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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.
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Figure 1
dehydrogenase; PYK: Pyruvate kinase; PDH: Pyruvate dehydrogenase; ACO: Aconitase;

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

IDH: Isocitrate

dehydrogenase; KGDH: « -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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PRy R R, 458 H AR =i A ., H e Jr
&t —Z 5 M2E NADH/NADPH i -4 16 5 5,
FEW TS UE Y A 88 J1 . NADH it
AR RIE T TCA TEI A& BRI i) 22 R
w2, LA AR S8 NADPH ik
NADH 1E R 71l LA B F 22 /% NADH (15t
Z, PR FURER, R B R T
b A 4 AR T gk 25 AL P BATE — Rk POK SR 2
B or B 4% B 1Y P kudriavzevii it Gk T
Sorghum bicolor ¥R mdh, 1237 R i A K
i NADPH % K F1fii 4 NADH, i — i3
ik NADH i frd J, Frfg i &4l TCA 116
P8 1 mol BEFPR 1 F2 i #E 1 mol NADH
1 1 mol NADPH, /> T 42 %} NADH [ 75
K TEMCTE BRI iR PDC1 Al GPD1 A& |
i3k TCA #2540 Aopyc M Pkfuml Jf-3d %
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k#5328 5 1 SPMAEL J&, B i 2 1% TR A AR
P. kudriavzevii SA122 & % 36 h JEHAMR ™ it ik 5
96.08 g/L, 4k#K 0.89 g/g, 7FC 4RI AL
77 B R A0 L T B B K A e
o],
1.3 IRIAEIEIRLIE TIE

A DR B A = e, WS A HLER 75 4N
N R %, alREa s o rE, Sk
MDY pH R BEIEIIHI AN A RS, [FIEE,
] F= Y s A= i B AT e 2 U itk R a2
B R AN, A0 OCHE R T M, DT R A A
FERCRICT R Y, i U A R s
PEEE A P AR R A A R ]
73 R 7 e R LR I AR A R G
o 208
131 FTirRF¥)REER

20t e AR Y B EA R R DL H R SO
*CRVBEFARR A B B FAEAE, BEFAM & —Fh Iy
W R IR, 1EAHE pH & ILTE e, W
W, B AR TC 138 o 7 AL 4 P a4 g
WO 1 R A 0 S AR SRS IR s |
A, EAT 2 R0 3 42 2 10 N T 3R A R
4 e, Hidh S, pombe SR B TR IR 5 R
F SPMAEL A k2 e A A0 Y DU Bk — R iR % ia
HAZ—, e mEE A SRR, Y
MR M B% 3 MR S — R MR M Ah HE fig HUOL 1
S. cerevisiae "1 ik SPMAEL, {15938 342 /- &
e T 54, 7E Y. lipolytica J% 1. orientalis
35 SPMAEL Rl REA Kb 3 5 T BE FAIMR 1 & ik
fE A2 Ml BB = R FARR MM T % AR
R E A N o B X SpMAEL HEAT
AT TR I R S i — D R T LA B ROR
Chen 2502135 i (IR TR kv, MBR T
SPMAEL 193z B k&M, TEtik SpMAEKSRKO
IRIAIR 3k K J5, TR H #E S. cerevisiae
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W4209 ()35 = f ik #] 30.20 g/L, HL&IAEF
4= SpMAEL 1 T & I8 R 7 s 92 = 1 86.6%.
AR R RS 12 8 DCT-02 (i det 4t
K2 i%) 5 SpMAEL [d] k) SLACL K (55 iz 1
M1, & EA 36.8% [ 15T 5 A,
AnDCT-02 5 3% ¥ 12 A Wi AH O 3£ I mdh, fum,
frd 7F S. cerevisiae UBR2¢gs-DHA 1 —[a] ik,
P38 IATR 77 N 1.60 g/L 4271 F) 10.70 g/L, IE
AT AnDCT-02 1F 3% FA R A A 1 i A7 2 k.
M4 5 SpMAEL 9 2 SE 12 J3 91) (1% [] 5 43 4t
— FR I EAZE PR R 1) VU e R TR i 12 B Bk
N ELA i VR RS s BE R B RE 1, IRAEBEIN
% =5 P T Ak Y. lipolytica PGC62 th3E ik, HFE4s
iR SPMAEL. YIMAEL, AfMAEL. ScMAE1
M VPMAEL M) Dt 3R EAR = 4 5 1 33% LA
I, Hooh SpMAEL ik B bk A9 7= 1 4R =
25.20 /LU, $E4iE , SPMAEL 7E %535 — R
b AR AN AT ] 5T A FE O HLAE LN pH (B
PrRFRfE e, IR 8h 1Y 85 I 4% 42 1o B S 1K
pH #5 FE H L6 F At K 73 2 12 e iz B I FE g
AR, BAREZME T W
BEIAMR S im 14, [H SPMAEL H R IR S BB
FERFARR AN T h s B R R I R
132 X¥E5PEAREIEZER

AR SR B 2 B 1 T BRI T S R B A
R, AR E RS Z B RS, ik, B
NS i H W E SEARE TR Z
FIJErE. T, — &5 AceTr KGN IR 12
HIATE S. cerevisiae HXTBEFAMR 154 15 fig ) 48
S, AnDCT-02 Fl AceTr % Ji% i ATO1MA,
AT01E144A, L219A\ SATPLlBlA E%fﬁ@ﬁé\m%*ﬂi
S. cerevisiae SA RYFEAN B #Is, R, 5
AnDCT-02 i3RIk A R i A2, AceTr ZK %]
VAR AR AT R I F AR, HOERRIR T
BEFARR Y 77 5, ERH S. cerevisiae HIZSR I 1Y

A2 2 1 1) T BE AR 1Y P 3 T AR A MHED),

[% S. cerevisiae #b, P. kudriavzevii HPBEFAMR
Fin R REAS 2 T %08, Xi S0 — Rk R
() P. kudriavzevii HHUI T 2 NRTRES SRR Y
B JEN2 ZERE H, 41 ilan 248 PKIEN2-1 il
PKJEN2-2, N T % JEN2 FEHE X BEFARR X
KSR, R TR AE AR AR CY902 1Y sdh5
BRI, A T —BRIEHAMR & T bk, FEIL AT
[F] I &% T Pkjen2-1 11 Pkjen2-2, 1% Tk & %
24 h #1136 h Ja 70 L2 T 3.20 g/L K 3.60 g/L
JEIAMR , HUARMIBRATIZ = 1 10% F1 12%, H )
HEIFERESLT SA PR R, MIFEBRHIER A A B
FRELRE 43 5] % 35 Pkjen2-1 Fil Pkjen2-2 J& ,
WARBE IR - & R T 27% F1 24%, KW
PKJEN %432 8 (A SIEFATR A 0] N F%i2 . Tran
A2 gE - BROE 3 TCA B2 4 R BE FA R 19 1.
orientalis T_7F2 [& #k 11 #i Bk 1 Pkjen2-1 [a] 5 JE A
93473, FIEHAMR g T 8.8%, LI
TR N R S 2 A EEEER A I PE L

1 Y. lipolytica H7, BF FFFR M H 7E Lok A Ik
B AT A R, 5 H R A AR VR 3 1 2R AR Y
JI6E 0 24 B 5T S AT e M o W 2= AN, DN e A
Y. lipolytica FYBEHIMR & W H , A0 T2 AR Py 5
() £ k7 A4 8 44 (mitochondrial carriers, MCs) i %
AT ZREE VT, 5 AMEE A AT LU IR R
Y 2R AR 2 AR E T RE AR Y. lipolytica PGC62 H
ik, 5tk MCs RIKH RN IEHR - 234 m T
XTRE, Hoh ZR PRz B 1 YIDIC R R
MBS AR L 12 RE 1, HGBEFARR = RS T 29%,
AN YIDIC 43 1 ol 8 ik 26 40 £ AN B 30 1R ™
09 R R T 58.9% F1 26.4%, FAALRIIARR
38 B AR B IATR S U P ke 2 A L

BT LR gTah, — eI AR AT [ AR A
TR AT AN [R5 1 i B A IR 20 v o B
R B 5535 VR, 9140 Dulermo 2000 % g 1
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6 > V. lipolytica N i JEN Kk R R iz H 11,
For JENT 2 JENG JEELHY T X 3% 3H R 1) 1z i fiE
J1o ZAlith, K78 R EL % 1) (Debaryomyces
hansenii)f 4 1~ SCJEN1 [A] )i £ I 7F S. cerevisiae
T TIRERAE, Hoh DH18 1 DH24 4t 3t
MRkkiz B, 7E S. cerevisiae jenlAady2A &k
JE B T O B R A R R s f e B B
SRIX BEAIF G R RE HE— 2D B S 1Y % i A 1
FHENBEIIR 1A o, (B FAEHESD 1 RERE PR
MR B ML A RIESE, JF S IR I B vh BRFA TR 1Y
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B AR, ORI, A A R R IR T AT
BHMAED TR, HEE), KeEHasS58
din RN P A TE A, HE R MR R AR I 4R 1 A A

\I’mduces waste
o Renewable
raw material

‘ Enzymatic hydrolysis

B\ Glycogen

substrates

Biorefinery

E2 BRI FIAWEERERRASRIRA

Figure 2 Yeast cell factory synthesizes succinic acid from renewable resource.
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Ao MR Hm SRR R OB B, AT
AR — Rl AR A P 0 AT RS
211 HAEE

B — A . Al AR R AR B R,
BATZ N AT, AR B RS
Yy 2 A ORI AREAR L, HEE
BA R JF A S ae &, HAA
T AR FEY & R, BRI B i
BT R B e v Rl R SR
PR RRAE R A 1), DGR b A 7 g B R
B Y B LTS, Zhang ZB7E Y. lipolytica
1y A AL B AR g AT R R A R, A
T AT HEEFEAY. lipolytica, K T fildmi ik
HEREAS S AR, 51 Al Bl U5 AR A H i 42 9
ek AL W Bl R R EE A TR OB 5- B R
(xylulose 5-phosphate, XuSP) /i ¥5 i 15, T ZH 14
FRFEAN N T 20 g/L ABEAN 20 g/l HY It 0 355 % I
R SR K A A KRR T RIS IS AR R F
— k3K hsp70 Hit i TR MR FH BT A7 1 I
IR sdh5 f&, TR G RTE HY RSl ME— B Y 15 5%
PR T 0.92 g/L BEHARR . 5T M LAH BE R
JORAE M6 B B IIET- 54k i B0 T 254l
212 HIH

HIMAE A A PR T b AS T 3 e ) I 4
JEAS S HE A P S T A BSAS R H I
AR S b 2 A o A AR 2 T AT AT 1Y
Wy R SR ADEA L, T E A AR
WA, BRIRT DL A 5 2 0 i , NT7E
M 7B BRI A 2 i i B LA A
T 45005 o R — R Y5 TG R 7 A 8 1Y 4 o
NADH, i H ARG A B 2L i) A e i 4 v
R H NADH ffE); . 4, Y. lipolytica
PR AR TE & A7 50 g/L HZHEAN 20 g/L HH MY % 37
FEP AT BRI A WIS, e S A R I
of T A R A O M IR R R SR, R

1M, Y. lipolytica 7£ P-4 S5 4 H i TH FE R 2%
1, BEHIER = (U = 3 30.50 g/L, TEAFAE S
P H A A 2 0, B AR
| 38.60 g/L; A T ik — 2w H R
T TREE fR i %35 T PaGDH Fl1 DAK, Hifk
REEFE R IR FM " &, (RS T Imm
(A 77 R B, e 232 DA R R P o) 250 W R vl
JEEY & IR AR P F ik 2 109.50 g/L, FEAEER A
0.65 g/g “- A ipElA . Hm 2 V. lipolytica (4%
KRB Z —, Gao SFFE T sdhb Bk i 5%
H1M: 4 BUE B Y. lipolytica PGC01003, fE % 78
5 L e i LU Hm A ik #L R 160.00 gL 3%
HARR , SR, 12K B R A = B e o 2 AR H 3
ffie sty o Tt — R e TR R AR A T
M HCEE 71, HIm K EE GUTL 7£ V. lipolytica
PGC01003 i ik, TR B ARAEFEI - H 4%
B L AR R RS = T 13.5%, S AEAME
fit &1 400 h 5, BEHIMR )™ &bik %] 178.00 g/L,
P T 109607, FaRWFSTIERA T R Ak H A A
FEBE AR A )6 b A A 35 B H v A 3R R A=
FEHTEE T
2.1.3 K

KT 2 F 0% A SR A d5 8 W A R
RAE 2R RLF i R Rt 2 200 12 t, AKE
JE R I EF A 21 7 2 3R AR o v B e R,
SRR 30%-40%,  AKH Y iR R0UFI S S B R
JoT 2 4t 22 7K A 0 A W e A R A IR ) B 1 Ak
Y e P Ak PERRL AR, KOS 43 BE BE A
S. cerevisiae 1 Y. lipolytica £ T 1 KSR F FH AW
SRy ME— B R A, DR A A AR O TR el
SEPRAE [ ARIE, a1 i A ARA JE i XR
A WE B Sl XDH S A i B i XK, 7 Y.
lipolytica PSA02004 15| A T — 4% N0 A1 H] &
e, 2 TR PR R A 7 AR A M — flk T ) 355 R
A, HARRK 577 805 15 A s A
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B A L X R B B B 5 s FEAMRL ML R
e, LR RTE AR B R R ERLR T
22.30 g/L #EHIMR, [FAFHALER T 25.00 g/L LR
£, UEBA Y. lipolytica F1] FHACKE UE1 T B FAMR & I8
Il fr e, MR AF 4 Z B R W AR AR L T
S0,
22 DUABEERARMEARYE ™
YEIANR

HREWE . ZEAERPR A B 7 Wy R i IR
), AR, FE S X R AT
DA Gk 2 AR B R AL 7 A SRR A, R A
s, BT E T A A B A A2
SCEURE I IRAL, W PRBE TS Y R PR IR 2
Al 5% BA ) A5 AT A TR AR A K R il
AR, A A AR v AR A e HE O X AR
A B F R = SRR, A sk T E
HRZBF I K R 1B
221 BYIEF

130 9 30 0 ST A s 3 v o AR K — 3
gy, BHRT, BET 8RR 3h P iR R AR 1
A, AR A T AL B vk R A e T
e R Y, XA FEIREARMAN K
Hefl, JRRPe . K. 78l S e el
BYE Y E oK A . BB, IR
MAVLERALA, Hr oK ik &9 FEE M 4o
A LARE K B RVIR SR Y 55 R BRI, AE & I
He P AR AL 2 O T R R L 2017 4E
Yang ZEYOV @ O & W B W M IR Y R T
Y. lipolytica () 35 ¥R 5 Jl, 3 4 X @ BR Ylsdh5
[ Y. lipolytica T- & #% PGC01003 #1738 L 14
Pk, A5 T LR PSA02004, ZHRRAEDS
DAE ) 37 Wk 2 8 I it K ot U 1) K il R IS
KT 126 h J5 K i b i A M o8 e, 3%
ARG P Rk 3 87.80 g/L, A F T HIS A E S E
() 85%. Li Z5PR2R T PSA02004 ks JL ik
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J% 374 (fruit and vegetable waste, FVW){E & 3% 311
MR 2 BE DR R AT AT, FEXS K S S5 kAT T —
FIOMACIS , IR G R F WK b 5 3 1
56.70 g/L 775k . 16.40 g/L F-HEHI 0.20 g/L iiF
B SEIR , m L MRTE ARG I 5 K W
BEHIMR 7= 15 5 43.10 g/, M FRIS A PR R
70%. Li %P0 — B RS T AEARE ] pH i 44
Y. lipolytica | FHAS [A] & 5549 Uit 4 19 3R FE TR 1Y

Al AEE, it A BR Yisdh5. Ylachl Jf i 3 ik
Scpck. Ylscs2, 4 # T M Fk Y. lipolytica

PGC202, 7Fi% B Mk J& iy I 43 0l PE Ak T B8 Bk
PGC202 {#i FHIE & &) % %) (mixed food waste,
MFW). 5 & K 3 9 (fruit and vegetable waste,
FVW) K 4\l % 7 4) (agricultural waste, AW) /K fi#
Yok P 6 BEEATR K BERRZ R, e LR S 1Y) I
FERBELMET, DI E) MFW JK g9 R )
FUR T 71.60 /L BEFIMR , JF I pH 2.8 1 &
i T R T 68.3% B BE IR A8
222 RAILEY

Al 5% B AR Al A P R AR R R PR
AR A [ A BRI FR B Y, XS 5 )
Helcm R . oy 2%, AR RAT 2 KA % b
B, R AR 5% BR AN 48 i A oAk B R A e ik
BEHERCE] F AR, R T R B IR IR 2 A
PR Y5 Y (R AT R g e — ol AR ) L B
MY, &ARKETRARERI SR
PR R, nIVE N A Y SR FA R A5 7= 11 S
Z—. fltn, Y. lipolytica PSA02004 #] LA 4
RN AR I IS & e A= 7 3R AR, AF H I
KA v O TR T A B FAR 7= 2 RN A R 4 31 Ky
33.20 g/L £ 0.58 g/g, 7= AR b T AR A AL
Sy ARG IR L (B A 50 /L HA A 20 g/L K
B T 17.7%%8, SEAE KPR SE AR TR
WERE=Y, HAHnh&F 27.8%-37.2% 1Y
FEAF, MRS SHERMPTgER, mHT
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A & 1 A 711 Y, lipolytica PSA02004 F1J ]
FEAERFRAK S ) A AR TS T 69.10 /L BRIIRR
AL N 1.26 g/g, SRR T EEREAS USRS 5
JEURFSE A IS AP FR EBEIARR (14 AT £ 700
FRAERAT ML 2577 A K Ay sl =Y, &
100 t B Az R P2 AR 20-22 t IR R 23 5% (oil
palm empty fruit bunch, OPEFB), K4+ T.J ¥
X B A ) I FEAE oL el ) 7 2 )l b ) [ AR
WAL, R R AR e e R, TF 2T
S T Ak L gk 1 1 7 Ot Zevallos
£ L102) et FH Ik e Ay T AL FRVA S B OPEFB, T
i T S. cerevisiae F1 Pichia stipitis #] Il OPEFB
Mg fr W & BRI MR W BE J1, KB 48 h 5
S. cerevisiae H1 P. stipitis %) = B8 HHR 7™ 10 1)
k1 2.50 g/L A1 1.83 g/L; MAEPIREERT B f ok
F, M 1 hm? fkhE B ar LR 94.1 kg A BE
AR, %45 FAER T OPEFB ALK MR 4 5%
AL TR AT R

3 BETRMBRAKI] BN
sl 31414

A= A0 T BEAB A 25 i JEORHEE AL 45
Pyl S0 A M Tl MR T B4 & I 7
T, fE R SRR . K pH (. W2iE
F SRR SN IR T o AR AR MU X S ER b
ZEUEIVRERES ,  PT RE2 5  AH JHO TE E ATRE AAA
i, PR G Y A ) B T DAL AR )
TEATIZEAT T YERFEC R B LR 77 1R, DTG 2
WU R A . DI, $ i fE 20 X seAh S
AL BB BN TR W A T s A A
) EEHEEINER Z —( 3).

3.1 B3R

N TR KRR AT, Tl & I iE
R i A FEE PR A0 (A s e 7 4 O R R
Py Al , SR, e e JEE ) T ) e ) 1 o i

W 4 X Bl A 0 s IS 3B R RN AR R T, R
FH AT AR B8R B8 52 6 R IS it 2 7= A —
BB A WS 5 it ) 2 o s A IR DO 4
Wi 37 1 RE i 3 nin A W i AR KRR RE T
PEFE ) 7 AR R ROR Wb R R AR
(AR RON , DA SE B i 2 3 gs s AT
BRI T SZ M B SR 0 SR A4
PR AR I TR e il e B A P S
Bl A
311 BRI

1 0 PR S A A — AP T AR
SR, W I RS SR R R R TR
SR, e B RS A
R S BE R AE ST, ORI AN T
X Tl A 0 %) 56 DR 2 164 WA 1) 5 PR e i i
PRk I AR R ORI e R e A
P NBENL R AR SRR, SR ik H T 52 P B a8
EREMT, Y. lipolytica 78k [%: sdh J5, TCA 13
Tk HL bR Tk 32 BIBER, S-80 ATP fER A
FE R R AR A — R IR R R B A K
FIRE T, TS sdh2 Bk i 75 T bk 1 A 28 43
FH A K RE ), Yuzbashev 25108 g 327 B ik
AT TACSABAS TN e, I 25 4 38 1y vtk Ak
e 241 5 L B v A8OFI) FH A 2 W Y TR PR Y-4215,
RHERAEATER pH &M T 54 h AT
50.20 g/L BEFAMR . [FIAE ) SR ms gl i FH 2 T —
T T BAIFIE P, AR IE LS W7 364 T i 4 7
We B Ktk J, X Y. lipolytica sdh5 fif 4 B A4
WS E IR, TEAEAR 40 RJE T 3 4Lk
AU DA R AR 2R B0 1 AR A A s 95 0 1 o A
RS R BEHIR 7 & Bl S X Ak TR R 3 DR 2]
HI T, WER ] 6-B R A M R N T 1§ PGL (Fh
pgll KEPK i) ) L AETE T A 3 s B,
UE—20 % PGLL B8R 1 B 5 A A TRl Ik 1
RSNEES , UERH T ORI MR AR RN 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
dehydrogenase; SWF1: Glucose-6-phosphate dehydrogenase; GSH2: Glutathione synthase; TALEN:
Transcription activator-like effector nucleases.

BRI 2 A P Qg S L i R 31

P B XoF T P A Dk I A T Ak B ot A v e A
%Wﬁﬂ#%@@,:%ﬁﬁmﬁﬁiﬁ&ﬁ
it LA R R SR, R B ] A UL K R
%h¢m#AE YIS, BARE AR LS
SO P N, (HHE AL R o 4
TR B, Stovicek Z5MOI7E R T HE 25 W
7% £ I & (spent sulfite liquor, SSL)¥& i (9 4614 F
XTI S. cerevisiae W HkHFATIE WL, FEALE PR

< actamicro@im.ac.cn, 7 010-64807516

FES INEELE A 1) SSL HANE] 90 h #tIHAESE T4
FEAWEAE N 0 T A B R 5 %o 1A AT ok S5 PR 4
ATF I b R LR 28745, 2 T sngl. fit3.
fzfl. cbp3ixX 4 MEIEIE, X LEHE A A 548 AT
RETE SSL Mhia 4510 T 4 v R bR i i 52 %, I
1 B2 AR T RR B IE 1 30 0 e PR 8 5 i 37 1
IFAE R i — 20 X AL T bk A T A T AR
MO, 1 Ik TCA I ¥R AH &3k H K B iz 5 A
SPMAEL, A TR EV6-4 MA RRIE1E AN



28 % | UEeER, 2025, 65(2)

481

SRy WHE— B U A % LA SSL 1 SR v i A R B
SR BRFNBEIAIA .
312 REHIIESUE

R v A W A T A RS A e 2 AT L3
I ZFORNE S, 3 P S AR A AR
PR, BRAER R EE ), R R A
177 PP A 3 Ao 5 DR g i AT A, RO
B KR, TEC X IR ALE A v M T
() 2% 7 T RE 08 SRS 1 1R 400 b 1 5 B BR A
PER) ) Efthymiou 25 Y BF 75 #8Z T V. lipolytica
X A 5 £ 4 25 K S R AS T 00 R0 1 TS A2 4
WaE T IR . FARATEE FOBERE MoK i b £
AR A FRIOL, RIS A AL A S L i
VA 7= A 0 PR A 50 DNA 2878 | B AR &
AR, 5 M P BE i B4 7 7K OF B AR
B HAMHIA KM, 15 S, cerevisiae H, i#
525 NADPH {57 A4S B H KA it 3 5 2L 9k
I T i 0 03 T R R TS A it A7 (AL oy T e
SR EERY Y. lipolytica 7= 3% F1RR 40 i 1. X A 5
2F Y FOK M 32 0, P TR S (i
faldh2 5 8 g i) LA B IS b il 1R ik A 174 AH 5 366 [
Yipgl. 6-7% % 1 45 1% i S (Fr gnd2 5[5 4 )
FIH %0 6 B TR I U (Ph 2wl JE DX 4 i) 75 Y.
lipolytica T TR #E Hi-SA2 it ik, SR % L6
FER A TR R e B EUCEAN A K 2
S TR A W H IRG BE(H1 gsh2 JE (K Zih)
FERRIE IR R, TR TR PR 0% 200 e A R RS 30
PR T S, S T 20.3% A
39.1%, UEBH IR S A e H IR ) & B RE R A1 4t i
IS R K T, SR RO R RO IR Y
lipolytica X A i 214 Z /K il i i sz e

ShA 2R G, N aE B PRI S E P Bl
PR, AT DA — 2R A Y
i 32, A O Tl A 7 o Y 2 B 5 S
WEEtE, RTHEREICR.

3.2 IEIBEEST S

FEGUE W) K B 1 A b 2 S A B R R
PR, AN pH SR, R AT
Sl s, AN pH R, 3K
15 FAERKZIRMERA 5 N, 4ERE40 N pH
TR T, XA TR ATPI, O T4k
FeMioh pH R, 38 H S & I AR TR S IR iR
B KA 0 A R R K TR R B R
[T, IXHE AT AR AR AR R AR R Ui A B A
FLBEANT & e B A Y R, e T 327
fI% pH 25 TR H R AR, Zhong 4545
R T 2R FAEAEE S pH 5K pH &4 T
A RIEHIRR A T RetE, SR, AEAK pH B35
i T B 25 A T A o] 24 % 200 3% 1 R A= 7 e
TV % 5 A ke g ] RO e B AR R
PR A 77 (0 ELAR ML AT AS B B, AR o 3
B RAH I PR BRI Ak, b T i — )
Xie 2RI T 5 bk S. cerevisiae % 38 FIHA 1 it
TR, FBERET 3 MRACTR AR LB SRk T 22
. R Y BEIAM M A 20 g/L 1), 3 #K S.
cerevisiae TR BRI A F I B ALE] ;Y
AbF 60 g/L HYBTIARRIAEE R I, 3 AREARR I
A B R RS . KE7 BRE 8 T 5 2 R G
AR SE A (4n icly), o b TR . ok
W2 14 7% (pentose phosphate pathway, PPP) 14k [1
TR S AR OC R FE R, G A0 Y U R R 1
B, T 1R S AR D PPP LN X6 B 5 R N
ULk, KF7 345 1 8 1 5T o 3 i) R 48 0 0
3f1; NBRC 1958 PRI T A 1 4EE X B6. Btk
FORIZERS A W) 5 BGER A R, [
P T EAYTE . 1R HE A RE E S AR O
(R SE PR, ok 9 BH 3 2ok 4 i 440 B S A 1 L
A E Y T RE S AR UE RS N BRI MR N 3 Tk
FAPR TR 37 BE F1 %2 55 ) NBRC 2018 T4 4k i % 114
T HREE R R . R IR A AR
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TS A S IE R, (B hsp26 LR T I AT
RE HIl 55 1 H 4 1 B it i 4% il (protein quality
control, PQC) &4t (i HXT B FAMR I #1457 P
WS o TR T IR X PQC RGEXT
BEHARR T 32 VR, 36 492 300 1 o iR it o
RE 1Y T MR I 1 635 PQC R4t hsp26 K hsp42
SRR v B R A R DX T e e R R R Y BT
WPk S BRFATR A AL . I, AR R R P
B I v i v 6 4 1 £ (Kluyveromyces marxianus)
X 5 FAIR 1) S N LT 5 1R T A 5 N B G
LT K. marxianus FEAS [A] ik B2 BEFARR B E T 1Y)
RN, H8R T BRHIMRIN G TCA 1A A2,
FETRIG IR, TG W T i 1 22 £ 1 2 5 IO A2 1Y)
ML eAh, RBLT LA N 35 H R 1 A 2+
(41 IMTCP2., KLMA_50123) K 54 5% A 1~ (i
Gerl, Upc2. Ndt80), ‘EfiTAY it ik 3% #1255
T EERE R R P K. marxianus HLA P A
KA R A2 00 R AR, 45 G X o rh 4
b 1) 3l 2 R 5 00 14 T TR PR R DG BT A, T R
TF % v A0 B8 FO IR Tl A= 7= B AR 4R IR R S Y
SER

4 RHELHEZ

BWEHIRAE N HER e, HiEY
KA = AR BRI T AR AU A 5T B
T BETE A BB AR 7 T A Z EHAL S (1) BERE
WA G, &) TR TR, A A
FOCHRACIHNE A T LAS MBS FARR 1 7 15 (2) I
BERENS R Z2 Rl s, GIEHAM . AW &
i ) B A B P A5, A AR AL etk R Y v AR
FIH BT RE, MSCai ] Rpg A = i fit T £
VEHE; HeAHh, FEEEEELEEE AP AN P kudriavzevii
K. marxianus 55 ELA7 #58 1Tl = sl ek, il
G A5

EIREERE B LA R 18 LTS R AL,
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R REAE 3 H ATas 20 35 E R A YA USCRAT)
AN TG BAFTE— 2500, & s e iy i 72
HAT SR T I — R IR L8 ] &, TCA
P CTERRIGI iR 1 R 22 )8 1 5 25U
T PN, SR R IR AR A R S
B3 % FEA LR AR A Y G F A, D
R FUR S AR E . TESRFATR 1) & A
o, BERRE R S AE ORI AN, WO BE .
CTRFIFLIR o X LL R P 1) 0 7 A AR 2% 1 ik
I8, PR S IR IR T A I R A, S
JEE R = 8 2 0 A i s R T, 2B AR
BEHAMR F= it o SR R R LA 22 R U A
G IEEAR , AR5 4% 00 A= 0 o VS 4 s R
() Tlb B (AN A ST 2T 48 2R K ff 40) 4 )RR AR AT
SRR, T B0 A A e 5 1) 5 AL A7 AR AR RHL
5, SmA P 2T . R R B B FA R 4 %
AR, TR pH FRAC, E N
I 5 e P GG 2 o 3 TR 3 T A 7 B R 1)
A KR RCRA BE I HIE, BRI T3
HARR I SR

H T SEIBRHRR = AUEY A R, B X RE
A 7 BR AR AT A A [ ORI A0, ARk mT A ad i
PUN Rz AR, (1) RISt et s
R TR, HEMCHER R, A 3 %
ARSI BC, 45A 0 R S A LIk,
S P R TR AR A LR A . IRl R RLE
St R R I R A A 2 AR AR R R R EATR 1Y
BRGHER A S 5 SR EIR A B ARG,
PYC #1 FRD, N & 1 BT TR AR 4 v il 3%
PERR e, AR RCR, W R YR
Ao (2) $Eim PRI IR . W N TR T B
8 20 R B 1) BROFIE B aA I An$E = 2
(] 2R i O T A5 o, 4 e 200 LX) T P PR 5% 1) 3
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AT R o AL, 3T Rhad i 4 s AR e 8
HSP 25 i HAYR L, HaRiE A R & MR
RET, DR BT FATR X 40 M A R B RO BEIR o sl
SeEe S PR, T I R PR A e 52
BRPR o Y% IR B IV g B A R I A PR
A LR AT SRR R R (4 A r Rk o (3) b il
Pt sl AU TR, DA BEAmR & iRt

SN, ke SR A AR R B, R 2
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o JE A e N BE AR B B pH A B ST
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FIA AL REGEA I ANE 5 A5 A Geai IR 1 15
whe, PRI Z MR AR RETT o
PR TR BT, P R RS = A5OR FH AR AN ELF
= LR (AR BT e ROK ), BefikA:
FEIAR o B e RS AN [ 2 114 e ds Rk
AR, MR PR IE R RIA BRI, LR SR
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B T 20 JFAICH h AR IR pH A8 T
2, mF A R G A SA T ki AR
HEG) pH, Bl DX S RIR) AR, 3 I TR TR
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bR, AT E R4 | I SRR A S
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SR B R BEROR, AERR B R A
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— RS T EMAETE. 6) R EWFIET:

RYUEY R A a2 A BRI NG BSR4
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LR, AT LB 704 . fE Ul
GIE7/ N0 T SN AW IR R IPS i Nt S )
AR TR R B TR MRS AT, AR BRI Ui
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