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HI A SR 1) T, glabrata & DA 41 A6 4K 1 14
o6 K INX804 " T A1, 7E T glabrata %, P 43 1 1
A AR Ar ALS IVE I R 486 1 — 2> T I S B FL IR »
LW LR 28 0k AR g 45040 I R B N AR B 25, 3= i .
b ZWEFLIR VT AE O BE R AL 5 e A i (AHAIR)
FIFE R R 3N L4 B A L= &R 1) & g 1252,
3-T T AT AE T ML Js g (DR) T TR i A
(BDH) (IVE R B R 332 Tl 2,3-T .
ALS HFE K ILV2VILV6 4, AHAIR i 3& K ILVS 45
i, DR 5 BDH t [F]— & K BDH %5

ARG 50K b B2 AT I (Bacillus subtilis)
gl ALS FFEA alsS it = RIET T. glabrata F,
FaL M ALS g % 1 00 $2 = 0 & Bk FL IR AR & 2,

3T IR R . AE IR E A B R SAR I T
TR IR 50 W > B AT £ T 5L 1R = i AR 0 2,31 =
] BB S, A 5 ILVS Dy g B I 3 DR o [ BN e B
SEX BDH UABH T 2,31 1 1 3 A AR s I 2,3 -
T MR, K T, glabrata KB 2,3-] —
25 S o

1 MR A
L1 #8

L1.1 BEHRBORL A 51 A B 58 P i 2 (1 11 Ak A
R WA 1, AL 51 WA 2.

F1. KHRAEANERS R

Table 1. The strains and plasmids used in this study
strain /plasmid description source
strain
T. glabrata CCTCC M202019 [11]
T. glabrata Aura3 Aarg8 derived from T. glabrata CCTCC M202019 [12]
DA T. glabrata Aura3 Aarg8 /pYES-PGK this work
DA T. glabrata Aura3 Aarg8/pYES-PGK-alsS this work
DA2 DA Ailv5 this work
DA-3 DA Ailv5 Abdh::ARGS this work
plasmids
pYES2 2> GALL promoter, Ura3, Amp" Invitrogen
pYES-PGK derivative of pYES2 with PGK 1 promoter this work
pYESPGK-alsS derivative of pYESPGK with alsS this work
R2. ALWAEARSY
Table 2. The oligonucleotide primers used in this study
primer name sequence (57 —3") purpose
fl oriA GAAAGCCGGCGAACGTGGCGAGAAAGGAAG (Nae 1) fl ori PCR
fl ori—r GGTGCAGGTGACTAGTGGATCATCCCCACGC fl ori PCR
PGKA GGGATGATCCACTAGTCACCTGCACCAGCAACAAC PGK PCR
PGK~+ CCCAAGCTTTATCGAATAGATGTATGTATGCCGTCTTGC (Hind 111) PGK PCR
alsSf CGGGATCCATGGACAAAAGCAACAAAAGAACAAA (BamH 1) alsS PCR
alsSr ACATGCATGCCTAGAGAGCTTTCGTTTTCATGAG (Sph 1) alsS PCR
ilv5deft+f GGACCACCTCTGTACTGATGTTATGTCATACCG ILVS deletion
ilv5deft+ AATTCAGATTCTAGCAGTTGTCCTGGTAGTGTTTGAAATC ILVS deletion
ilv5 wight+ CTACCAGGACAACTGCTAGAATCTGAATTGCAAACC ILVS deletion
ilvS right—+ GCTCTACAGTTGCACTTTGCGTAATGCAGTTAG ILVS deletion
bdh-eft- AGCAGAGATAGCGGCGTTATGTAGTCGTGT BDH deletion
bdh-eft+ TCTCTTGTACATCTTGTAATAGTTTGGTAAGCTGGAAC BDH deletion
arg8 ORFA CCAAACTATTACAAGATGTACAAGAGATATTTCTCCAC BDH deletion
arg8 ORF—+ CGTCTAGAGAGTACTTATTTTGAGAAGACGTCATTAACT BDH deletion
bdh-—right+f CGTCTTCTCAAAATAAGTACTCTCTAGACGAAGTAATGATA BDH deletion

bdh-ight—+ AAGTTGACGATACCTATTGCGATGCGATG BDH deletion
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1.1.2  EZE R FF{LEE : Pyrobest DNA 5 45 i . T4
DNA 4 g B Pk A D) Bl 55 43 1 50 e B
TaKaRa 24 W) ; JURL 42 B 71 & DNA 7 B bR o fie ]
AR TR SR A G R AR T A TR R S5 AT PR
Aw]. PCR X (3 [H BioRad 2 7, %5 C1000) ; ik
Jie 15 A% (55 B BioRad A #], 5 Gel Doc EZ) ; H
KA CIE RN — 1088, BL5 DYY-6D) ;48 &b Al W4y
G E T (H A B HE A |, A5 UV2450) ; 80 A8
o343 (35 [H ZE 8L K /R, 845 Ultimate 3000) ;< AH
{634 (Shimadzu 2 7 , %42 GC2010) .
1.1.3 33 E . YPD 85 77 56 6 S0 UK 6 mh 1 77 3
(NFMM) . JE il 15 2% 56 (MM) #5155 7% 56 (LM)
Y15y 2 Wik (1215 46 MM o 4y 5103 I 80 mg/L
FR) PR W BE 40 mg /L B RS & 1R <80 mg/L {3 HE A
JETR AN 10 mg/L [f32 18 45 19 21 b 78 £ 7% 3 SM-U.
SM-A.SM-B fil SM-P, [l T 5 41 B ¥k 1t 44 & 5 i
o RBERGIREE IS TR MY E R WA 5 W
Sk 1]
1.2 RiftWMEER RIS 2

RO, 55 43 07 P A8 00 A8 28 O S 2 06 = A A 1)
T. glabrata FE% INX804, £1, & 804 AN FL K. 1278 4>
J2 % K 1023 AR

FIH] COBRA Toolbox K 4 & A= 4 7 J7 21 T.
glabrata L7 Excel SCF 2 A MATLAB (R2010b)
Ao R HCHERE S (m xn) 5 3F BL GLPK 1y 25 5
Kl o AR AT O RSP A 20 B (FBA) MY Sk 4R
AR H b 5 R e AR i K B8R /) e Hi
P3RBT Ar Ao Sl T % 58 AHAIR W
TR/ 2,37 Z Wl AR R 5%, B 2,3-] =
] 1) LU A R R Ok B bR 5 R o AHATR R (1) 38
N 5 /I T T v A e KB (R 2 B D 3 A T 26 1%
B 45 mmol/g DCW /h) , I X A 74 3k 47 FBA, 3k 15
2,37 T LG A o R AR A . B EE R iloS
PR B R 25 3T [ R 2R 1) 5% mi) B, 55 2R iNX804
LIRS ) AR DAL SRl & 5 %
B AHAIR AR E R 0.
1.3 ALS W3 EFRiE5WIE

Fik ki pYES-PGK-alsS ¥ 45 # & 1 F 71 »
DA BE 38 JiURE pYES2 OB 48, ¥ R A 1 GAL 1
RN T, glabrata WIE A 3§ PGK 1, 1E % ¢
W A7 A AR 4 N G R VS T B, subtilis 2,1 SL 1R A BRI
MFER alsSe FARK g FE 0 A FH 514 1 oriA Rl

fl ori+ DL pYES2 J4 BAR ™4 Jv Be f1 ori, f M 514
PGKA #l PGK— LA T. glabrata 55 R 20 F Kb 4 34 Jr
B PGK, ¥ W Fr Bt PCR fil & 15 3 f1 ori-PGK; pYES2
5 R B f1 oriPGK {§ F§ Nae 1 F1 Hind 111 i 1] - 24k
TS P 3549 535 JFORE pYESPGK ; 4 3149 alsS— A1
alsS— DL B. subtilis %& K 40 5 #5 K 4 88 H BE alsS,
pYES-PGK 5 F Bt alsS f# | BamH T FI Sph T 4]«
ali 4k F1IE 2 3K 49 22 18 JF kL pYESPGK-alsS. 41 i
B pYES-PCK-alsS X B V) 56 UE, JF 6 2 Lk T
A TREAT B A H W

g TR pYESPCK-alsS H ol e 46" 22 kT T.
glabrata Aura3 Aarg8, 1§ H 24 Uk b & 45 URA3
B EKT S B8 0 [0] % IR 1 0 5 IR Bl BE R AL 1 iR AT TR
IR AN R IR AL (SM-A) PR B, 3R 43— BR e 8 1
PER K E AL Bk DAL, AT 514 alsSH/alsS—+ BEAT
7% PCR Rl .

BamH T (983)
alsS Sph 1(2697)

HindIT[(965)

P

PGK1
Nae 1 (7814) CYCITT

~—

f1 ori pYES-PGK-aslS pUC ori
7959 bp

2u ori Ampicillin

URA3

1. EHFEH pYESPGK-alsS ByL5#
Figure 1. The structure of expression plasmid pYESPGK-alsS.

Ppck s the PGK 1 promoter from T. glabrata.

1.4 EEILV5 Mk 51E

HEDR ILVS (¥ b A A Sk [12] prid oy . A
T. glabrata J R4 4 #iR, B FH 514 ilvsdeft£/ilv5 -
left= Al ilv5right+£/ilv5wright= 43 3 3k 15 ILV5 72
ILV5 AR o LLSE BROR B ILVS 7o 47 B IR & ) 4 B
W, A 514 ilvS deft£/ilvS wight—+ 3E 47 PCR ¥ 3% 73
B BRHE AilvS (B 2-A) o KGRl BRAE Ail5 F i 34k
ZARE DAL, 7 DA FEDI ALY ILVS 4 54 R A
Yl bR R ILVS (B 2-B) o i1 T 3E R ILVS ke ok
233 BUR RO SRR R R 52 IR E IR B b etk ¥
20 AR RN LM P RO 0k S S R4S R RE I E
TRk B R AR o AT SCHE S IR 5 72 IR E JF B P 1
Wt — 20 B Ak e A 1o B AT 514 ilvS HefiA/
ilv5zight—+ #47 & 7% PCR & iiF o
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2. M ARLREERMKER ILVS 5 BDH REHE

Figure 2. Knockout of ILV5 and BDH genes using homologous recombination. A: The construction of ILV5 knockout frame for

ILVS inactivation. B: The schematic of ILV5 gene knockout.
D: The schematic of BDH gene knockout.

1.5 %@ BDH RIFI % 5181F

LL ARG8 1 by 5t A% b d [A) U5 T 41 8 AR 5 A
BDH, sSL LA BDH B 5o LL T. glabrata HEH 20
SRR, F) A 5147 bdheft+f/bdheft+ Al bdh-right£/
bdh-right—+ 4} 5l 3k 3 BDH 7: % .BDH 45 &, F| H 5|
¥ arg8 ORF-/arg8 ORF = 3% 15 ARG8 ORF . LL%E BE /R
W) BDH J2 A7 i ARG8 ORF KW & 4 4 B, A
H 514 bdh-eft+£/bdhright+ # 17 PCR ¥ 14 15 3 g
K ME Abdh: :ARGS (& 2-C) o ¥4 i BRME Abdh: : ARGS
Hi i 6 {2 AR T DA2, T i B AE b 5 A7 Ak
ARGS , B [nl #h 4 20 1R E F7 B b (181 2-D) » 1 5 4k
TURAT TS A R R A2 IR Ab 7 5 7Rk (SMBP) °F
Bl R A3 RE 8 IE W AR R AR bk M H 51
arg8 ORF+/arg8 ORF~+ HEAT B #% PCR L&k o
1.6 AEEEHFRHZ

MR B Bl B b R B R A R R
(25 mL/250 mLHEJEZ ) » T 30°C <200 r/min N £% )i
Fi g% 24 b Jg, LL10% Fe Rl (V/V) 82 N K 8 97
HEo FEM ¥ 50 mL/500 mL HETE I, 30°C , £7 K %
# 200 r/mino
L7 SHINE

i 1 94 B (Dry Cell Weight, DCW) &5 % %5 ¥ i<

C: The construction of BDH knockout frame for BDH inactivation.

FEW i B AR 3AE Z Wocik 01 1. R 30 JE T
M Rt 2,317 R RE A4S ROAR €51 72 (HPLC)
WsE e W 4 fF: (3 FE N Aminex” HPX-87H,
BioRad; ¥ &40 4 5 mM H,SO,, Jit# 0. 6 mL/min; f&
P B Ay o) 22 K0 I 2%, Agilent 1100 ; K 35 55 4 I 2% 05
JEh 35C 0 2,31 i Je £ Tk FL R A S5 I 5 SR T 0
LM WK A BT A6 B 5 vk (HS-GC-
FID) o 43 b7 2 i A 1l 4 mol/L ) H,SO, H4#% i pH
IR T 0.5, M £ Bt FLR 19 Kk Hb 41k B 72 2E
82,31 e Ay BT 4% A T SV A U SR I ) 4y
A 70°C <30 min; ZEAE LR BE 2 200°C ; 43 3t L A
1:1; 3% 4 % PEG20M 30 m x 0.32 mm 1. D. ; F2
¥ T+, 40°C (5 min) —180°C (5 min) /10°C ; K& ] %%
(FID) i £ 24 250°C ; # < (N,) it 4 1.2 mL/min;
PR (H,) Fd S 47 mL/min; B8 (Air) 338 0
400 mL/mino 7F 15 2%~ i i F5 v, £k 5L R 78 R AR
pH i S B il FE I 45 A0 R e IR AR il 38 56 T
B Y DRIt 2T LR (9 3k O 6,38 55 HPLC
SE 3R] I B ZE A .
1.8 HIMBEFEKFRNE

20 A e % REL R 94K D Atk B2 7 vk 2 WL Sk [ 1.
X HE B AR DA-O o ALS g 3 W 52 7 vk 2 WL SC R
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(51, FE4LHFk DA 1 ALS g% I 52 J7 i 2 WL XX
#k [161. DR Jz BDH 735 LA 2,31 W] J& 3¢ 4k
T A A D e W D vk S 0 ocik L7 1. &
5 e U5 i 2 Wcik L8 ]

2 SR HI

2.1 HEFRIXALS W CEBEABERNKE K 2,3-T
MENFIN

B Foki pYESPGK-alsS 22 XG4 4> #r (& 3-
A, kil 34) , I 2E4T DNA P, 45 BF W) alsS 2
L4l N T BURL pYES-PGK i, Jf H 7 b i #2
alsS FEDNRAT 7 A2 R A ¥ UKL pYES-PGK-alsS 1
AL Z AR T. glabrata Aura3 Aarg8, 73 3] — Bk g
fE SM-A PR EIEFR E KAl 1, B PCR Bk
G R )T T4 A H I alsS JETR (P8 3-8, kot
6) ;K 3-C Bor, ik RIA alsS LK T. glabrata
Moy ALS B PR3 v T 4.6 i, 45 5 3% W1 o 41 1A Ak
DAL # BT

W% 3 P, 5 B Ak DA-O AH L, 720 T Ak
DALy (1) T A AR A R 7 I IR 1) A 28 6 T ) A%
1 (2) ZBEFLIR A 2, 3T i (1 B A B R I
P, 23 0. 61 g/L.0.57 g/L; (3) LT 3L S %
U9 LA AR R I T 50% ; (4)2,3-
TR B 3R AR T WA 2,3-T T RE AL R
AR S M AN 43 0 Ol 0.21 g/1.0.23 g/Le.
PR REY  FRKRIL ALS e B E R T
glabrata & 1% W FL IR 1 B8 1> R B AR M T R

MRV RSN OB RS R R, B m 2,3-T =
MR R BE T F I, LB IR SO ARl g e 5 2,
3T W R QI AR R BB R BT € B
It

© 1.0
[1DA-0
>
- 08 EEpa- I
g3
22 06f
= o
2 an
2E o4f
w2
—
< 02k
0 1
Strains

3. EHAE K DA W EMEIE

Figure 3. Construction and confirmation of recombinant strain
DA-. A: Restriction analysis of expression plasmid pYES-PGK-
alsS. Lane M1, 10 kb DNA Marker; Lane 12, pYES-PGK-alsS;
Lane 34, pYES-PGK-alsS digested by BamH 1 and Sph 1. B:
Colony PCR of the DA- positive clones. Lane M2, 2000 bp
DNA Marker; Lane 5, control stain DA-O; Lane 6, strain DA
C: The enzyme activity of ALS.

x3. BHEKRESNBERABRSHMILLER

Table 3. The comparison of fermentation parameters by different 7. glabrata strains in batch culture

extracellular metabolites / (g/L)

strain =, (h N

pyruvate acetolactate 2,3 -butanedione L-valine L-eucine 3-hydroxybutanone  2,3-butanediol
DAO 0.16 38.9 =+ 0.7 0.01 = 0.00 0.01 + 0.00 0.02 = 0.00 0.00 = 0.00 0.03 + 0.00 0.03 £ 0.01
DA 0.15 37.1 £ 1.0 0.61 = 0.06 0.57 + 0.07 0.03 = 0.00 0.00 = 0.00 0.21 = 0.03 0.23 = 0.04
DA2 0.12 36.6 = 1.2 0.83 = 0.07 0.73 + 0.05 - - 0.23 + 0.02 0.28 = 0.02
DA3  0.12 36.7 = 1.5 0.86 = 0.05 0.95 + 0.07 - - 0.11 = 0.00 0.08 = 0.00

2.2 GSMM i Z B A B X AR s 2,3 -T =
[EEEg=0EA )

ftf B T. glabrata 4= 55 D5 20 J0 B AX 4 19 5% 458 22
(GSMM) iNX804 % %2 AHAIR Jz N % i & 1) K/
2,37 MR m. WK 4-A froR, big

AHATR MR 8 & 0 T 2, 3T il 1 7 ek
BB AR K AR R DA 7R B K LG AR KO
N 1 6 25 OB LT ORE 8 % (4,70 mmol/g DCW/
h) V5 W 82 Eb AR Rl % (3. 75 mmol/g DCW /h) 2,
31 U b A s % (0. 17 mmol/g DCW /h) L4
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SR A & (2,18 x 107° mmol/g DCW /h) .

PG R EL A B % (3,42 x 1077 mmol/g DCW/
h) A5 A 30 S AR LAY INX8O04 [ 24 R 4% 1, 3k A5
2 B AR DAL (1 2, 3T Tl AR g AR oh AR R
oA W 4B iR . fE L EAL B R AHATR

i HE N b5 5, CEEFLR I LA R S L&
P 10 A A BEL T, 2, 3T W M AE O R | T
22.9% (B 4-C) o« L ik Bl g5 4L 3% 01, i B 3 A
ilv5 B8 1% BH T £ Ik L 8 1) S B AR B — b 2,
3-T IR B Be T o

(A) (B) DA-1(1ALS)
6r
GLC [e]
l 4.70
w S 0.726 0.420 0.250 0.130
k5 GLC —+——>——+PYR smmmmp ACLAC DACE ACT BTD
o ALS 1
2~ 4
RS 534107 | l 0.170
Exz LEY ——
£8 428 %107 DACE [e]
g3 VAL
3 é (©) DA-1+Ailvs
=}
S22
z GLC [e]
¢ l 4.70
1 0.726 0.516 0.307 0.160
GLC =+ = — PYR sy ACLAC » DACE ACT BTD
ALS ilys
. 1 . 1 L 1 . 1 . 0 * l 0.209
0 1 2 3 4 5 LEU «----7Y o
AHAIR flux (mmol/g DCW/h) M DACE el
VAL
4. in silico 53 1 T Bt 2L BE S BR AKX 3 2,3-T ZFRFR R B9 &2 g

Figure 4. Analysis of the impact of acetolactate branched pathway to 2,3 -butanedione production using the in silico genome-scale metabolic model. A:
The response of 2,3 -butanedione formation rate to varying AHAIR flux. B: Constraint-based flux solution of engineered strain DA-. C: The flux
solution of ilv5 mutant strain. GLC [e ], extracellular glucose; GLC, glucose; PYR, pyruvate; ACLAC, acetolactate; DACE, 2, 3-butanedione;

ACT, 3-hydroxybutanone; BTD, 2,3-butanediol; LEU, L-eucine; VAL, L-valine; DACE [e], extracellular 2,3 -butanedione.

2.3 FHRBRERE ILVS 3 CEBEA BT S KGR 9
LA

LA JBE IR S 1) ILVS Fo 45 R VR A 0 o B, 1
14 ilv5-eft+£/ilv5—right+ 3t 17 PCR ¥~ 14 #54 3| & bx
HE AiloS (& 5-A, 3k I8 1) 5 ff 514 ilvSdefiA/ilv5 -
right+ 3 17 4 7% PCR I iF, A fk DA2 k75 1.4
kb 2245 119 AilvS (& 5-B, vkiE 4-5) , W #k DA 3k 15
2.5 kb ZEA7 1 ILVS JE DR J L7 A R (1] 5B, ki
6) » R W IL K ILVS e 2K 1f) 5 4118 #k DA K9 1 % 2 o

SIS 25 RAR B RN TLVS SR TR Bk DA 3K
B e IR RV IR Y % G I 1Y 5 EE B PR DA2 [ e
KB AR K38 2R R fe KR AR MR JE 5 DAL A LG 2 1) R
B 7 20% 15.9% (£ 3 KK 6) . Wik3 fin, 5&E
1Pk DA A LL, TAL R DA 1) (1) & 5L 1%
A2, 3T 1 A A A 2R G T 36. 1%
28. 1% ; (2) 2,31 i B g AR =9 350 T 1 A
2,3 I MIANKREE RN T 9.5% 21.7% . ik
SE LW, W 41 Bk DA LI ILVS BEfs FH

W LWL HE N L4 IR 5 L= 2 R & g 14, i
—Bim 2,3-T A R
2.4 XX BDH w3t 2,3-T R R8I # M

DASE B8 /R (9 BDH 7247 /% Jo ARG8 ORF ()7
aW KBRS AR 514 bdhdeft4/bdh—ight—+ 2 47
PCR 4 5% 43 31| fik K& HE Abdh :: ARGS (& 5-C, Ik i
7) i ffi H 51 ¥ arg8ORF+/arg8ORF= i 1T 1% 7% PCR
B AE, AR DA2 Jo W B 4, RRAZ W Bk DA3 3R 15
1.3 kb Z2 A7 467t (& 5-D, ki 11 - 12) , & B 35
BDH K 1 2 B Ak DA3 Ky i i 1) o

Wi 7 s wcbR Ak ) BDH Afi DR K1 BDH i35
PES PR DA LUB 20 R FE T 74.4% F176. 1% .
M 6 Je 3 3 n] i, BN BDH 2Rk 0 B 44 2E KR A
MR AR R E M Wsg . 5 R Pk DA ALk, S 4l
WAk DA3 JfnAh 3F2 L T W A1 2,3 -] —WE UK B 4 il
FEAR T 52.2% ~71. 4% , 1 K I 2,31 = [l (1)
WP T 30.1% , 4 0.95 g/L(£ 3) . X —4 53
W], w B A bdh BE 6 BE X DR I BDH i % 7K
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Figure 5. Knockout and confirmation of ILV5 and BDH gene. A:
Purified PCR fragments used for ILVS inactivation. Lane M, 10 kb
DNA Marker; Lane 1, ILV5 knockout frame; Lane 2, ILV5 left arm;
Lane 3, ILV5 right arm. B: Colony PCR of the DA-2 positive
clones. Lane 4 — 5, strain DA2; Lane 6, control stain DAd. C:
Purified PCR fragments used for BDH inactivation. Lane 7, Abdh ::
ARG ; Lane 8, BDH left arm; Lane 8, ARG8 ORF; Lane 9, BDH
right arm. D: Colony PCR of the DA-3 positive clones. Lane 11 -
12, strain DA3; Lane 13, control strain DA2.
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dehydrogenase (BDH) .
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System metabolic engineering strategies for 2, 3-
butandione production by Torulopsis glabrata

Xiang Gao, Nan Xu, Shubo Li, Liming Liu"

State Key Laboratory of Food Science and Technology; Key Laboratory of Industrial Biotechnology; The Key Laboratory of
Carbohydrate Chemistry and Biotechnology, Jiangnan University, Wuxi 214122, Jiangsu Province, China

Abstract: [Objective] We regulated the carbon flux distribution of Torulopsis glabrata CCTCC M202019, an efficient
pyruvate-producing microorganism, for improved 2, 3-butandione production. [Methods] We overexpressed the
acetolactate synthase (ALS) from Bacillus subtilis and then used the genome-scale metabolic model (GSMM) for T.

glabrata (named iNX804) to evaluate the importance of deleting the ILVS5 gene. In addition, the BDH gene was deleted to
restrict the degradation of 2,3-butanedione. [Results] Overexpression of the ALS resulted in a 4. 6-fold increase in ALS
activity and increased the extracellular concentration of 2,3 -butanedione to 0. 57 g/L from 0. 01 g/L. The deletion of the
ILV5 gene was found to increase the 2, 3-butanedione accumulation level by 28. 1% , attributed to the disruption of L-
valine and Ldeucine biosynthetic pathway. With the deletion of the BDH gene, the enzyme activity levels of butanedione
reductase and butanediol dehydrogenase were decreased by 74. 4% and 76. 1% , respectively. And the accumulations of 3—
hydroxybutanone and 2, 3-butanediol were decreased by 52.2% and 71.4% , respectively. The final 2, 3-butanedione
concentration was 0. 95 g/L, which was 30. 1% higher than that of the control strain. [Conclusion] The GSMM based
system metabolic engineering can be a functional strategy to redistribute the carbon flux from pyruvate node to 2,3-
butanedione and achieve efficient accumulation of 2,3 -butanedione.

Keywords: Torulopsis glabrata, 2,3-butanedione, carbon flux distribution, system metabolic engineering
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