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Progress and perspective on development of non-model
industrial bacteria as chassis cells for biochemical production
in the synthetic biology era
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Abstract: The development and implement of microbial chassis cells can provide excellent cell factories for diverse
industrial applications, which help achieve the goal of environmental protection and sustainable bioeconomy. The synthetic
biology strategy of Design-Build-Test-Learn (DBTL) plays a crucial role on rational and/or semi-rational construction or
modification of chassis cells to achieve the goals of “Building to Understand” and “Building for Applications”. In this review,
we briefly comment on the technical development of the DBTL cycle and the research progress of a few model
microorganisms. We mainly focuse on non-model bacterial cell factories with potential industrial applications, which possess
unique physiological and biochemical characteristics, capabilities of utilizing one-carbon compounds or of producing platform
compounds efficiently. We also propose strategies for the efficient and effective construction and application of synthetic
microbial cell factories securely in the synthetic biology era, which are to discover and integrate the advantages of model and
non-model industrial microorganisms, to develop and deploy intelligent automated equipment for cost-effective
high-throughput screening and characterization of chassis cells as well as big-data platforms for storing, retrieving, analyzing,
simulating, integrating, and visualizing omics datasets at both molecular and phenotypic levels, so that we can build both
high-quality digital cell models and optimized chassis cells to guide the rational design and construction of microbial cell
factories for diverse industrial applications.
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® https://www.sciencedirect.com/journal/metabolic-engineering/vol/50/suppl/C

¢ http://www.synbioj.com/CN/2096-8280/home.shtml
4 http://parts.igem.org/Catalog

http://journals.im.ac.cn/cjbcn



HXkE FEHENFRREFIFRXARNTUREMARARIRSRE

% Build

® Oligo DAN synthesis: Chemical
synthesis by phosphoramidite method;
Template-independent polymerase TdT
@z ® Fragment assembly: in vitro
(BioBrick, BlgBricks, In-fusion,
Gateway, Golden-gate, Gibson);
Model species in vivo (CasHRA)
S. cerevisiae, B. subtillis, ® Gene editing: Endogenous Type |
C. glutamicum, CRISPR-Cas; Exogenous Type Il
A E. colt v CRISPR-Cas9/CpfT

Non-model bacteria:
V. natriegens, A. baylyi,
Z. mobilis

Design

® Part design: RSBP; Programs for
non-standard biological parts (RBS Design
Calculator, DOOR); Codon >
optimization (COOL); De novo - <>
design (Alphafold)

® Pathway design: Computational
simulation; GSM analysis

® Genome and Cell factory design:
Design principles and platform
(BioStudio)

Build

@ Data collection: Public database
and private datasets ® [n vitro: Enzymatic assays;

@® Data analysis: Omics data Cell-free system
analysis, Bioinformatics analysis, ® [n vivo: Growth and metabolism
Machine learning < measurement, Spatiotemporal regulation

® Visualization: Local graphs, Web ' S ® Equipment and platform: Biolog,
interactive visualization Bioscreen C, MMC, Microfluidics,

® Modeling: Different type and FACS, FADS, High resolution imaging
level models (GSM, whole cell system, BioFoundry
model)

B1 &EMEMERIT-HWE-MRANARERSROEZXLEZA

Fig. 1 Key technologies involved in synthetic biology “Design-Build-Test-Learn” strategy. CasHRA: Cas9-facilitated
homologous recombination assembly; COOL: codon optimization online; DOOR: database for prOkaryotic OpeRons;
FACS: fluorescence-activated cell sorting; FADS: fluorescence activated droplet sorting; GSM: genome-scale model,

MMC: microbial microdroplet culture system; RSBP:

deoxynucleotidyl transferase.
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#*1 DNAMEBRREAFER

Table 1 Representative methods for DNA construction

Method Advantages Disadvantages Example References
Oligo Chemical synthesis  Efficient, stable initial ~ Toxic chemical reagents, Commercial oligo [35]
DNA by phosphoramidite  reaction length<200 nt synthesis
synthesis  Microarray chip Low cost, Limited length, quantity Construction of [20]
high-throughput and accuracy oligonucleotide library
TdT Mild conditions, less Not commercialization yet Long DNA synthesis [21]
DNA damage and
byproducts
Large BioBrick Easy to optimize and Protein expression affected Construction of circuits [36]
fragment automate assembly by 8-bp insertion and devices
assembly  BglBricks Translation not affected  Scar sequence Construction of devices [37]
by the 6-bp linker and fusion proteins
Golden Gate Scarless and efficient No restriction enzyme site Multiple assembly (e.g. [38]
assembly on final product TALEs, TALENS)
Gibson Simple operation, Not suitable for assembly 4 fragments larger than [24]
scarless assembly of of fragments less than 100 kb assembled into a
large DNA fragments 200 bp 583-kb genome
Gene CRISPR-Cas Precise targeting, rich Cytotoxicity of Deletion, insertion, [39]
editing (Exogenous) gRNA design tools and  heterologous Cas proteins, replacement, tagging,
plasmids, diverse hosts  restriction of PAM sites CRISPRI/a
and applications
CRISPR-Cas Native system, low Difficulty to apply in other Deletion, insertion, [40]
(Endogenous) cytotoxicity organisms, limited tools, replacement, tagging,
relatively low efficiency CRISPRi/a

WA A A L A KR B T AR A 4 B s
N TR REHLAR F ) S M S B AR AT 43 AT LA B ) 3
B bR R DR 4 R A Qi X 245 A 7R 4 4
B S5 TR, BB 25 AR R B A AL
T o) JUHR IR T 2 ST $ A T AT RENY A AL
#a2 > IT K 1) Alphafold AT T2 1 4544 it M Sk 75
T2 PR R PR I % A Sy — A A
() R G ) o T HL AR SRl 3z ek
AR Tl B3 2R 0 B AR A A g DL 4 e s e Y,
a1 B BE TN | 22 400 i s A ML AR TR AR B4
ORI, LR A i B AR 1) 9 Ay
AH 5 1 B 4 S22 3 i e 37, 40 BioModels . BiGG
Models &% Kbase!***%,

A OB 45 S 3 1 SCBK | AR h AR i) S5 T L
AT DUE SRS B AE DA E— 2 R . T Web 1
AT 52 B ACECHE AT A Ak DAL T 5814 R0 S A TR 22 B
SRS NV E R, ATV 2 B AR A 2 T
Web 3t il fAL A S5 R, BN AE B Rpe
e S R 21 R HAR & 42 /9 BioCyce, BE4r#r
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Table 2 Databases listed in DBTL learning process

Categories

Database name

Website link

Integration database

High-throughput sequencing
and expression database
Genome database

Protein sequence
database

Protein peptides
database

Proteomics
database

Protein structure
database

Three-dimensional structure
database

Enzyme
database

Metabolic pathways and
regulation database

Biochemical reaction
database

Metabolic network model
database

NCBI

EBI

DDBJ

NGDC

CNGBdb
ProteomeXchange
Expasy

Gene Expression Omnibus, GEO

Sequence Read Archive, SRA
ESTdb
OMIM

GDB

GSDB
SWISS-PROT
PIR

OWL
NRL3D
TrEMBL
PROSITE
BLOCKS
PeptideAtlas
PRINTS
PRIDE
MassIVE
jPOST

iProX

SCOP

CATH

FSSP
3D-ALI
DSSP

PDB

NDB
BioMagResBank
CCSD
BRENDA
ENZYME
CAZy
BioCyc
KEGG
Reactome
STRING
RegulonDB
MetaCyc
ATLAS
BioModels
BiGG Models
Kbase

https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov
https://www.ebi.ac.uk/services
https://www.ddbj.nig.ac.jp
https://bigd.big.ac.cn

https://db.cngb.org
http://www.proteomexchange.org
https://www.expasy.org
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/geo
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/sra
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/dbEST/index.html
https://omim.org

http://www.gdb.org

http://www.ncgr.org/gsdb
http://www.ebi.ac.uk/swissprot
http://pir.georgetown.edu
http://www.bioinf.man.ac.uk/dbbrowser/OWL
http://www.gdb.org/Dan/proteins/nr13d.html
http://kr.expasy.org/sprot
http://www.expasy.ch/prosite
http://blocks.fhcrc.org
http://www.peptideatlas.org
http://www.bioinf.man.ac.uk/dbbrowser/PRINTS/index.php
https://www.ebi.ac.uk/pride
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GRS BRSPS REE (AR 5 S il i)
L S5 A5G EF R AE FE Y L RNA T3 DA R SE A
21l CRISPRI 25236 )y P15 afy i b 3 PH 5k

AR T LD A I B ok A v, S DR 2 G 0
KA BRI PR EHAR R4 T AR, R HEAR
A A-Red [AIHREE4 R4S . Cre-loxP B4 R4
FLP-FRT Ml £ 4L &% CRISPR-Cas &L/ T
LR E bR 4 . BlaniE i A-Red B RS
I-Sce T &Z%MR N UIEGELS 6, S BB A o | 4 A
VLS E AR | e DR 40 T i IR 2 T4 ) o 5 48
PB4, 5 5k CRISPR-Nickases W52 EH T 41 5t
DRI 2 A K B 1) B )5 s 4% 2-Red A0
CRISPR-Cas J5 % 45 & ## 37 1Y Scarless Cas
Assisted Recombineering (no-SCAR) ik, 1EK
AT B A 2R S B T IR B — 2 b 5 a AP0,
WAL, X 22 5 DR (] s o Bk 1)y e e 2 S W b 5
Se, WIAnTE RAAT I st CRISPR-Nickases
ARSI T Z A7 a5 R G N B 133 kb R B T
PECRL, BRI B v, R s o 2 R 4
RN O ek il UNIER: e =7 A 1| B P
Ay KGR T 38.9% M1 36.0% 4 K AT FIA B2
FUFFEET (36 3). [ b AL R LU 7 ik
FRXH AT B, FL R — SR I 7 X S R A A i 5
REA TR AT , [ B0 A7 A AR B I BRAS 15 55 )
PR A [ 8

®3 REMBREZERES G

FER A R B i B IE e T AR 2R R,

P A= A B AR e T 380 5 R 2 5 i 4 6 5 I Ak 4
Mg, FERNAG SRS, RaEtY¥F
BEAE A B2 e 1 5 DR 2 P B S e PR AIE Il & 9
THEZE/EM., % Craig Venter FBA T 2016 4E M\
AT /NN THHE 4 Syn 3.0, K/ R 531 kb,
A7 473 ALY e — R TE S R A W2 R
s B R E L, bl A A S R A
PN TAR (GR3). BAZEYT, FAY AN
P Bk g N T g Sk 356 DR 2 B R A 5 AL T
T FRP L EE 12 Mb 3L T A kiR
(Sc2.0 Project) UTHAULIAG T Semi ik ik oo i
WITE 2020 4ESCBURRTIRE RE A9 RN 4 4 A TP,
3 Yo G T LR LR f] R R 4G R s
Ty AN IV 25 240 0y T P A

21 BRBEAMEMKEMWEE

UG 25 4 B 5 A A R B Bl R
F B R A A TR T B . KT ER . R 2R 7
FFA . SRR HATE X e A9
BRI A AT B C 2 T A RrE T RE M)
JEERANM, BOE AT T R SRR A T
1k, DUSBI“@mEm " H N (& 3),

Jiki7 % 1 Saccharomyces cerevisiae ELA 1535
SAEfI R AERKEHEMR, EEIANELEN
(Generally regarded as safe, GRAS). ist{&44E T
B2 e B 5ol s, 25— 1R

Table 3 Strategies and examples of chassis cell development through genome minimization or genome synthesis

Chassis cell Genome (Mb) Strategy Proportion minimized  References
E. coli 4.6 A-Red based homologous recombination 38.9% [59]
B. subtilis 4.2 Homologous recombination 36.0% [60]
C. glutamicum 3.3 Homologous recombination 7.9% [61]
22.0% (unfinished)
P. putida 6.1 Mini-Tn5 targeted FLP-FRT recombination system 4.7% [62]
S. avermitilis 9.0 Homologous recombination or Cre-loxP recombination 18.5% [63]
S. cerevisiae 12.1 De novo synthesis, Sc2.0 8.0% (unfinished) [17]
M. mycoides 1.1 De novo synthesis, Syn3.0 50.8% [64]
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19k 58 4T e A FOARZ AR ) K I A P A ELAZ A X
AW Z— o BRI I REAE G BUAE W) 2 0 9 0 A T
BUS R PESEE, H 2009 4E4] 45 k2F Jef Boeke
PR T A B SE N 4131 R (Sc2.0 i1-4)
I HIZ RG] T 2011 4F RIS BL T BUF B 6 6 5
Qe R 9 S YRGB BT 5 A s
U CARLESERL T 6 AR RE A LY ik (2.
3.5.6. 10, 12 5) WG+ A TN, 2016 4,
v Rl B A A A AR ST R (PR BE b
TR AR ) R A A A S PR P R (] 90 4
J7 ¥ CasHRA, 3144 Gibson 405 55 CasHRA 454,
TEFRL P BE 42 T 1.03 Mb ik H B P,
2018 Az A BA LI BT I 58 J 1B BRI B 16 2%
RAR Y AR N T AR B e 8 o B Ak e ik
1 LR A AT AR A R s TR ARG o
Wil EEUNELAS N A SR, IR R B
VI g ARG T REUEAL , W v T e A 2
J e BRI T ST RS, Sk B A i A R TR
THEIE 1%, 2019 4F, dbaTAk Tk x T
EIRE T & T gRNA-tRNA array CRISPR-Cas9
(GTR-CRISPR) #4t, Fi tRNA #5185 £ 1 gRNA
FRICERIA , T PR S I3 DR A1 1) 22 35 K] (] ek el s
A= B B4R, TR 0] 4 A R AT 8 P b A 7
SRR, AR & A sh ik k& R SR
T X —se T

KW¥F# Escherichia coli 1 A 58 i A4 Py st
. A BRI B AR, [RIRE s G 45
T ZERE DA B s T 5 B AR O S A IS
Az —. BT, KBAFEERHC 2 Wi
5.6%4% TF 5 T 38.9%72 . 35 [ WA b R o R 2 B
George Church PR H i g b | KA w2 R 4,
W B —ANadE 57 ANBET, EEFEA N
3.97 Mb RyE4IKRBHT B, ST, SEE SNk
2% Jason Chin BRI T & I T KIGF
M AL A, Hd g i TS 22 A PR S R —
LKL, R LA A R RS 61 4
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27U, 2009 4F, Church 184175 A 1 15 o
Hkhk—FZEANMERFA TR (Multiplex
automated genome engineering, MAGE) )7, i
HEIA—NGFAE, RS aEfr 24 H
bR G o AR 5 PO e S 7 A T A1 2 A, AT
A] TR B g A AN AR BlR, X —
H AR5 CRISPR-Cas9 # 4JF ill CRMAGE iR,
B I RCRSE E F] 90%, ORI E T X KT
S DR 2 00 g B O o R R 2 B LR T S P L
Posfai [ BAE K T K CRMAGE 5 3% [H 21 51
HeE A, MIBR T RBFF R 9 A Hime i &
(Prophage) J¥ % #1 50 /~#f A JCfF (Insertion
elements), #2757 A )i #5240 M o A s 07
M B ZE AT I Bacillus subtilis J2 8 2% [ FHPE
WA B E R, BARRKIEARBER
G, MiHEZERATE R A RNL N 4.2 Mb, BEE
HRL A g S Al TRy oes, R R 2R 1)
WA 7.79%42 B 3] T 36.0061°%0 3 PR 201K 8 5 1 1
Pk miniBacillus PG10, i & st i e, JoH A
AR R R, AT LU S IR T AR
Bipi A Z eSO H, B R AT
@37 T CRISPR-Cas9 ., CRISPR-dCas9-a/o .
CRISPR-Cas9n #l CRISPR-Cpfl1/dCpf1 % 2451882
WAL 27 SRR ORI 41K dCas9-o 5 CRISPR 4ff
BWETEEZFTREKXMREI R4
(Oligonucleotide  annealing  based  promoter
shuffling, OAPS) JRWEHFHZS A, 7EAN B 2F AT B

SEPL T VERIEE BLA Kk EHER 260 150 mUREY
VL FE K24 X e i E 2R R84 55T CRISPR-dCas9
RGEEMBEFHANE T LT AEESH
CRISPRI g, FFH&FFLHE-N-B7 UM (LNnT)
FERE TR ARG, dCas9 #iE A RIEH A |,
FHARWESE RG 3T Peia W, HiZIFH
gRNA 5 RM RIHAEAERT, RIAT S 3l % 1) 56 K T
B, 2 2GR, LNnT 50U ZE 3R ik
F T 2.30 o/l S, IR A T RE S
TSI AT ) e PR 2R 58 ) XT3 8 PN ) R S oy 3 PR
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B, UCTEA B 2R D P ST X 4 L P AR A
AT Eh AR, (R E BELURT R 00 AR e, R
PR B3 A 207 mg/L 3 K %) 802 mg/L, 1%k
] S D AR Y sh AL, AR TR
AT A 7 4 e B

1 ABREFTF A Corynebacterium glutamicum
HE = 2R 221560, Harc okt 53 #
BRBRBEFF RS T TREAMy, HHFET%&
PR K A0 PR R e, A4 R R S 4 A S 0 2
K 441K & . CRISPR-Cas9 Fli#i i CRISPR-
CpfL/dCpfl &4 R BB 2016 4F, 2 [HFRE B T
2#Bt Timothy Lu PRI T dCas9 1) CRISPRI
RGN TR ZAREF R, R EA T
Bt T EAMERY, Hl T Cas9 B4
B, AT IRE g, X — RS E R
Gy TR YRR 5L A A R BATE A S R
FFH B Eh 7. CRISPR-Cpfl R4E e,
UHE T RSB E4H B J5 %) CRISPR-Cpfl &
BT 7RG, IARTH T X R GAER R IR
FFE gL N sk, JEF CRISPR-Cpfl &
45, WiTT R A A B A A 2 PR AT B s
T RE-CRISPR #%4¢, IS BHLEL PR 2H G 4 1% sl
HAOIEERY . i, ERR R R T 4
RS BT F- FN PR 2= I BA T & T 2 F CRISPR-
dCpfl WZILHE KRR A, ST 24 Hbrkk
DR el e ik TR B0 e R A R A S el T
P TR B I SR AN A DA i, B SBT3
TR, LR AR LSRR IR A

H Aty 7 ) 48 2 A R A A T B R DO
RE AN Sl TR 10 o A Ak i 1) B SR U E
Yy 41 Cyanobacteria D S M\ 55 () BR A S 4%
A R J S — A B Tl A PR S A i i
ERBHE Pseudomonas putida, RJZ: UL iT A
LR35 i o 2 A T A0 e i
LA T ol FH RS T E R,
T AT DV P S R AR SRR . AT
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B, pIE MR 4EER Bl2, KA. K
B 2% 6 ] HAR TR AU A= (g A T 9801
4, Dupont i1 Genomatica 2 w] -t 43 ) 1] i K%
FFESZELT 1,3-79 % (1,3-propanediol, PDO)M%
1 1,4-T —f% (1,4-butanediol, 1,4-BDO) 3 T\l
AR 77 VLR R X0 A7 B S 56 28 TR Ak Bl R
R 2R A R, DA R A L RO 0 K 24 i 77 A
FRE m A A 1T iy vERe, SEaiFL-R T
R L R AN T R w5 10 feil, WP A B U
3 I B T AR BT 1Y 2R G U R B A
T PR B g 5 4 T T AR O R B T
AT COp A K Y A FR A P 5UR T HY AR KA
P S5 5 T 1) Tl e il SR 001071,

22 BEIEEBRAMEVKEMMGE

B R TR K, ARARZ,
wt A T AR M R T Rt i S 56 45008 AR A e
U8, LIS TERU: YA S P I 58 38 A Tl B9
o AR — B R BB . 78 Tk A r=se ik
th, A TEZ AR bR TR AR 5 A AR 4 i
T s BP0 S R T A A A s v
S A A O SR A3 o X SR AR T
HYHRF AL GRAS LR . A maUF I 2 RS
POUHOZFEM R . A KRR . BAR Y 5
W BT PERERRAE L T S2 MR PR SR A
b 0% (1 2),

Tl AR b B T R s e T A B =
T, WA I 5 3 DR 2 G B AR B e
W7 BAR KRS . SR GO AW, 8
Kotk Z AR AU Y SE R ALy 5045 B i, A
O DR 2 3k A I 3 R 2 i e 1 L S IRl vy 5
5, W T EEEHEE T E Y R i R,
FEAE S Bsf [B) PN & J Rl R SR BB I AR A . AnAE T
v A BTz R R SRR R A R R 5
FREEE Pichia pastoris A 3G K AR =Wy Fdi A=
KW HEMTZE T Actinomyces 2534 273
AR AE T I & . i PR 2H o 2 Tl by R A



HXkE FEHENFRREFIFRXARNTUREMARARIRSRE

Organic carbon

CO/H,/CO,

@ Vibrio natriegens

T O O Natural i
10°CFUpg <
. —
High natural
transformation efficiency

@ Acinetobacter baylyi

P

%
Anaerobic ED pathway >~=«._
and N, fixation

@ Zymomonas mobilis

source
o
I
Plasmid
‘O @ Doubling time
DNA <10 min %
Fragment i .
- — Growth fast

e E T .
w,,
L
—
0
> /
-—

A \® Halomonas bluephagenesis

-
~-,

erzthanol Succinate  /icetate
Biosafe, Non-pathogenic ~ Diverse substrates Fast growth
Characteristics g 0200000 O2e® Clean genetic background,
i ioh ti ; enetic manipulation tools
e el cell Stable and robust Simple cultivation L y_le!d and : ®®®@§®©®
factory 96 DE® Productivity
Q@eeD®

Wood-Ljungdahl
pathway

One-carbon compounds fixation

@ Clostridium ljungdahlii
@® Clostridium autoethanogenum

s 2 .
* Poere Lactate productl(m
® Lactic acid bacteria:
Lactococcus lactis
Nanoo - R Lactobacillus delbroeckii
“““““ Lactate

\ Sa

PHB production PHB
\ @ Cupriavidus necator

---------
~~,

2 BRMMIHaRBOEEXNBEART TE25H4
Fig. 2 Characteristics of ideal cell factories and a few non-model bacterial cell factories. AcCoA: acetyl-CoA; ED:
entner-Doudoroff pathway; EMP: embden-Meyerhof-Parnas pathway; PHB: polyhydroxybutyrate; Pyr: pyruvate; TCA:

tricarboxylic acid cycle.

FEHRBUS T B ey OO L UK A G G
A PH Streptomycetes Ji £ 4 A R 5 AR TR AR A
Fe oA K 225, HSF IR F AR R A 4 A nl 3k R 7
P T IR A AR, P T I N 40K 1 5 S 4
240 L P9 10 3 % R S B L g (i e

ARSCAMN EE H 45 Tl A= e AR G 8s8 HLAT REpR A
BIRE . FIH— AL &P s T B E Y
AR A AR AN E A T, AR A K s A 7
BHICER L e AR R FE BN S T AR i ik 44
FEER I O TR P B R kI sh R e i e, LA
— AL A YR R RE 1 135 [RAR TR RN ™ AR 1A
A 7R Ak A ) ) E T TR PR AL R A 7 R PR
FLIREW, R 3-FIETMES (PHB) A" W EA™
BT PR R R PRI B o X S AR ELAR ) B 2R
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HERME A S WK 2 3k 4.
221 HAERRAEEERGIEEAE
1) AR

THANYRE Vibrio natriegens ARG TEANTE ,
Westin A —25HEE, pH MHZERIN 5.5-9.5, Hul
pH Jy 7.5, fdiE KRR 37 °C, T8k,
T FNIR e — et IR R, 2 BT AR KR
HRANTE (9.8 min), HAMSAIREE T [FE No Y
R 7020 T NI T HAT SE R A AR AR A R IR
TR, BT A KIS, W HA 18 SR I Rl
RS R [ AETE LK TR 32 S ek S5 1)
AES1, ATLAERSFRIEHA K, WopeE | i, &
MR AR, M. PRI, RSN, HEREE.
Hh . AR . SRR . MR 2 i,
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Table 4 Characteristics of non-model bacterial cell factories discussed in this paper

Strain
(Year discovered)

Physiology and Genome
growth conditions (Mb)

Unique metabolic pathway

Genome manipulation

Products
tools

V. natriegens G, facultative Chrl:3.24  Anaerobic N, fixation CRISPR-Cas9 (CRISPRi), PHA,
(1958) anaerobic, Chr2:1.92 Cre-loxP system, nano-selenium
pH 5.5-9.5 no plasmid A-phage and SXT based particles, alanine;
(optimum 7.5), recombination [-carotene
optimal temp 37 °C
A. baylyi ADP1 G, strictly aerobic, 3.6 ED pathway, CRISPR-Cas9, Wax ester,
(1972) pH 3.0-9.0, no plasmid B-ketoadipate pathway Scarless HR based on triacylglycerol,
20-40 °C sacB and tdk tetrapyrrole,
cyanophyte
Z. mobilis ZM4 G-, facultative 2.2 Anaerobic ED pathway, CRISPR-Cas9, Ethanol,
(1924) anaerobic, GRAS, 4 plasmids incomplete EMP pathway, CRISPR-Cas12a, succinate,
pH 4.0-8.0, incomplete TCA cycle, endogenous Type [-F levan, sorbitol;
24-45 °C N, fixation pathway CRISPR system, HR 2,3-butanediol,
isobutanol
C. ljungdahlii G*, anaerobic, 4.6 Wood-Ljungdahl pathway, CRISPR-Cas9/dCas9, Acetate, ethanol;
(1988) chemoautotrophs  no plasmid Rnf-ATPase pathway dCas9 based single base  butanol,
editing, CRISPR-Cas12a/ isopropanol,
ddCas12a, Cre-loxP mevalonate,
system butyrate
C. autoethanogenum G, strictly 44 Wood-Ljungdahl pathway, Endogenous Type I-B Acetate, ethanol,
(1994) anaerobic, no plasmid Rnf-ATPase pathway CRISPR cluster 2,3-butanediol;
chemoautotrophs (undeveloped) PHB
L. lactis G*, facultative 25 EMP pathway CRISPR-Cas9 (CRISPRI), Lactate; diacetyl,
(1873) anaerobic, optimal  4-7 (homo-fermentation) Cre-loxP system, 2-butanol, acetoin,
pH close to neutral, plasmids ssDNA oligonucleotide ~ BDO, mannitol,
10-40 °C recombination acetate, ethanol
L. delbroeckii G", facultative 1.86 EMP pathway/PK pathway CRISPR-Cas9 Lactate
(1901) anaerobic, 1ormore  (homo-/hetero-
pH 3.0-8.0 plasmids fermentation)
(optimum 5.5-6.2),
optimum 40-45 °C
C. necator H16 G, facultative, Chrl1:4.05 ED pathway, CRISPR-Cas9 PHB; ethanol,
(1961) chemoautotrophs ~ Chr2:2.91  incomplete EMP pathway, HR acetoin, fatty acid,
1 plasmid  Double copy Calvin cycle isoprenoid
H. bluephagenesis G, 4.09 EMP pathway, CRISPR-Cas9 PHB; P34HB,
(20112) pH 5.0-11.0 no plasmid methylcitrate cycle CRISPRIi PHBYV, PhaR,
(optimum 9.0) (artificially blocked to avoid acetoin,
0-45°C competition for the use of 5-aminolevulinic
(optimum 37 °C) propionyl-CoA) acid, threonine

TN N4 K/N 5.17 Mb, fiR/M
4 3.24 Mb #i1 1.92 Mb AP A e (Ol %, JoN
TR i AT B B R R 2 2
IS T A N - s U A2/ 0 [ I ot
CRISPRi 454 u IRy My ae LAY, ik
HH T 3 R A /N s mT LA B 4 =l A X 3R
SHE KRR R T o S R K S
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BT AR TE P A 3 T S A e 4 T I B
H T 2 AT AR OE 1A% 1R 2R AR TR AR R TR AR el
T HASRE A RREAR, G 2E ENE
#F RSF1010. p15A HI pMB1 fi A i iz (1251261
BRItz 4h, TR e . T 3 Fl DNA #1k
Jrid: AR . AT o H 2
CRETE JER &S TN s S &
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ik 2x10°-1x10" CFU/pg™ 2 ®) i T4k B A
RIRFGALRE DT, AEXTEO AT A IO ME DNA,
AL AT USROS T Rz Al 27120,

AT, EFEINRE R R PR T — R84
VI oCA T & AN FAESY R T AN [ H A R
X BRI ) i (12520128 e T 2 B
BFAEUA ST, W Prer. Peap LA KAKH IPTG SR
7 S 10 8 7O RSk BUAE K AT T
A ZBEY oM E T R T A
SEA 005 RBS, B2k, BUAEREN ., Wi
5 DR 1B 5 A A e 5 5 04 385 T I g 1201
B F 5 B OICEA 1) TG A i 2R A LR R A ST o8
W, AT LLSE AR AN A B R AR OO vp
B2 e R T T 8K % 1A BA S 1l 3k el A8 0 B 7
RBS XIsy, Beit. M@t 7 HA 5 MK
AU A [R) 5 3% R0 B3R o B 1 N TR Fs ook
S AN B A A ST AR TR R A RO
R EAL B ZE R R R P T Y

T AN R gy TR AR T AR | R R
41, CRISPR-(d)Cas9 LA K 3 [F 41 £ 3 [ W] i 4
(Multiplex genome editing by natural transformation,
MUGENT) %5 2 Fol i [K 2 4 464 5 v A 1 L 1271280
PR T T PRI T AR s A 3 DN 4R R O Ak
TR o A9 5 M I W R A DG B B MR B O
SXT (¥ b8 F= 36 mT LUAE [A] U5 A ROCR R = 4
10 000 1%, T ATCC 14048 B #k H W 4 Ji s 1 1
DX 35k i B3 149 G Dk AT A 28 AR AR AR AT T L B A T o)
DNA 51 FIIR 5 kit 4 i -k 921 2016 4,
FE A WMIEE R 224G R Al (Synthetic Genomics,
SGI) Matthew Weinstock & 2 Dns 4% & fiff 2 [A]
() R DA S R IR AL AR, 138 T —H#k29 194 kb
DNA % B i B k%) 2020 4 SGI-DNA 73 %t
T AN BRI T T 0, RS T — RS bR
e IR AU (R 150 LR rmibkt,

R AL s TN R G A i R T
FUEIARWESE, R IT R T B RV S 20 i 1) 48
T RIFA S A AR IERE . H RN C 28
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HATHAR BRI (Polyhydroxyalkanoate,
PHA) . 15| Wie-3- £ 2 FI AN AR 55 R AR 77 i B9 A 77 5
Mot A TR s 5 R A 2 T4
EAEN. BREAR. p-E P RMEY 25T
(i 20138 g b FE AR s IO B RS R T R
JRPRECR R . A SN s T HEE,
BA ARG — RS A 2= i R e 4%
240 A0 A AR A T sy e el
2) FEIRASBIFF

A BHFFE Acinetobacter baylyi ADP1 J& T
(PN ) I e L P SN O ey R A N s
TH—%) 3.6 Mb LA, TNIEBORL, GIC
RN 40.3%. TR A IR SR AR
1) A SR ALCR , Rl BRI FE F RS T SR ek
DNA - & A [al I d 4 %0 b 2 2 T — AR
T R 2 R DR TR A A i 200,

FERAS ST B AT LURFH Z 8Pl , antim . R
WL RHATRE . BERR . CRERINERRRZEMY, e
FeRn SRR K, A AL/ 35 mint*
FERA ST W B A MR R4, a0 A 45
K5 TR DL ROF F AL G i, 7EH
SORES R - & BR kA2 00 i 9 7 Ak &
Yy, FTLARI R BT 25 4 2 5 A ok A8 AT A 1 05
WAL A Ym0 B 41 %k PR ADPL Bk 2k
R W O | OB R A s R IR R
fiff RS A g i L[, 4D ADPL ANRE E LW IR fL
ZWE. [AIMF ADPL i il 2 it 6-Mt R SRRt Al
DA PR B i SR R, PR T AfEI ADPL AT RE A
Entner-Doudoroff (ED) #4217 Az AL i 42

FIRASF B ADPL B #EH R E 4
B BT HA R BOU AT B S BURE DNA ., %
=¥y . Gibson F=#Lk &k PCR F=#ir) H 8R4k
&b, ADPL Wi & T — R 5N LY T
e, N A s AR SR 2 B e e B Y 5R
7. NTAEBRT. fxaash+ Tre fg
R AR B Ja s, DASCR SO s F-152 31
JEL DU R (0 B R R Y RBS 28 PR 391 FE G
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AT HE ADPL vy | 2R LR gig R,
F5 3T sacB Al tdk S i 16 ik B JCIR W] 6 B 4 e
ARG 4 AR HEUT 100%f) CRISPR-Cas9 3 [F 4
A AR 3z P s S AR M T T R 1
JoHG EF TR AR ADPL-Isx, X — [ bk R 21 o A
SE L AR ACR T T LN R S AR T AR A 1O
FEX B RS R T, 76 ADPL MRS 5t Tty
T B DR B R AR T

T FER A ST B ADPL A KRR T
s, LR IR BT B A RIS LA, dni
1 SR R A A5 %) LUxCDE £t ADP1 H A5
it A B RS Acrd DI F= A AT AB A Y i
el ADPL i HA45 KR AR 7 = Ik H- il 19 g
T A AT X LA T R Bk S, i —
AR T W e ADPL Bk b g e ) s
1 PR R AR AROCHE R, AT ek 48 ADPL T
PRACII, o g o 2 R AR 0L
3) 1B KW

B8 R EFHEE Zymomonas mobilis f&—
FHEPE DR AU 22 [RBAE TR A A A A
P CEEAREE (AT s HIRTHRN 97%) . X
R CREAI pH 2 VEGFAEOL S, R ERTIE
HIME— AT FE RS TR ED = e .
B, izl R EESME ) GRAS Wbk, HARERE
g A, b R (KRR 50%), Akt
J¥ (24-45 °C) 5 pH (4.0-8.0) JEFE " 452k P4
PE o SRR A A 27 2k 22 245 A= W o A= W i 1 24 L
T B AR AR VR T A i
JR5256 % (National Renewable Energy Laboratory,
NREL) & K8 A= W e IR Al 58 H o0 (Great Lakes
Bioenergy Research Center, GLBRC) A% 3= % i %
Mz —.

iz B R R R TR L 4 R/l 2.2 Mb, 3
TH AANNTEERL, SREEALE AL 2 000 4
2y 35 DR P90 38 50 S T P R B i A 4R M T Hethe
I 52 £ SBT3 BRG] U5 EE 41 AT CRISPR-

http://journals.im.ac.cn/cjbcn

Cas9 J:MH g ik, B4tk THFIME
CRISPR-Cas12a A}z ¥ 1-F I CRISPR-Cas & 4t
) 5 [R] 4t 44 22 B 25 dCas9 ) CRISPRI A &
gRNA #3121 H. CRISpy-popl?85#158! - oy 3
PRI 21 2 i e $R 06 T AR s T, R,
LR IL Al 27 . sk dl% . A Ridl
DA B AR Do 28 B TR 45 R G2 A 2 i R A B B &
MR R, AT T — RV RS R
R SR Z MIYIRER, R RAEY O
PR R BT O B AL T T A A 2R B s A
—Dﬁlﬁ’f_\‘i}ﬁ [148,156-158] .

12 Bl J T BA M TR AF DG A oo 4 1 T 5 5
Jr R R WAL A AT 07 583 , 8207 T sSRNA
FIUI % 78 Ty LA K A VR 4 O R 4R A A
Kl R G0, Bz E T — &5 sRNA, JH 30
F. RBS ZEHIREY TR, BIATF R EHR S
TG R GERAE T 3+ ARG AR5 ds A
FESETIA TN 38 SR shF M 4 4~ RBS (3R
JE TR VR E T 34> N IR 2 S 2l 718
FAET sRNA 55U 5'UTR =2 Ja] (i A AR F 56
RO % R G A — A R T, T
b % 22 32 Bl R T B TR S i X381 R 56 R 5 O
PRS2, Bahnal H T4 A 2= wk e i A P ot
PR SH0E . AT SR AL SR IR AN
Wy . EALSFEZA 2 80E, PI5EiE T 3940 4
B SR IA O N 2 091 ANFESELALT S, FFHE
Tz Bl R IR R Hh-35 FI-10 X R SFE A
R it — 2L R IE Bl K T BRI TR R ) 45 Bl A o
TR 5 Bt T 8 52 py ik 0

12 Bl K T PA N TR ST A TR Tk T R R TR R
AR . SRRIRERE , F ST SR ARG R
FBY R T HICWAIHRG, fEH AT LR R BT H A
W AOWE A H S 45 2 Rl DR I8 A v T
B8R MR BR T R CRESN, Bl
F PHB. D-#LA&. 2,3-T —fE. IW54EE. 28,
ST EEMILER G WA G K, WAk, 1880 kB
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B B AE A 2RI 25 A TR TR )t
EUE, A E Farmako 2 EIHGE T FI iz
K B B T T &% O EE 4 B Bk Z. cannabinoidis® ]
PEATRIBRZE 77, JEEL T 18 3h & I P I T A7 22 A
FHIF L 9 22477 1) 2% FEAE R fg s Ay 1eer-1e2l]

BT AR B A K P . bR s A
IS 0 A T4 T 23 P A5 AR R A 3 oK 1 A A58 X 4
Gb, A HABVE 22 HAT RRER A B IR ) AR
W SRR N ) v 1 U e sl VL Y S
B Clostridium acetobutylicum 7t & 35 73 K i B
il s 2 B B A B A 7 3 50 o B S LRI AS [/ A
LR DO, TR, AR AR T A
Ml TR A ELAT Tl Tl 27 i R 42 i 52 B A
KA Z R, FHEREAEY =G R AEY
2 v AR A AR BRI AT TR A SE, N
PR A [F) A B2 A IR AL B Tl Ak 1
BESE TS b TOTOTY o e b B AR T
Pseudomonas sp.th Rl H: 78 75 17 R a7 B | R BEE N7 1k
Bk, BREEMEDL . NI 2 A HRE A R
UCLE A A0 s TR T 2 i e 20 1) L2081
R T 1T ST 48 B FE IS S AT TR S 4 B i) B AR
MR P. putida J& TR MG, A S MR H G TR
P. aeruginosa . ¢ GAR AT P. fluorescens FI&kE!
5B P. chlororaphis 255 i i th 1 Talk
TR A I A 93108
222 —AbaYWHI AHIEBR A E

R SR A SR A R W B
CO, WEE ST, BUS T UL CO, NIEM& M2 ik
AR, RRE IR R L AR [ e RN A sk
Rk, AREW R Ty TR, BEH At
VI2EH R R S, BREZRATEE T8 =AYk
TR, I H AR R CO, [ E bR
RE VR A o S A fh 2 i, T SR 6 T A S 1 A 7
B OO it T 2 45 AR W Y R
BBy, RARTTFIFH—m S 4K (CO. COy) Ay~
TR N 2 I 1 TR T 52 58 N ORIl A1

% : 010-64807509

KR, I T R EI BB A"
F TR AR T HG rp A A T L 4 R T
LR R 2, J53#3 Hai 3 E R
Zvw] (LanzaTech Inc.) FJFH ok & SA 7 A= 04%
B AR P R

% R i Clostridium ljungdahlii T~ 1988 4E %
R, BRI i IR AR H FR SRR B LR T
(Acetogen), REfEK; CO, il CO b M AW £
FiCi e, HIEHN 4R/ N 4.63 Mb, 6
W4T CO Fl CO, [l & iy e ok AV ik 42
Wood-Ljungdahl (WL) &4, izt H i Al
1) 6 45 KR [ ik 7 v i g HFE R /b 1 181 ko
7, i HZ SR M TR AT DK Tl 8 <k
ok H R BE SR W) A 2 s CO. CO,
A H, IR AR 1R . S/ TEE. N
FENEE . HRILERF T BRAE . (R 4), BT
AR A 9 T

77 R Clostridium autoethanogenum iy
JUAS DA 2L G PR AT, 53 IO T A R 4
Pyl —tem, 3 BA AR R, HhE
fEHH CO. CO, Fl Hy 4T L WER 2,3-T Ay
A7 SHIRREER KA, 77 CRER RS
A 6 BRI — AT RE IR . 5
Ah, RAE BT AR A N RS DR G R S R
i, HSEPR B O S A NI Type 1-B Al
CRISPR-Cas St AN, ok nl # % R Gt vr
AU R PR AR AR R

AR A R B ) 3 [ AR R A — R
Rnf 526 W) 5T 46 B O RE it 1 DR 48 IR) T & R AR
WL, H Rnf-ATPase GBIt R4 Ry~ dh iy
AR ATP SRR, 140 i 8 R AN B T # A S
g X — i PP % R Gt ] AR A
TR . P K Rnf A Y7E LR R b
VeI R 2 e 73 PSR T P I GE TR 4 2
MG MR, — &) AdhE &1, RIS
FEAmE A &, il W BERE/EEN & (AdhE)
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Wi A AR R BB B B 5 0 — 4502 DL LR AE
FETRYI T, 4 W kA TR A AR R
(Aldehyde oxidoreductase, Aor)fiEfLIE i Z B, 1
1 AdhE fiELIE B 2B ) AOR i qzltt17el

P [CHR B AT LUFIH Ho 5 CO 128 i F it 4,
SN2/ e 25 7N [ i A N R = e S 7/ B
AR o BARR BN, 78 Ho (IERER = 21,
75 CO HEREm; ™ 2. W™ Yl F & AT AR
CEEHE PRI, SRR 20 T RDAR ) & e
JCHRERGEIN, ZEESH AR IEAER . i
5N AFIH OBEA g5 AdhEL F1 AdhE2 BAg
BRAGHER bR, FFaha °C Mk S HBEE, W
M T3 R IR N CBE R LR R . S5 R KM,
W R E P LR A S NADH K Y, 78 LA
CO il FRBIRAT , A=y FIF) FH & Bl A i 42
HHIE, 2k AOR i, HAAKRUL, JHAEXT A
WOEE, R EMAI R Om, RG-SR
T e A W ) A ARV B IBG & 3k — R s ML A 4 7
WY 3% B2 A e A 7 HOR K TS B AR TR Y L R T
A, A AR T S OB E T I AT

bR T RRW SR R 5, AN I E
T RTR] A a8 A5 AR A R i T L, DLk B el v 1R
WRER (£ 4). R ARGIAT CRISPR-Cas9
5 CRISPR-Cas12a/ddCasl2a %4t, H:rf Casl2a
{14 35 DR i I AR 1T i 80%—100060 78171 7 s L il
F, ##—IF &) ddCasl2a CRISPRi &4, KA
RN 80%M T BIFSE A B 22 R AT A
SUBRAGMMASZSI AR TREH, SLBLT 8.5 kb
P T IR B S R 2 i e TR0 e,
R IETF dCas9 Figms neE li AR & T Hps i 1
H, A[S2BL C B T el 41 5 o oh RE 86 IF
(FEBRFNEIAN), AF5E A 52 3T CRISPR-Cas9 J1 & T
24 nt MIARZEIT A, (H 45 5L D A o] b i) 350% T8
91961820 2% 75k o FT %7 ) G At T e A A HiAt
AU CRISPR 241, EEFEFIIBERIEMZCE, bR
W2, DRI N BT 77 SR T & T 6

http://journals.im.ac.cn/cjbcn

ARSI RIR R GE, FRikarnlik (236+24) ug/mL,
PRSI SE I HRASE T AR S 5 8

ERBARE LR A IR LR, Bk
g1, R AR AR SR R G AR s TR
e vy [2L70ASAI80] S ST AR LR AR A
1o SR I A 2 2 IR 28 SRR B LE ) L AR
A PR A IR AT 5 AR 4 A R 7 0 B R 3 5 A
Wy KR IRk — 2l i 25 e i R B 2
AR TR PN QIR 5 32 B4 7 2 K g g 4 19,
XL T POREAT B FE 58N B R G52 TR A A A
AR I 45 FIAR G B A= i 72, E— 2 Mg pr M B
FIFH — A& P ACGHEAR B oy FIREEpLEL, R
— WAL AP Tl Ak iy AR AL T 1 S 1 4 AR T B
B RIS S

A AR B 5 7 AR B P A R A
BRI X — B LA 00 94 [ R A (B0 1 7 A o T A A
S, BR T BRI AR A TR — LA
b, 22 AR A A Bt R PR s R R
GHAb— AL AP BN EERE 2 A0 B g A R X
P o 118 1) P R A A X L P B R F B o R e ) A
2 [109.A8T] v i e BT 0 WU Eh e s, SR T %
CO, H [ 2 F FHIL, AR Bk 12 K — AL a9
F A A G 0] 29 1T 2 vk S 2 701890
2.2.3 YR EiRAE = EEE A

B T LA BUA R A R R0 R — B A
P AR A R A, A — 2 Tl A= 9 al LR
P A2 IR AR K AR PR AR IR R B B LS e
ffo AU AR = A W SR AT Y LR AT PHA
(9 JUA BRI T 872 [ o 2B R 4 ] 5 B
fRR DR AR (TS YL [l B, FLRRRR T —Fh A g
TR EEAE S, PN EA H2 . Y
U TS, A& A 7™ A Y R w4 T

1) FLEAE "

MR FLIR -1 (B, oT Ao h L-2LiR
M D-FLER . T D-FLERAZ 2 i AR sh P
ARE AR RS A FEAW, Bk, m
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Gk UL -2l £ . HAERZLR (Polylactic
acid, PLA) Tl g, B L-ZLMRHAEK D-FLMK
RSB SR E S LS A 5 — A W A
PERE LT, AT KR A PLA B 2= HERE A BE A e
IEFCh D-ZLERLE T AR FLER Tl i 2 s 7,
UTLEAE D-FLIR M SEBFFE 32 e i 009 i
R B FLRR A s, K2 90% A HL
MR 2l ) R T A s S RS 1E B FLRR R T
PR T A 7 AT 6 A A LIRS, v
LR fre s A B AR R G W LR TR

FLBER T (Lactic acid bacteria, LAB) J&—Z{ %%
2 IRPBHYE . IR GCL MR TE . KA 2546 BT 14
SRR, R IR AR, A
i Z A AR B2 AR RS . AR A I A 2
Yy, FLIR T AT 43 A (R 1 2L I vl R S5 D A T 2L
W o [RIE A& WL i B W4 i , JF - A LR
VER FEEERL=Y), EEAFLERE . BEEkEE . /N
W P ER TR SR 3 AT B o T S R R LR TR B T
PEFLRRAN, s A AR Y, R ERE S
—SERUAF R ARHE AR, (RIS S U A TR I i 2
FEAR LR A B CR 4 51k 1 glg A1 0.5 glgh®l,
FLRR W h C I T 2k (R
FUIARREAR D | AR DL R B B A4 ) R
DRI R BR A, T 4 78 1 SR 5 B 1) I 3l &
WEFEEAEY I, N HAE R G A 22 S A e 28
T IRSHERE, RecE/T 4BHW CRISPR-Cas9
T A DR B R A LR B sk o e v 1S

LR T R AT LR A I (%) 3 FLAT IR AL
BRIA . AR, —WIRETFm A, it
MRE B IR, Fdd A KRy 30-40 C, fxik pH
o 5.5-6.20° FUAT B A B RS A — a2
FikLe FUA B R LR h i KR 2R )&
AR LR R/NA 1.23-4.91 Mb, TEERFLAFH
L. delbrueckii “Aiz e XA, IR KN
4 1.86 Mb, GC & 7E 49%-51% i), #4r I
PR R FLER R, 7F 50-55 CHMREA K,

% : 010-64807509

TE<10 CHH{UA BIMAK . TEIRFLAF I 00 4 NI
B, AN & BT A H BRI AN . L. delbroeckii
subsp. bulgaricus & B [l i /N, R FH 5 4
W FLBEFNEE; L. delbrueckii subsp. indicus fif
A TR MR B R A B A . R TR AN L
L. delbroeckii subsp. delbrueckii (A B 1k & 1
HERE . SRR CHEEE R, — SRR R AT
Y M. ZZ EREARNEBEENE s L. delbroeckii subsp.
lactis FLER & BErm /K AL-G PG I E), AT AR
WM, A SO BRI T LR AT 4 A LR T

FLAT B AT o W TR A L - A A ] RS B
JUF AT KB o 5351, 62.9%0) FLAT T 4
fh CRISPR-Cas &4t , H ' 1 #4 CRISPR-Cas R4t
IR IR, (HTEFLRRFL BRI Th AR Bt
CRISPR-Cas Z4: "8, =Ffh24% (% CRISPR Z%;
CEMIRAAME P A, JFHTE L. delbrueckii
jakobsenii HEHL T ) IZ TS CRISPR #
g9 e RFLAFIE L. crispatus 1, JE i XA
J5 1 B! CRISPR-Cas R LI, it
HKB| T 19%-100% 2,

FLIRTE A EKIE . T 2R A AN DA AR 22 TGP
PEANT, FLBRTA AR 8 % 7E 10-40 C, FLER
T FE N 4L /N A 1.95-2.64 MbPOY . e 22 gl Bk
W 4-7 4> 3-130 kb M9JFRL. FLERFLER
Lactococcus lactis LAHFEPRZH /N | gt i ml 541
U AR T R DL R R IR TR T L S A s o FLBR
R AR FLERFLER A & UE Y T HAR
BEIR Rk, e Tz T LR FLER T R IE A1
SR A RGN LA TR OIKEE R R X RS
(Nisin-controlled gene expression system, NICE),
PP RIA RS (Zinc-regulated expression system,
ZIREX), AR RIRNIE 37 SO FIEE T Cre-loxP
& CRISPR-Cas9/CRISPRi ) £ fili 3 [K 41 4 4
AR5 yr i, b TR 2 i R 2 7
A RE &Y T ZARERERIERN

. cjb@im.ac.cn
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CRISPR-dCas9 [N T ARG, 1% R GexS Bk [H 8
Z I VTR AR 99%%, iS5l CRISPRI
R G TT K Ry 7E FLIR b i 18 2 g R A4S 1
RN PR TR B N g T FLRR FLIK TR
AALAT LA = LR, A TR A5y vk el il
ATV 2-THE . WO, WAR., HER. &
B WA BDO 27 i (20200

AR AN W ZE AT R . KIAATR . B &
FR AT A AT T 3R AE 7 (HIE T R 2 E LR
P2 VE | TR Sk kAR 7 D-5 L-FLIR
AR RE 1308 B A TR T T L 4 7 EA 52 AR 321,
H AiFLER 19 Tolk Ak A= = 32 22 3k F 2L MR i 1 &
B LR Tl A 7 B A P T B A e Al
BT R M RN AR JL T T . FLIRR A0 2 Sl BT
XT R FLIR Py R A EE L, )i A
AR AR ek D I P A L R o T A AR T
i A AR A A I T . N, et
FEIRMEE R A NADH I 0l 5L 5 A K S 95
ED i AR B, i 47 S B AT TR AT AR 7 2= 4l
JiE 7 99.9%0Y L-FLA2 A1 D-FLIR A T g 1k I
AL DLIE 3 75 AE | S5k DR A oA R S 5 2 3 M iR Ak
G2 M7 G LR R R M, RIS AEAR pH T
A LR B g bk R A T AR
Lactobacillus plantarum I3t ) F AT F A A B £F
AR AW o an EOKFS AR RS AR A D-FL
W2, AR BRI A 19024

2) PHA A:7714

PHA J& P P Aemicili 7o 2 M HAWPAEE 251
SZRRAEIL S ERBNAR R . AT IR SR S
PHA A== I 2 o 22 [IRBA MR TE , 3E KRR ™
B ¥ B Cupriavidus . Alcaligenes . 15 5. jifd 7
Pseudomonas. #hHLHfil§ Halomonas. ZFfl#T &
Bacillus. AU Aeromonas DA K3l K AR i 20
TR IAT B 04 R P T o 2 210 AR o o i T 0
ABfE G PHA, HAVFZHE A PHA 1Y
LA TR o T SR AR TR A G B R AL B 8 4

http://journals.im.ac.cn/cjbcn

WEEETF B L T HEE, FER AR L
G R REE IR IR B-A bR A PHA (6%
FHKAEE PHA ¥ym]Az57), ARG BUAE Y it e
AT 5 2 LR ST 2 ) i B A IR S L
BOEAE R, R D7 B & R
A HAREYEE, ERER 2Ry A& %
Hg PHARSEL pHB R HACKIEN PHA, A%
RO W AR A AR W AT AR, BLBRCE BT S R
. ROIAL, FEERITIH . SR . Al
B S OB A o ) I P g T G S o AR A B R
BA M TR 32 BLE A WA A ELEEG AE E] PHB,

B HRAT I Cupriavidus necator “i—Fh3f
PEALBE H R AN TR, REMS A ORI G . ki
AR FNEER ST Z IR, TER I 50 T Beg ik
P A K% (ODgoo>200), flif5 HuE & T
VFZ BN, B & e A& 25 Wik i
AT G T ML T AR . B EE S
= 0 SR, KBTI AT LR ) 85% T E Y
PHA, J&H M JEEE PHA M E &R

C. necator H16 /£ k4 7= PHB WA Ak,
HIERZH i 4.05 Mb 4L 244 1 F1 2.91 Mb g 44 £,
1K 2 B4 (iR Je—A~ 460 kb B9 R FRL 3 4S54
A, GC fridisik 66.36%21%22 ) Jorpijufafk 1
F B 5 20 A AR A A A S Bl R S Y b 20 3
B, gefafk 2 AR moRE 3 005 MRS 4 31K vt i
T2 (BIEEAA . A AR [ E L
PR )AR 5 B L PR P22 LA T T e = i
WH VL FN 6~ I 1 0 B Dty , 7R DR UG O R
ED =1 THEIEAR , TEA FUIE DL T @ TCA FEFR
PR KR SR R AR K e R i A P
B 50 A P i AR A T B A R TR bk ke = A
Witz 72ac, oAU EI AN, ARe E AL
T B A T A A A A AR o AR R IR R T
REFI ALY T 3R E K, g R4
X% DL /K 3¢ (Calvin-Benson-Bassham, CBB)
TEAERY T, TEBA A PR ER T, FIH CO,



HXkE FEHENFRREFIFRXARNTUREMARARIRSRE

FHo VR BRFNBETR [ R A1, (KR 7 M
J% CO, W& . fitdh CO, 1 HET i X T bk %
— ATV T R e 1 2reel

W 57 T S AT T i R AL R 52 A, R G
YR T B AR TN, RGN
R B 3R s o 4% R LA AR LRI A3E T T B . o
. EEde . a2 1\ R TR KR
AN RFEA KB BR TS, PHB A iS5 RE
FER G SRR SRR, AdE /R T PHB K
FE 0 P52 5lEf, C. necator H16 LEI4H
FRUBE BRI X 25 A 20 Ry 2, mT A A 3 T
TR 60T B A RE , H A SR ALY
Ak 2R AR RehMBEL1391 1 391 4N W 4H
&, A3 229 B RS 1 171 AR T

TR BT R A S s A s . AR TR
A E Y ARG B AR ST 52 . F AT LR
TR T X B BT T B A A 3K &% pBBRL,
pRP4. pSa. pKT230. RSF1010 #l pUC19 %) ji%
iP5 20 s T TT RIKARGPO G ek v
B A AR 238 K S 31 (Pphac «
Pacop~ Pacox~ Pacoe~ Ppane Tl Ppr) 25 #1753 Y
FE T (U Prac Fl Paap) P22, Al X B4 T
WP T R Gl , WEA M E AR R
AT B0 T R TR, BT A B E—
Hirt . WEIFIE T —RANME ST . RBS 2k
Yoo, [FEHEAL T mRNA 2550450 L ) AIU &
LA, DA I A = e, SEEl T R A
KRR a4, IFE— e B Lot T4k
B 5 TR B A R TR R K AR G
PR R4, BFSE G C. necator H16 H
N2 4 DR 3T (Pphacts Prrsc s
Pjs Fll Pgos) HEATIRALAEM, FOE T I 8hF SO,
T8 T IS TR Y R 23

fF C. necator H16 Fuki B AL RSFHK, FibE
FE PR RN B 2332 B BRI AR AR IR i 2%
A TSI AR Ty vk . HiFP I TR

% : 010-64807509

TR, TR & e A 28
T 38 2o B2 40 20 B 5 B BRI 125 UL RE B
K. SR AHEP. T HRE CRISPR-Cas9
e S L e N SR 2 WA [ S R i i
PERR, Hgn B AORIAF] 78.3%-100%% . 4
C. necator H16 1F A i 4% 20 it () B 5t e AS T 4
o, WS F R R A R B A &
W RIRSCIER, I A RO H 2R, IR
FH A A SRR TG AL, R s Y T bR
A=t AT AR R RSO, i — 2 A s
BEARAAR A 3 7 AT T T JEREP3T B A
A DA B4R BOFF 1R AR A AT A IS A, AL
I8 1-Ceu T N YT K N 5 A% 2 T 25 BRAS IR i e 42,
i, 1320 R M RAZ L (SimCells), x4k
SimCells H A i F die/INEE R A i 0 st (G 484
RGN, FTLWERTAL R IC AL A, dnfe SEE
HFRr= i i IF %, AR F 3L 4 R TR0,

A, AR TRMGE . &Y= T B
TF I LA BT B A 7 At s B0 A P 4k 27 i
TR AW L, A4S & 28 YRR Fn A= 4k
2t 7 12392400 S AR g BF 9k — A4 g L
Y, AT SR SABUE . iE S IR R A
IR T L e i e

¥R Halomonas bluephagenesis f&—28
AT AR m R AR N AR KUY, LIREEhREY)
YER Tl A - B bR, AR A o 75 R Ak 3158 sk
WGy, SRS S Kk, HAIRRERE .
IRAKIEFE . AR E AR L WA L
P, MR KEER T RBEA A, B 1972 4F
S RHGETERE R A Yy b R B PHA LUK, ok
i 22 (1 v ER U E e BRI LA B PHA, TR
27 W ] 5 PR ASZH DS i ST A o v A
YEAS 2By EL BA I Halomonas TDO1 (J5 ¥4 H
Halomonas bluephagenesis TDO01) A1k 5. it 5
Halomonas campaniensis LS21 AJ fiif 5% & pH . &k

W, AT ZRRAAE, FEITiaiEstk
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i b 2 I A S 0 PHA & B RE 1712442480,

B A 2 A TR ol T Bt T v
FREER Ay P Pl i 22 g SR IR M A 2
DL FPASRIIIE , o HA Aok 20 E T Lk
il proin AL G R R IE R G LI
HRRRSFEEHRZE T7 HRAT4EY
JUIFE & AEEL B H. bluephagenesis H i 2 T
41248201 - CRISPR/Cas9 Hl CRISPRI it K £ 4t it
RGO I E ST, ] S R HeE A I R g
5RO, R R A AL X o B
T A 3T AR A R AR kP, iR
SRR R NADH/INAD? H Py
LU AR A IE— BRI A PHBV A& 1,
FIH TCA HFRE YL @R T R4 PHBVI 2 T
B S T 28 PHA =50, BUS T 3h S s iR
B IR | R R A el SOl m PHA R R (92%)
R . BT H. bluephagenesis A PHA £\ 2252 B
TN E 1-L K e R F) 1.000-L il iy I
WORE S A 728 LR Z e ik iy PHA A6
Pl (INER-3,4 FETHRER. & 3 RETm®-3
AR ) R PR AN TR
PRI RETE PHA B AR AEA Wik | 15 30 w] 42 >
5 12.5 mol% 3-¥23L-5-CL MR ) T RE M PHA 1 T
FLE Bk H. bluephagenesis TDR4®, [t I %
H. bluephagenesis F5 T — Tk A= ¥4 AR 4 i
T MR AT TR Bkt g, SCEl T AR
I PER B 1 PhaP . 5-Z L AMENTR . L ARUHAN
2 IR 55 22 Tl BT IINEL A 0 Ak o 7 6 R AT 24
i T fg A e (2002020

BT EaRgii 1) FEA RS EY
AR A T, BA 2w, 22
Al S B AR TOb A AR B . il
Bevkak fastte THFE S, CwEZFE&EAR.
b 2 b AT AR 2 AR AR M A ZE S AT I Bacillus
licheniformis?%3241, G ik 2 T2 (PR BE 451 Fy
PRAEA R DT . HA AT sl B fig 2 R 5 B AL S

http://journals.im.ac.cn/cjbcn

MBS RE T JCEURE A SR 4
[FIIE, A A 2R A A AR Tl A Y 1
FEABIBAEL, ENTMRE— 20 . T A RN s
ESXARE T AR AR . Tlb R0
JE AR BT e R S A ) AR S

3 EZ

W A= I HOR AR 8 REBR, RG-S A A
AW U A T R S A A T
HZRHN , LS TR, U & Ay
SR 0T B AR W C A 2 40 - e DA S
5 RGBT A, HESh T O X
HE i R LR B IR PE AL A B . SR, 4
JEL LT T A PR A A [R] A X A T R S
JRAR A i s S M) R A T 03 A 5
2 o 45 19 S 2R AR SR 21 24 B 5 A W oo B 2
248 BT SRS, eSS BB R AT
JRELANN, A AR AT, B
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