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WE LB T A T A T2 W FE AR T ( Clostridium beijerinckii )X A BT 2 1, [F
EIFI AW ESE F AL HEREFTIRG 1 BB C. beijerinckii GZ-9, I i 8 i & B Xt LR 46 W bk C.
beijerinckii NCIMB 8052 M AE#k GZ-9 XA B o iy 324 . (45 R INCIMB 8052 fEM W E R 1.5 g/L Ik
FE T ARBEAER T GZ-9 TEM VR 2.4 g/L WY RIS SR AL P AE K BT Mol P vE B v B2 1.5 /L W, 52
B B ) A T R A A Ak 9.2 o/ L M 6.5 g/L, [EEIRYRAL KR GZ-9 X AR E H HE R MR hHEREY
Jo A i 52 1 I 85 T s T R NCIMB 8052,
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Abstract:[Objective] The tolerance to toxic substances of Clostridium beijerinckii was studied
in order to optimize bio - butanol industrial production. [ Methods] A mutant strain C.
beijerinckii GZ-9 was obtained by ion beam implantation and screening. Its inhibitors tolerance
and butanol production were compared with that of the original strain C. beijerinckii NCIMB
8052. [Results]The results showed the strain NCIMB 8052 could not grow in the fermentation
broth with the phenol concentration of 1.5 g/L whereas the mutant GZ-9 grew well in fermen-
tation medium with 2. 4 g/L phenol. When the total soluble phenolic concentration was 1.5 g/
L, the experiment yields of the total solvents and butanol production reached to 9.2 g/L and
6.5 g/L. [Conclusion] The mutant strain GZ-9 had strong tolerance to the toxic substances in

non- detoxified acid sugar cane bagasse, which

e 81 2014-10-10 was much higher than the original strain NCIMB

&= B .2014-11-01 8052.
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SRS AR IRBE ) R H 25 28 L e g R T AR R
RHEF=REIR C BN & BROCE MM  , EY T R R —
Tl 5L JE VB 7 1 B A W R R L R R KL T 5%
IR A AT B T PRHL, T s iy i By
A FVAF 5 AL 56 T 1 — FlORT B AR R R L BB
Be, Tolb & Bl 46 A= 0 T A 7= A 1, T 36 4
555, BRI K 5 £ Ak 3R OB A% A BE
VR E AR K AT 27 A A WL BT | I 28 S
T Ay T 3 A A 1 2K R AR R R A
AR —E IR R I el ORI AR
JoR 2T 4 2 G DR A AR T RE LA B S, AT AR
Rt B YQureshi %50 & BLA HLER L BE 15 25 905 90 A
ST A2 T T T 2 et T R A A
T Ak S 5 L b 7T 3 R FE LCOAR B € AR Bk C
beijerinckii BA101, L XAD-4 resin i 7 1Y £ K i
T it RO PR ARV A JES A R AT T L A 1) ) L R 7
M 9.30 g/Ls SR 48 Bk BA101 38 A BE FI IR B 75
(R f MR R e T i, HATO &8 A G SR
A E AR AR TR AR O 4 FE FCM T A2 M Y iR 3
WFFE 0 R R A2 F M A B0 C. beijerinckii
1B4 X By 2 ik A 9 B e mn i s vk, TR, & B
F KU TR A AR Y R ) T T R T 1 v B R T E 1. 5
g/L DL BB, 1B AR AR ) [RFARTN 2)H
T U A T A R R S Y R ) B 2R B A o
TR WK S A B AR AR AR R
R RR T 22 1 T By i i G P Br 2 — . (MR 5%
BROBMIRHFERSE T AEHEARASFRRE C
beijerinckii NCIMB 8052 i 78 , 33l 1t %01 i . 42 9
PAFT — AR B 7 v HREHE T T W Y FE G5
C. beijerinckii GZ-9, 5B GZ-9 XF H B it W2
it R BE 2 T I 32 M L O R R T A2 L
TEEA Tl b B R B A A B

1 #MHE5REE

1.1 ##
1.1.1 &

Clostridium beijerinckii NCIMB 8052 Wy F 3%
] B Ao PR 0 CATCO)

1.1.2  HEE 0% R 6 0 &

Wywead 40 H 5 B i £ 2 A AR B R K AR Y T
RS TR (2 Yo R AR IR SN BE 125 °C L T Ab 3
A IE] 150 min, 20 % (W/V) H EE#E) 3 88, IF &
HEAEE M E pH R 6.0, & 121°C, 15
min KB AR & SR TR 20 48, 2 g/ L, Al ¥ M
i (TPC)2.5 g/L,

630

1.1.3 #%&A

Pl 35 5% 5L 3g/L BERERY .S o/L HEF1HR. 10
g/ LA ETER .2 ¢/ & R%.2 g/L NaCl,3 g/L
MgSO, « 7H, 0,1 g/L KH,PO,,1 g/L K,HPO,,
0.1 g/L FeSO, « 7H, O, | NaOH #77 pH i &
6.0,

" RE 8 TR A VO B 7R 3 AR D TR IR Y 3
fili B AN 2 g/ LTI R AR R 25 %0 iR i
HE 1 R A, ] NaOH 35 pH {HZE 6.0,

FE L T 40 O 15 7 k. 30 g/ L M4 bE . 2. 2 g/L
L% ,0.5 g/L KH.PO,,0.5 g/L K, HPO,,0. 01
g/L NaCl, 0. 2 g/L MgSO, - 7H, O, 0. 01 g/L
FeSO, » 7H,0,0. 01 g/L MnSO, » H,0,1 g/L &
K . pHH 6.6,

PRI A e 52 Ui 45 % e . 7E S TR A) O 5 % ik i il
KRR 30 g/ L A A E L PR v % TR iR VR TG
fifi HL B OB 30 g/ L, pH {H 6.6,

KW 1 IR K I O B R 2 Tl L
RARJFRE R 30 g/ L g3 hnliE S & 1.5
g/L,pH1H 6.6,

KRR FRIL 2 MR WG FR5E 1 IR S H
R T ) TR figp W VR T o L AR BB Ol 40 g/ L B SR
FEP A E A Sy 2.0 ¢/L.pH A 6.6,

KR FRAE 3. M A MR SR 58 1 RS H
VA ) TR SR W T B ol LB I DO Oy 48 g/ L B SR
FEP A SN 2.4 ¢/L.pH fH 6.6,

1.2 XWAHE
1.2.1 B ER

¥ C. beijerinckii NCIMB 8052 J5 i 18 #k 1% 1k
Ki g% 7E 50 mL HRRIR AW 15~20 mL, BA S
3 min,33~37°CH; FEA ] 12~18 h, K15 £ K HE & H
[

1.2.2 FBEFRFLTLT HAZHE LA

B85 77 B B W R W KRR C. beijerinckii
NCIMB 8052 Fft 7 ¥ i A= BEER /K #i B 5] OD oo =1,
50 ol R INTE KW@ H G &8 8 or L W
T BAEUSCRCSR L 100 W AR i 56 00 g %2
L 10SLM AE M SR &, UL 10~240 s(10 5,30 s,
605,120,180 s.240 s) VE Jhy i FE B 5] % 087 A 2 47 55
B FRIE A B R R AR T TR R T kLT
PN DAAE B AR T AR ] Ry 88 AR b L A7 05 R A 90
Aa R s A IS 2k
1.2.3 FRBLEFEFHFETANAERRATEHR

WAL RMERETHEA 1~2 mL ABEEEKEY
I R AR U LRI L B AN [ vk B2 O A T
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TR TS TR i W VRO Al 8 R R 1L 33 ~ 37°C IR KR
12~36 h, Pk H 175 IH BRI B 9% 58 K RO 1 V% 50 Bk L4
BT GZ-1~GZ-50 6 H o BT Fp 7 55 3= 5L 474
KEEFRIFRFH,
1.2.4 ALK BEA IH

ST A T PR 50 B TR Vi R L TR AR 42 o )
PRI A ) 0 5 9 B b LB FP R 1020 (V/ V), 100 mL
W R U W R 50 mL,35°C R 72 h )5 A I 4%
DAAR () S0 00 7 i RN T A, AR A S 0 4 R O
JURR T B s A i 1 H 28 28 #k
1.2.5 #BMEEELH

W BRI 2 TR 4] T3 AR A 1 0 R0 R0 T I 7 o A
1) AT AR I Jir s T ok 102 o 38 08 00 T 0 O i 7 e L B2
P 10 % (V/V), 100 mL M 4 K S0 2 W & 50
mL. 35°C & BE 72 h Jo K D I Lo 5 A T bR 1 B
7= T B
1.2.6 B&RE HGERBTRT R

T LLAE %5 5 O B UR Y & I B AR R P R
C. beijerinckii 578 MR AL ACRRE M, &ad 7 WE &2
AR, H R C. beijerinckii B RIER = EMT
iy ek ) e M
1.2.7 B8R THTHRER MR

B H IR HE R C . beijerinckii NCIMB 8052
NG A5 ez b ) B A ) AT I P T v BE TR MR T (1. 5
g/1.2.0 g/L.2. 4 g/L) Wy H IR i IR ff 0 VL 179 & T b5
FRHEEH LR R 1090 (V/ V), 35 C 55, E 2l A
RALTHE N 0.3 L/min, 76 [F B A9 525 4144 F & %
Big% 72 hJa 4 AR I 4% 41 % B 7 1 v B A R
SEFNTOE T R, LGRS RE I R R D R M T
1.3 ®iMFAE

FH 5 A0 ] L23 606 B 1 I B IR R 3 8 e T
FH 285 7K Bl 3 24 A% 80, Al Ao ELIE RN 0. 2~
1.0, WIRHKIE OD o = Asso X FBAEEL, F RS
DNS J7 i

FERIARGIN B 1 mL & BRI, 7E 5% 3 8000 r/min
TN 15 min, BUE T B ACRE & I P9, A
STEAENRY ., BNE, TR, L. TR, LR
i A R 38 N2000 SH %4, R K G 3+
FERE I 25 (FID) , (35 41 o A7 35 6 40 48 4T, [ 22 A 2
SE-30, 28 8 0 B2 Bk ; A M2 (14 mL/min) , &<
Az St 40 3120 38 mL/min Al 252 mL/min; 2k H
=B TR (40°C .1 min JTHEHE % 3°C /min,
Z 70°C .1 min FHRHF 5°C /min, & 140°C. 1
min FHEHEZ 15°C /min, £ 180°C , 15 min) #1743
JEAE 201445128 F21 5% 6

Pl . SERE SR IELRE S 180°C , Kl #5 I BE o 180°C
PLSE T B b 4y i A7 8 i

2 HRE5SMH

2.1 EBETFHRETNERERRENZN

WARHTE] 10 5,30 5.605,1205,180 5,240 s, £
R 1 BTN, R AR TR B ) AR 4 05 A A R
fih £ (AL T A 20O SR W E 19, MR R C AT B BE ST 4R
Y ARAAE R 10 Yo 28 A B B i g5 A2 4L
JOE T JIE LA LAIZ TR A S e AR B AR B ] AR ]
1, B+ 180 s Ny e A58 I [H]

1008

T ESurvival rale{ %}
2z 0z

L+

0 I S0 . 'IIOO . IISD I 2IOD I _2.50
I [ imes)

B 1 C.beijerinckii 8052 MBS T AFE S &l £

Fig. 1 Survival rate curve of nitrogen ion beam irradia-
ted C. beijerinckii 8052 cells
2.2 HEBBRBERFIRFERTEKE

VAR S AR 2 A R K VR I 5 W A T A )
KT A0 2 B 72 58 B AT 000 . A B T B
PRI AR 23 3 7 A8 v A D T L R T 4 7 AR AR Y i W
B, B2, BRIk S50 PR & RCR O W] I U] Y 5
T
2.3 EMEBYG

H ) 07 ARAT B 50 5 A8 T3 T 4 R e T 5% 6
AT RIE O TORE P R Y 3 BR AR TR L 4 il
GZ-9.GZ-21.GZ-32, 3K 1 Al LA . R GZ-
9.GZ-21.GZ-32 W B R = 5 A T B i 1 T
AR B E, H GZ-9 RS R Rl
®1 RTEMHERANEENTESS

Table 1 Comparison of the mutants and the original strain on

the yield of solvents and butanol

e SRER il Nie i TR R
Strain Solvents yield Butanol yield
T (g/L) (g/L)
NCIMBS8052 10. 8 7.4
GZ-9 11.3 7.6
GZ-21 1.1 75
GZ-32 11.2 7.5

2.4 EBRABER
M 2 A LLFE H, NCIMB 8052 R4 A 2B K, 1
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RAF R A R, Hod GZ-9 B9 BE T M T B
B, ok 90 2 g/L M6 5 g/L, i M
C. beijerinckii GZ-9 AT LA i 280 b F1) FH A& I 25 1
H R K R L A RS B R T R
2 ERBEHRMGZINBBR=E2EMTEFE
Table 2

Comparison of GZ-9 and the original strain on the

yield of solvents and butanol

e B TR
Str:in Solvents yield Butanol yield
(g/1) (g/L)
NCIMB 8052 7 7
GZ-9 9.2 6.5
GZ-21 8.1 5.7
GZ-32 8.3 5.9

2.5 HHRTEHRMERREN

M3 TLLAEH,. & 7 WG SER, 5848
GZ-9BY ST 5 7 8 R T W ™ i RS , HAT B 1Y
AR EE
®3 FREAERTHR GZINERREY
Table 3 Butanol-producing stability of the GZ-9 mutant during

generation

FEIRIR T GZ-9
C. beijerinckii GZ-9
T
Butanol yield

AR B

Generation

SRR
Solvents yield

(g/L) (g/L)
1 7.6 11.4
2 7.6 11.3
3 7.7 11. 6
4 7.6 11.4
5 7.5 11.3
6 7.7 11.5
7 7.6 11.4

2. 6 RITHRITH B ER AR R AT 2

N 4 LI Y R B R R B RN
1.5 g/L B B IR E R C. beijerinckii NCIMB 8052
EAREAE K, MRANE C. beijerinckii GZ-9 E K R
I, HOSS R - s T B w0 9.2 g/L 6.5
g/ Ly MR R SR I I BB S & 2.0 g/L A1 2.4
g/L B}, C. beijerinckii GZ-9 5] DL R AR 2
By e i 2.0 g/L B, GZ-9 KBS BB R =M T
B =i Ay Gk 6.9 g/L A5, 0 g/Ls 24 A & ik
2.4 g/L B, GZ-9 7= TR BE 122 8 — & i g, H
SEF R T RE A N BEE 4.7 /L A 3.3
g/L,

FH O AT AL 8 e A5 S 15 7 R e R 1R A
C. beijerinckii GZ-9 AN 7 W) i B A 8 =5 B it
Z M HOAT DB TR A,
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%4 FEABKENEBERETRRN-BENTR>E
Table 4 Comparison of the yield of solvents and butanol with

different concentration of phenolic compounds

- O AR TR R
KR FEE Phenol B ARG Solvents  Butanol
Medium concentra-  Strain Growth yield yield

tions(g/L) (g/L) (g/L)
1 1.5 8052 2 Poor / /
GZ9 R Well 9.2 6.5
2 2.0 8052 7 Poor / /
GZ-9 RIF Well 6.9 5.0
3 2.4 8052 2% Poor / /
GZ9 R Well 4.7 3.3
3 i

A BIF G o 55 B 175 7R R B 8 AR AT — Bk e
ZYEFE IR R AR C. beijerinckii GZ-9, %5 T R
PE 175 S 7 R 25 0 Jo 1) T T R e VAR 4 7 T 32 M 52
5. SR BIR,GZ-9 W REVE R 52 58 01 (e e if 52 1Y
Bk B4 1.5 /Ly i@ T HAE M C
beijerinckii NCIMB 8052, BME7E 2. 4 g/1 AY Rk
N A RA B0 T EERE ) . B HA R B £f
A K i W 5 T AR AR R T U8 R o SR SR A 2
S A A AT e N e N T e oy B |
LGS FEMBEARHE LG C. beijerinckii 1Y
P e R FLXT T B A 7R AOR B RS
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