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ATk, T B e AR = MR = A0 o B — R
(3 AR by P, MR R BRI e
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L PR AT e T AR R AR X T A R A
FERE IR BR AT, VF 2 R IR R AR B AT, DL OB 1 2%
A, NN ) B AR T IR A A T A BRI
k3 (E1). 3 E Northeastern University #{15% Barabasi
A 70 2H TR AR 3R 1) 9 44 B 27 S X 4% A ) 2
gt 40 A A R 2 A R A R T s R B A
(high-flux backbone pathways). X —E i (15 tH 5F AL
TR & E BN SR XL ARSI 1 M XA
W E L BEAT 20, R AR P s TR AR AR TV R
BEAT DF I8, A5 KOG J5 SR A 1 8% v T M 50 BE 0 A
Fr4e 3. S 4h, BARHR AW B 2 7 &SR 1 )
LRIR ST AN, FE A FEECIA.

1 ARG TR AR A E R TFB

PG A TRE TR I A I A A X A QA e 42 A PR
D PR 2 ) PR Pl E AT D0AL, LA 2 T O i
Mty F) Pt B R T T ) 2 1) T f O B ) i Rk, AT
DAAT R4 b 478 i Pl S 2 )3 %, M2 A % A O Tk
i, ATTRR 2R S R 4. 3 b (LA A B A% 1) 5 3 AT
LA — bt M AROOL B8 A 4 A B 5 A AR i 42

L1 AR AR o BRI F o 3K

WA IR B LD &l R RA R
22 D EAC AR, W 2 DB P R T
Ml FA) 2% 325 2 B (IR B 12 22 T R A B B 1 R ok 2D
TR, 1O 4 A 0 T I X T 0 R ) Wl E AT R
AR, DTS A B AR IR A% S 75 T

ﬁ sl
[Gucose] [l :>

B AR AR RIS B A
2140 17 S B B L TR AR AR 0 A B A

$5e A48 BTN R T 25 R P TS o T 4 0o PR T I 1 o
k. ZITE I IBAE T RE T 24, BB iiss e b
TR AR 3 B2 0K A mT e Aty ke A 1e] R, 91, ok vy
Ak i B AT RE 2> T B TGV IR T S T T R R AR
EARTEE R, AL, A7 A AT B AR R AR TEA
7 BT —NREE (1 B il T e A7 AR A T BRI B,
I HLax 2 R A2 BRAR AT RE 52 A R AL i 4%, itk
IR, 03X 2 PR D SRR AT B 5 1 0 20K T AN R kS 2192
L IR FH, DR AS 2 o B AN AT B A2 7 A R
ek EH.

i A A PR A P ) — i B S R AR
Y, BEE RN Z PRAFEGRIER. HTRZEE
GO 1R 7 4 B R AR TR 1 i 2, TR T % 2 2R
EWAETEE R R S0 — B A EZF
22 1w ), 4, SRAZ BE (taxo ) VE N B8 B I B 24,
B KRR T U5 2 AT AR 42 M (taxadiene) AR 1 542
23 F 2 A AR S 1 0 £ % IR (isopenteny py-
rophosphate, IPP)/£E B 2 — FF 2545 T4 T8 (y-dimethylallyl
pyrophosphate, DMAPP) & 4fi, £ GGPP(geranylgeranyl
diphosphate) &5 35§ A1 5842 05 5 BG4 AL B4k
NER .

KA LIS, B R B A 7= 542 IR AR s 2|
FHAR R =, 96 HG DR DRIAN 2 0k s S iy A4 e L2 07 FE T IR/
FEREIR — W RGNS & % A 0 T B = . 72 RIFE
B IR 22 HAt Gl AR P, X S A A el AR FE R TR R AR
(MEP pathway) & 5, H4 08 % fif 7= A2 1) 3- B 12 1 ity 1
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SR AR A Al R, AE AATTATS SRR I 1 45 7L
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G AR M G AT B T B UK R P R
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W 5 £ 1 20 2 5 R AL IR A 9T, AT
RIAR 22 51 (1 AR U I 28 A7 70 5 PP & R B R S
B4, BN, MR 2B R B 32 AR AE TR R
wH. AEAMEEA b FRBEL . NSRBI
A LUK R B2 ] 5 T 40 B A 5 P 2 T 5 T S5
RILTR B (48 1B T B BRHmE) . R
TAG . B-ERIE TR, 2-FR R R T B S4- AL IE
T B AL S5 FRIR AT 7T, X LB 5 18 1 vT LB L i
X NEF R rERA . H5HAVE AR A E
ER SR AH A 45 2 iR oo AT
PEUOL T X Le R B SE B MRR SIS RS B AN B 1
52 B oF I TR (A A R 4 . LA SR I — e R R S 1B
M7 ORI G, NTZEEN R 21X ] §E 2 —Fh B #%
Vo) I [N 2R TA 5 40 M T R AR 1 R i AR

TE 20 HR AR R v, R 22 DG B 1 Vs M 1T B8 52
BB B, B0, N KRR R . = RIR
A8 PR 55 AR I AR 1) B AR A7 AR 2 AR S A 1. 3L
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Xof T 1100 R0 3 A ) 2 1) AR 2 S I A 7 D £ 7
w5 FH PR 45 T BN a3 20 N R A7) i A2 1 il A
FEIL N L JER ) g 110 25 4 i g DA 3G I HC R B S A8 1K
S T I a2 26 A8 1 il A 2 A A g ) < e T B 3
JEAB A 0, L 5 5, SRR T R R e
(phosphoric acid pyruvate kinase, PPDK){E 4 #fi B fift 5
W S A A R O S g, FL AR Bt 52 B R A R R 4%
it 1 42 = PPDK ) 75 2 R B R AL /K, g B i A=W &
B B R iR w2 S Ah, — SRR g rT DU
5 AU ) 2 -2 AR AR S AT A . X L il
1 HR (R B 52 380 3 S A R TR A%, A D e AR T e AR
R (0 RE RS B M 22 X H AR P I AR A s e L)

1.3 ARS8 v X SRR 40 4 S AR e B TR 4%

Wt A0S Bl e S 7 5 32 Ak BRI T B AR,
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R, 55— AN AT RE R TR HL R A AR S R A T, 3
— R EAEARE AR T LR Sy B, TR A 2
DR D 0 1R 2 6 il 1) G 3% 0 ) AL AR AU TR R, O
T BRI AR B %o O B i 1) R 45, IR 2 1 UL T =ik 9%
SRR 1 [F]— SR EEREAT I FRIE, AR iz G R 1
I 1R IR I i S G R 2 R 5 A SR i A [
P b e SR S AS AR TS 4, AR AT RE R T LR
FENE T BT 2D B SN A 5 T U AN B
T PR AR AR AL R0 BE FE A B, %k S5 ) Bilg )k B I 4
Xt HE A B A2 BB 7 2E AR K K 5

) RE R A A R R OR IKET R RE YR R D
A AR ™ AR 0 % 0 v OB A LY, AR RE TR
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PR AF AR E Y, HAR R A R — BB = A
FB, R AL B U R, BT A DL AR B8
K 1R 2 4 W) (Clostridium acetobutylicum) < 58 A R,
HJ2 7= ARG, BEEIFN 70K 12 B M e i T AR %
EEEN G T ol R B ) R i+ 0 B3 B B rh, 9 —
SEREPE BSEIL T AR T BEE AL I R A
FiI 43 12 Chang BiF 58 41 1S58 ok 5 T B A 1l i 458 28 40
R, ERMATFEPIINT —BIERRM T BEE %
1, TR P AR W LA AR 2 A L %A
KT BE & 12 %8 & T Ralstonia eutrophus & 7 £
R F B2 (polyhydroxyalkanoates) ) 34 7 & BRI £,
W 212 7l i A(CoA) i i 1 20 B I8 B Ay 3-8 25 T It
% 1§ A(3-hydroxybutyryl-CoA), H m 25 — 25 ) 1 (L il
N 2Tk 2Tk i AL Ji T (PhaB) 13- 72 5 Tk 4 i A
it S (Hbd). #E1 F FH C. Acetobutylicum (¥ B2 5 1R
(crotonase, 4 ‘5 N Crt) B [ 57 19 4l i A 7K & I (Phal ) K
3-FR LT Al g AW 7K 2B RO 195 4 B9 A (enoyl-CoA). il
113 R T Streptomyces collinus " ) B 5 B I 4 il
A(crotonyl-CoA) it J5 i UL J2 C. acetobutylicum ] % 3
At Jiit &1 (butyraldehyde and butanol dehydrogenase)
U 7 I L A g A B A A O IR T . B A IR AR
BE T 2P R A, (H 2 BT LR 2 1 R
AT T BE BRI S KA ) A BE R ORI A A R T
X} I BRI 22 B WA 4, FE A —— B8R, (H15—
PRI A FL b Xy 3- 52 2L T Mk 4 il AR 2L S I R A B A S
N SR IR B O S 1% TAE R BB T AF
AU TR H 22 Bk IR B, < I b BT SIS S A ) L AR %
1 o o A A e U O B 1 4 FH (1813).

2 TR AT BRI U B £ DL G 7
T

I IE S 4 AR B AR AT BSOS R 3R AT

PRI B R A SR TR R T I RIE 5
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W, AW HAEARZ IR A W AE. LR EIW
i 2 48 77 BT R (O MEPAR T B8 4% 5 =2 1R 5 1149 7, 1%
HARTEAR Z AR B AR 25 1 T R 1% 805 /D 11
B i LY, e 28 72 ) 1A 49 e A TR b 52 PR T U

G TREEES, IRE TIERE S L Bk
guif TR F BT Ak, I3k &= 2. HitFE
B, 3 25 JUAF R R — SR TR ALt AR I 1 5
— T B AR TR R S, JREUAS T AR
ARSCAE BRI LAk, A5 B nT AR AR TRE 0 58 TR #
AL A 5 d . IR R S I R 2 R AR
AR B AR AT AR TR O, 38 it 43 YA L B A
PLSRAR 3 i I P2 045 5. M LG DL AR AR TR, X
Foft v T S T DA A B o A i A AT AL
FEAE AR, G TR T B R A AR
AR P E PR A AL, S5 R A TR B
FLG, FE BT B IR AS— 8 A B AEARBR U IR AR T i 12
— e 5 (AR AR A B g A S AR R B AR L
WIRT SCHE B R EMP, PPP, TCA %1% 4.

2.1 BN YOS A S RERIE IR R AR R LR

LN BB MR, fERIBOR Sl THE
AR R A EE AR, RN, MR Tk
77 R L EURE, DAL SR AT LL A R A 2 R T
Mk . AT LLHEAT 2 BN AE IR AL o), R
eV F) B A B . AR B AR 7= 2R AR 41
AT, VB O R LEBCH AU L6 & s AR,
AR T L A R A

LTI 2 MRS A . EEPIR T, L0 S K

o
e R "M —— 98
OH O 0 i
o0 — )c;/l(l)\scoA — /\)]\scoA A~ SCoA
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AR B IR BRI 46, M348 e B4 1 S- R IR
M. AEINGERIRE KA (E4A). K2 HMAED
1 A] LA F B 20 BRI 46 & B S M, FHNADH:Fe(IT) 44
1k i8 J5 i (NADH:Fe(IINEDTA oxidoreductase) i 1t &
200 [ A R L. AR R RIS, AR TR
oSN E SZBR. AH S, SRR R E A T &
SEAAIEN 1) 056 B AR, 7T LB 06 6 R
(ethylene-forming enzyme) ¥ — 2 BRI 1) H 8] = # -
P 7% — BR (a-ketoglutarate) % A4 N 2. 0. BT 1% n BA
—BH MO, IR 20 T S R A B e kAT
REA = 20, ARk 55 B 1 5K mT P A e R S
56 2 1 Yot 58 20U IR FH A0 A e A R, e A D
TIEHE, B OB B R R ) RAS X AT I 5, 1
I T B IE RS E ML, IF B IRAE W A B Synechocystis
sp. PCC 6803 S HL 1 i 8% L0 A7 . iz I AR 784y
R T AR R AE AR Mo Hh ) AR

MR TR EAR FBORE, UL EEME OdE
BRI 9 FE A M3 F AR 2R B 4y AR A TR %
T AR ) B SCAE T O D s R F = R R 116
IRl =1, 3EAT H B AR R R IRE R
& 20 A A AR o AR e R ) T A B A, FE A
i A AR b S S AN P R AR . AR R A 2
18 PR A B2 SR, R =R R A P4 v A] 7= 4 Rl LAR H
FRAR @& bR o I, AT LB B B =P 0 & 7= & A
B A A= ) v 1 = SRR G B, R840 WA 40 A 1) =R IR
TEI B AR BB Y e BRI B A%, T 1% 2
T R i 13— 1R it S I (2-ox oglutarate dehydrogenase),
FOANREA Rt R =2 BR AR v 18] 7 ) - B [ — 1R %
1N BEFAFR B A (succinyl-coenzyme A). #H 2, %21
A=W R S A — Bl R G, i R S R R
fif# (2-oxoglutarate decarboxylase) F/1 3 H1HR - % fin & ¥
(succinic semialdehyde dehydrogenase) ¥ B /% — 2 1k
NIRIHER, MIIfE b T% R 56 5 0 40 T =R R 106 34
FRUSLE & T I R RR R () — R FR G 3 B 45, TR 4 T
T HE SO0 BE B =R BRI BB i B E 1)
PR, YulE FC AL RS2 1 R = R IR G A v 5k 7
C e R A AT 5 82 AR R X bk 20 A2 = 1 4
BRREAT T B AR YA 2 BT 1), A5 B R 3R A 1% 0 A B
A DS R S0 A e e — DR dE . W SR B,
T O G UG AE A 7 M (R (RIS 38 777 AR B = P 3% 30
B2, WP DN A A 7 AR R R, AR B 1 =R AR
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A Met B i C
i O
Ho)o\/\.ru" HOWOH I 2
H,C=CH, ° \~/( ° owm
H,C=CH, H,C=CH,
B4 BEaismKRERO=RREFETZHEK
(CELTA5))

A EG I R B L B IR R 205 S s A R 2
15, IR ZIRIR I B e B [ml . C: HALRUE Y stz am i b
WA E LG R 2E, F ] 5E B = IRIRIE A HEAT LI B K

AR AT B 1A R R 7T B e B 1B ) [R] I
PRGN T = FR IR A A AE AR A o BB 20U,
iR & 1 LM B (E4B).

FESCI TAE 2 1, AR 2 HAm i e sl i 1 %
AR AW, B35 B (Saccharomyces cerevisiae)*")
AN AR SRR, G M A AT S0 B AR, (HAL
RARA AR W3 . AR 2 0 7 4H A S5 o ) O & i
WSEBL T SRR AR, H R A5 IR BOR O E U I R
AR E, FE7 F MBI, Yot RAF A E
YA 1 A R HEAT AR VD RER I A, s I Ot RE T 2
TR, AT EE G A5 T SR AR D R R, A EE
AT 9T, 20 A AT B3t Je 32 B H R T 5 B 23 Uit
rh OB I L PR M . AR, AN R W) =R ERIE A 1
R —E M ZE 57, (BAH LS 5 B AR A
UL, #JE TR AT, Z BT TR P AR i SR
R S 77 AR KRR BE BB T3 0 & Bl AR
REAT R AR BRI AT 20 25 % M Bl
A7 R i, AR 7E = R R AIE P4 50 8 1) Fo At 57 77 ol
A 22 45 e AT DA SRALLI) 3 S0 A 7 (1 40).

b4, Taofft 50 2012 M e i 8 B KE %, R H =R R
A FR o 18 7= A0 3 — R A JE PR AR GHe A R 2R LTk
7- R A -3- Tl £ AR A Sk A R (G-7-ADCA), [ 35
3 VIR m = & P AR 2, AT 58384 G-7-ADCA
TG VR -2 N e b 2 7/ S W 56 11 B U o N [ 7 M
W7 R o R DR A = R IR A B 1 i I ok 2D 4 JE P ARG
R e i, e 2% d KA 1) H A5 7 #) G-7-ADCA B AR
AL

2.2 JE I SOE R AT R R R AR A A 7 R
[[EES
HE A 0 B I A 7 2 R R AR W A R BE DR
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() B B S Ay AR R IR I R R G I 13NN .
B LLE K (Zea mays L) H JE (Saccharum officinarum)
S TR R A R R A S BT R AR, 2R AR
P LAAC 5 £4F 4 3 42 W) 7 (lignocellulosic biomass) 4 Jil
K, I8 SO AR T 2R A5 A2, AT I A W B A
ALAE RS 7E N 1R & S8 R IR B A 1. A, B R
PR R B 2K, 1R 2 0 70 20 38 5 U R 2R
VERTAE W) B S5 2324 e ok ) P v ek ol v A
AW SR =AY RRIE ) FE R R T . B H
AIEE = =AM RRIRIEAE K I B, BRS04
7N B R AR . ARV, R e B
I BE VR ZH 43 36 B ORHR 40 v v 6 10% 7o 45 1
K. RS 2 BT LA 6 D AR P Re VR R B Ak ), AR KR
B L BT AATT AR B AR R 2, DL R L A
T R B 0 {E TR e B B U, [R] I LR
K L, SoF Ak R 32 i s SR AL 2 R, Rt B 24 T
VR B A AR, RS (CARNCS ) A
ATV A VTS ) R &2 &, JoMoK I I AR RS A
B oK, RV A b i) B 2 )

RERE R IR A 7= o R S A A i/, AR 20 1 ik
IR AE AR YA = v R R N 38 o ) e RS,
T Y AW S A 72 e SRR 49 B R AT e
. I K 2F IS AL K Liao it 58 2125 @ it % 1 H R R
IR RS AT, B T AE AR s A BRI AT
FREBEEIR A AT, LiaofF LA R H T
KA T S S B A 14 7 18] 7 47 - B 2 (2-keto
acid), ¥ 45 & o- B B2 (1) B i 146 1% (ehrlich pathway), X %%
S B TR T T o T R AT I R A0 I S,
LT AR I SIS G v B ER R i S B B 4 o) |l 5 2
T 1) or- B 182 A ¥R B (2-ketoacid decarboxylase) Fl B it &
fi# (alcohol dehydrogenase) SEH. 1X — & i BB 115 245
T HAE B AR B A AR A BR A AET A SR T
2T EH A R R 2 8 (pyruvate decarboxylase) Al 2,
i Jiit £ (alcohol dehydrogenase) >k SZBIL. 75 H7 A A 5t
F AR GTH R R AN IR D R A T R R R AR
WA ) % o ER L. 9] G, 38 S e K AT A 2 PR
(valine) A 1 7= ¥ - B 57 [ R (2-ketoisovalerate) F] A=
P TR, R 77 & B2 (threonine) R A 7= 493 F 3 -2-
45 3 [ R (2-keto-3-methyl-valerate) tH 7] & i 2- FF 3 -1-
TRE. DABGSEHE, & P R R, w1 RE . 3-F -1
THE 1B AT R F i B A2 14T & R (JE5).

Decarboxylase ~Dehydrogenase

)J\H,OH ~on
___________ e
o)
\)H(OH NNoH
0
o
OH YOH
\HHO(
o)
oH
o) KDC
o
OoH
/L)J\n/ /k/\OH
o)
o)
B QR
X OH

Bs5s BEZBRARSBEEZREEMRABBEE=R
B2 (W% i % 1)

FIHZ A AR B 42, LiaoW LA LI T 2l
B A A (R ARG 2 TAERUE Y L BlX
SERE SR 5 B, JEIRIRAG R R N, KLU T T
A R AR 5 NI 2 Al
XA ZE W A A R A v R0 B R A i A i AT s,
A I LA IR (0 R B S B 1 B D B v
BB HAR, 0 B SR B 1 =R IR G R 4
W — A, RSN R AU 8 A 0 20T A2 — > 22
ST, A RT UG S A A A I R 88 T B B A AT
e O 53 o AR [ 70 U ok - AR R AR
BAR P L L. B0, A2 R R R, X o- B R Bt
A i AT i e ) L 3 0 22 O EE B DR, AR AC
RER P v, S 3 R AL A R ol A 400 o 25 oo B
FR R O Sy, AT S 1 S B A v S ) oy
A

3 AR AR AOE rh N BRI RS 2 A %

DL b A% Gt Sog RS TR et JELER 20
N THIOUE B < T W8> £ JEE b A e PR % A5 6 AT 500,
1B 7 0] 1 1) 22 Hh AT J TR R . 7R 0 A A AR
e, A DR R 2 1K 08 R T S N TR R R4,
B T I DR 2H 5 AR TR S ON A . X L
BMIE L PR 1 2 TA 7K R 1 52 31 B izt JR 310k i R ik
. AE IR AZ AR Rk v, SRR R ) R IE AR R
KARJE b0 PRI T 4% 85 19 45 5 47 A (ribosomal binding
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site) 5855, £ K ZHUE T, SMEHEF R L K2 F
FARMIF N 5% 20 as i FH IR s B4k, I T xof 22 TR 3k
AKPREAT — 1Y) %f B — AR R 1 302 mT DA 1%
T B, 0 i B ek M R A v B < 5 R IE B
FIORAS, AITTIE B3E A 1 AME S R R KF. (H 2T
Z BRI, X P F B2 2 BIRCK I BR 1, BT
TCEAE A4z ) 22 A SRS R R R IE 7K, 1T g2 i AR
Hh ] =P AR R, TG T B (B AL, I T T v SE B
H =90 s s A 7= R, 1R 2 e = AR Rae
] e A P AR FE M, AR F Al AR K (E6). LL L
i 22 P FIMEPAR 1 B 42 7 bl T B U AN 1 5 30| Wk
R, B — MR 61

TEIXFPE DL R, AR RS K TR AR 2 A R AEY)
PR A LR R E AR RKROR. HR, & RAED
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Hijacking high-flux metabolic pathways to enhance product
yield in metabolic engineering

ZHENG Yi', WANG A. Zhipeng?, WANG Xin®, HUANG YanHe' & LIN JinShi!
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Metabolic engineering can alter metabolic processes through genetic manipulation and enzyme engineering. Metabolic
engineering is widely used to produce useful compounds in pharmaceutical and chemical industries. In this context, we
recategorize metabolic engineering strategies based on carbon flux. Traditional metabolic engineering strategy focuses
on overexpressing or knocking out key enzymes to channel carbon flux toward the end product. However, this traditional
strategy is limited when multiple bottleneck genes are involved, in which balancing gene expression often determines the
efficiency of carbon flux. Here we summerize several recent research, and show the advantage of utilizing high-flux
metabolic pathways as a new strategy to achieve high productivity. In addition, we also discuss the importance of
fine-tuning gene expression in metabolic engineering to channel carbon flux more efficiently.
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