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3h= 1,3-propanediol 234} mJAE 452 E7) vAE
S8 43 dart Solax] &, tE grEIES F
AZZ A5 miEol A8-0 2 olgsh=t] A7 AU
ok webd olu] AR whld AR 98 AFs ik
ZAgo] B ol 1,3-propanediol ©] A3Hdel Q.
3 FARES F2Y 3l =Yt vept & 2 A
A aPdE 9t dit RS 3712 knockout
s o g 71E AATE Blsl e
1,3-propanediol AJAFsS Hols AT thdo] A=}
=of A thaRgalol == ARSE I Sick o] el
2o AE AVHE AMRE £ e frE drEEEel U
AREehe QS BaiA i HI ok
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32 5o B2 rAEF ARole A7 34 ML
7TRAE g we), 71Eoe 94X R B 4 A
E-8}7 A 5 E(genomics, proteomics, transcriptomics,
metabolomics)S ©]-83le] MEWol|r] o= EdE
<GS Al WE2EA ZRE 5 A =HJek olek 2
o] tokst AESH JHES EHXCE FHW(integra-
tion) 3} 84(analysis) o2, 71Ee] BEFT AT
£ 3 o) dIRiol Sleie d#e) e g ZeliEA
A28 A2 SKsystems biotechnology)? Ho| Al
H 2 ek webA A EdEe] F1E e v
2 8 A2E AEFEE 7THE o8-8 ARE #54 H
o] 75 AC = 7thETi3, 4).

A2 AEZEE HTE AlxUoA dojue S4E
< o) EHE ARACE Qe Eke 1o AHE
olg] eIrxfE9] A 7F8(direct/indirect) ASZEE (inter-
actions)2] A#ZA] s)AslA} gtk EE o|n] &F3H
AT AAE0] Y V= AT, TRt 22 olfrEe] Al
2H) AEFskA HIS IEA sl ik AR, SEg
Alz"e] FA L AES Hor} HA] Rl Itk dIE =
o, o] A9 A G7IMEe] B A7E 15d0]
Hoj7[x|ek oA = 1] 75 (function)S YA X3t
= PR fRARlEe] F 30% o) deltt. o]} o] 71
Zo] A7E ol MZat Sk AL S 4 249
meto] FEThs AL oujdith A, I& A5



7] (high-throughput measurement of cellular mole-
cules)ol] &J3t AWE2] Fito] uf¢ FREA = o
Feio] ¥t 9] transcriptomics, proteomics,
metabolomics, % Tl AF 2R (protein interaction)
QPRS0 YT ovk AR &0 o))
3t zéy_%% %zgfg e U= olgm =i /\16‘414 E‘lﬂlf- u]-
HEA] vk A, U2 ol E-sal Al Zuoll A
AL 2 AR Y| E9] =19t 83 (phenotype) o] 53t
Al B8 93k Bk AARd(in silico model)o] e}
Al ER] ZaltheE Zloloh Al Z tiake] glelekE (sto-
ichiometry)el] 7)Z38F A &(static) Q] 2o ?—z?~ o
A S WAL YARE Al Mz @dEe] 7Y
&) (kinetic 2 regulatory)°1 ARG Tk DA 2

w2} in silico model®) 725 el (&4l A7)

B ositiw sk olsh Lol $elt olgHo R At
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S AAEAE F H B2 A7 gesiohr shlck
3};4191—’ = 1;].32_ ;S:l H}/\TO] 26‘1—2‘7 AJ;ll:ﬂ—Hl (combina-
torial approach)& Qb4 7]4:8} systematic <07
FH EaEE TAAES Aot v - EAoR
HAT 5 9l e 7R3 AT 1.
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e AR

2 HAPHE oln] G e Aol A B

4 = Improved strain

|, Systems understanding
{network and dynamics}

Phenotype

Improvement

=3
o
PR—
o
[e]

s}

Parental strain

Gonstic
Traceable
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Systematic approach  Combinatorial
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21 AL MOTET|HS 0|25 BFNE 22 3 Sys-
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1 %qﬂ_%q% Z ZAF A@H_q el OT:o] Eofolo]
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Eoo]Z A9 (selection/screening)sto] 1 EoirHo]
7F ojm gk ﬁx}«? Hslel] 71Q18k AR E F+%(trace)
TrogM Zakel Al HeE tir 3 fAke] 23
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42 BEE TR v, WEHQ FEAT PHS 3
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A EASRE vIES o] &3HAY WA 75 Il
F 7= o83l & 2 S I A= W
Ho} oot ARs Adok AAE, dAREH Q) B
= oo BN, FEI WIS FUist A1 5 Sl
A oln| EA g PYES AR-3lE 79l o
$¥2) 7% 22 AR o) The tarEESo) 3t
22 AEE 297} thRRolA, tAIZeY WHe
a3l Aol 0% Z2E Bolo] $4E A4 o)
AARE H2sie 47} 9ene 24 gare) A
T&9] o] folsltt EAE, UAEEe FH 3
EQ it ¥ 859] 739elle 49 & 2RIy
o] ggo] ZolslRE ZA talEZ ] ALMIS A
71717} §olstck AR, taksetd whEs AL o
TN Agee 54 trAEdY] fREAIE THE7I7T
Tsitha stk 7|0l AA] SRSk RAE]
Ak Edo] Azl dAEETE S 7S
, AR FEARI A (AE 5 B4 vrERe] &
distolE IF0] sk Fel) 32 a (58 girEEe
dHstol T IFo] SE Fet AFe] 15 E #
o= W7l O FasT AR WS o
8P FYsith AR, AR S o) 8-3hd &
A 7]k utet o] RARES] ALke His & 4 Q7]
ool LEFAFo] B o] e A7t §olich
o]9} Zo] thAlEehE o837 A T WS B2
e AVAEE =8 O3 22 SHoA AFd 94
o] H7] gtk 71Edl FHe= AEES ik
F&] AL hAVAZZ} AdAEHA 8 =EIA] skehd did
AR E20] A7) wltel thAkgEHE g AL
3717 4R gk odE B9, ook 23 diAER
(flavonoids 3-2 phenolic compounds)®] 73-$-ol|= o}
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AES AHEE 7Z9olE GMOo gk 74 2 H) %
SAQ AP Anre] 122 QlsiA AT BalA
A7F BQsA Bk B 9ol loir] AFe) gol A}
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FAo|BIE BEE oehed &9 FAARY ko
Yz} 25, ARVEAE 59 AF AVEE A,
3 ol AFE REL, F58, IFEOEAEHE F
AE ARQJolA T HIFS XKFL ok &, B, &
¢, I70) BTt 52 98, MEY 24 g8
wele] BE, oeg 2R HEL AR DL AN
3tk SuEllibE 1 YR ES R $Yol &3t
T 9o, A =2 74s] ke 54 7ol AR
S v, 3 AF 5 B S5 7MY e F

dle] H Yk

okz8 JFWOl S, cerevisiaed] TIAFESRS 2 30d
nlo] QollekE A 4] A= A MEE =9
grolalT ok AW 7HHS] YR E o83 =& F
I Yo 71 oERE AR NS A% A
71&e, FEo] opd A4 uvlo)2m2(cellulosic bio-
mass)9] 7IFEHIES S8 08 WRT F JUE A5
o etk EAlG 59 FAE 5 Bl E ol &
HA] e AE T AEY RES Afi4 vlo|ow
22 BRE £ qlon, I 7pRHES TET o9l
AAZ A0 7he QVIS oF 30% 7HF Bl Us
o] EAolt) o]& {3 nAIES] tAREER ZAAN
ZA5k= AL 22 AL 500 e A AZE &
A3}ALY, S. cerevisiaed] ALEA tIAIEE U3}
= Yo g A= gtk o] F B2 ks d
FE0] 8. cerevisiaed| EYJH LR AL BE 9} 7]
29| A} AR(LRY SR, gy, oeke AR
A AR, 2318 2 AR E 22 e AL
HAglsl=d FF5E ik I gl 3 EALZE G
I 28712l B3 2] T2 At H A9
H3 9=, o= S. cerevisiae7t TaNE FAISIAL ¢
T 39 Aol wet tEA A Ssle] ERZEEY] &
AL 23] wlEl, Y s wet Ede +
MARES dFdities o84 ZARE ERNATE Y
#AY A571F (quorum sensing signal transduction),
g5ty £ 9 2473 52 I A% EXgE
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52. A&

e FENES PIAEETE thepgtalr) A)zket 2
= 12 AARE BA] delunlolE AJake: 913 FeiA|
E9 TR AR el BarEE AakE Za|
&9 F= 2ARE AT T A FellE, wEe
FE A E FEHEe Fgo slekd Ak fgun
SO, o g iE Eash] 93 SRAH0) &8
oA E37] wiel 2 Bl oz ko, Aok g
M, AE ER A Sell olgEe] ity T A
= HIE] 27 AR giAlE L, o sheke uhy
= B8 FEMES] e 8737 st 98 7HA9)
el g Aok WEomA, MR BEE T8 F

A AR FENE(EE YA S AE) 27
s FINT7) S AFRIHE ARLE T, e
HEAToRE S8tk 89 60% FLE /M7 9

ol Al ZER &8d 4% g} FeHEL et

EFoAlge| & B tolFelHgelt 52 33l
52X Frefl(emulsifier) 52 7154 4115 rpEshls
g 223 98-S 3tk HIolE o) orja At 3%
AN FAEE AAE FEHNES SE AlEE S8l
A7 H3E T ok

ERE 92 oe2m wastiA 4% NADHS] 9
5 SHE AT HEE B AszIozA M
W Akskekd 738 FAIg)E et =2 AkEQlo muy
A7t &8 e 28 =] 98 AlE Yol FeEHEs
SGTE o2l A BAE olie) 2B 22
o]7] $13 7|Eel A WP R = AR, S. cerevisiae
LA bisulfite 5 H7131e, opEYH o= £3)
ML) AP AZE AR O ZelES 94
SIeS sh= W B4, S. cerevisiaeE pH 7 Fi= o)
299) TNFIOIA 71§ 1, Tt 2 AR gl g
A R E59) HER WS Holtk6).

2B S} AME Fo17] 913 A 2049
UARSBHIRER S. cerevisiae A ZE)HE-2 e84 5}
U AHE GPDIRT Y A4 I8 S 27071,
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T2l 2. D/E] SRME MEN Z2 Y AR MM 9l T
(overexpression, TEHH) 2= H7{(knockout, E|AH) CHAH
o == REXE

NADHS$] 41sle} #¥ PDC/ADHI/NDEIGUT2 2]
FAA5S A A7) NADS #93 puy
FDHI/ALD352) $72/5-2 ZhrnA Al Y] 89
g 271710 ESUTKT, 8). 7L el F)Ee o
T-&°] TPI (the triose phosphate isomerase)$} Ze3}
o] ARE=d, o] Fai= A Fo) fructose-1,6-
bisphosphate & 8 Z2} + thalHa 9] o|Aslasg
A, dihydroxyacetone phosphte(DHAP)Z glyceralde-
hyde-3-phosphate(GA3P) 2 Ags) F+= oJghe sl 1
¥ 2 3X). DHAPE= X189 A4AIZA, TPIZ} A
7B FFE o)® 80 90% 7] TeMES sulfite
37} glo] 0T 4 ATk et o) 770} A% AE
e AT AUAE SR8 THEoUIX] K] wEol
elge] Aol B, fH0R BEshs v
ol AUSATHO, 10). 12t HLe] Aol 1 F5¢] A
4 232 52%¥ DHAPZ} myo-inositol &) A3 o
Ased, g 55 ofltix] A4k thalel myo-inosi-
tol MY B27t Bdske7] whto 2 B A1), Hy
el inositol - H7¥aR= 7dsl wpH o 2 FalA|E o)
FET PGS FA PIND 5 AT(12).
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ANHAELE, TS 55 € F Utk olE BEE2 A%
AR G g A vl Z422]9) glycemic index, low-
insulinemic index So] ¥om, Ex|4a4 a5 7t
=0k T3 H U mEW gEEE AP 5
R B3l (Be &% ) e A7k vt
o] ghelZoll] 23] wEEO2H QA AR =8-S
FTH13-15). A7 R g5} ol FAFL HjaiF
ZhHRk8(Maillard reaction)ol] 2d3}x] 02 23]
21Z9] AR, FEFAA B EATAAIE ARE
F Ak AAA A FEEL HLout 2Fol A sk
=%0], A% 9 vHjolsE AFFtel 2E# Aol thek
o] = BhAYe] 3 Fo] BXE 95 qUES A
AFSHE AR1A Q) GkEe] AR Rl UA Fulet &
&F o] 23 3 Hh3-E o] 8l AT B R
48 I3 Ik 98, YRR FMEY &
ARE 2E Jtkh wEbA vAES o 85 HE FEH
FAZe] AR FEEERS-E HAE F s Al
A 340l & F J& Aotk
53.1. AU E

A EE AL Z 0 =9 B FAFEA oBfivt 7}
o= SR et fARRE B 20 &3iE o
FHOZHE S wistol o= RlellA AhE
T I Itk ALEEE SATEE AE6)
Aed UALE A4 FouE i JAlolA| % A}
43 & Qe EAEA Edolth

HAE ABFAE o83 AU B A &R F
Candida &9 oPYF¢} S. cerevisae?] MZIATE
E3l o]FoiRrh FAR 2AE R B oHIAFT T
X C. guilliermondii} C. tropicalis7} AL E A4t
of 2 AMgEen AeHH Ak wE A9 {7
vl 2K fed-batch fermentation) T A AR cell recy-
cling) 718 AE3do2ZH 39 g - 1" - ' (712 wip
TEA494 g ' -h' (A AR Y ARG ALY
L AL 4= AATH17)(18). FHA, S. cerevisiaew ALE
2 2E X} F Y= A xylose reductase 7t Y102
2 Pichia stipitis 258 XYLI-FAAE Y3k ALz
ES A 4 itk o] FE WS A E/AYES.
2] & (g/g)°] A< 100%9 7t 8-S 7K1
o ikl Aol f7H wi WHE o83t

80
AFaRt U 38T (2010)

o FZ AYE PaFsErE 200g - 1o o] H3UTh
(19). =3+ XYLI 5ARAE 54t Lactobacillus lactis
ol Eal] AYNEL R ATE FPFHACH of
m) Agarde2.72 g -1 - b oIRUTH (20).

T AYZORE F1HE ARSI Fho] MM
Ex| ¢k 98o)7] wFol Onishi9} Suzukis= 1966'd
o o g ARJYES N ATE TR
t} 158 Debamyoryces hansenii, Acetobacter sub-
oxydans B C. guilliermondii2} Al F572] PAES ©]
23 MR TETS olEd} AYERIZ
(xylulose) 2 BHEH HFHOoE AdES AT
21). 234 98 FFE AREE BAIZF oM F
o= 8-AA} Z2¥= Bacillus subtilis B S. cerevisiae
£ olgs EoavE AUYE A B A7}
By =o] gith22, 23).

53.2. &8

SH)E (glucitol 2= B3)2 @7), A2, A7 E At
So] Folx] BAT F JE PUISEAN X &
A BRIt} o| R Auke] 60% 2] Y=g 7R A,
7, ofol ATy 59 o] A1Ee] AuAEA ASE B
ok oplgl 5 2 A FAE f8l kAl AR
o ¥]E}R] C 2 propylene glycol, alkyd resins5 34
AFAZA AHEETE AQGH O B = EEFEH S Enjo)
T YA O BN o]FoX| o]F o] 2w F 7|9}
e AAE AX S8 §4E Tk

DS ol8d SHIBS) A AT EE TEgsh
Fro] ZIE-ZBE Zymomonas mobilisE 0|43} A}
AV =9Itk Z. mobilis7t FFOZRE SRES A4
k= WS- ¥ ETio] glucono-d-lactone 02 HEE =
grashike ) WitEe] glom NADP &34 glu-
cose-fructose oxidoreductase (GFOR; EC 1.1.1.99) &
Aol of3l] ZofdTi24, 25).

A7 v} 7o) Z. mobilisE o)g-ste] T 3}
oS 1ad 3¢ FE LEHEL ethanolo|d AR
o] oF 11%Ylo] &ME2 HIEY & oE FAE
Z-2 5212 Entner-Doudoroff pathway & £3l] o]itsler
A8} oeke g W3 Hr) £H]Ee] AAEEE FolX 9
BRe AAERS P2=7] 9]8] Chunad Rogers+= 10%(v/v)
EFAE o]8dlo] AEo TS AL oJRALE A
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H AEE SFEE e R Weeled 83 28
&F Q7 FoEM e AES UE S glon, &
T EHE FEE 290 g -1, S2FEF 5= 283 g - 1!
oJATH26). ThE HH O = ATAEAIA 2] cetyltrimethyl
ammonium bromide (CTAB)Z ©|8-3 ZSox A3}
TE 98-99%, SHIE A 1.8 g 17 -h', FFE
g 2.1 g -1 'S AE = Utk 3, SujE9)
A7) vl A AEEL spde) 7hEe] 717 A] H)
A e AREl APF o 2 RE] SHE-S invertase 9 B
Fll M AEE A A 3lste] AAeE By np2
H, ofuf Aol HA FEe 200 g - 1'01912H recycle
packed-bed reactorE o] &g+ Heh ArHd51¢g -1" -

h! Asgo 92% ©]ATtH27).
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53.3. dYEIJE
PELEE Arte] 60-70%2] 7HlE Zon] 2z

Phohe il 8F TS Rl Ghor] Mol AL £
W) ok i gelRolt) $KAS o N B
g o) 24 ol F5)7) mhRel T HerE (1

delE = WD) A 2 o FARE-S A0TA ¢

=}, el EelEe) YAz veobe] 49, fructose-
6-phosphate 2 7-8] phosphoketolase &40l 2|} ery-
throse-4-phosphate 7} A 43 =] 37 A A1 erythrose-4-phos-
phates= erythrose-4-phosphate dehydrogenasel] )3}
erythritol-4-phosphate 7} ¥ % phosphasel] 2Jaj gelAk
3} gouA oEzEe] Ak 3 Yeasto] 7S
glucose-6-phosphate 7} pentose phosphate pathway & &
o7+ ¥ erythrose-4-phosphate 25-€} erythrose-4-phos-
phate kinasel| 2]3]| erythrose 7} AYAJ =T 0| A& =2
O erythose reducaseo] 23] oJPEREE AgkEth
ARl ERE-S AR 2= C. magnoliae, T. coral-
lina, Ustilaginomycetes 5°] ¢4 9100 o]E2] Bo]
FEA AP EZES ik 79 LRG0 ZRE] 40%0°]
de FER AEGES A & Atk 0% Candida
magnolia®] mutant #5 ©]8-5la 50L scale-up 2%
= X8 A3} Ao YA 200 g -1, A 12 ¢ -

I' b, 8043 g - g' 9] 7hS BTH28).

e

534. T E

T E-S 7 2 A(mannose) @] 3 EAEA] 2}

Al A 7P EsA e GEET shol 53]
Argaricus bisporus WA =2 A7 ehxgolt) vh
E-& glycemic index ¢} insulinemic index7} 022 &
T FEEE FFATIA o, Al oA thAREA]
T 25%E A w2 EEHY 75%= Y] v Ee] 9
3 tIAET: AiEe) BhjEel e SRR
alginate 9} iodine-S AJAFE uf HAbEE AIAbE= A9
7F AR 2] 70% HFE L WA FE2 50% =T
Z} 50% AFAAHE-2S Raney nickel EHOE =437}
3log Lojxlt). o] whgoA T SH)ERE AN
HFE TE ENEe] SRMER HEkEnh k- &
chromatography WHO 2 nickel ZjE A A3 5 A
2 A3 Yo A THES Fsl Wick o] e =
< L) 7|FEE, r2 9] wke-R, IHE B
A, 2 TE & T TAE 2t we] AE
FAE 014 A 2 B FUMEZTH 50-52%
o] FEE AE 7 W witel TIE iAol 243

o o FHolg o83l F& 50-52%
STH29, 30). ek A faIF
(Leuconostoc 2 Lactobacilli 4 group 111, obligatory
heterofermentative) ] -9 = 310 24 "R E

& g 5 gk

;

u:)
4 ﬁ‘g

5.4. Coenzyme Q1o

Coenzyme Qio AJE<] 481 QilslE %3 ATP
E A o HMAE ddeehs &8 2A] quinone ring
7] isoprenoid chaing 7}2 %154 E4o|th Quinone
ring & 7 711¢] AAE o] FATI= EE, X isoprenoid
chain-& ©] &2 o] mitochondiral = A F 9] =}2] st
o A e 9L gt} Alghe] 79- mevalonate path-
way S 53l coenzyme Qo< FAAE F Aot {4
A, o8} B A9 Statin A|Ge] okz ARE T olF
T AR W A ] AT 4 Utk AEFEHA coen-
zyme Qio 4R 8 Agrobacterium, Rhodobacter 4;
of o T T1AEe] WolF So) o] Holgi,
& Ftoll ERE coenzyme QuoAake 1% A
72} (decaprenyl diphosphate synthase 2 1-deoxy-
D-xylulose 5-phosphate synthase)& W& sho 24 )=
o WS ZRE coenzyme Qi A4ko] 7hssted A
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Pyruvate GA3P

p-hydoxybenzoate octaprenyl transferase
Low substrate specificity

|

CoQ,,

T8 3. 082 Coenzyme Quo AR ZHE

ok o] PIAEEE o8& coenzyme Qo2 A 7
2F T9 39 JepiSith

A. tumefaciens 2] ¥Ho|FFE AL23}4 fed-batch fer-
mentation 71&S 23 A9 FSEE 626.5 mg - 17,
9.25 mg - geell! o] &) AT &2 A 5= 39
t31). 2aE 2R A3l 9o, oxidation-reduction
potential- 2 23l & - R. sphaeroides 74FE ©|
gslod 9] #AF 8.7 mg - g 9] coenzyme QioS A
A g AATH32). T3 AE U athEFe) 2EL &
3 &9 AlEZ coenzyme Qi) S WA 5= Q)
TH33). T AT NS o8 749 o] o
o] A4k coenzyme Qs tIAMEIEE A A 5 <))
decaprenyl diphosphate synthase2] @&, 1-deoxy-D-
xylulose 5-phosphate synthase 2] EA|FELS E3) Al
99.4 mg - 1" -h'! WAL A& 4 YTk Coenzyme
Qo A4t #A3F ATE= 2L Ho| G559 7yt
ohz} thARE8HA A fxdzle] iadsl Fae aas
< A7 ZA trt coenzyme Qo] WA RS =7}
Al ERE o2, coenzyme Qio©] A Well A ZH= o
g g {HE F S Folth

5.5. 7}2E|xolE
FIRE|o| T AEANA fEsh AFAYGA =

A BB AR ZA ARSE T ek Ffe) ¥
EIER, ErlE fefe] eolFallo] AR Ae-eln

82 _ .
AEue} 4Y 39T (2010)

ATE X F5FE o83 71ZE o] =0 A4k T
A, AETAA AREHREE, IA o T A
FHEe 2 MUk A rEWel HHEHE 7t
FEeo|Te] TS Fol7] AF Aol A= tiAt
58 AFAY HHE EEate] 710l AA F4
Fo 2 Ak thkst 7IRE ol EE Al Al
ok HAE Al FAEE JIRER0|EY A T
HiA717] HEiAE FHEE ol = AT A= E &
ol ke Aiks SHATIE RAAES] overex-
pression & knockouto] A|=E]cE 3 o2 A3 )
g o83ty ZolxH ] IS EXIM717] A8k
in silico modelg °1&¢ A W AFAl el W
slo] Argslaz} gk

ZlolFH o] APAE ST v FAAE TE
3}7] 915} sequential-iterative search HPE-S- o]-&-3}]
multiple knockout targets-& 23 Al 21d(34), HA
7V2F3}A| sequential-iterative search Yol #3) 473}
9, Hxe| F17 ZHR Sl FH3ks tiArE e
2 g3 vR e FAR vERAE -t gl
oA AHE FA 23R A-S parental genotype OS2
sl ThA] B iAol J3ks miXlE wERas #
o7kz Aotk A& &9, AXYE TS &3t ol
S o] AAE AellA Kol A ol go)zwe Ag
ol 7HY & dF¢= PIAE ARARR] gdhAE XY
knockout target © 2 AE3}3l, THA] gdhA7} AEH F
A 70lA o)A A3l 7P & G PIA
£ aceEE ¥, 1 thEollE gdhA ¢ aceE7} A
B A S3oNME fdhF ¢} talBR7A7F 2ol e

relative in silico
production levels

knockout
background

Agdh& HaceE

12! 4. Sequential-iterative serach: 2Hof| 2|8t Ri=<8t LiakRF0l|
M lycopeneg| MaMME ZXIA|7|= knockout FEIAR] gt
29| TAT (34)



£ coli genomic DNA

From s,

xS
A RE
=
Caig o

Overexpression cassette
S1E 5. CHAE elolHeig] MHE S5t NS REA 28 Wa

TS FAFATE knockout targets ©. 2 AH3HA| F
THIH 4). = o]9} Zo] gradient xpolol] A3 #Z
A i AR 2% Ao wdelx] £E 4= ok
= 4He JA, Ao} experimental E computa-
tional Ao} 7k ] Helld d&Hog 224 gia}
HAS F=shs knockout Fale] el 2 4 9]
o} ol2idt AE Axles FHHCE Bl eSS
A AFs1= 34 (metabolic phenotype) 3k, 2213 (geno-
type) o] AAIAE Bl & A7) Wi 75 HA43)
o vi-¢ f-gatotar skt

Az Al glo|F=e] S SUATIE

W45
B354
W335
B253
mz25
[115-2
0115
o5
B055

'Yeopene
n

o

Fold increage in iy

Productio,

gdhA aceE and fdhF
gdhA and aceE

gdhA and gpmB

acef

T2 6. 2jo|2He| M S EXIAFI= overexpression targetsz}
knockout targets?ie] ASAR. In silico modelingg &
A W2E knockout FHAF BHER genomic library
screening= oM L=E AWM BY FHEAS 20| 4%
22 ZTABIY AEZHOZ gdhA, aceE, fdhF XX
knockout®} yjiD REIALL) TRS TEO| AZTE HARTOIM
20| A Mg HrhE Sh=g Holg £ AUAUTHISE).

Genomic Library

Color Screening

Target identification

knockout targets %} opu]@} overexpression target<-
AEs}y] 3k Age] tigdet {34t library & o8-}
AEETk olelre]l HEE overexpression targets<
in silico modeling-& %-3}o] A8 ¥ knockout targets 2}
A o7 A Agsi] glo|TH ] AAke FE =
sk 9 5oA Bz npel Zlo] tiidd library &
ol g3dlo] wzE ke FHAlEC] in-silico modeling
< Eg)A w9 knockout target -FHAES S &8
& E3jo] thokst ol A EE Avle Alxs
FES Ao zM, A Arksg AW XY 452
AEE 4 QITHILE 6)(35).

5.6. ok Ak

o)Ak oA 7R AFHIHE FE AMEFHOIS
™ olekFol} SBALR, sPdEe] VAR AREo] %
o} FZ 11 AMg-o] biofuelolut YA ] F7F thAkE
AR T AREo) SiETAA 87} STVHE L T AdEe)
o} AEF 02 Tt njAE-E o] &3] oY FHe of
meake A8 A7 R E e BEEl AR
Aatel] A48 Al AR gk SR 2 B¢
75 7\ #k& random mutation g 028} E R ZH 0= 3}
= opn|iake] AAbEF 7t B ohE} o R Hgh
2te] WEE ZAE S 9lom ojR s Tt 4
o] d7 wiglE do7)7e gt o]y HlYRAR] K
Hale) MEE Foly] 8| system and synthetic biolo-
gydl] =A% giAREEre] 1 tjke 2 U= Stk

Ohnishi et al. 2] A7 Bxof thZH L-lysine WA i
] C. glutamicum-2 2z} B9} random mutation
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o sl AdE EdRle] #F¢ AA /FAAE vlwg
F lysine ate] JTL 2 A0 Al 57 §
A SRS AT o] EANIEL FiFo]
T BRI A% 7S AR Z7) EAE FlsT E
3k E<99Ho] gnd (6-phosphogluconate dehydrogenase)
= EA¥o| mgo (malate:quinone oxidoreductase) S
EYAIA L-lysine o] RS STHAIZTH36-38).

AT F) o1 ALY Y] AT BEo] =g
S 3}A ¢l L-valine A2 tjAF+2 /N437198] tran-
scriptome #-4]3} genome-scale metabolic network ¥
A& ol &3 WS H83ITH39). BA L-valine I3
S YJA|S= feedback inhibition R(TH 7)< A A3}
3 L-valine 2Fe] A2 AR ZE AR 1
- transcriptome profiling combined with in silico
ol &3 tAkEdte Fal
ilvCED, Irp, ygaZH (L-valine biosynthetic enzymes,

gene knockout simulation-&

a global regulator leucine responsive protein, and an
L-valine exporter)S 2 3131 om 3l A2 3els
L-valine exporter (ygaZH)®] =3 knockout (DaceF
Dmdh DpfkA) €Wl E 3 L-valine®] RAHES 5
W) ol ZAINZITE 8 M PEE ol8sd T
= L-threonine AYAF th S 7) 23135 TH40).

5.7. vlepal

Al B2 B4 JoREo 2 okedA Y riboflavin
(WERD) B2)S & AFue) ohje} olokERoh) AlE,

Threonine
Threonine
dehydratase
Pyruvate 2-ketobutyrate T
Acetolactate
synthase
2-acetolactate T T 2-aceto-
l 2-hydroxybutyrate
Isopropylmalate <—— 2-ketoisovalerate 2-keto-
l Isopropylmalate 3-methylvalerate
synthase l l
2-oxoisocaproate 3
l Valine Isolucine
Leucine I— \—__

2l 7. HAREEE fA3lE|M =2 #X0| 5= valine, leucine,
isoleucine2| Mg AZ 3l feedback inhibition
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SIHE Sof A7HZE F2 AREEY 0 ok A
Shuobo et al.2] WFol] uk=H comparative transcrip-
tome profiling ¥E-E 3| riboflavin A34F #5721 B.
subtilisZ 2452} 34 vusle] 2 Aot SuE
FARE FoIEIH oM 0|5 F riboflavin H7=29] &
e A= FAAE 35} riboflavin o] YAk
< ZA)HTH41). X3l riboflavine] AF-E2<] purine
nucleotides & ZT)A)7]7] $J3 purine pathwayE 7}3}
M)A riboflavin®] AAFES S7HAIHTH42).

Jeffrey et al. & R. palustris 23] cyclohexane car-
boxylate (CHC)9] ¥ tAHA2E thiol EAIZ)
22814 biotin®) AHE ZTWAZTE olw) Ak
BAHE-S T 7ol A bioting AAH=H JloiM 7HE 7
83 gAEAR 2831 th43). HlER BS (D-pan-
tothenate)= Coenzyme A 2] ATEZAZH 2Fo|L} v
AEANE Ao 7FssAIRE Al 22 FEX=
E7Fs3HEE oRFold AlR B 4F B = A7t
AZ AHEHTE 7Sl = 38 AIHE ARSIRS
U FZoll = AR viRke 23t vlAES (W7, C.
glutamicum) ©)-43} BPHo] AA =Ltk T3 C. glu-
tamicum| 4] V]EN B5 S th 2k AlAksl7] €13l metabolic
network analysisZ %3} t}sl W Eo] A|AIH7| % 8
UTH44).

. 22

A 71&gt niet o] AEF PES ol 8% AES
Ao T2 A7kee] AL A 28 o183 A
A FHA B2 S ATl sk B3 olv] B
& AEH7EC] drE oz AzE vl a8
1R A 22 Asto)] 7hsd e, 4Fe] B5, 4% 2
718 E V1M oR e AEde) BE B At
o AHgE o E Ve dAENE AZH vl
ot f2x A2 AFe] Aol ek f3o] &4
HAE ZA, FAR AR vEE ARgsle] Al
H2E AR At AFAY e A4S F
I E Bk BES ZA/AAR Aol AFH
7HEE ARge] 7FsE Ao Algdt: met XEHL.
B AEE 71548E 7HRE Adede] ¥2Hd 7164
AF B2 17715 AF IEEA e ARIA, i
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