W
W, BRFAR JC k8 A ] B4 4 I ik 20 A B
WML 1R E I A8 B 1 S s A 21, H
A, A Z R IEHRR s 5 N T 3R
FIE T, Hod S, pombe FIRHY — IR IR s
H SpMAET #IA 0y 2 e A A0 DU ik — R IR ¥ iz
HHZ—, e m a1 R . B 5
B K 3% B BR F — R R A Ah HE g Y
S. cerevisiae WP 335 SpMAEL, {1535 FAIR r= =
BE T 545, AR Y lipolytica X I orientalis
Ik SpMAE! [Al R Kb 32 & 1 BE IR (1) & A,
RESIS ) VRN P BRI R AN T8 AR
HUEHL R E W) T Z A . iR SpMAETL #E47
BT TR O R A — AP AR T H AR B ROR
Chen S5 3of 2 11 T M kv, MR T
SpMAE1 [z Z LB, 1EHAL SpMAESP R
IRMAIOR 25 3K K S 5, T F B bk S. cerevisiae
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W4209 ()3 R R = ik F] 30.20 g/L, H&IAEF
A7 SpMAEL 19 T2 s bk 7= 2 5 T 86.6%
RN ORIR B RIS 12 85 DCT-02 (1 det %
K 4 fi%) 5 SpMAEL [A] 2k SLAC1 K4 (W 5% iz 1
F, & B 36.8% M9 157 41 A1 L,
AnDCT-02 5 IR & WAH B mdh. fum
frd #£ S. cerevisiae UBR2cps-DHA ' — [F] 2 35,
P38 IATR 77 B N 1.60 /L 42715 10.70 g/L, IE
BT AnDCT-02 75 3% H118 & Wi b (1A 2,
R4 5 SpMAEL 1924 25 18 )5 51 (9 [ 54 434
— F I EAZ A PR R ) VO e R TR e 18 B Bk
T B A R SRR s BE AR (U RE 1, JEAEBEIA
5 = PR MR Y. lipolytica PGC62 thik, WFoT4s
R E/K Sp)MAEL, YIMAEL, AMMAE1., ScMAEI
A VpMAEL ¥ 325 4 T 33% LU
I, Ho SpMAE1D 3£ 35 B bR 10 7= a2 e E)
2520 g/LU"Y. HEHRIE, SpMAEI 7E%%ic R R
o AR AN AT o 5T B O HLZ4H Y pHL (E
PrRFRfE e, IR Sh 1) 85 I 4% 42 2o B S 1K
pH 6 H b H Al R HE 3 3R R 5% iz £ I AE R
AL HE, BARE AT T I
BEIAMR S a1, (H SpMAEL H R S BB
FERFARR AN T Th s B R R I R
132 ¥E5PAEARFIEZER

R S IR B 1 R] REARIT  A as AL
R, HIEE E A S 2 B R mmEl, R, BERE
HNEREEANEE 5SEAEE TBERE
FIJErE. T, — &R AceTr KGN IR 12
HEHTE S. cerevisiae WX BEFAMR 155 1z 58 1w %8
E ., AnDCT-02 Hl AceTr % % By ATO1-"A,
AT01E144A, L219A\ SATPL131A EEE‘LIE @fi{a‘ﬂ%ﬂi
S. cerevisiae SA [F)FERE F v ik, R, 5
AnDCT-02 [ FRIR5E R IE, AceTr Z % [
IR IR IAIF R FE MM ER, HEREIKT
BRI = 5, UEW S. cerevisiae IR I

32 2 5 1] T BRFARR (1 N B T AR S MHET

% S. cerevisiae 4, P. kudriavzevii HBE TR
B RSB T %, Xi S UE — BRI IR
() P. kudriavzevii 1IN T 2 /N1 RES 5 R IR
1B ) JEN2 R, 23l 645 24 PRIEN2-1 F
PKJEN2-2, J T %52 JEN2 S5 4R (X B HRR A
SR, R T BRI R CY902 1 sdhs K
N, M T —PRBEIAMR & A bR, 7RI SRR T
[F) B @ BR T Pkjen2-1 1 Pkjen2-2, % B Bk & %
24 h F1 36 h 54 I E T 3.20 g/L [ 3.60 g/L
BEIAMR, LUORRMBRATHR M T 10% H1 12%, HA#
EPEAEIS SA PP RERIEK, MIAESEIAMR & A
FRILRE 435903 % 35 Pkjen2-1 Fl Pkjen2-2 )5 ,
BR bR B FA TR 77 R FEAR T 27% M 24%, R
PKJEN #5312 85 A S 3R HAFR (1 In) N %18 . Tran
e — Bk 5 TCA B2 & BRI R 1 1.
orientalis T2 MR RSR T Phjen2-1 [A] 5 JE A
23473, BN AR S T 8.8%, MRl
TR N IR B R O BRIAIR G R

18 Y. lipolytica 1, BEFFIRIE H 1E L A7 1AL
B BEAT A, BRFHIR L AR U 1 SRR
IS 00 200 i 5 B A RE B 0 W = ML AN, PRt A
Y. lipolytica W BEHRR G W, AL TGOk 4 Py i
A4 28 44 7 /A (mitochondrial carriers, MCs) it %
ARA]ZAAVE RS, 5 AMBRE Y AT LU 12 52 R
LA BRARTE TR Y. lipolytica PGC62 H?
ik, 5k MCs RIK R IEIARR 12 & T
X, Hh TR IR G 12 B YIDIC R ER
BRI B RE T, IR e m 1 29%,
AR YIDIC 43 VAT ik AE i A B 3 R ™
R T 58.9% 1 26.4%, FRILRIARR R
a8 B (AR Sy b rh L D FHTY

bR T BTSN, — S AT ST (R R 4
TR AN TR R 5 ) d A A I B A M v X B
HIRR B ¥ 2 E L 140 Dulermo 45000 % 2 T
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6 1~ Y. lipolytica Wi JEN KGR IR iz HH,
Forp JENT B JENG JEBLH T % BEFARR 112 i e
T Zefelib, K P8 EL R DL B BE (Debaryomyces
hansenii)f¥) 4 1> SCJEN1 [R5 F17E S. cerevisiae
A THIRERAE, b DHIS Al DH24 St 3531
MGz tE [, 1E S. cerevisiae jenl Aady2A 521K
JE BT X BE IR R S vk iz frae Y. B
SRIXLEHF TR REHE— D B 4 I FE 1B 8 F
MR BEIARR A& b, B EAEHES) TR R
MR s ML BIF S, JF S IR 4 e B vh 3R FA TR 1Y
PSP T A AT SR

2 BEFRMBRENTI)] WK
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I, SRR RRAN A0 5 AR A 530
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(I 2).
21 UERERERARYLEESE IR
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Figure 2 Yeast cell factory synthesizes succinic acid from renewable resource.
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Ao TR . Hh SRR OB BRI, AT
ORI — )R, DA A = 8 ] SR
2.1.1 HifE

S — I A | AT B i Ok,
HAT W S, AR & AR S
Vil FE AR A ok, SAEIAREA L, T
HATH SR (1030 PR AT B O RE B &, A A
TN ARG 8, AR D ki ) e
BT EOR B9, B R s R A
P REAE R AR, D e v A 7 s B fn -
BB EFTE, Zhang ZFPE Y. lipolytica
Rk AL A b T H R AR e,
T NTHILEFRAL Y. lipolytica, N T fRUEHTIA
HER AN AR, 51 A% B IR ARSI iz 12 91
TE o 48 AL W) Bl R b SR TR B AR S- B R
(xylulose 5-phosphate, XuSP){fi M i 45, ®H 4 H
FRFEAN N T 20 g/L ABEAN 20 g/L H it 10 455 5 3
H R I SRR A AR K B T R TH AR 5 i
— A RIE hsp70 $ i AR FH RS2 P
R sdh5 J&, TR R AR T B ME— B IR 0 B 57
PR T 0.92 o/L IR 5 LA BE
JURHA= W8 e BT IIMELP- 5 A2 i B25E T 26
2.1.2 Hil

HHmAVE A AR YRR T LA P B Y 1) 74
JEA S AN AE Wy S T B A BAAS o H il i
A B (B 2 it 2 4 v AR DR R 22 5% T AT PRI
Wy R SREMAR L, R R
b e, PIRT L AR B 2 Rk 5y, T A
Az 7 B AR A5 I A i e R LR AT
T % WE R B Bk R TG T A A 1% A i
NADH, i I H A A pE AL e & R i 42 =
Kt NADH BIfERy . B0, Y. lipolytica
PRARTE S A 50 /L A% B 20 o/L H il A 15 77
Serh SEATBRIAMR A WIS, g KA i A
b 1A P A R A D e — I R S IR, AR

I, Y. lipolytica F£ AR F5AF T H il TH FEH R 2%
1, BREIR = AR = F) 30.50 g/L, RIS
P H M A R A 2 s, BRI i
) 38.60 g/L; AT #E— 252 & Hl A %
TE TR R i %35 T PaGDH 1 DAK, Hifk
REEFE R IR &, (LR RS TIHHmnm
(R A 77 B, e 292 DR R AR P ) 260 W R T il
W) & B BEFATR F= i iR 2 109.50 g/L, FE4bLR A
0.65 g/g ZEin %Y . Hh2 Y lipolytica BYH
KRB Z —, Gao SFHE T sdhS BRI B
IR 4 8 Bk Y. lipolytica PGC01003, fEfE7E
5L & BEGE DO H A R £ 160.00 g/L 3%
HARR , SR, 12K B iR A o B e o 2 AR S
(BE g5t A T — AR TR R AR
W ECRE 1, H PR GUTL £ Y. lipolytica
PGC01003 Hid ik, TR R BRZEREM T Him %
HUOH R L R R R T 13.5%, FeZAEbrboy
fit &1 400 h 5, BRI )™ Gk E] 178.00 g/L,
P T 1% IR R T S A H A A
FEBE AR A )6 b A A 35 B H v e 3R R A
FEHTEE T
2.1.3 K#E

KT EF 2 202 A SR A d5 5 1 A R
R BT 4 R = m it 2 20012 t, AHE
JE AR I EF A 21 A 2 3R AR o v B e A,
SRR 30%-40%, ABE Y = RIOF] & S IR AR
[T £F 4 35 K A 0 A 0 Ak o A R B LA
S B e R A5 RS SR, KRR 4 e B
S. cerevisiae M Y. lipolytica %5 JC 1 KR F) FH A bl
SRy ME— B R A, DR A A AR O TR el
SEERACHE AR, g i e IR AOHA B XR |
AW B S XDH S A i 0 P XK, FE Y.
lipolytica PSA02004 H1 5| A T — 55 0% A H &
e, 2 TR R R A% AR A M — flk T 1Y) 355 %
bR, BAK S = A B S A A s R
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e EE B R R BB 4 s AEAM R &
b, ZERTE AR R AR AT
22.30 g/L B8R, RIATHART 25.00 gL LR
b, UEMA Y. lipolytica FIJTIAHE VEA T 5% FI1R K T
BT AT, AR LR 4 Z AR Y A iR T
S0,
22 LUABEERARMARYE ™
YEIAMR

HREWE . ZEAEAPR A B 7 Wy R IR
FE, AR, FE SR X e R AT
DA 3 BB IR A 7 10 SRR A, R e it
s, W TR 529 e Ak A (8 B Ak 27
SCERREPI R IRAL, D R EE S YL RN IR 2P
Al 5% B8 W A5 AT E A SRR AR A AR R i e —
Atk , A ad R b A BB HE SO X A
A B TR = SR HE, A5G s A TG
I 7
22.1 BYIEF

IR 30 A T [ AR I 3 e o AR R — 3
gy, EET, BR TR DSR2l e RN E AT
AN, BRI YI) FBAN B R A eIt
PSR Y, X o S EORE R K
Hee, IR 2 L. K. S5 Eh A P IR
Y oK E Y . . JEi
MR PR AL, Forbir KA & W F ik 1 o4 o
A LARE K il o R SR 55 R RS, 6 T
A PR (A AL R R P 2017 4
Yang N K B R RAENIKY T
Y. lipolytica W BEFATR & AL, 18 1 X} fiBR Yisdhs
1) Y. lipolytica T.F% & ¥k PGC01003 #F47 3d S 1
Ak, RIS T LR PSA02004, 1% FRREDE
DLE Wy 7 3 25 7 b il 7K A I 1 K SRR IR
KW 126 h J5 ¥ KR h A A i e e, 3%
R - A F) 87.80 g/L, K F TSR E R
() 85%. Li ZFHEZR T PSA02004 T #R R ik
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JE %) (fruit and vegetable waste, FVW){E 38 FA
R 2 BE DR R AT AT, FEXT K ff S5 kAT T —
FIMACIG , IR G R F WK i b 5 2 1
56.70 g/L % 0E . 16.40 g/L FHEF 0.20 g/L ¥
BRI, RZORARTE R G IE F YK
BEFIMR = 5 1K 5 43.10 g/L, BRI PR
70%. Li ZEWE—B 57 T EAE ] pH 1 554
T Y. lipolytica F|FHAS AR 32490 I & e B% HATR 1

Al REYE, I R BR YisdhS. Yiachl I3t F ik
Scpck.  Yiscs2, F) # T B ¥R Y. lipolytica

PGC202, 7F 1% WA Ak 3L fili b 43 5 PF Al T 5 Bk
PGC202 fifi IR & &% K 34 (mixed food waste,
MFW)., &K 3 9 (fruit and vegetable waste,
FVW) ) A%V & 374 (agricultural waste, AW)7K fiff
Yok P 6 BREATR K BE R RZ R, e AR S 1 I
FERBESMET, LA H) MFW JK g9 R
ET 71.60 /L BEHIR, JF M2 pH 2.8 A
P P [T T 68.3% MIBEIATR fH AL
222 RAHEE

Al 5% B Wy e Aol A = e A B R PR
RRAE A AR PR R FR B Y, X LS IE FE )
Helci R . oy 2 2%, AR RAT 2 KA %0 b
H, R AR 5% BR AN 48 i A o Ak B R A e ik
BEHERCE AR, R T B IR IR 2 A
IBE TG Y ) 7 A R — LR G A B
BRI, oA RE AL B WA 4 R
PR R, v VRN A W SR FA R AE 7 11 S
Z—. BN, Y. lipolytica PSA02004 A L\ ] 4
) RN AR 2L IS & e A 7 3R AR, AF H I
KA v R TR T A B FOR 7= 2 RN A R 40 301 Ky
33.20 g/L 1 0.58 g/g, 7= AH T B iR H A
Ay WIRA A S FR BE (B 50 o/L BRI 20 g/L A
B E T 17.7%8, SEACATR R I AR R AR
WERE=Y, HAHahEH 27.8%-37.2% 1Y
FEAF, MRS SHERMPLT%ER, EHT
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KA & ez 7700 Y. lipolytica PSA02004 F]
FEAERF R S ) R WEAR TS T 69.10 g/L BRI
FALRN 1.26 glg, Wil T BERE ARSI R 57
JEURLSE 4 25 AL RFPRA R BB FARR A T A T 0
PR AT 2 7= A R W AR R =, B
100 t FrifIhkg B =4z 20-22 t AR R a8 72 (oil
palm empty fruit bunch, OPEFB), KB4 T.J ¥
T A Wy I AR e v [ o 7 0 e ) R A
BRORE, HA R R AR ELR B S e h K, BT
g% 50 v s HL g% o i v A 5 1O, Zevallos
2502l PR s Ay T4 B 975 57 BE A OPEFB,  J1¥:
fli T S. cerevisiae F1 Pichia stipitis F| /] OPEFB
T e WA R BRI R BE 1, K 48 h )5
S. cerevisiae 1 P. stipitis {5 = 35 F R 1= 1 43 )
1 2.50 g/L Fl 1.83 g/L; MAEWIRG AT 1) FA B2k
F, M 1 hm? Ak H ] LL3kAS 94.1 kg (1985
FARR, %45 FAERH T OPEFB AEWRE MR 10257
CIERR e IDIES 5 e

3 BMESRMRAKRTI] Wi
# MR

A= A0 T BEAB A 25 i JEORHES AL 25
Pl ity TR S0 A RN Tl MR 8 it
T, fE B SRR . K pH . W25
FRAER S SN IR T o AR AR MU X S FR b5
ZEAEIRER, PT RE2 5 T AH  T  AE AAA
W, PR A P A ) P T DR A
TEARZAF T EF5 8w A A 7= R, AT G A2
WA A= B . D, 4R e fE XS Ik Le A 5
T A R A P A T B A A
) EEHIENRZ —(K 3),

3.1 RIS

N TR KRR AT, Tl & I8
R i A R PR A0 (O i e 8 0 2 Bl R
Fr A, SR, e e B A T ) I ) 1 o i

PR S XA Wk B i IR IR )y, A
FHA] P4 B R SR 52 R R IR I 25 7 A —
SEfh A WA 5y W f A 2l oy sk s R ) 4R
JEE i 32 1k BE A 1 B A A 0 1 A KRR I RE
FETE =P = R PR sk, b R I R
AR, , AT SEI T S T as; BT
SEER R P 2 M B , 3EE SR FH 0 SR A A
A P AR T T e e R 2 TP 1 3 O S
HEAEIOY,
3.1 ENMEE

I N M S0 AR — AR T A SRR
T, IE K B R R R R ) 2R R T
AR E T, AR E AT A &L E Y
RV B A BRI BE T, IR AN B
X A 0 11 2 DR 2L A T B A ) S5 R e e
PEAL L BRI H R TCAR T, LR E M TR Ak
PR BEPL A E SRS, SR T it 52 4 T )
BRI, Y lipolytica 1EREER sdh i, TCA JEH
Hgr H AL BE R T Az B0 IR, F:30 ATP I A
B, R EAER AN ME— IR R R B AR
FIBE ST, R TR sdh2 BRRE T bR AR R B Ry
FRFE LA K AE S, Yuzbashev S5 OTRE % 1A Bk
HEAT T AR AR F i, IR 25 6l N v AL
e 240 B RE i RO A 2 R ) TR AR Y-4215,
ZHRMREANESR pH &M T 54 h AT
50.20 g/L BEFAMR . [RIEE Y 5wt g 7 FH 3 T —
T FF SR R, ARG LS T3 Jin i) 6 4
W Ak 1, XT Y. lipolytica sdh5 B¢ BA B
T8N PESES E E L, TEAEAR 40 IR TR 3 A
b TR R 2 30 7 A Bl R R 5 AR K
FH = SR FAMR r= it o B % 2E fb P AR B PR 2
T, UEEH 6- W IR HHE 1R N B i PGL (H
pell FER Gatth) i SCOARTE T AT 3 Al 34 e,
E—2 X PGLI (8 1 S 25 A A TR T
PRANEGTG , UEB T B EE AR R AW a R R R R
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Figure 3  Adaptive laboratory evolution enhances the stress tolerance of engineered yeast strains. SNG1: Protein
involved in resistance to nitrosoguanidine and 6-azauracil; FIT3: Facilitator of iron transport; FZF1: Five zinc
fingers; CBP3: Cytochrome b mRNA processing; PGL1: Polygalacturonase; GND2: 6-phosphogluconate
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PR L % W (spent sulfite liquor, SSL)¥E & 1) 514
XTI S. cerevisiae W ATIE WYEHAL, FEALTE PR

dehydrogenase; Glucose-6-phosphate

P4 actamicro@im.ac.cn, & 010-64807516

dehydrogenase;
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SRy E— IR TR ) 15 7 FE AN SSL 1 7 3 Hh 3 AR 2
SEALR BRI .
312 RIEXE

R v A W A T A RS A e 2 AT L3l
i 2R ST, 3 R S AR AR
WRE, BRAEREREE )z, R A AR
77 HEPE A 3 3 Ao B R g A T Ak, ROR
B KR, TEC X IR DS A v M T
() 2% 7 T RE 08 TEORS 1 7R A0 b 1 5 B B 1
PEUT . Efthymiou %5 BT SRR T Y. lipolytica
P NI ) & e e N T B i B S g
WaE T IR . FARETEE FOBERE M oK i b £
Az R A FAIOL b A 00 T BIL A L e
PP A T A 5 DNA 878 | 3R P RASHR T &
AR, 5 M P B8 it B4 P 7 7K OF B AR
A SEAM R AR, FE S, cerevisiae T, 143
525 NADPH bR A B H KA s 2L 8 2 4
TIE B A% 0 o, P e A I Py i 3z LR ol T e
SREGEERY Y. lipolytica 7= SR FATR 40 M 1. XA 5T
2F Y KR T 32 0, TR R A
Saldh2 KR by DL K S WH AR 135 448 04 AH G 2k A
Yipgl. 6T W H 4  I SUB (FR gnd2 18 4 i)
FIAT 2 HE 6 Wl I S (1 2wfT 55 DX 2 i) 7E Y.
lipolytica T FEBEIFE Hi-SA2 Wit ik, SR X LL
FEP it F kR e B E MOGE AR K g
Seilad FIR A M H KA BB (1 gsh2 HEH ZiD),
FERRIE IR R, TR BRI PR 0% 20 e AE R RS 30
e AR TR, Aol E T 203% Al
39.1%, EBAIR JEPEAS Bk H K00 & 1k e R 40 i
WIEH A KT, ZEMEESFEEIFRS Y
lipolytica 3§ A G T2 25 /K e (s sz pE 1 31

ShA 2R, N aE B PR IR S E P Bl
WEAPMEE R, AT A — AR e AR
i &2 1, ol R Tl A 7 o G 2 B B RS
WEEtE, I EREICR.

3.2 BRI

FERUA: W) e Al i 28 S TR B R B R
PR, AN pH SR, SR AT
SHM IS, S AN pH RRA, F3
16 FAERKZIRMEL T m N, dike4ifln pH
TEHE T, XA HEE KR ATPIMY, Ry T 4k
FeMudh pH 20, 8 270 L I B h i ik iR
5 KSR T LA A R R R B R T
JBT, 3K LT A A T AR T U B AR
HHN T K B R e pi KU U P R 7
% pH 4544 T R B ARE M, Zhong S54K
KT ZM RS EAEAYES pH 8UK pH 500 T
A IEHIRR T RErE, SR, TEAK pH 2 B
PR M P 25 A1 T QA A 45 P B 200 R 35 7 A 2 7 R
FIATh 2 R g P g 1 T v R R F R R T
PR A 7 I ELR BT AN WA, AR i ok
BT ARAF I PR W RE S B, O TR i — [a) i,
Xie ZEMHESE T 5 ¥k S. cerevisiae X8 FAR A it
ZWE, JFEEE T 3 RACRE R LR s KT 22
S, RICY BRI W B 20 g/L BF, 3 £k S.
cerevisiae TH PRI A FE I B 5 AL 1Y
AT 60 g/L INBEIARRIAEE NI, 3 PREAHRRIL
AR B N ML . KF7 AR T T 5 S BERR
IAHSC I FE B (i ey, i B8 TRESEAE SO
MR 1442 (pentose phosphate pathway, PPP)F1 4 [
AT B AH G R BE DR, HE 3 s 00 ] P R B A TR 1Y
AR, T S A N PPP LAY K BE B R I 3K
IeAh, KF7 03458 1 4 F o i 42 ] R Ge i i
3fi; NBRC 1958 RN Tl 1 484 B6. Bt
FNERS () A G BGE AR DG B, R A |
P TEE BT S . B E HE A4 R A O
Y REDA 3 3 W3 3 39 ik 200 i B S 2 4 R HE
A FY) T RS AR T P RIS N BRI R N 3R
FARRT 37 fE J1 %255 /9 NBRC 2018 B bk % LA
T 5k . BERE L BRITER A AN
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BT S E N, (B hsp26 LD BT I8 AT
RE HIl 55 1 H 2 71 Bt it i 4% il (protein quality
control, PQC)ZA 4, i HIXT 3% 117 W 84 i) it 52 14
W55 . SR T 18 ERYRERE & PQC RGNS
BEFATR MY 52 PR A 2, 7643 3 L HS B oo f 7R e
AE B B BRI b R 3k PQC RGEH hsp26 M hsp42
SRR T B 1 4 A 2 DX AT RE I 2 B v R Y BT
Wk SBRFAIR A AL . I, AR R R A
I v 1 g B Yk % B (Kluyveromyces marxianus)
X % FAIR 1) S LT 5 1R T A 5 N B G
WX K. marxianus TEA [ BEIARR A T 1Y
Mkl o, R T BRG] TCA 3R F1 4,
PETR G A, S0 TTE AR T A R 22 A 1 B LR A2 1)
ML el , 30T LA W 5% PR 1Y 5 Bl
(40 IMTCP2., KLMA_ 50123) M St 55 X 74
Gerl, Upc2. Ndt80), ‘Efi1ayid Fik i Z#Hm
TR FRYENY . K. marxianus BAG HRE A
KA R A2 00 R AR, 45 G X oy 4
HE Y Bl A IR P T R R M BE OCHERE LS, AT R
FE I e R B B R Tl AR 7 B bk 4 AL 1 S Y
itk

4 RHEHEZ

BHMAE W EERNFEEaY, HUEY
R BT A TR U BT R
W BT IR FARR )y T HAT Z AL (1) Rk
WAL R, & THENTRYGE, s
HOCHARI R AR AT LA N BE MR 10 7™ 5 (2) I
RERESE R 2 Fh i, GAS A mE . B, &
it ) B AR B ey A, A SR IR A = 2
AR T RE, B HR g A P ik T £
PEPE; A, FELLEEREE A AN P kudriavzevii .
K. marxianus S5 BA B B RSO ERYE, &
& A B2k

SRR B LA R g E R AR,
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R B REAE 3 H Aras 2000 35 3R A A BUSCRAT)
AN TG BAFTE— 2500, A Bt iy i 2
TR TG 2 — RN R R A 8T, TCA
P . LRGN iR 1 R 2 )8 1 S 2R
TP BCANT-A B4R = BRI AR A S
B3 % FEA MUK AR AR G H A, D
R RS AR E . TESRFATR 1Y & B AL
o, BERREAE S AE MUK RN Y, B
CTRFIFLIR o X SL R 7= 1) 0 7 A AR 2% 1 Bk
G N RS 1 aons S R a7 T s =171
JE R = 38 S 0P A s R T, 2B AR
BEHAMR P it o SR R T LA 2 R IR A
B INBEEARR , BT 4% 00 A ) o R ) s R
(18 Tl J22 Ak (AR A S5 2 4k 28 7K A 0 ) R FH 285 34T
SRAAR , T I % A A e i 5 1) 5 Ak A AR AR RHL
5, Som A PR 2T . R B 3R FA R £ %
A= AE R, TR pH FEAC, BE 4
H 6 R RT3 X6 A 7 B R 1
AR AR RCR AT B R P RIAE R, FR T g
HARR I SR

T SEIBE AR S RUE Y A R, B X R
A 7 BR FATR AT A A IR BURO A0, A&k nT A aE i
PUR SRz AL ok . (1) AP SR ik .l
R TR, S CHEER R R, P 3 &
BB RR AEC 4550 R S A LBk,
LI N RE R A o TR, AT RLE
iR M T A TR A M 1 SRR R AR R R R 1Y
AR, £ S SRR A R CEE R, n
PYC 1 FRD, S FH&R (5t TR AR i il 1) 1%
PR EYE, AL IR RCR, sl R P
AR (2) e PRI R . W N TR TR
HvR MR B A ORVIE S i AE o ande i 42
[ RT3 ) 31
NP, A AN RS Y e B M D RE . Gl I 3R
TR 5 TR 3 i 7 R O P B S DR, A 400 it
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AT R TR o Ak, 3T Rhad a4 v AR e 8
HSP S84 B3Ik, #5maE A R ir @ fig s
RET, DR BT BATR X A0 M P R BT O BEIR o sl
SeEe S PR, T I R PR A e i 52
BRI PR o U IR R IV g B A R G 1 PR
A RLRAS R BRI Y A P R Ak o (3) Wb il
Pt AU TR, RIS & e,
[ I i B3 sl i) 5 21 LR S5 )7 W 1A
KR, BE R R B, S 2w
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et A A [R] B B ) A SRR AN [l Qi 42 10
e BT BB AR R B pH Y A5
PERGE, AL B AR BE AR 5 A, 1M D
DRIFEPIRE R (4) BRI R i
FIA A AL REGE A ANE 5 A5 Ge sk I 1 A5
whe, TR Z MR AR RETT o
B TR, R REAS = A0OR BN ELF
= LR = (AR BT e R oK), RefikA:
PR o B e IR S AN [ 2 4 A d R Ik
R, WSRBERIE E E AR IR EGEE, DUHE R
Py R, R = AR BEIARRAE . (5) K
g A . JF A Joqs R ARG pH A B T
&, SFE SSRGS A S kR
HY pH, 980X SIS R AR A ARORS,  E o R R
PERBREOIT &, AT RLR RS B FE b pH 4
RS IRMERAS . AR R, S BL A
O B R, AT R B TR 1 7 . FE I
kA, AT AR E FR RS | I AR I
HARFSR, A RERCRB B R KA. il B
EESR A BEEOR, AR R I A
HARFIRE AR, AR IIRR,
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B 2R O S B A 5 7 i [T A [R] 20 AT,
— PR T ZMETE. (6) REAEY RS

ARG s & 2 H P R (IR N | ek |
AR RE AL BT IAMR 5 A P 465 o it
TR LA, AT DU R A . AR A
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