hERNE: £48F
SCIENTIA SINICA Vitae

W R

20174 5474 FE281: 201~210

< COREP) Atk
SCIENCE CHINA PRESS

CrossMark
& click for updates

lifecn.scichina.com

W FFE A B 2T 4 28 L4k TR B D RB 4L 22 40 A I
Tk 7 F Aif 5%

FNBEER, NYETR, Bk, T AR, KRR R

2R K2, BAE MR [ X & A SR =, R 250100

* Bk R A, E-mail: zhq@sdu.ed.cn

W hE F: 2016-12-16; 8252 H : 2017-01-26; 2% i & % H 1: 2017-02-16

[ 5 SR TR (LS 2016YFDO0800601) 1l 4R 44 F SR B2 5 & (k5. ZR2013CMO38) I 1l 4= K 2 i A R 248 2 I H (k5
2015YQ004) %% Bl

WE HEAEE HEGCLEMNELRMMAW, &L, BENARATLEEZRBAERT IR T2EEN
WL EHARATEEZE RN EREAP M ANEHEAAZHNBHAREREEANR S, MERFITEZUR
REBR AN EER D, L, BRI EEZNTREEZUGHOR &1 8 4 £, # 44 H GHIFrGH48 K ik
T, HE AT LS FAAOR KN S B R BEE, AR E4E T A FS kB EEa 0N ENG S
BEMERTER FAFTRINHERECRAAFAR O EHTENEMRBE L)L ER, XEH L TF
AEHEZANEEENE, EAWEER. MBREURSEANFHE. REAREARTEZEMBRERE = WE T

AR SRFEREERTE RN T LA A E.
X 1A

AR JFET Y 2R A AE D LW o i) B AT oy,
HIZF4ER . A g R ORI R 3 M K, A& H 2
et ] R BR YR, ORI P A0 B AE RE A Th R KT
EiSARDERYIEEEN S EA S N o T R T
AR AT 4 2 A D AR T RO AR AR, PRI, 5
R 30 A £ Al A e v 2 e Bl AR — LR AT
WU L

W e —RFmGCHE . ERAEANE=R
FHPEGNT, T 2R A s 2. &f
W0 R TR B TE S . M e ffe A 0 oo SR 00 1) % i
A RE R AR T B AR W, R R AR SR A 4E R

REH, FETER, L EMBAEE, w5k ALERASE, Ttk Z A%

A 558 H, O T AT LA e 28 K ) M A i AL ) R
S8R SR 2T 4 31 10 Bk fgp e A, AT 2 3t A 0 el e 3R
FOOE A FH L. T2 o 2 PR A s GO DA e 4 i
BE JEL IR L, 3 RE 88 N 2 M o 2R 10T, R 2
FERATHEAL I i A B v, TR R R A 5 — A
XIS IR, R PTG T o L A 80%; TR T
57 2 5 J5 3R A 0 2 1 K B b O R 2 k(R SR
T 2 R B AR A OB 2K, IX R WY O TR AE RS AT 258 R i 2F
i E R R & e o= (i

eSS NTRAR N URT/VVE 2 S il (S
I PR T BE 55 1k BT RO AH SS AT AT, BN, B ARG R

SImmN:

201-210, doi: 10.1360/N052016-00365

TG, N GETN, K, 55, BEMR AT 2T 4l 30O R ) D RE 4L 5 20 7 K Tl R A 5%, b [ B2 AR a2, 2017, 47: 201-210
Sun X M, Gong W L, Li X, et al. Omics analysis and industrial application prospects of lignocellulose-degrading actinomycetes. Sci Sin Vitae, 2017, 47:

©2017 (RERZE) ZEiL

www.scichina.com


https://doi.org/10.1360/N052016-00365
http://lifecn.scichina.com
http://crossmark.crossref.org/dialog/?doi=10.1360/N052016-00365&domain=pdf&date_stamp=2017-02-21

PNGETHA S [ A A 5T 21 4 2K T2k T 1 D RE AL 2 0 M K Tk

(Thermobifida)'). /)N L1t 1% J& (Micromonospora)'? J¢
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R S A G B S 55 7 THI . B A 2 5 VR R DR
b, B 2 PP 55 R G0 A A 5 R R S T AR
KAUEDTHREMBT T rh . B H 2T N A EIR,
A TR AR TR B BEAT 70 A 5 VAN, 356 TR A28
TR B R 0T 41 4 3% e R I 1 L 9 0 LA S 4y i T
bR R SR R . DR, AR SC DURCZR T T
RE 5 DA 20 5 2 M At g B B ) BE DR ) R L 2R
F IR B4 T S5 MO SRR AE . 2 Wb ML i) LA
5% T 1) 7] PR S FH 6 7 THD 53 B R SR AH G e
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IRBEJE /NP0 B 3 B 1 R AR o 315 U B
J& e AR R R AR ) e AR R R T
J& iR AR B B (B R B4, Re S R AR 43
PR o £ 4 3% R )

B S ELE I I A AR . P A YR
T SR 52 Tl 5 R 7K e Bl R T2 P A I 2 B ) B
fit e Al LRI 2H 73 b 3% W 6 B AR Joit 2T 44 3R R TR 1A
FCRER A v BB A KB O K R R L R L), R B T
19Pk C 52 Jle i PR 41 0 P A7 B Th e 70 IR AR o 21 4
RIEMETA, Givt 1 IR P KA & Y005 P
(carbohydrate-active enzymes, CAZy; #H 5% i ) 15 S 15
MCAZy 5085 7 TR AT HH O Bl 25 ) 2 A0 L 451 (J&T 1A Y
25 R B 22 1), 43 BT TR 2 TR P it Bl 2R 50 1 R A i 4 1

ZF 2 3 L2 bR A A B O - 1,4- 0 B E R
TR K o F 2 AU, AR A4 E A
FSCREA3 . TR TR O a4y WA AT Ak OB K il B
(cellobiohydrolase, CBH; X ¥R 7M7) 4 ZE W )« B-1,4-
PN Y1) %] 5K B B (B-1,4-endoglucanase, EGL) DA % B-%j %)
i 15 (B-glucosidase, BGL) 5713k 58 Bt} £ 4k 22254
JT B B RS AL TR B I AR R B & A 2 Rl A T
ity T2 B ik DR 2 v ) 41 4 3R o Mg I 5 DR AE 301 A
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AR B2 19FP AR TR i R AL o B R AP A 3L R e R (OR R
W RWIRE ., H #8135 1,4-B-D-1 R HH) KRR (R F
FUPERERR . R AEREER . Bk A6 & e ) 1) B i DR 11 4
Hgiit, $udls 1 2oKk B T CAZy Bdi . oK AL £ W03 1 B i e
(CAZy)RZ KT e & a7 il S 2B K AL & WA 52 & VI i) g
B — B P, R T 3R 8 T A A R B R T B AR AU,

T KA 00 PR S A NAS IR B 9 B KR, Kk AL & W i 6 44

LBE s> 28 1 AL IE T B K MR BESS-GHs(EC 3.2.1.-) #ERE RS g

FK-GTS(EC 2. 4—-) ZHEZLAHIEZE-PLS(EC 4.2.2.-), BRAKAL S
YIBEHE-CES(EC 3.1.1.-), LKA BhEGS-AASSF(EC 1.———)ZL
R AL b b T 44 6 S A AR SR (W4 A.mi-Actinosynnema mirum

DSM 43827, S.co-Streptomyces coelicolor A3(2); S.av-Streptomyces

avermitilis MA-4680; S.fI-Streptomyces flavogriseus ATCC 33331,
M.au-Micromonospora aurantiaca ATCC27029; C.fi-Cellulomonas fimi
ATCC 484; Cfl-Cellulomonas flavigena DSM 20109; S.ke-Sanguibacter

keddieii DSM 10542; S.ro-Streptosporangium roseum DSM 43021;

N.da-Nocardiopsis dassonvillei DSM43111; T.bi-Thermobispora
bispora DSM43833; X.ce-Xylanimonas cellulosilytica DSM
15894; C.mi-Clavibacter michiganensis subsp.michiganensis
NCPPB 382; S.er-Saccharopolyspora erythraea NRRL 2338;

T.fu-Thermobifida fusca YX; B.ad-Bifidobacterium adolescentis

ATCC 15703; C.mic-Clavibacter michiganensis subsp.sepedonicus

ATCC 33113; A.ce-Acidothermus cellulolyticus 11B ATCC 43068;
T.cu-Thermomonospora curvata DSM 43183; Z\ AL FRAR 3R () 52 FE R 21

T CAZy 3 15 H

(LA 2 R R 2 1), X B/ T 220K B 1200,
PLAYERAR T AHR R — A ER, ERA
IR B R G5 A F T 5 MV BE 7 52, TR T X S Jot 114
AN LK1 SRR ARG 2, 0 75 2 2 b 0 e o A
i R US)3X B TR A A 0  [R) AL o o £  3R l
DRVECE MR 2R 1 2 5E, 2 BRI - 21 45 3K 1) B A FE
JE 5 B Al 2 RS SR A1, T2k T 2k R 4 v e R
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HRME. HEEERE. (1,3; 1,4)-p-D-H RHEE 24
B T HE RO B i DAL AR S AN H SR D T 20
L U200 g A, 2 B 2 1 1) B TR 4H OB Bk Z o
GINERE TR . o-PRWEHE S . o-14-H B ERE. P
T G 25 7 4 36 S AR 4 BB 221),
AT 2 3 B SRR S Tl P R 2 o I S PR TS e T 0
T LT AR AR R A9 T, R R R I ) R = 2
FHUR R LT Y7 0] A BE AT RUPE Al 4T T,
S LTS AR S ey PSSR T R &

R FEAE A N BE T S5 K B N BRI 2B, 20
TR 50 g M 2, B AL B E LB R K (homo-
galacturonan, HG). A B 5% 22 F E ¥ IR (xylogalactur-
onan, XG). % 5 7L 0 B IR (rhamnogalacturonan,
RG) 3PS AYBL T 2 B 73 s 1) SR Tl 2 2 R AR
i, DA R /b8 0 SRR I I, 0 R =2 5 o L P IR TR
IR 2 U I IR PP IR /K ARG 45 1221, [T B, A R IR TR
Xof T A SR JRORI AR ] SR F X7 I SR A ) 110 e A e

F1 BMEFEARRS % RERBRY S HWBERE RS

VAIATS S E R

MIERIEH R, TR R 2L 2 CAZy D e g 2k
PR F) K AR SORZ 22 R LR 2D R, 2 4 3K 1
PLF e My AR R SRR H B> T 2R K
BT (19X 2 R PR P 1), TR BT ] 45 CAZy Big R e /D (0 1
DU e R B A A T 2T 4 217 FL P 0 Y R IR AL A 2 A
A7 XS H AT RS B LA R 2 .

2 R B E R B R S

JHCLE B 4 W TR A I AT 4 25 B A AN R) T IR A 4
R WA AR 4 /MR R G, FL AN 2 R I R A
ZH 1) 53 BT B, X L S A A S — A A
AN LA 2 R 3R 7R R SCHI I 190k 1 R, 13
PR (1 B AN R G b 2 S5 RS 1) LL 91 o 31 1 45% LA
&), M HABORR I E20% LA R . 73 BT iX Fh 2 &5 K4
() 2H BR 5 R 1, S T IR N SR BIT B0 B8 1) v 288 B L ol

2% R HAHGH BE R () ggmﬁz@ﬁgg
5% YR LPMOs b F1 73 (%)
Acidothermus cellulolyticus 11B ATCC 43068 40 11/12 0 12 85.71
Thermobispora bispora DSM43833 47 7/9 0/1 3/3 76.92
Xylanimonas cellulosilytica DSM 15894 67 6/9 2/2 4/5 75.00
Micromonospora aurantiaca ATCC27029 108 10/14 4/5 517 73.08
Cellulomonas flavigena DSM 20109 89 11/14 4/4 12/19 72.97
Thermobifida fusca YX 39 7/10 172 1/3 60.00
Nocardiopsis dassonvillei DSM43111 67 8/13 2/4 2/4 57.14
Cellulomonas fimi ATCC 484 110 10/21 1/1 4/6 53.57
Actinosynnema mirum DSM 43827 128 11/22 2/5 4/5 53.13
Streptosporangium roseum DSM 43021 121 8/20 4/4 1/1 52.00
Streptomyces coelicolor A3(2) 150 9/20 3/7 3/4 48.39
Streptomyces flavogriseus ATCC 33331 123 9/18 2/5 2/4 48.15
Streptomyces avermitilis MA-4680 152 8/16 1/4 172 45.45
Clavibacter michiganensis subsp.michiganensis NCPPB 382 59 2/14 0 1/3 17.65
Clavibacter michiganensis subsp.sepedonicus ATCC 33113 41 2/6 0 0/10 11.76
Sanguibacter keddieii DSM 10542 91 0/15 1/1 0/2 5.88
Saccharopolyspora erythraea NRRL 2338 82 0/9 0/2 0/0 0.00
Bifidobacterium adolescentis ATCC 15703 58 0/7 0 0/10 0.00
Thermomonospora curvata DSM 43183 32 0/2 0/1 0/0 0.00

a) AU FRNG . FALRHE SR B A R 1 B0 H Gt 2 ey (T 2R R 7R 1, e ARER 1 A TE g 2 R v 22 5 My 3 25 PR (M 2 H , AR
I 2 5 PR 4L b [ A B TR B R B0 B 5 PAdcidothermus cellulolyticus 11B ATCC 43068 B 2T 4 = B 9, 111248 % B 2 X Hk i L & & 126
A REEIEH, HA A 11RO 2 45038 19 A 5 JE [K]; LPMOs: lytic polysaccharide monooxygenases, % Hi Z4 i 5. i S .
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ARAEEE N

TE A o1 2 4 31 8 e A T T, 2 4 70 i B (Cel-
loulonmonas fimi) F #5 t0 5 #4 ¢ #1 & (Thermobifida
Susca) 7 W FUI A] S A L B R 45 4 B 9 T A R AR
BB R0 DL P R B AR, i L 2 450
SR R AE (112), 22 Hi00 DR g 5 7= P 8 LA — AL
4 ¥4 35k (catalytic domain, CD) LA J2 2 AN KAk & W &5
& 45 #4 35 (carbohydrate binding module, CBM). CD /&
W 53 1 R H W7 B T R 1 O B 45 A 3, I 0 T MR AL T
REM) 22 ¢ FE R HCD X $RJE B, AR B4k 2 K
ANVEPE R 531, CD s 80E A0 T A M IR 4 2 FL s 2%
EAL I AT, 11X 5 CBM A E MR 55 & A
K R [202T il £ TR T R (R 4 FR CBMIZE AR 32 A 32K,
X5 B E R, HRECBMEK R R A H BA B 1
fiwfi 1, £ 22 AR CBMFICBM2 MICBM3, iX S8 45 1)
WSS EA SN AR LT R RIS S
B%ICBM (1] CBM4 1CBM22, iX it 4 #3845 FF ikt =X
MM BB, FE M TS SIS A RS C
TICBM¥ICBMO, == %45 4116 3 S8 0 1) oK 3 128, AR
YR RIS S A 2 M CBM, 1B A i 4y
T B IR PR ZHE; TR = AR TR 28
A 2> CBM, Ut B 72 R ik 8 855 v 3 Fofr 245 ) S5 20 5 v
1o RS B AN VR AT 4 R R 6. FECBMZK
JiE 1, CBM2J2 iU 4k TR 25 45 A6 304 5 b i v DL ) 45 4
BTG, T BT FRAF 1 b 25 40 3 3 B 5 CBMIT A &R0,
CBM2 [ 45 /)  CBM 1 BE S B 4%, 45 6 1R JEC 47 5

A Thermobifida fusca YX

CelsA

Cel6A

Cel6B

ot

coos  EHEIHEER
caman

AATO
Xyn10A
Xyn11A

Z R, AMUBEHE IR A 4T 4E K, B RE IR R4 &R
BB S5 At 2 i e i 12651,

FrCD5 CBMAL, T4k B4 Hu 4 M 25 1 ik & FTFN3,
Ig %55 Bh g5 M3k, — ML T CD 5 CBM 2 [H], th 1 Bl
WY« 1 P W B DA K 4 R CD 25 &5 14 350 11 R o
PEHIB2 EN3 BN RERR, JLAEAS [ B Ak I A7 A5 T 5
AR S: e (O AR P, FN3 & AR
T E £ 2 B 1 v, FNG 2042 DA AN 5 =S — 4L i
SUAFLE . FH B Boh 45 W) St AR A 1) S i 47 7 LR N HF
FC. B CA b LR S5 M3 A1, £F 2 B0 1R 4 i b A TR b
il R AT AE 53 Ab— Ph 45 /38 -CE4, 1X & —Ff L BE AR 5
WETE R, 7T 58 BOAS 58 0 00 5% M B (1) P& . 22 45 M e
5 A T2 B T B B v O A T R, X
Pl 2H A 458 5t O Bl A T 1k — 2P Ak o SR AL T
) %

3 FRLE AT YR VR IR I A5 S DR I

SEDN AL A 2 W, TR TR 2 21 4 3R DLACRIL
{0 P AR AN LA DL 5, AT T 2 1 Xk A S T 4 3R
PR 1) RS S AR LA X T 2T A 2R A B B A L T
2L T BE NS 70 W 22 T 73 AT LE AN R SR (0 21 4 2K M 1,
HHEGHZ R MR E L T LR W (R2), RERE
TBUER T 73 A F) 2T 4 35 Ml 7T 45 6 AS TR 48 ot B IR A
IDESR i

TR T 70 W AT e R AN DURR SR 2, T HL 2 BAY

B Cellulomonas fimi

cash
CelbA CBM2 o GHE

Cel6B

Cel9A

-

cotaa
AA10

Xyn10A

Xyn10B C

Xyn11A

B2 860 B PRSI BRI £F 4 5 B Y KB 4 4 3R R I 28 R L R BT (3R 4% B Uk [24)
A: 1 (0B R T B ORI 2T 4k 3K [ AR I, B: 212k SR ML T PO 1O o B2 AR AC O 2T 48 3R P At g &0 PP g 20 7 % S BRI R 51 A B0 0 82
R IR BE RN BICfy; B T R AR TR R AL G Ik GHAE FOK M RE (I LT e R BE . AR RMERE. H S RAERE) . AASULRERIL
CBMBK LA ME SR, CERRKAL SIBRABAE U . FN3LTE 8 A -3 45 MU ey T P Bk A 9 R0 5 ) AU LI R XA 0 ) e 4 g A e
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F2 BMEESLREEEREH D E TR %R R RR S

CBH EGL BGL LPMOs
Actinomycete GH6, GH9, GH48 GHS5, GH6, GH9, GH12, GH48, GH74 GHI1, GH3, GH5 AA10
Filamentous fungi GHe6, GH7 GHS5, GH7, GH12, GH45 GH1, GH3 AA9

BRI RR L. AR YE R B T 45 S AR 4 R K RE A
A2 B AT R RS I CBHR 58 13, B4y
IFFE ML RE F0 2 REmm B AN 68 L AT 4k R PR R FE 1)
o fipt ek R 3435 i 28 181 43 9 O CBH 2 2 43 A /£ GHO KX
Wk, A #5404 £ GHOMIGHA8 5 . 5 GHIFIGH48
FIEII M) AT 4 WA TR, GHO SR K1 V) 41 4 & 1
X145 e 21 4 2R BE I B A 2 AEIE SR TR AR Y. RIS,
55 22 4R B 43 WA GHO K CBH( I 3A)HH L, Tl 26 1A
GHO6 XK i CBH I 45 & B2 2 I 4 . 5. n (RR T 45 &
KR YEE, KI3B), PR B A 5w Rk

A, LR TR 43 0 1A P ) SRR I R R L AT
I RR AR Y. a0, H 4t AR TR 43 A (1) Cel9A,
X — A R g R R R P D), T A M I F
GHO. #E K LA & — AN CBM3. IX b il f) 477 492 1tk 3 22
& HHCBM3 SR 2115 1, CBMB3 R 2k, 2 18 A S i 2
F PEAKBYL RICBMAE F I R FEA R IMAE IR 45 &
77 T, 3 e % 5 i I 25 003 M DL S FRR

B T REL KRR AL, EALEEX T 45 AR
BB R R T EERIE . TR W I A 4 A
AL X MY LPMOs. 1 K873 A 0 21 4 25 B fift Tl 2 1
HoAm, #E T AAIOK (K 2). LPMOs/E H & 3% 7
B A, BT IR (Cu ) LUK H T AR R R
0,). HLFHER I A7 AE S FLHE S AL 45 2 X T LPMOs
INREM R IE B 2 mB7 5 L AA10ZK % LPMOs
1) FL - A4 R s AL R BILAEATS AN 2, A A AR BR
JR 2 A R R, LPMOs 5 21 4 2 g 1) B A 1 FH e )
2, IX ISR A5 AT 2R (1 B = ) o] B & LPMOs (1 HiL 1
it A 138401,

A R R 53 Wb K 22 S A I SOk RO A R 22,
B, &% 5% 55 16 (Streptomyces viridosporus TTA)41
% K J& (Nocardia) F1 21 R 1 J& (Rhodococcus) #l B
g3 WA M AR i SE ALY B, PR R OR R AR UK A T = T
BERYIL. AR EAEIR & T 4 KB 208
JE A AT B, LR A = P BE T DAAE Sy F T (A48
LPMOXT 2 B I B SRR, AT LAE Ry J 46 A R

E3 HMEES2KREFGHFRIE A ERBHEHER®
HL IR B A £ 5 AL B 43 W4 1) Cel6 A(PDB ID: 1QK2)(A) I
Cel6B(PDB ID: 4B4F)(B) 45 #4) [, B rp &5 14 250 £ 0o 1) 30 43 o
XPRIEEAE LS M) LI B2 e EIOE A T AR A 4 S b
BERKBE, Brr R R R B 4> T SR 45 6 WA S8, LBGD) A7
KA N0 R, <= R BB (10 I8 53, <+ 7~ B B (118 i 3144

FH T A T E ) 24 4547 Ak 1421,

4 L MSMIL B RO I R G

R 5 H R R, B R T AR K IR, (H
TR TR M A0 B R 1) 43 A FE D 5 41 v R AR AR, 32
BURIAE S IKE) R MR H, o8 A 45 A a0 R L 1)
TH R [, 1M 5 B A W A M Ah. X TR B R,
AR B FINCR B A5 5 K ) 22 53, o] L PR A/ 1 43 34
BRGNP Seci 15 F Tati& 12 (El4). Seci& 2P
38 43 WA 38 4% (general secretory pathway), X it & 4t 71
SRR T B R TR A LR, R T2k B A A
I A2 R B9, Sec R4t E B IR R 2 M E
AR MO] H YK & Tatif 42 (two-arginine translocation),
BR] 73 W 2 1 (RS 5 IR B PRSI <7 RS 2 R T 4944,
Tat R i A7 1E T 80% 1 41 1 135 7 oy v o, LRy 2 Ak
ET 8 NI IR 4T & 1 A L 2 2 2 Ak il
HEYW, 5SeciBM L, Tat RG IS E A D T &
KEZZ(EZE25~70 A);, TR SHETREA, &
JE B T4 A A, 2 R AR R Y AR Bed I Tat
HEIE T [ 50 B 1 o W B B AT, I PR SO0 T 2 45
BWINREEAR AR F B AEEZ . 7
HhTat 5 4t v] %32 il N IE R 7 8 10 6 J8 B OB ME 2R
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Ribosome

B, e

Polypeptide chain

Sec complex

Tat complex

B4 HREHEOKINEBRSBREN
TR T A A B B A bR R S WA AR, ELHE Seci& 2 A Tatid 485 o o Sec(EE AR PDB ID: INL3)i& A% 3 B4 i3 R4 & 10 2 A R4, 1M Tatid 44 32 22
SR B G BE AR, B4 B Tati® 42 o 593N I B8 B (LA Thermobifida fusca YXHIH S8R B % %, RV 2 )5 315), H b TatA (K
}ZPDB ID: 2LZS) & il 18 %128 & [, TatB(H I PDB ID: 2MI12) Fl TatC(# 4 PDB 1D: 4B4A)E R E &4, 1 51 XU IR (5 5 BRI R 5. Tati 152 5%
& 1L F2 SE LA Thermobifida fusca YX I P Y141 4 2 BFES(PDB ID: 2CKS) A, ‘& & 7 B 7E I Tats 5 Ak, #iz 2l FE AT Ao A LR 445 3%, |))
X GRS 5 K S TatBCR AW 854, TatAJBIE & AR50 8 R A4, @il E Q4T 7, HWE Q2 24 E1E 5 I U1k

F1, 3% ] DLBE S i 5T 2 1) e H At 4 e B T ) 5
B FHUSL, TR 7 % 0 4 28 1400 1 1) 48 A i
LPMO)J; Tl ] fE B AT FFR L 3
Tat 5 4t 75 JBUZ TR 2T 4E 3 1, Rl o 2 45 M sl 2 4t
R R R HE T EEAER. Lykidis % AH)
XM T PR IR Y IR R IR R Thermobifida fusca
YX 2 FE R, I OFh 2 25 M I A 4k = g h E TR
B Tatfs 5 K. [N, Adave NS Thermobifida
Susca YXHIER A A 5 45 R, 757 5 1 0 b
PN 248, Tat 22 G2 (0 AH 5 2 A PE 2T 4R 3R B A i
I TR RIE FIRILER, MSec RG A A K
KARA, K] I HE W Tat 2 8t 4 Thermobifida fusca Y X4
YL RGN B W R G AL, Tat 2 48 78 HoAth ik
S TR R o 2T 2 3R P Al 0 e de i AR R T
YEH. FauryE NPOSRIE, Tatii2 R LN S H
L7 R (Streptomyces lividans) A SERE RGN 7 Wb T it
B 5Tt 2 B, Tat 3 4t A2 K W (5. 5% 55 B (Streptomyces
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coelicolor) 5 [ JJ i) £ 18 H i 20

5 B R J5 AT 2k AR e AR I A R B T
b FH

TR TR 22 A AE IR IR BT T (K 3 e, H S K
2 T RE M & L R . B A A e PR R, B R
P e B R B A, DR T 0 A P Tl 231 L A R IR
Bl 7> 1 N B T e B DR, B T R B
T 58 PR AR PR SR MRy 57 10 2 Ah, 38 R IR B AT 4 R
Bl B AT VE T 0 R AE (2 3)7 0. X B AE A 45
JBUER TR 70 WA IR AR o 21 4 3R B i B SR R ARG 4K T90K
Kb P A5 Tl B A 4 B A R,

Bl 5 A AR 2 0 o b B 2T 24 2R T R TR Tl
pHI 32 A AR P52 A 58 P fie U (2 3), IR LU MR B E =0
RIS AR BAT B e B . DR, B 1R A )RR
T 7K AR I AN T AR 3 b R i PO gt
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Omics analysis and industrial application prospects of
lignocellulose-degrading actinomycetes

SUN XiaoMeng, GONG WeilLi, LI Xin, WANG LuShan & ZHANG HuaiQiang

The State Key Laboratory of Microbial Technology, Shandong University, Jinan 250100, China

Actinomycetes, a group of Gram-positive bacteria with high GC contents, play important roles in hyperthermal
lignocellulose degradation in terrestrial habitats. A functional genomics analysis revealed that lignocellulose-degrading
actinomycetes have more cellulases than hemicellulases and pectinases. Additionally, the enzymes capable of degrading
cellulose were mainly cellobiohydrolases belonging to glycoside hydrolase family 6, with a small number of cellulases
belonging to glycoside hydrolase families 9 and 48. In addition to glycoside hydrolases, large numbers of polysaccharide
monooxygenases from auxiliary activity family 10 were also identified. Therefore, actinomycetes can efficiently
degrade crystalline cellulose by continuous hydrolysis and oxidation mechanisms. Furthermore, some of these enzymes
with multiple structural domains can be secreted quickly into the extracellular environment through the twin-arginine
translocation system. These lignocellulolytic enzymes have excellent properties, such as high enzyme activity and high

temperature and alkali resistance. Therefore, the characteristics and advantages of these actinomycetes in lignocellulose
degradation and secondary metabolite production make them well suited for industrial applications.

Actinomycetes, cellulose degradation, multiple structural domain, persistent enzymes, oxidase system, Tat
transport system
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