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KHEIE  FEHE, CO,, WA A, K E

VB R —Fh B Z S 6L T CE S0 64, 593
[ e Y 1 TRCEN i | N = e | P NS 7 R S TR g
TEA TG ERL . i, R BEST
FFB T2 R, PR 0k 3% [ R VRGHORE FE 41 D 120 B L
B R EA L 2 . H AT R AR Y
T 3 75 B ITE3~5 7 W, T 4 #52400~3000 3 76/mE ™,
F20204F 737 2% A B I 70 J5 06, e rp AR SR R FA
R 1) 713 37 44 B BUE 1A 21 8.444 35 Jt (http://www.trans-
parencymarketresearch.com/succinic-acid.html).

BRI A 7 77 2N A% GE 10 Tl AL AR B Ze
H & % G AR P, 18 DAAS AT 72 1) AW B 5 A
TP AE N EORE, ORI g AN TT R SR A R A
YT, S T IRIHR IR . BE AT R R, 4
BRAG ST A H a3 00, ThD H A 6 A A B IR

FCpi P AL BTG G, T T AR S ) ] R
K, W25 LART AR B A o B U AN T AR
BT, LA ¥k e 28 A o o) o T 5 A eI
R AT M A TR AR B 2, RN 2B 0 o e A= 7 3R 3
F&, < B B U5 R F AR o n T 7 SR AR A 2503, AT
FHESh A= P B B L A9 RS A= 7, [ B R P 358 A R A
TR FEFECOX — R, (R HECOHE, 22 fif T % RN

BRIAMRAE 9 = FR IR IE A B 18] 74, W DA i Ak
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succiniciproducens"™"", Anaerobiospirillum succinicipro-
ducens"*" Escherichia coli'"*", Saccharomyces cere-
visiae''*' " Corynebacterium glutamicum"™" 244 B, H
= % FH R I 2R AT B (4. succinogenes) K 5 T 1# (E.
coli) IR FL B NT 12 A. succinogenes e — P14 R4,
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RN SR AR BRIHMR LW & BRI RE b COL MM R 42 BB 7T 3t e

W, KPR VG E, ABRHIER N B R =W, fe
T 52 e AR FEE (%) 61 260 A FD B8 B IR 26, (A 7R 2 R 1S 57
FAEPN M E. colifE IRASAF Pl H AT IR R A
M, FEARHIR. CRMIALRRESE, BRI RS
JS, AR DS D FL 3G 5% 26 A AR T B L a8 T S S AR &
PRI HE, TR & M o3 A 2 BN B M AT 2
i, BT AR R TR R A A A 7Y K
Jo TR = S o e A 3 DR AR P T B O TR A B
HERU 2 (H SO 5 R I SRS R B IR R R s i =
%&[24,25]'

BRIRAE ACML G, 41 CIL & Wt IR I T
774 B B2 (phosphoenolpyruvate, PEP)#E N\ = & % (three
carboxylic acid, TCA)f§ R I J5U8 i, 75 2 2 — 7+
1 COLAE B CAtk A5 W H I £, 18 (oxaloacetate, OAA),
M A 9 B A5 = 350 IR, IR 1 CO 2 BRI IR AV &
B R Hh i 0 TR AR R A, AH COL M ik A= 47 48 i )
& P NS ARVE AR IR, SR 5 ML Ah 4z 31 i A
Ak, 25 RAAREIX 3R (A, 2 P8 BRI
L ESINPS: 175

1 CO % fRTE

COL VA IR FE B 51 1] LA 25 4 B3 2 1) A
] B R ™ B, 12 e R B R/ A R AR e be A7) AR AR
R, CONA MR E 5 CO 50 i B A 9%, 7E1H 52
TR 43 He bk ey, VA AR R R, LBk B A, (H Sk
bR Bk A2 v, BT R R R IR IR TR o) S T
B, COMNE MR FEIE 5 A28 . pH AR FE 55 R 3R
A . B E A S E 78 K 24 1 Schumpe it 7 47 17£ 1996
SRR R COLEE 15 M W AR, 5L 7 — & A& H 162
P LD (A0 AR . BRI ) 550F EALE

Gas €O,
Liq&iid/ o ”:,,.“’ o - o
o oy
P UCEOSe ,/éﬁ
CoZexﬁ Cozin ' ”O‘
3 ] PEP 3
- 77N H
HCOz¢ ----- 2&-, HCO;3;, -i
OAA

i
t‘- ! =
B1 CONERE. BaRELIEEHTE
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TR R BB, FR A ) S R VE T
BEZFENDE THE TR R, 7R R L, Leett
FHP ST TS TR AR AT W COL B R A Y,
IR R H T8 3 COME R FE I A #. 24CO 57 R
38.0 kPa b F+- 22 101.3kPaltf, & B H COL ¥ i ik 1 i
8.7 mmol/L I F+Z23.0 mmol/L, 125 165.8%, BRI IR~
wmH7.4g/L EFFES3g/L, #1511.7%.

TEPRIARR Kt FE T, A T B INC ORIV R FE, 22 4h
PRI INRR R 25 BUBR PR A B/ NCOL A, ZouZs NPV
L, MgCO R I 2.9 g/LI—RTF 2 11.7 g/LIs}, COL ¥ iR
W H155.0 mmol/LER T ££159.2 mmol/L, X I i BE R
PR 153 g/ £25.9g/L. iR SRR AHAAME AT DL$R
T COLR AR FE, JE REAE — 52 72 P A 4% & I i pH Y.
HAh, 2R &R E TR 5N, R B R e A oAt
o0, 40, LinZs ACU R Bazaess A PP % I, Na,COs,
MgCO;F1CaCO- 7 i I, Na 2> S840 Mt 2, Ca’™”
o 1 30 5 1 B B 2 Mg® ] fEE N PEP IR AL B
Aty B IR 0 6 A A

COLTE S HH AR AR 5] 25 i FRE TS — N Bl S
7 )k AR, DRI IS A I CO L AN BE R B, it 2= %
NSRRI & SIS 1 R, Yetf e A i T
A E R B RE 2L AW S A, B S s
Tt A S, O T B, R 2 i
X #1300 r/min, 5 $1: 5 T0 s 25 5 T B A e 3t 2 A v
T |77 B CO 8 I 1 1 5 F- U N R B, A COL e
B 8 PR R, AT 24 5 55 1 1 COLSUAH Z1 AR 1Y) 3 e
TR R L g BREA TR BT 7 FR AL 1) COL i M\ STk
[19.4~21.9 g FFAK 31 £10.3 g, H XL = T CO MR H .

2 COBREEE T Ml Sk F2

COL 53 F1E R h 3 LLCO,, COs™ FIHCO; 3
Pt sRAFAE Y, B3R 6% LUl s i 712 =0 41 it o
HEN A BRI . H A COL o T2 5 38 i 41 i i
BRI Y, e B il B A T BRI B A, Rt
A1 A 24 FF B P9 S IR FECO,. [RII) BT 43 A P 4t A r gk
1T CO,[E 52 FIPEPFZ L I (phosphoenolpyruvate carboxy-
lase, PPC) ¢ 21k i (phosphoenolpyruvate carboxylase
kinase, PCK), ¥J LAHCO: My B 82 i 407, IR 1f 75 2
CO.TE M AT #61k, LHCO, TR 5. Tk
AT B JE TR IR K B, O 1 iR m IR R ™ &, i &=
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XF R =4 g i i DR R AT R R, 9820 PEP 21 T I R
13 AL, T AR 2R B PEP [A] I 75 22 8 £ [THCO, 3 [F4E
NI EAT B AL, DRI B8 9K FE HCOs 0 T BRI IR
Ao BB Wang 5 APl it it K ik ok H Anabaena
sp. 7120 1) fik % I5F 16 4t B 22 (K] (carbonic anhydrase), f#
K FF B H Tk R ISF I vty 1 MRS AN 21 A+ 2221.8 U
(mg protein) ', G %R =4I 9 CO, 4> T 5 HCO; BT
2 B I FE AR, ISR HCO, FHLZS, M E 35 R
X} #E £ AL0.2 mol/mol 2 15 £ 0.4 mol/mol, 7] WL =ik &
FIHCO; 2 ik 3R IR & B A 1 IRAEE.

HCO; 1 ACOAE KM T i (¥ 53— P 3,
Xt K P FF B8 A PR P 92 3 P AR X A 220, U /N 4y
REA 20 40 f 9 38, 3 U W HCOs IR FERRAIG, 7T L
AR SERE BN 3 B ST AR AT B A B COL AN
HCO; M FE AR AL TARAK T, BRI T A BN R,
BT AR 7 E A .

WA PRAE S — P B IR IR AR AR, B R K
FERLAHCO: HIRE /). 75 22 /b RIS I HLBR %
BEM, HAHEFE3IMHCO; ¥is A f2MCO%iz &
O R X S R 1, WA AN R T DA 3 3 A SR ECE
BUBR AT 6 G AR FH . ASHIF 9 2E 30 5 78 K i A v 4 i s
b B Y 2 & 3R I8 Synechocystis PCC6803 H FTHCO;
#3125 FABicAMISEA, it KA T B SEBL 1 X HCOS 1
T Bhizk, #3238 5 M 30.082 = £ 71.1 umol (g cell) ',
PR T LAY (B R R B B A e s B A 1 Rk k)
KT B AR AR K R BREATR & = A 1 — & iR
F, X AT RE A& BT I N i 2 HCO; 7 B4 g N pH I 52
Wi, AT A 4 A A A 2R L. LUt a2 'R HC O
25 6 T IR IR (1) & e A8 1), 38 75 2k — b R
11 CO [ 8 J M IR 28, 71 B L IE XS BEFA R & e 2|
AR H.

3 CO: [

T2 A o A 4 2B AR I PEP 2 BE B R A C
PR 285 1)1 A, LR IR BLCA 5 CIP A AR 3% (1)
C43C % I PEP5HCO; &4 OAA, 31 #4516y
BRIAMR, SLICOLM ] 5E ; (11) C33C % FPEPL I i 2
A 5 A R R R AT LR S5 4% R . 1T L, PEPTE 3% H
FR AW AR b 5 AL 6 AT A
P, 48 3 53 5 20 A T HCO; J2 B AT % b SEBILIE 52

B BR AR, B AL PRI R, ¥ 5] FCaxL
% 5 HE AU I 25 1) = LA

et CO, [ 7E 1) B g T ZA M A (1) &R
[Fi] Y5 5 55 U5 (1 PPC FIPCK, & 7E I 5% PEP £ OA A If) %
s (A1) 388 3wl B @] 7 1B B A O 2R R, Ak 2D
R & B, Tk PEP ()78 ¥, JCH R AEE. colih, A
HUIPEP2 B A i R 175 F% 52 45 (sugar phosphotransferase
system, PTS) il - 15 5% % s A 4 W, A8 i 9 1 R,
BET AR LR/ R 25 I 7 ) [R) Iy PEPIE £ £ 4] 1 R
P (pyruvate kinase) % % 3 Kl pyk E H R 340 9 A
PR, 1& PEP IR B K. AT 0L, o TR ZEBR IR &
B, T 221K CO, [ 7€ Hig 2 PR 3E  5 B 400 5 B A TR 1)
i B AL A, AN 7 T R A B EA R 1) k.

3.1 CO:[# & B

AE % 5 35 3 IR & BUAH 5% 11 CO, B 5E T fig il = 22
H4F(E2): PPC. PCK. [N HHER % 14 B (pyruvate car-
boxylase, PYC) A3 B L B (malic enzyme, MAE).

(1) PPC. PEP 5 CO/EPPCIHIEALAE H T AE LOAA,
SEILCOL I 8] 58, AE B 2B, F T AR % A0 O 3%
HI/R. PPCJ IZAAAE T A0 B %, & K i i o
BATAE AL D) B 1) COL [ 5E B, R A28 A D s,
HCO; [l Kn N0.1 pmol/L % ppe 3 [H] #) 3if % 3& X} 3%
MR & A R HEVE T, Millard 25 NYV% B, o K i T
H & Hppe: R i K3k, v DAL BRI R ™ & 1 3.0
gL FA10.7g/L, #m T 3.50%, BRHIER X M 15 %04
F£70.5mol (mol glucose) ', #& 1 T 2.86%. Mm% T
FLFR i S B (lactate dehydrogenase, IdhA)FN P4 B B FF R
24 i 6 2 1 225 K] (pyruvate formate lyase, pfl) I E. coli
SB202 H1, i 1A Sorghum vulgare () ppc 3 K], 3% ¥R
77 5 1 12.0 mmol/L#2 5 % 19.0 mmol/L, 2 & 1 59.0%,
T BE AR KRS R F2 15 1 50.09%. {2, iy T4 & b
18 RGN PEP [ 75 3K, ppclf)id 5 1 A] G 2 PTS
F 48 0] H I PEP R/, & R ] 2] B H5 B B A, AT
SR 20 i A K 3 H 4 PPCB IS B — 52 L (Z)
0.5 U (mg protein) ), i& 2 5 F K & ATP(adenosine
triphosphate) 41 2%, I 4k 17 51 #L 55 IR 7™ B AL AL 2
f1 B A

(2) PCK. PEP 5 CO, th i LAFEPCK i AL AE T
A RROAA, R BT FE A B ATP. PCKA R 155 A1 T IR,
STHCOs I Km A 13.0 pmol/LE7, {44 [ %518 . PCK
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Glucose
PEP
pts@l
Pyruvate
G-6-P
l Lt ) A%k NADH NAD*
PEP & » Pyruvate oA Lactate
CO, ADP, CO, C
(l)pPD @)pck B
pi ATP (_\ b Formate
NADH | P4
OAA @mae
NADH Y AD TP
mah U
Acetyl-CoA — Acetate
NAD* ackA-pta
Malate NADH)
l fumABC NAD* el
y
NADHFumarate Ethanol
frdABCD
NAD*
Succinate

B2 CO,[E & £ B 7 52 30 BR A5 9 2% vp A1k B L L
TEA. succinogenes™' & (1) CO, [&] i€ [, 2 K7 AT
H & B A RICO,[E € Tz —. ¥k I, PCKIf#
R BEAE Bl A e B IR AR, SR T 4R B AR K S B EA
BRI 1, (H pekdi IR IR 261K 32 81w B, A 7ERE =
A\ ppcliB SR IR EE AR AE K EHCO; 2k T A
L IE AR ) Kim%E NP B R E. colith %
15 A. succinogenespck%: K, M BRIATR 7= & 42 =1 1 6.5
¥, 1H & BTk 15 B PCK ARV f% =1 1% £11200.9 nmol (min
mg protein) ', AKX T A. succinogenes i HE i K T
Zhang NP I 50 % B, 38 5o 3 KT 30 vl LR 2
$E 8 K FF 1 I PCK g s, AT 7 42 5 2 I ATP H T
g0 A K IR R IR A K.

(3) PYC. PYC/ Z A7 1 T H & 7, R 5
COfEPYCHIMEALAE I T A OAA, FETCAH, & 2 i
OAAN F TR T ML, R 4 T FEATPE”. Sanchez
2 NPYSE R R T W B & (alcohol dehydrogenase)
Y 1 5 Kl adh ERN AR AT E. coli SBS110MGH i K IA L.
lactis P pycHE R, BRHIRR =2 M 0.6 g/LIE m 2 15.6¢/L,
P T 25.01%, 5% M 0.2 mol (mol glucose) ' 2 i £
1.3mol (mol glucose) ', #& 1 1 5.57%; 1E L&Al L, fibA]
WSt pyclf R B 73T T RGMRALS, RIS tre
Ja B F L. lactisF pyc B G W) )5 3 F, Lb P 0U# Flac,
tre5l H & J5 ) 7 X PYCIE 71 M B B RR 15 2 1 42 =

566

. Liugg NYEER T E. coli NZN111(Fi& T ldhA,
pABRER) H & ppe it R FI 3L it IS 3R IK L. lactis Klpyc
FN, #CO, [ & #F MS8.1 mg (L h) ' ETF%62.6 mg
(L h)", BEFAME ™ % M21.8 mg (L h) "2 & % 167.8 mg
(Lh) ", 38385 7 6.765. Bk T L. lactisW{pyc, 1EE. coli™f
F1K K H T Rhizobium etliH ¥ pyc & K 1 4 F B A] DA
B E IR A AR, YangZE N R A AL
AR PPC, MAEFIPY CIX 34~ CO, [l & B % B R ™ %
PR BEAT T 40 B, 45 3L S oRPY COX BR 3 IR 7= 26 5 1]
K, FEE. coli ZIG13H it RKikpyc kK f5, BRITE (1)1
5 b A 77 33 3K (average specific productivity) 7] LA 0.5
mmol (g CDW h) '#F— 5 #2F+ %0.8 mmol (g CDW h) ',
#5 760.0%.

(4) MAE. AR 5 CO.fEMAE (I AL /E FI R &
FCL-37 R, ot A A A IR IH IR . i b S B
PANAD ‘(nicotinamide adenine dinucleotide) & 52 AT,
% i 3£ K NmaeA; ANADP (nicotinamide adenine din-
ucleotide phosphate) A& 52 A i, 4 G 5 (K Ay maeB™.
H T[] 58 Je 2 FH P B R 315 SRR, A1 AAPEP 31| 14
W IR X — 5 7= AR I ATPA3 LARR 51 PR R 380 3 SRR 1Y)
R4 S N7 A2 AT 31, MAEAE A6 7 i 8 21 35 SRR 1) Ko
£9250.3 mmol/L, ¥ J% I ] K 79 16.0 mmol/L'*. 7EE.
coliF Ik R R I g b5 K], W] DUA R = B F0 R
P 991 Stols M Donnelly* fEE. coli NZN111 15 %
Emaed, JEHITR = B H2E = 4.515%.

3.2 £ ACO.[H E B A A %

BT [F CO, [ 52 B4 AL (F) I AN ), B33 4 b
B IE HE AL RE MR ARTE 2 57, B AN R B AT 4 A R IR
&R B G . Lin%s N U@L 7EE. coli SB202(Ri
T IdhA R pfly R [F B 51 NS, vulgare ™ I ppe R DL K L.
lactis W pycHE R, BEHATR 1) 7= & LL o B2 92 =1 1 65.0%,
HAR 5 MR B ppe it 3R A3 1 BRI R 7~ AH LU I A
E e, (E A B R VR B MR ER IK pp i 1)19.0 mmol/L
R 2= oy .

Zhang#Jf 75 41 7E 2 PCK B (£10.5 U (mg pro-
tein) ") S 1F T W3 [F] £ 15 PPC, BT 3K 153 (038 H IR 7~ 2 L
FARIAPPCEPCK 1 B W BT 3R 45 A B 3 R 7= 5L 43 il
15166.0% F11184.0%; 7 5 PCK 1% (1.6 U/mg) &1 T ¥
[Fl RIEPPC, FT 3k 13 10 B8 HAER 7= & L HL R A PPCEPCK
) BRI PR T R4S (R B AR 77 & 53 0] 42 175 200.0% F1124.0%.
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4 iy [e) R 5 5

4.1 5COAa it A 5

U TR o 40 SR R i A B R A R I COL e
REJ1J5, COLRE TR B2 I (b &5 00 K R BR 31 1R & B 114 1)
AR K. ik, A B 5 e X A R AT
AR, — iR A AR, 5 — 7 ARIE
CO, A 5 A& BR, T8 5E 2 11 CO. 2 5 R HITR (1)
WA

AW T LAE BT S BLHCO, #iz il B 3w 1.41%
[ JE A b, o 3 A ] e o FE AT B R4, RS
HCO; #1385 [H] shtA [ 52 FE K pek 46 RIEN, BE
HARR r~ & LU R BRI R $ 51 1 15.0%, fRBR T R IE %
12 Jk DR o 4 A g e A £ Y Otk — D
AN SR ) R BT, 5 HCO, #3834 [K bicA, shtAFN[F
SEFE R ppe, pek 4y AT AL 35, R Ih ST i s R [E
S FE PR 3R 0K 7K P 1R A 41 DT i A COL AR & 12 1 W 7]
W, 24 sbtd, bicAF ppe 4 55 )8 2T, pek 18 H 58 5
T, BEIHR S AR 89.4g/L, LI R BMRIRE T
37.5%"7.

TEBE IR KA R B it A2 v, COL M R R s 34 h
SRR A AR, TR, BREA B COLSR IR0 B9 3 8 A 7
e EEE. A OB TE, BEH FE 1 mol i 41 BE 2 77 Ak
2 mol ZEEF2 mol CO,. WAt £ BRI TR HATR A B ik 7%
BT, BE AT DA U 20 8 R s COLHE T il Y, 4
Al DA SRR A AR K 2 [ COLAE N Y). Nghiem
2 NV 2088 R B 7 AR 1) COL 8238 N BE I R % I
W (AR S A 5 B S A A 4% pH,L 245 NHLOH
W B, BEFATR = B AAS SR8 LA I8 S A I B4R v,
RIAMR = & A 18.6 g/LEE = % 51.4¢/L, 153 0.5 mol
(mol glucose) ' #2 £ 1.1 mol (mol glucose) .

4.2 g R4 Wt R R

R T REBEHR A R B 5 — RN &,
B4 1 molBEFH R 75 B2 mol FINADH, {H &£ #E1 mol
%) 5 L BE 77 2E2 mol (INADH, (A 1ii NADH [{ A4S /& 4>
PR 1 R AR 1) A A, RN B C O 8] 72 S 7 [ , A%
PEP S35 511 4 58 5 T 5, 68 S5 A7 10 75 SRt 2 318
5. R, 7ECO, [ 22 J5 I 3 5 (1) [F] B b 7038 JE ), 02
PEBEBRIAIR & N4 %075, Balzer® N0 23805 —Fh
K E T Candida boidinii KR HS T NAD ) F R it &L

Bt 3 [F (formate dehydrogenase, fdh)5 L. lactis ] pycTE
E. coliF AT FLFRIE, X Fl HH % it S0 BB 2 4 1 mol HH
R4k 41 mol CO., [A] I 2E il 1 mol NADH. 45 3 & 8l
558 RiEpyckI L, fdh 5 pyc L3Rk Fr ik 45 107 14
P FEE R M4 g (Lh) 4R H2.0 g (L h ", BEHR
PR MN1.0 g (Lh) 42 E 2.0 g (L h) ™", B4 W g~
M 17.0 mmol/L T [4%20~3.0 mmol/L. MaZs A\"EE.
coli BAOO2(F{ & T Idh AR pfiB)rhict 22 ik 1 JR B 1% 1 1
% B Fk 56 75 B (NAPRTase, pncB)FIL. lactis ¥ pycFE A,
ENADH) IR E I 5 1 9.845%, BRI = R & 18.0
%, K F14.1 g/L, FEAE I RE R 2k A0 R AR
75 I K 1 5 45 A 34 Ji H A7 (oxido-reduction potential,
ORP), £l A~ [FIORPZk £ FNADHAINAD ik FZ, LA
SO B BRI IR G LA L, K ILORPEEAR (—400 mV),
NADH/NAD ‘1 L5k 55, 5o S i PEP 2 O A AN T4 B 152
FIOAA [P W 5Bk =y, BEIA/L = =k 228.6 g/L, L
ORP4—200 mV i #2751 73.0% 7.
Bk T NADH, HoE 2y — Fl o - (54t 5 B8 31 1% 1)
B A AR HEVE . McKinlay A Vieille! 3 i P Chz
075 AN [FINaCOs RTHL 26 14 R 1A iHE B ARk,
R ILAE 100 mmol/L NaCOs %6 4F T, HolB BT 5 & SR
BB IA R 1) [ N3 B M 74.6 LT 5835, Pifi- T BE-2
= (acetone-butanol-ethanol, ABE) & B i 72 7= 4= i B K
G £160% 1 CO,, R EA B 130% FIH™, IR Lt
CEERB RS HIES SIE R R I T HE.
He%5 NV ABE & % 2 < N BRFA R K TV, BRFH
R = 818 #1)65.7 /L, Lt @ 4 COLI) 3R15 1= E 42 &
T 13.5%; BEIARR = RIAF10.8 g (L h) ', &5 1 13.4%.

5 RY

TR P R 2 AR = IR AR 2 BT LA 525 bk, bR T
TV I A R 5 3, I R 2 AR A A R L % [
JE = A CO I RE /), BT i 3 AR B R 1X
— W EMLIA. COlH B MO BE TR AW A B R B IR
I, AR X COMEL . R s, LRI EgE
AT R G R AL, JLE B R O T IR KR
&, AT COLAH AR i 4 I A 72 E AR b T-Thfig
TR P [ Y00 S5 00 R ik % heF 7 1) 7 R 4, Sk v 4 AL
(B AR I AN ER N, BT 3RAT IR B3 I8 A5 R K b 2 ).
DAL b, 007 R Lt ) R AT DA DA R 3 B T

(1) 4h BRSSP ML G AT B 55, 49 G, w] AAR
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PR BENE I 15 2., B0 A L D RE X AT RAZ,
RSB AL L, DAL FL AL Th RE.

(2) H1 T CO M4 3] [ 7 75 22 24> th A1, 4
7 SE L 2 P45 22 8] ) 1 R BE 65 34 7 EEHEAT SRR K
IR .

(3) 40 B (R A3y 2 A SE R AR 4%, (R 240

B AR 0 2% 1A 22 B A & R 1 (Robust) RFAE, 230 &
AR AT R AR BEAT T B8, B f 4 A 9 45 A A
FHT T AC, PR TS FE 3 PR AR T Ot i) 2R R ) 44
A7 I A LUK BT ROR, R 2 i BR A R 5 B ) 2
AN S I 2 (A1 C O, [ 7 1 2 TS R S K 550 ) F 5 B[R] g
TR, 4 B A RoR L BRI IR ) & K.

2530k
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Research progress in metabolic regulation of CO; associated
with succinate biosynthesis

ZHU Liwen, SUN Linyang & TANG Yajie

Hubei Key Laboratory of Industrial Microbiology, Hubei Provincial Cooperative Innovation Center of Industrial Fermentation, Key Laboratory
of Fermentation Engineering (Ministry of Education), Hubei University of Technology, Wuhan 430068, China

As an important C4 platform compound, succinic acid has been classified as the most promising chemical among the 12
bio-based chemicals by the US Department of Energy. As the essential substrate for the biosynthesis of succinic acid,
CO:; is regarded as the key factor to determine the efficiency of succinic acid production. In this review, we comment
the current status of metabolic regulation of CO, associated with succinate biosynthesis from the following aspects: CO,
dissolution, transport and uptake, fixation, and combined regulation with strain development and bioprocess engineering.
Finally, the trends of CO, regulation strategy are prospected.
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