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D PR Tl ™ AR B H R B A 800 J7 ()
PEH R P — DL 8.5 ¢ HE = 1 ¢ BB,
RS FE AR CEAERMARRX 3 4
N B AT A RS R BT A AR IR A AT AR
Yok g SR AR A R A K S ) T R A R
A Hrb B B T R SR A (ELEET A R TR 7 R
(Saccharomyces cerevisiae) AN Be | F AR M & B 7= &
P 3 A 2 2T 2 3R S I AR A 7 ) 32 B
Bz —. NIk, E e SO AR LB T
Mo AR SCNTAE W) AR BEAR I iR A2 R AR 7 By
TR W A ™ 2 T B TR TR R R R A e
AR TR O RARE £ B T A A 4 A D7 T 255 2 iR ORE

7 LB B R R AT ST
1 REMAREREEE

T REAE A I BB v e A I ARKE A B &
AR MR AR BE R . BATS KA AR A
SRR R A 5 Fh . ABE L IR (Xylose Reductase.
XR)- A # B it & B (Xylitol Dehydrogenase, XDH)
WAL AR M (Xylose Isomerase, X1 i 4% . o~ il
N R (a-Ketoglutarate, a-KG) 312 . Dahms & 4% fll
4 % B /i ( Phosphoketolase, PK) i 42 (I D, 1
k5 Fhig e BRI AT

PK pathway XI pathway XR-XDH pathway a-Ketoglutarate pathway Dahms pathway
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Xylose Xylose NADPH Xylose NAD’
isomerase reductase dehydrogenase
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Fig. 1

(D& — (T RE 22 R BT

XR-XDH & 42 : XR AL A BE A2 A B BE 5 &
2 XDH i 1k 25 B TR 8%, BV 25 1k A A 1
XR.XDH 43 5 % Z i i NAD(P)H.NAD" . A
WE 2 W IR AL IS A2 B 5 -l R K R M  J5 2 R 28 R
i R & 2 (Pentose Phosphate Pathway, PPP) 4§ i&
BB TE A AN T AR O, Rk T
R 2R ETE

(BB ()

XT i % XT A Ak AW 2 A B 8, BP— 2P 3k A=
A TR 0 S 0 AN 75 BEAT AT Rl . S A i B Y
WEFERE—, ZBREAETHE D,

(AR = Gir H WFF 5D

a-KG 4% : Stephens 27 165 A AT 3 (Cau-
lobacter crescentus) "9 & P ) AN AC ik 42, B R
Va2 AR LS G xylB (55 ZE 4R NAD ") i £k A= B

Pathways of xylose utilization by microorganisms in nature'"

6]

Xylonolactone, J5 # £ xylC f#Efk4E i Xylonate, #R )5
2 WK xylD 18 W K A2 B 2-Keto-3-deoxy-xy-
lonate, B2 i 7K L B A B i 4 B o-Ketoglutarate, i7F
A TCA FEIN AEA AT AR H, O F1 CO,.

()i FE T Gor H #RATF D

Dahms &2 . £ 2 = B 3l 1, 2-Keto-3-de-
oxy-xylonate £ [ 47 [ 1k 53 %y & W ¥ F N 1
RO R AR ATAE TR A MR B

(5) i AL CN B T BERR )

PK &2 AR 42 0 LAk I, 5l IR A TR 0l 242
T2 T A 43 1% A 2 T W 2 R i -3l R
RIBRAFAE T N T B B (Clostridium acetobuty-
licum) 1,

R 5 AR B AR AR AR v L AR A A X 8
B RERE T B AHAV B R A R (2O’
JEIRAR = TN TR A HIAHE 7 S B 5T B
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BN TR R R — Rk e Y L A R AR A T
B Ar AR AR T A

2 FRAKRESZENREY

H Al R A A 7 B B A= W) E 2 . (D B
LA 5 B2 BE (Pachysolen tannophilus)™ Ak
M 22 B2 BE (Candida shehatae)™ BT 58 ok EE B
(Sche f fersomyces stipitis s X Pichia stipitis)™ .
o5 # 58 & 4k W B ( Kluyveromyces marxia-
nus) 2P PGB EERE (Ogataea polymorpha )™ L
F1 BARTFAKREHMEY

I LA 8T A BRI v DLW P B (Wickerhamom yces
sp. UFFS-CE-3. 1. 2)"" Spathaspora hagerdaliae
UFMG-CM-Y303"** | L 52 Ke IR BE B (Pichia guil-
liermondii)™" WM 8% 22 B £k (C. oleophila yeed
e R S, passalidarum ™" %5 (2) W H 2
1535 3 & B2 BA M 1 (Zymomonas mobilis)™" | R
A 2 WEAF W ( Thermoanaerobacter ethanolicus )™
s AN B WL B (Paecilomyces sp. NF1)M
WREF AR B, Jageit. B K B 100
AR W RE A FHAHE  Hp R B S (GR D

Table 1 Microorganisms using xylose in nature
SR MO el
! xylose to ethanol/(g/g)
Paecilomyces sp. NF1 50 2.50 0.39 [33]
P. sp. NF1 80 3.99 0.39 [33]
P. sp. NF1 100 5.04 0.39 [33]
P. sp. NF1 150 7.56 0.39 [33]
P. sp. NF1 200 9.31 0. 38 [33]
Pachysolen tannophilus R1L-171 80 2.66 0. 26 [34]
P. tannophilus RL-171 100 2.98 0. 24 [34]
P.tannophilus RL-171 120 2.53 0.17 [34]
P. tannophilus NRRL-Y2460 20 0.67 0. 26 [35]
P.tannophilus NRRL-Y2460 50 1.90 0. 30 [36]
Candida XF217 50 2.66 0.42 [37]
C. shehatae CBIR-Y492 50 2.28 0. 36 [38]
C. shehatae CBIR-Y492 90 3.32 0.29 [39]
C. tropicalis ATCC 1369 75 1. 05 0.11 [40]
Pichia stipitis CBS 5576 50 2.83 0. 45 [41]
P. segobiensis CBS 6857 20 0.63 0.25 [42]
P. stipitis CBS 5573(5) 20 0.75 0. 30 [42]
P.stipitis NRRL Y-7124 30 0.28 [43]
Spathaspora passalidarum NRRL Y-27907 30 0. 35 [30]
Pestalotiopsis sp. XE-1 97.71 0.54 0.34 [44]
Zymomonas mobilis A3 100 5. 46 0.45 [45]
Spathaspora hagerdaliae UFMG-CM-Y303 28.2 0.28-0.36 [28]
S. hagerdaliae UFMG-CM-Y303 20.6 0.43 0. 33 [46]
C. maltosa UFMG-CM-Y2131 30 0. 44 0.12 [47]
Schef fersomyces sp. UFMG-CM-Y365 30 1.01 0. 25 [47]
S. stipitis UFMG-CM-Y2303 30 1.78 0.42 [47]
S. stipitis UFMG-CM-Y2108 30 1.78 0.42 [47]
Spathaspora boniae UFMG-CM-Y306 30 0.78 0.19 [47]
S. boniae UFMG-CM-Y363 30 0.91 0.22 [47]
Sugiyamaella xylolytica UFMG-CM-Y348 30 0.61 0.14 [47]
Wickerhamomyces sp. 1 UFMG-CM-Y6241 30 0.43 0.14 [47]
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H AT SCHR A B A 7 £k B i e A )
TR L= ST N 9. 31 % (V/V)OP A % g i
6] 12 d, ORI, R EERCR AR, BBk B A b O 5
B2 2 PR I B AR 22 B B A 8 T B F0RS T B R B
BEHS = AR 2 R T R ORI R ML %, g/
@) AH LU, A5 W T B A X A 5, OB B A 4 R R
0.17-0.30 g/g ™™ , MM PR MG 8 0 22 B BE5 " R 2
HR o ) SR B T B R B RE B BE AL R 0.42 - 0. 45
g/g"" L AR R B EERE MR 7 I, LA Spathaspora
passalidarum NRRL Y -27907, HopE I AL R N
0.35 g/g"" , GIRMG IS B 22 e B 40500, 4 0 Jy 1hd  H
i8R B 12 2l I B M T, HOWE I e AL 32 5 3
0.45 g/g"*" . MEAN, e B 1A Bl 76 109K Y 52 )3 45 Oy i
FeAnTE A D0 . iy EAR R Rl B i AR AR A R
T Sl 00 BRI e A AR 4 . TG, X T AROBE & 1 R
% o T S5y AR (¥ TRT Bl I B AR R

3 AHEFZEERIREMNHEE

H AT A 3 P TR BOR S5 T B ARE 7 S B
A AT 0 R A T R R TR AT A A 2 T A A TR
TEEEE: KA 5 (Escherichia coli) | iz 8 % B2 B
[
3.1 FABEZENREBRSERNTIER

(1) PR TP % B A £ T R T s A2 1 o i

TR TP 19 B B AT g 7 O B OO 2 P S A
S (B A TR RS I B O e R K W A B AR O
Ay M 388 et DR TR R A R A 3k R s R A
o ORI 22 ROl 26 OO0 2 ARMED 7 20 5 11 TR 97 1%
AR OB A KA B F 9T N D3OG T 1 £ R R85 )
il TR 18 A TR) R

o — kel i L . E R A XR-XDH @42, il 1
TERE EE AR TR 5 A XR-XDH 38 428 A 5 il S U5 56 TR ok
., Amore SV AR RIF R T A KB E K A
BT Be JR e BE CBS5773 19 2 > JE PR COR B 38 JiE i
XYLIT VA BAHE B S B2 ) XYL2) S A R
P BE JD2-9A rh AT S R 5K L 18 32 B8 A I 3 A A
A JEL I R A W B0 S BB 4 T ME . Watanabe 455
i T B ACOHE 1t 3t S il R R 578 18 AR 3 i
it e [R5 AR B B b 2R3k T AH TR £ R LE IR
EHEE 5.1%. Petschacher 2258 C. tenuis AW
A JREE R R A Galactocandida mastotermitis R KB
U5t il s PR 3 4 AR TR B B9 U8 3 TDH3 TS
A RIRIN BB K, A RN AR

42% . T Ho %% 4 T 85 ik — 25 09 BF 52, 76 BT 1%
B ]S R R A 3 AN SR Ok [T e R R 1Y
XYLI1 . XYL2 B DL R A T M 8 il 55 ), o 24 71 P
PRI T3 A S TR R TR Y R T 5 A T R R AR .
SRR 5% K SR AE BRI I B vh R IR K58 XYLT . XYL2
5 DR L A T 95l A T A o A AR P A SRR
T 7 a7 1T % IR SR I AR A o o T PR A A K
I SRR Y X YL2 JE PR 28 K 270 Xt & R
W 1R 5k K T R 3 2 — o O i R B 1R, Kim 2557
FE TR B R TR B MR YSX3 RE R IR F ik XYLI .
XYL2 R DL B A Db i 55 R S Atk b 4 5
FAW T EE AR R XYL2 DR ORI JH 20 1 2% 58 15 3
TEREEZAERNA LRI WEHN TEFEK YSX3-
pX2, fil HACHE B R Bk /D, £ 7 i v R B
FER0.4 g/g FHEE 0.1 g/g. LW HFMN 0.1 g/g
P E 0.3 g/g. WA, T A & BB A (Alcohol
Dehydrogenase, ADH) # [ i& & T 1 fb B2 £: 4% 1) 1%
2,0 SFAI £ & ADH R K b iy — Fh i 2 5
RS S b, W R RS AT BA £ TP P B TR B B
WXY70 R IHE L XYLL  XYL2 KK L K A B 4
WG e mh b M i SR 3E SFAT AR E
S TP B SFALY" % T bk & % 48 h I T 5k B
ABES MO 550028 1.2 g/L #1563, 20 g/L,
MR AR TSH-01 Hr 4352 4. 03 g/ L #1 51. 36 g/
LU ARSI R 0 2 A B4R

BF 2% oA S B < T RS IR RS b S R R IR R S
FOBGEE D . bR AOWE 2 AW 5 44 i e Ak 2B A TR A
TG T AT o] 5 ity DS UG A A7 B PN 3 DL T S ST A 1 )
B, Lonn Z55°Y 4% Ok {98 BT B B ( Thermus
thermo philus) W ANE 5 #4) g 35 NS ARV 157 BF 3%
ik EEVE B 8 fiF. T Mok A mE s g an
B (Thermobi fida fusca) W ARBESEAYEEIE N xylA &
BT BE R 5K B pYES2 WL I B S S 8 T
PGAL .53 & 41 Fi ki pYES2-xylA . I H #% 1k i
BEBE INVScl . 4 8 H 3 24 B Bk INVScl-xylA, H 7
R 2 e T S 6 v T R T RO RN T AR Y &
43 591 Bl X R PR $ R 53, 8% F 36. 0%, ELVEEE = 4
Fit | 2 Pt W 7K A T TR B 400508 K CRL 4 R R
TEWE 2 45 JRURE) | fie R Y T oMb R B 1R Fh O CAT-
1910 PE-2"Y , Firp CAT-1 Bk &2k B Fermentec
5 B R M A TR R BT R T R SR R A T A
Ak, Coimbra 255044 sk [ 1 (0,55 %5 1 (Streptomyces
coelicolor) W AW ¥ Tl 3 (R fF CAT-1 & #k ik 47



%, B EWE, S A ZBRENNEHTRER

SR RGN, B Wt 4 bk CAT-1-XIT
(pRS42K: : XD, A WE & W & B 132 h, 58 2 3t
CAT-1-XIT (pRS42K . : XD 4 #& 74 % 4 D- A B, =
4:12.6 g/L L BE(0.31 g/g ABE) , H LB A4
0.10 g/ (L = h) . H 55 3K 1) AW 5 44 Tl 1Y) i 3t I
VI — A i  TE B RE A KT 1R IR A% (n 30 C)
R ARG o I, AW 2 R W RCROR R T X B
PR — 0o R, I, e T B T K2 4 WS AT BA G
o RBCHE 2 9 B s DAL A A RS T 13
AT TRPG P B: vh A P B A S A8 L O DA HoR
LA & s R B BE 5 i 4 RO BERE BA BR
CRD5HS, H: LA K FF A B K Ry IRk 47 & B
A7 R RE 20 T 430 5 ik 85. 95 g/L il 94. 76 g/
LU 33X A T DA R T R A IS 45 40 M A K R 4T 4
RS T R

BF = 2R o S B < TR TR IR S b S R R R R B S
P A XR-XDH i R G i 5L R, oo 45T
H 2K 1 AT A TR 104 A S5 A il 5 AT TR % R A T
U Tl 5 PR R G 2 TR Y IR B Mk R AR NAN-227 3
kot ks Ha 258 MRS Bk 48 B (Newrospora
crassa) WA AERIRE 12 i K JE XA B- 21 FUBE 1 il 56
DR] 4 T B2 R T B 1) R W S 4 il 5 PR Ot B XR S 58
A XR™TO) A A S AL R R TR e R
TG R L 2 RE AR [ 25 ) FH 27 4 88 RAORE 3t
KA W,

(2) A 328 % 34 78 1) o4 1

PR T R AW 5 ST 2 i AR R A M
HXT4.Gal2 55 I 55z i 7ok 58 B, 3% 26 P 7 2 5
27 R 3 8 2 2 i TR (L0 ol 2 2 ) R
fRI5E ZUM ), Saloheimo %57 WA AE w5 S A 8 1 b
B IR cDNA U, G L B hatl ctraltl 555
Foft ISR A 328 B R - 6 TR L 3 5 il 32 IR 3Rk i e ot 1
HF R AR, Leandro %55 4 v i) I 22 % £F ] 1i)
B8 TR OB /4 %0 ) 22 IR 5 RV % 68 L 32 8 K
W I 5 532 B BE J7 . Madhavan 2557 78 B £ b i 3%
TR HE IR B R A A8 2R 1 (SUT ) JE R L A i B 984 il ik
ALK EE Orpinomyces A WA B 3 F , £2 #E A
Wi 32 7 2 B

(3) 3 3b H At 77 =X 1 el s

Migl Fll Snfl Jz i 175 i R 7 255 B BHL 38 200 1) 7
AV N T 2 9 MIGT  SNFET K 4 65,
T IR AT BA Sy i v TR T 7 R 1] AR A A B R A A
HIRE 1 . 28 % MIGT 1 SNF1 5 R #E 47 80 4% A

LR, & PR BB R MIGT w2 1) B IR & 85 JC 5% i
HR bR SNET BEINPIR A 8 vh AR /9 A F EL R s
I8 [] Fof 4 1) 5 T 8 i 15 A I PR ) 7 2 0 00 £ A H
4 ) FH B AR08 AE El T 1 OB A8 (8] B R L e &
e T 2R R R, Tran 2579 FIH DNA 41 %
53 %k IS 8 T 3 A 11 R PR R A 7 Ao i SR M
PR TP % 1 T 21 bk XUSEAL 3% B Bk AR BN A B = 1 2
P e A L O ELE R R ) 4 e — 2 . AT BA
W T A ™ £ B Y T R0 1B P bk CRF A= 0 T
Ml PR R B AR MFOL) 4 28 55 AH OC T4 32 24T Xf
— e SR, HATHUS T — & it e .
3.2 FABZENEDHABEMNEERITIRER

12 By K T BRI TR 2 H R E— R ED i 42 (Ent-
ner-Doudoroff pathway, ED pathway) £ R & &4
A G B AR P LR R R AR OB L Y
T £ 25 T R 0 35058 1) A0 B 22— L AEUAS BB R FH SO 2B
PR, K, Seo 2 HI Kouvelis 2578 43 1) %ot
ZM4 NCIMB 11163 B #k7E 17 42 56 K 24005, I A A
AR Y 3 R AL 910, oh Jie 2 O J A G 1 F 58 4T T S
fill. Zhang 277 ¥ sk B KB AT B B xylA L 2ylB .
talB FltktA FEH T Az Bl % P50 B 1 . 5141 18 CP4
REFI AR 7= S, 77 % R 0. 44 g/ (L« h), K%
SRy 84 Y, IRl R R & B o ik, 45 R R
U AL 1) FLIR D, L R AR R, Bk
LTSI A T KT T ARG A AR B SRR S [ F A8
Bl & o M T M T AL T R AT RO R A b 3L &
W, & BERCR 435 63. 1% F1 81, 2%, Sarkar %
SR FH 22 50 38 1o P 52 36 5 0 A0 SR W L 78 T A 1 A W VR
BN £E R 1R %4 E ATCC ZW658 #1773l
16200 ) B F H L R B AR 2 B AR 19 AE F R L
SR T AR B 1. 65 £,
3.3 FABZENKBAEERIER

KM FF T S — PP R A AR B A SRR TR p
P IE B )12 R B S AL/ A KR AR R
A PN AR N SR A2 3h K T BRI
14 & Tt Rt il i A1 VAT T T2 I8 4% il D) AN ) 8l 7
W AR IGAT B, B A8 2 e ) FH AR ™ 2 B 1
T F. Ingram S HUCKSH pet YT BORL
SEAG R AT A, F1 20 B 08 OO L SORE AR 38 A L Y
i 2 V7L 1) 2 T A W7 1) . Dien 25790 fll Hespell 251
S pet BT RR M EAR , HERSHAERMN
Bige b Z BERR AR R st G AR k. SRR E R
3.9% —4.2% (W /V) . FHhh 3Kk ise FRFEREME K
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FAAT B KOL11 B8 B 19 2 T 7™ o 42 5 L & B it A2 1 1
BRI IeAh, KIBFTE SSK101 B bk Bk pgi I,
Xof A R 530 B LB S (5-HIMIF) A i 32 % 384 i, HL
750 R AC B I 2 TR A R R A B e 3 L E K
FEP RMI10 PP b it o 363k 2 5 i AU 5L 1A ald B
40 F A AR K R R R B 2 7 B T X LL TR AR B
PR A

E G SCHT IR 6 R WE < B K . H i B Ok 3
AELA) BT 2 B BB AR PR (L T e 3 R
TR A LY L 5 TR SRR A2 M 5 O i LA B
B LT BRI KR EFH IR
P 5 T S A3 oL FH T 5% 14 ok A 0 TR B R R P T
FEH .

4 MRAERFEAEZURKEZEEM

B PP U R A ) B AR Ak A AR L B
WA A B % T . WA AR H LA &
(UV) S TC 2 A Co™ 4, fb 24 5718 # F B IR —
Z B (DES) i H AN (NTG) %, 31X 2644 55 (1) 3%
07 T UG a5 2 R A% B2 5 28 78 3R, A A S 14 I i) P 3R A
L2 BLAR S (E LB 5 R A 25 28 AR R AT AR
B L 2 58 A8 1 7 1o e DL P AL AR R LU SR R &2
AR

TR R Co™ 5728 45 e W 1 L A5 — B il
KR 800-3, H & ®E 50 g/L AME 72 h, KBETHAE R
I T e B 4 590 B D TR AR 75 52. 2 %6 i 120 %0, (H L
WEREFE AL R R 0. 14 g/g, KBERH N 30.43% , L BE
2% 07 0.08 g/ (L » h), Zhao %5090 F1ik 21 F J
BOMNE BB R — LR AR R 5 R R
LN IR — LB AR MR e e 7 P bk
T T Al 3R (AR 0,17 g/ F10.18 g/ g, 43l

Fb SRR R R4 5 23, 9% A1 28. 7Y I k. Watan-
abe N R 240 £k 0 A W T B R BE B B B
NBRC1687, % & th — i R 28 248 B bk PXF-58, % %
AR WK Y 2 e FE M 5. 45 % CHERE 5546 % 9 0. 38 g/
g) » AR T AR B2 5 38. 68 %0 (3% 2),

Morais 27 1 T B9 AW 2, B2 B bk P (L35 — 28
B & B RE RN IR R AR T B R R, R AL
R IT 8200 5 R WA I8 B 22 W BE 1) & T A0 BE ik 2
78. 26 %0 o {H A T BR O i B WA 02 Bl A R T
A3 YA E 215 Sz e 0 R M X A v L 1K 81 88. 20 %6
H AT DAACKE Ry JFORE & 8%, 2 I b 4 v A9 ol 2 L
HR . M HZEM 54T 150,200 g/ L AWE K B .
TR EEAR Y g 7. 56 %6 A1 9. 31 %% , I A Ak R 4y i)
7 0.39.0.38 g/g, KEER A 75 % {0 K 8% J5 1)
HROPHFHE 12 d 13 ), SEE= AR K 0. 21,
0.24 g/(L « O, AW W ATE Co™ FAEET M
PR MR A SR T8 A K Ik iR A B R B A
H R RR 31, 1 (L R T R PR A I R B 3R )
PR3 PG AR 5 S M20211067) (B 31. 1 B8 A% 19 4=
K R L R R AL B R . TR 311 AR S
P K TR N 82. 61 %, LEE =N 0.78 g/(L « h),
P &, R R 31, 1 MR EERCRIR T
B B R BB CBS 5576 B #k (97. 83%) , {H I 2, %
7P CBS 5576 B #k[0.34 g/(L » h) Jm. Ak,
R R 31. 1 Y A TSR 5 e T R Y T R A T B
HEFE UFMG-CM-Y2303, UFMG-CM-Y2108 Btk
FHZEAS R, H 3 5 B TR B 1 R B 2 I 7 R 43 il oy
0.39.0.40 g/(L « h), B & b 7= B #k 31. 1 IR (%
2), WL, B HE R 311 1AW 28 & B 1 GE 1 [
W R 28058 Ak TR0 K CBUE R &) . 28 LT
R G5 B RO B — i AL

R2 KEZEREBEEHLER

Table 2 Comparison of xylose ethanol fermentation performance

7R/

EALR/ (g/) BB %

e - ; . N~
RAER . AHE/ Ce/L) Conversation of xylose Fermentation Le/(L hﬂ ik

Name of strain Xylose/(g/L) - p Ethanol yield/ Reference

to ethanol/(g/g) efficiency/ %
[g/(L+]

Paecilomyces sp. NF1 150 0.39 75. 00 0.21 [33]
P. sp. NF1 200 0.38 75.00 0.24 [33]
Pachysolen tannophilus R1.-171 160 0.10 21.74 [34]
P. tannophilus R1.-171 200 0.06 13. 04 [34]
P. tannophilus NRRL-Y2460 115 0.24 52.17 [37]
P. tannophilus NRRIL-Y2460 158 0.21 45. 65 [37]

Candida shehatae CBIR-Y492 50 0. 36 78.26 [39]
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g%
Continued table
HI 4 B K/ gLy JERRICE (ele) o REECE T L b ik
Name of strain Xylose/(g/L) o ylose ermentation Ethanol yield/ Reference
to ethanol/(g/g) efficiency/ % fe/(L<h]
C. shehatae CBIR-Y492 90 0.29 63. 04 [39]
C. tropicalis ATCC 1369 75 0.11 23,91 [40]
Pichia stipitis CBS 5576 50 0.45 97.83 0.34 [41]
P. segobiensis CBS 6857 20 0.25 54.35 0. 02 [42]
P. stipitis NRRL Y-7124 30 0.28 60. 87 [43]
~pathaspora passalidarum 30 0.35 76. 09 [30]
Pestalotiopsis sp. XE-1 97.71 0.34 73.91 0. 06 [44]
Zymomonas mobilis A3 100 0.45 88. 20 0.94 [45]
S. hagerdaliae UFMG-CM-Y303 28.2 0.28-0.36 60. 87 - 78. 26 0.06-0.13 [46]
C. maltosa UFMG-CM-Y2131 30 0.12 23.97 0. 09 [47]
%gfm"”’yc“ sp. UFMG - CM - 30 0.25 49. 81 0.22 [47]
S. stipitis UFMG-CM-Y2303 30 0. 42 82. 00 0.39 [47]
S. stipitis UFMG-CM-Y2108 30 0. 42 83.00 0. 40 [47]
Spathaspora boniae UFMG - CM - 30 0.19 38.02 0.25 [47]
S. boniae UFMG-CM-Y363 30 0.22 43.87 0.29 [47]
gﬁf{,‘éfé‘ell“ xylolytica UFMG - 30 0.14 28. 00 0.08 [47]
Wickerhamomyces sp. 1 UFMG-CM- 30 0.14 28. 54 0.05 [47]
E‘X‘Th‘l‘r;’(’l’l%é;k‘se‘g;’g‘l“)gn 30 0.31 67.39 0.10 [69]
Pachysolen tannophilus 800-3 50 0.14 30,43 0.08 [88]
P. tannophilus 1770-7 20 0.17 36. 96 ro1]
P. tannophilus 1770-11 20 0.18 39.13 ro1]
Pichia stipitis NBRC 1678 114 0.27 59. 12 0. 50 [92]
P. stipitis PXF58 114 0.38 82. 00 0. 60 [92]
P. stipitis CICC1960° 150 0.31 67.39 0.55 Our team
P. stipitis 1K-9° 150 0.34 73.91 0.61 Our team
P. stipitis 12.1" 150 0.29 63. 04 0.43 Our team
P. stipitis CICC1960" 150 0.33 71.74 0. 66 Our team
P. stipitis 31.1" 150 0.38 82.61 0.78 Our team

Note: " means value of fermentation for 84 h,” means value of fermentation for 60 h.
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Abstract: The second highest content in sugarcane bagasse hydrolysis products is xylose. The efficient conver-
sion of xylose to ethanol by microorganisms is currently one of the key pathways in the comprehensive utili-
zation of bagasse fibers. However, wild-type Saccharomyces cerevisiae could not produce ethanol by xylose

fermentation, which has become one of the main bottlenecks in the industrialization of cellulosic ethanol. In
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this article, the research progress on the breeding of xylose ethanol producing microorganisms was reviewed
from four aspects;microbial xylose metabolic pathway, microorganisms using xylose to produce ethanol,con-
struction of xylose ethanol-producing genetic engineering bacteria,and improvement of xylose ethanol-produ-
cing strains by traditional mutation methods. One of the most ideal microbial strains and the most promising
microorganisms for xylose ethanol fermentation are Pichia stipitis and S. cerevisiae genetically engineering
bacteria were pointed out,respectively,which provides a theoretical basis for improving xylose ethanol micro-
organisms.

Key words: xylose; ethanol; metabolic pathways; Pichia stipitis ;Saccharomyces cerevisiae
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