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Microbial synthesis of drugs and fuels via synthetic biology
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Abstract: Synthetic biology is a rapidly growing research field of scientific and practical importance. It not only

deepens our understanding of complex biological processes and mechanisms but also enables the rapid translation

of fundamental biological research to practical applications. In this review, we will describe a few novel and highly

efficient synthetic biology tools and their applications in the development of recombinant organisms capable of

producing drugs and fuels from renewable feedstock.
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Bl ERTREDSNAMNANMSHENETR

HEL YO, R A 2R AR i AR
YE A 2 ISR A TR AN TV N, il e 2
WA T TR R, G S R PR A B R AN T e (R AR
PEo SR,  HAR T I IRAF AL 1) Bl 18 05 AN fi ¥ A2 31X
FERIEER . B EAEYZ TAEHR CIFR—RAI TR
TS Femk B3E X RE il o I s 1 3EE (directed
evolution) # & — /N IEH EEFA MM T H. 2
YIFE DR A )6 AR, e 1 AR H BT
A A A e T A 0T AR e M A e P A 2 S Y
e, kg R A EE (X)) &N (error prone
PCR) 598748 J5 v 28 H AR L I BE ML, 7E4 58
(1) T vk i e I A P 08 975 12 (high throughput
screening) BIEFEJ7V2; (selection), FkiL T2 HAH 5=
HARTEREI RAR LD . SR )5, Zoid 2 5 S AL A
LR, ARG UR RSN, RAAHHA
S IR E AR 1A S L IR B

B- 7% BT (B-glucosidases) A& R REMLMHAL
B- BT KR I o IXRBEATAT XS B- BE ARG
HAWRIEME (promiscuous activity). & I T7E Hill it A=
YIRRE 1 RS A T b R R A 4R N
BGn B- 7250 RE /K AR 4T 4E 22 4 (cellobiose) 4
HIZERE, TS BRI B S LA N AR
PRRL . [R) I e o B £ 4 28 B (%) S st A, B- i

PRI A Y F T 4T 4 R PR AR R . Hardiman
26 UV ] 5 [ HE4E  RNDM(random drift mutagenesis)
)77 T B 2 B T B SR AR P . i I O I
THAN IR (fluorescence activated cell sorting, FACS)
Tk, AR RN T — RPN AR B- B RIEY A
A S AT T B- A B

AR IE ) A I AN TR i TR R O 1 g
B AR T, AHIZAE A € ) BEA AR IR IX AR
SRBATAT B e e AT IER RS . Mo —J7
I, A1l (de novo design) — Fi BEfE AL 4F & 1k
2 ON AR R HE, AH AR AT AR
FE A LA 27 N AE AR S I A I
RERE LIS LT, SRE Rt — T HEA
JovE e et e, wltn, 7E AR FHIE A I
e {8 1t 4-hydroxy-4-(6-methoxy-2-naphthyl)-2-butanone
MY 5 45 A (Retro-aldol) S W ). 3 T i 2 1R
HEAIE B schiff SR a0 i b a4 1) AL 2= WL, Jiang
S PV AL T KRR IR R E A, &
it RosettaMatch HykAAL f5, AbATiE+E T —3L 72
Rl B vt 77 I AT SR IR . IX L TR T
10 FEASTRI B SR S8, I RER BETHAT 8 28 10 AN
[FI 2SR . 45 AL T ARl 8 oes 3 — 4k 32
FREE R T A & SOV M. TR, JE
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X I B AT SR S L 1 I A LA v
Bl IX UL A BB 5 v IR MR S
RN

gE BRI, mEHE RS AR AR TS
AR R E B AR A T A TR ERE LT
AR E 1 1 465 ) FH ) RE R N U e At ) A e 1
ReEAT PO R et 5 T 4f st ik AL A 181
G REMEA T 2 S N IRl o G B B[R] I 32 FH X
B TR e R IR . 140, Rothlisberger
26 DO Sl 2R A AT B BT A B T — R A R
& Kemp 11 B I W A . X 5 H A 6~160 M'S™
SEAFI Ko/ Ky, fH e 2 5 RHIX LSS H [ ol i LS
) AL LA, — SR AR A K /K, (5T
200 f#LL L.
12 REREIETIR

290 SRR U E P AT AT R e —
RYNBFHEAG T 2 D402 S SR S . RS — 2
NS LA R IR 2 e g, A e AT T2 5 e
RARIE AT, R0 G frT - 2 1 R0 B s 1 LA
SEILH bR 7 R AR R Pk . Sk
GEN o LR R A R AR L, S AR A
&G TR AR S A AEY s e
ANFE A SO A RS S AR AR, AR e
TEANA]JZ T (s MR PR AE ) AR g 42 rh AN [R] ik
PR IEAT IR S0, Nk 20 H b4 &
SPNCAITISHIDP

TE AL A, DAL Ay 36k DR 30K 1 1 48 K3 40
T e s K IR 58 1, J )T (promoter) 7E
ML B SR B Sl v B I S e i (S AS R 72 i
Ja31¥ (inducible promoter) A& —J# )72 N H T
PRl E ARt RS S/ BIve L S B ) | ANPA N3 i S 7oA 7/
J5F A 301 e A0 A 3 1) IS 5 20 A A rh A
ek, LORE| H bR =i s K. B THFR
P e ISLBE (lactose) HIF 74Tk (arabinose)
EeMEs T, A HN S SRS ST
K BL K W, 40 Lee Al Keasling'? £ Salmonella
enterica TF5CH T —E LN IR I 15 S0l i3
KIEFRG, 19387 W Z AW T7 J&8 30 ¥ L1
BEPIRIE AR . BR T/ Y, Staedi i T
7S HL N £k, Lindberg 25 " F) % 8 psbA2
Ja B e S R Rk, ik # T
Do FEFS I IR B B .

TEARBMEAL S W) R 25 W) (W) & O R
] & 52 15 SUAR T m &V LG . 1K 2k

M A E) T (constitutive promoter) #f Lt 75 5 A4 JH 8l 1
SEnsE L iy How Rk e N TR AR — R
HV AT AN ] 5 B 1) 20 1 2 R )+ BAIS B T a8 44
(RS R P 5 A0 AE U1 Alper 25 1 B FH 2¢ 6 0RE
A0 B % 775 (FACS) X W 1 R 41 Y PL-A J5 8l 1
()5 EREAT O ade, e 2445 21 22 A B A A [F] i g
RAJABN 1o N T VAN IZAN R 31 PRI S B A
RO, ABATIAL 3% 28 J5 )~ 555 Jt A5 A DB 3 1R 5 i
M (deoxy-xylulose-P synthase, DXS) 1] 3 1A it 17 K
WS, &R T 4L % (Iycopene) M7 & .

eI, BT EBFLAL, AR A
45447 14 (ribosome binding sites) M85 & ) —Fl i
T HI R (I RE R 77k, Salis 2 U IR A
WA 285 5 7 R P () R0 R0, IR A4S Ny 3 sk
VAR AR 5 0 AU R N R 1 SRR B AT RS A 4
IR A g AR R B R I 100 4%
BEARGE O A7 R BRIE,  ARATT A BTN &5 RN 52 56 25
FAHW) 5

Bl A BCCE 2 AN BT A e, R IR 22 A
DRTEA T s i 428 1) 2 SR AR A Bk B 3k o A5 AN ]
(AT 5 T 8 Bl 7R AS [ PR AT AR 1 7 VR 4 b
UE B AT AT (6 Y, B T S B 16 K PR
FUAS [R5 3 P 6] B HRAE BRI BRI 13X — 7
VR AT o o — Rl B2 AT m) B4 10 7 1
1533 — F A Ge i B [7]— 175 S P B AT A [R5 R (115
SARG S M, AHFRE X R AR 0 5 37
B dbAh, AEETEB R TR R T
LKL 45 BN, fn Alper AT Stephanopoulos !
JF% T gTME (global transcription machinery engineering )
F T A [6) 56 BA i T) 2 1 45 70 it o 20 S 6 v,
Global transcription machinery( #54§ ¢ ) sGiH LB
RGN K IGF B . =MARKMES . &
RS2 AU =i AR e 2 AR AR N i
WEHbr. g5 W7 ¢ TME J7 vk Eu A 48 77 v ae s p i
U e R R AT LA AN i

8K, AR R BRI IR 7 AN PR T4 koK
o A a0 TR R R OC T mRNA 2574 il
WAL, & BCEY) 7k I AN [7]) mRNA
W oA R R R R A AT A T, ke X
RNA(anti-sense RNA). 1% # J 5% (riboswitch) Fl i
Bt ¥ (aptamer) #54 B3 2 B FH -3 DR e ik (i i 4 22,
(XL T H I RATRAE B 245 B T 2Rl 9T, HOE
Y X 28 T EOO AR IS A2 BEA T W R A AL R 491 1~ 30
RFD e DT, 2R A A S
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BT (operon) LLIA B FERE E T RE. A E
Y2 RIFE R X — IR S T R — AN E 37X 2
ANFERAT WY s (R T2 AAF KR, Witk
2411 mRNA B VENAZRE PR 45 & 7 sz, e
M ERAPEOREEAEW, ol X—5EREE
J7 92 (KA A G e TR HE o de 0T Pleger 2% % 1R I JF
R T BEXS [ AT N AN AR R R AT R 1 1A
RGBT X — kil e AR R I E L mRNA
T EE R . RNA BT s FIAZ RS AR 45 G i S5 4
Juf4 ) TIGRs (tunable intergenic regions) 3 JE £ 2|
UL DNA J# 51, S5 AEN], TIGRs RS I P
ANAN [F] R A5 5 DRT PRI A 6 2 Bk 21 i 100 A% (1) 22
S B Tl ik E K A R R 5 TN SRR R R R R R A
R 1%, Pleger 25 P32 JT] TIGRs J5 i T 73X —
B R T AN AN Rk, AT
FRIFT =380 7 i

0 I A M AR DL B A s e TR,
TATREAS B A& W AW oo, Bl s g e i, &
GRS, [FR, B AR 4 A X A4
TCAF v L T 5 1) 24 ) A ) RRORL I 5 B A2
SR, Qo] v 2550 VR A U T U1 A A S B A A
DNA 75 & 7 — A 8kik, RS A Y 2 1R
PR B (1) e T e ) 4 ) By B SR R (KK, 9 o
BEIE K. fdlr, K35 DNA 2 34k
(RAFF R R 1 5 | S BRAT 1m0 AR AS H A ar e P52
SINE H 8112k B T Gibson %5 P LItk 4
/N3 DNA A JEORE IR FH IR RE 58 K 1) [ Y5
e S5 T 1.08 Mb 1) Mycoplasma mycoides JCVI-
synl.0 FERIA vl A fidide. iX— N TH K
[ [ 20 9 7 N B M. capricolum =2 AK40 o N, 1Ml
SZIGHIE B IX — 81 1] M. mycoides 41 ) 58 4> & W IH)
FER Sl S5, FRATTSLEG % R T R
T 2L DNA assembler 7% BV, Jfia X — ik
HATAHE AR B LU TN =i e e B
TR e BEIR S E A e 0 107, AR T A
TR oK TR & AR 141, W Sleight 25 B2 A
H PCR 41 11] BioBricks Al Clontech In-Fusion PCR
Cloning Kit ik 2| 7 I8 = 20 1) DNA 413, iX—
TNERESEIZ AN W e A e . Ae s MHIBRAE .
13 EFEHETETAR

BRI B 23 1B 1A 1) 2 52 6 MRS T ok 4
DNA #fk, (R AR S 25 A E R A
R AL, WA T Ok 5 DNA 4k, SR8
A SE o X —HF AL 2P AW BREE I B E W) &

FSCATUE ik A e E L, T LARE R BE DR ZH A TR 1
i TR ARAFAE T A o B T 2 3L LUSORL A 2
filh () pop-in/pop-out Jj v B, HoAth — SE R[] fity Bk
BT IR TF R H K B R AT s 5 = T
& T %5 MIRAGE(mutagenic inverted repeat assisted
genome engineering) I¥] 77 % F T~ BE 3 X 41 16 18
BT bl YR E AL, S PRSI DNA
S ) B 5 7 8] (inverted repeat) #4E A FIFE A2 .
T 70 5 A B ANER e P, e Im) B 5 1) g A
B S IR AL EIES, B 5 45 30 2k DR A RS A
Btli. AL THAR %, MIRAGE Hi#—#k DNA
HeAb IR, IF HANEE MR, PR S8 pRodi b 5047 2%
FEDVAL RS B As o T BAR AR 2, (HE R4
BB T DA A b S B BRI A B M. TR A
G RAEYE R E, R A [R5 1 [R) A& 1
A 7 A% 45 B ok B 2, Wang 25 P JT K T MAGE
(multiplexed automated genome engineering ) J7 ¥2: [V
FH T35 DRI 2L 1R DR R ABEA 1 s 9 % i 2 R R B P dk o
i ATT A0 1 MAGE A K i A 11 Bl 1 I 0 A ) B
(deoxy- xylulose-P) [ i et AT T 4L DARER
PP A3 AL A TEAR AR IR, Al AT AR 3 R
W IR 4L 3 (lycopene) = EHe M T 5 fi%o

2 AREMFRRAMEZEZS

YUER 2575 & % (artemisinin) X 22 $1 25 5 1
Plasmodium spp AFH AR, AH ¢ BIRAL Y 57 15
ks BRI T e T2 A P XA A A B T
1% % (artemisinin) 156 2% 7 & 1 (artemisinic acid)
Ew HA W51 1. Keasling S50 = H A A9 2
T H G R AR A AT T RN
WEF0 (B 2)o Al AT B S8 B0 T 004 TR
amorphadiene )27 AN[FRYE (K # . BELE
N Artemisia annua) 11355 R 416 5 DLF5 5 )5 3))
THHEIW =R T XA RID T TFRIE
FOF2 R A5 % R V2: e i (farnesyl pyrophosphate)
F1 amorphadiene X i i& 2. 25t is H TIGRs %5 &
AW A DT X — U iR AT 2 R A )
I T 1) 45 R 7R amorphadiene fig ik 21 i 7y 27.4 g/L
()7 B ¥ il 51 N amorphadiene 48 4L i (AMO)
FIAH G A8 A 3L ) 4l B (cpr), amorphadiene g~
WA T SR Wi A B 1 R
WHHTRAL G, T E IR 1= 2= 300 mg/L*™*,
3 — 5 1Hl, Keasling 55 % % 10 i %) >k { T Bacillus
megaterium [ 2LAT K Y) IR Z2 VE 1) P450 Mgt 4T 5848
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B2 BEMERFTER

#3437 §&%#4 1k amorphadiene 2 dihydroartemisinic acid
(K158 4% P450. i A IX 5842 P450, AlA/]sE L
THEEWHEEY A L

BARAE AP o A SR BT B
A G RG AH ST AR A PR 52 31 B
2 (0 B R A R LR KB R T TR
FUEIE o BIUWNIE ] BEAHRS CWER0 R SE L (R ARk,
DRI R I T W5 A 5 vy 1) i o %85 32 B AR IR 7K s e
4R Ferpr—26 Clostridium #) M RE 42 1F T HE. 75K
JUAT R R BE S 08 1E T AR AR A 1 —
SE ) Y S — 51, Liao SEH6 % A RAR I
SRR G s S Rt T A K AR & ATl
TG INANTR] () PR PR B 20 (2-keto-acid decarboxylase,
KDC) Al £ i&s Ji I (alcohol dehydrogenase, ADH),
K BT AN A28 BERR 5 B IAT 1) P I 1 e 1) ) e At
e O A K . XK BERE S A IE T
ey 2- FERE TR 3- FROL T P s BN ol ok T i
HIHT S0 9 i I % (2-ketovalerate) 5 ¥/ 5 FH AR ]
2 (2-ketobutyrate) i itf LeuABCD &2/ EM). J&
KA AT oK B Methanococcus jannaschii FFT3E 1R
A H AN TR . IR R AR R AR AT
KIS IR IRt e 7R 1E T I, iy FLFT 3%
1255 )% (citramalate synthase, CimA) [13% P il ik
SE M T IEAR R T e . ARSI T BEI -
w722 £5 B
3 SEFEE

G RER AR R AR T R R
K B e 5T 5 ) AR 2 T B I e R T
IR R AR ) A e AR AN [ 2 TR
(B AU IRAEE AL ) S & B b AT i

v AL, AATIANURE S 4™ 4 K 25 M AN
PEIIRRL, i HLRERS AE H AR 7 A B f KA
B CERAAERACRE T AR 2 HLB AP 4 T4
DA G BRI BETE . SEDLATIL A I B g # A R
ﬁLAmE%E$%ﬁ#%ﬁ@%ﬁﬁﬁﬁTﬁ

507 B SR, BUAE G B AR I AR e
#ﬁ?%ﬁmﬁﬁﬁmtﬁ?ﬁ%i% 117 HFAT
LB B AT 8 Z 068 35 R 728 19 2% (R ZA R, XA
P ICAFAEAN R A A o [ R 00 P 52 31 7 22
PR BT AR H5 R A=W oA 1T A S AR EAL RS )
AREAT TS 2 1A R 2 R ORI
TEPREYIREOMEY G . Ja, RGP
P TCAT R A TR B AN SR L B
B B IR (A A B B T S D
M5+ 58
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