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Abstract

The research of biofuel from cellulosic materials has gained much
attention worldwide in various territory of bio-energy in recent years.
This study was trying to enhance cellulosic saccharification by
exploitation and investigation from high cellulolytic bacterium. Seven
thermophilic anaerobic cellulolytic bacteria were isolated from cattle
manure, one of the strain TCW 1 was chose for further study. The 16S
rDNA sequence analysis showed strain TCW1 was closed to Clostridium
thermocellum ATCC 27405 in 96 % similarity. The cells of strain TCW 1
are rod, slight curved and produced endospore. Cells of strain TCW 1
found to adhere to solid cellulose fiber during experiments. Strain TCW1
had optimal specific growth rate at 60 °C and pH 6.4. The different
carbon source assay showed many same results between strain TCW1 and
type strain C. thermocellum but mannose and fructose. The metabolites of
strain TCW1 culture are lactate, acetate, and ethanol. Cellulosic
saccharification rate by strain TCW1 culture could reach 107 mg/L - hr
reducing , and 60 % conversion under 65 °C, pH 6.9 and 150 rpm shaking.
However, only 8 % conversion in Napier grass substrate culture. Strain

TCWI1 had cellulose activity both on cells surface and in culture medium,
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indicating the existence of cellulosome. In the comparison of cellulase
activity between strain TCW1 and C. thermocellum type strain, strain
TCW1 showed higher endocellulase activity (about 4 times ) than C.
thermocellum type strain, but with lower exocellulase activity. C.
thermocellum type strain also display higher cellulose activity under 60
°C. Strain TCW1 shows some differences from type strain C.
thermocellum even the molecular identification indicated that strain

TCW1 was closely related to C. thermocellum.

Key words : saccharification, thermophilic anaerobic cellulolytic bacteria,

reducing sugar Clostridium thermocellum, cellulase
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Callodentrin (.1 + Gheoose 1F Glucrss [P + Glumss === (lecos

\_lt | 3F : *:
--.__ir__—-'

Ao
Frucimes 1, &-diF

Erhaleii=
G ycera loliypde 31 ']"‘,:Im'h"'t'
- o rmas
F Paihway
MALH —f——
I A-dip peEraia
-
Tl ATT
Hhosphoglprarase

2-I"kaephoglyeerate

I:Fhospbac el pirusale
——— &

= & TF

5
L-Lactaie -li—-T—u,__ih:dwm —
P Feat el

Col-ll — =, | calf— —— Ve £y —, _—]-u:-
mt.q.—- -|m|-— = il redeer— — Ham=

=i

10 5 v 11 12
Aoetabe - o —= A i -L'-:J:. = Aceiyl-Cad —\.\i}'ﬁ-ﬂ“lh:ﬂh’ T—-rr}' Eihano]
ATF Nl iR " PRI M i+ BAH R

@B 2-4 Clostridium cellulolyticum z_ % & & #& % 34 % (1, cellodextrin

phosphorylase; 2, cellobiose phosphorylase; 3, glucokinase; 4, phosphoglucomutase;
5, L-lactate dehydrogenase; 6, pyruvate-fd oxidoreductase; 7,hydrogenase; 8§,
NADH-fd reductase; 9, phosphotransacetylase; 10, acetate kinase; 11, acetaldehyde

dehydrogenase; 12, Alcohol dehydrogenase. CoA-SH, coenzyme A; ox, oxidized; red,

reduced. Fd, ferredoxin ) ( Desvaux et al., 2000 ) -
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2.4 Ba-kjas
2.4.1 $HKFRS P e

BAFA TR RN P RY . TRBPRII 0L

fEo RFRF A CHAP LG BRAOREREE SR ¥ AN mE D R
ZEF A RERA S B kiR m2 i 4 > 4o Dictyostelium

discoideum (Jones etal., 1979 ) X p w #r A #F R F K2 fH A ez +
‘o 7 (Archaea ) 30 A (KRS - fE2 70 4 o — LA p RBEET
e BN AT RS A KRB Rk AE Y TS B AT =
& TR ﬁ?&&é&.&a’kﬁ’iiﬁﬁi;‘ FRBEHRELEE LR KRR
e (T 2GR 2 E R m R E S COCHy £ » < 5 AVATR

LR REE ENNEES SR CA R R L e
AP BRSO AARZ T AMFIZEF AR AT EDEEER LS
fh » F % FAc st F2 Phanerochaete chrysosporium it 4 B ) 11 4
73 ﬂ&%‘r % (Delignification ) e % {6 = it £17% 22 (McCarthy,
1987) - fed+ 3 e -kfz4 #= 79 > Trichodermareesal € 577 7 & 5
H2ZEF A ¥ LwFsER 3 Celulomonas, Pseudomonas,
Thermomonospora {= Microbispora % /& -

ARE BB TR KRS S AN e S i S KRR S 3

s CKAIES RS 0w G E Y Y Rk P AT G h b Y
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%a&i%@ﬁ%ﬁ@@&’?%ﬁ@rﬁ%ﬁﬂé?aﬁﬁ%ﬁo

v

TRE TR T OGRAE T ARF SRR PR G mEE T AR 0
FHYEECRAS YL (TR ) N R aE i
i* mEF% F & (Simultaneous saccharification and fermentation, SSF ) o ¥
LRRE M-k iz 4 $ 4oFibrobacter succinogenes ¥ oK R & 2
Lgaz > &H%5 ¢ cHRuminococcus albusz Ruminococcus
flauefaciens > 7+ 5 2 7% Neocallimastix patriciarum -

)

AFRA R OK RN G R R OKREE S LA B AR

/J =

BoRfERRF T BV iR 0 ¢ BFend & (Béguin and Aubert,

1994) £ 22 fF 7 ¥ L2 KiREEE PR R E A
NEFRABUZFHFR VPRI RELGRET A o2 T
B IR s E I
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222 LMK fRRE R 2 AR R i LR ARpEE kA

Oxygen condition

Temp. condition

Species

Aerobic Thermophilic Acidothermus cellulolyticus'
Mesophilic Bacillus pumili '
Mesophilic, Thermophilic ~ Cellulomonas sp.'
Mesophilic, Thermophilic ~ Cellvibrio sp.'
Thermophilic Caldibacillus cellovorans'
Mesophilic Erwinia carotovora’
Thermophilic Microbispora bispora'
Thermophilic Rhodother mus marinus'
Thermophilic Thermobifida fusca'

Anaerobic Mesophilic Acetivibrio cellulolyticus’
Thermophilic Anaerocel lum ther mophilum'
Mesophilic Bacteroides cellulosolvens®
Mesophilic Butyrivibrio fibrisolvens'
Mesophilic Clostridium cellulolyticun
Thermophilic Clostridium thermocel lun?
Mesophilic Fibrobacter succinogenes’
Mesophilic Halocella cellulolytica'
Mesophilic Ruminococcus albus’
Mesophilic Ruminococcus flavefaciens’
Thermophilic Spirochaeta thermophila'

1: Cell-free cellulase system bacterium.

2: Complexed cellulase system (cellulosome) bacterium.

(Lynd et al., 2002; Schwarz, 2003)
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2.4.2 Clostridium thermocellum #p i 43 1%

AR BA7 3 2ostrain TCW 35 » 4 &% #3177 Clostridium
thermocellum - i&4k A&+ 21926% p B & ¢ 4~ &t (Viljoen et al.,
1926) > #Rm FrAES25E R A P A st B~ ¥ & (Pure culture)

(McBee, 1950) - %@ HRE s & p ARAAF S HRE Y ‘\%‘E'ﬁr‘%‘lﬁﬁ
BRAy (F% 20 ) ~A kP 2B HEds EANZ R
J i F% w7 & 3 C. thermocellum (Ulbrik, 1991 )

PRBH AL L ARG FHRT B RRE R EL K
B R % 60-64°C (Sneathetal., 1986) - & iEpHP| 5 6.1-7.5 (Freier,
1988) » % A2 & &PY-cellobiosess & A7  &#H F > <] $0.5-0.7
X2.5-5.0pum - R RFAKEMEF AGRELE S mie H - A %
HELF kPRI AR FEF T RS AR TA L (Sneath
etal,1986) - i 2 EER » AR GRAER LY e SR BT

(Doubling time) 57/ FF » A $EE £ T 7 E2.5 ) F o & wmie
¥ llx E 5T 428 (Maugeri and Goma, 1988; Freier, 1988 )

C.thermocellumis 1| * ere Fr e e L ke (RAM) ~Ha-
R N T IR ET T AR Y SRRy
AT & & PR (Ulbrik, 1991; Freier et al., 1988) = i {1 *

FREERE T AR GEY BRI RAAXE AL Lt o C

20



thermocellum @2 RIS £ T w2 A4 5 5§ B~ Bl
MESCE SR F YR fod F o0 s iliﬁﬂ?‘),?%%‘%i’ %
yiapa 2 " f& (Freier, 1988)

C.thermocellumiz A ¥ § »c 5 erf | * a2 » FuadF 77
SERETGRRETEAZ IR fﬁ{%{%”a‘w‘viéﬁu B H
2 {63 FF & A¥he ey 0 0 3] C thermocellum:” Embden
Meyerhof pathwayf# iz § % #& (Carreira and Ljungdahl, 1983) » # *
FEZ 1 ¥ % 3L ¢ yeastextractin g 23t F € B 3C. thermocellumps fi%
% & # (Patni and Alexander, 1971; Weimer and Zeikus, 1977 )

wi it 2 A EAT (KA aE) o Cothermocellum ¢ ' %
WARAG A HFARRDGRRE T A L BB ALY g
4 B % ¥ L FRRuminococcus flavefaciensr+ 2 Fibrobacter
succinogenes subsp. succinogenes ¢ < I|§ & ~ ¥ 3[R PR R Blin e
HESRAEFZ AT Y 0 (Rogeretal, 1990) o — k-  wn¥e 4k
AT R oY LY CHF I RAS Il AR AT

Pl g #rdsd it 4 - R 5 S B A dre 5~ ¢ A SR 7 B

't % (Wiegel and Dykstra, 1984) o # 5 72 104 L pF > e i €
Ao M F AP F AN T A

L apEZ kALt > Cothermocelum PP &g 3 3t AR F2 7 R L
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S B-Kf2E R Trichodermareesel » @ £ 4 & 4] 5 Ji& (Complex
reaction) it (/K fEE (6 & 0 d A0n4E £ AR R DL AL A SR A
T 7 o C.thermocellum ek ok fz o Sud A H 5 8 K izps i

(Cellulosome ) - # % cellulosome - 3¢ Lamed #7#% ) - 4p e 4

SR FEM (<A E 0 Pk B SEAREE) 0 3 1E7)
Meng s d do P A3 gug LAl g apt: (Wuetal,

1988) -yt fhw s 4R C. thermocellum 8 12 v ¥ 3 5k f 70 55 1

k350 % (Roger, 1990) » 28 @ B4 Sk Sk IB F® &7 5 H I -

R H g oK iR AP R £ F cellulosome (#£2-1) -
LAt EHEF P R aE 2% > Cothermocellum 4~ - fEfL 5

e

Yellow affinity substance (YAS) e 5 > 33 & 5422 2_fF) %

N

i R
R A0 SCAE R SR (R U PR SR AR AN LN I < E I
(Ljungdahl et al., 1983) » & '# j2sk a2 /57 » YASE LAk A s
AR ER SR R o 2 AR R T IREYASIEF R R o
FIPLYASE § 4% 2 Sk AR i F Nk E chir 4 (Ulbrik, 1991) » £
C.thermocellum k24 men— 78 &£ & -

M kg o ¢ 3 C.thermocellum 4 s f% % cpg i @;F*Je
(Johnson et al., 1982)> ¢ ¥ &2 # & FfE & 32 & 9% 7 (Thomas et al.,

1981) > @ X F < k2 4% 2 C. thermocellum jF#ie 7 5 e pE i i%
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Wine 3 e TpE R P A A X

2.5 a-kjEpd

A fe 2 LR ERRRAEE G A o TR T R ok R R
Fod T Y L @R B ASS W BRIk mF 4G
Z @558 > 2wl 5 p AR et 2 (Endoglucanase ) ~ ¢F*7 A 4k ‘L i

% (Exoglucanase ) v -5 & =+

—ﬂ

it % (B-glucosidase) - Mf Moo oh

WA S ARt E o 2

[
Jui
&
i
2yl
\\+
%?
ﬂ\?—
T
=3
kg
431*

A LT R R IRE g A LN REEZ T Bt L BT LR

2-5-

251 prialgapt2 (Endo-B-1,4-D- glucanase)

por A5k %% X 4 # Endo-glucanase £ #_Endo-cellulase ¢ i®
“iﬁ%@%ﬁﬁgﬁ’i?ﬁjﬁ“%ﬁ%%ﬁ@&%ﬁﬁ#%@ﬁ%,
FOH R EY AL AR B i 4y T (R 2-5A) 0 + %{Fﬁd'?\{
carboxymethyl cellulose (CMC) &8 8k @ A72 = > d v L4 B 5
BT AOVIREAR AR EZ5E 5 HA KT TRk pE
R F b G AF 0 FFi kT2 & BB 5 hydroxypropyl cellulose

(HPC ) ~ methyl cellulose -
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252 ¢t Algapt 2 (Exo-p-1,4-D- glucanase )

‘b A A% F * | A Exo-glucanase & #_Exo-cellulase’ ¢ %%
ARBENEE AT ELALITY B REA TR R b4o
cellobiohydrolyase I (CBHI) ¥ i % 4B E =8 > @ cellobiohydrolyase
II (CBHII) Rl E_iF* a2tRhz=g S —%,*” MEPRRAE L THRA
SR T T UHLARET T (B25A) ¥ RAPERAT S

A% a2 Avicel o

2.5.3B-% 5 HrE% (B-1,4-D-glucosidase)

A T - BT 5 d glucosidase » * fi cellobioase A fi# & &
BHF > LEREEREY > R4 r}ﬁl_\?ﬁ—'f R ME2 b W
& 4e 4-Nitrophenyl B-D-glucopyranoside ( pNPG ) iz fl#F s ‘&= & i
&4 > d 3t cellobiose 4p 2 > cellobioase fe % ¥ 12 1% * 3835 4
Fox® d-kfEisAd2 5 ¢ $ 8 (4-Nitrophenyl ) » ¥ 11 A %k & 3+

AlSnm k£ TRIEH LR KT RFEE AN -

254 Ba-kizpEd (Cellulosome)
Cellulosome ¥ ™ A - KR mA& L A2 #F R0 =%+ L4
Clostridiumthermocellum ez % ¢ #F > £.d J B apEF it - &

~0 TR UE T BRI LS B E Yy » AT A I &
\ 7 7 K |4 F‘ =2 \
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I
beits

A\
TR
o
=3
b
-
s
?1“
Lo
~mh
—h
>

B RBY b wme i iE a2 FRAA W EB T & RR
2 ¢k 5 cellulosome A T A 4 % PF > €5 BER %A &

4 R a2 prt8 (polycellulosomal aggregates ) » ¥ 1438 ‘m ¥ { % >+
F AP 4o o IR RE F A ORPPE TG H ik (Mayeretal,

1987) -
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L [w]
Eﬁrﬂiﬁﬁﬁrda

wifs Ghoose $4 Collobiose
ﬁmmm

(@ Endogiucanase %-n s
8 - @nm Bl

B 2-5 ok fRpg 2
[ES IR SR T B e

T & Bl (A= At
BRp 2o H: 2R R (B)

t%od - AP EEZHEM U G R

Emglicinass (g, CalFAlaS)

O Eriopmase & Eapics

@ oy St 069
g Celobicsaisliodedin phashorizse
m Carbohydmbe-binding moduls [CBM)

EASApEE L

%%’}é F2Epgdm @ik A iigiaz (Lyndetal., 2002) -

26



26 ARLEARER L BT 2B
BRAOKERE AR L SRR LA L G A U

e R AT AT AR AN A R AEUEL £

B-glucosidase » = ¥|;i P (Haki and Rakshit, 2003 ) > @ % = = 24 F i

e S ety AT h B AfEE KR o ;}g@%@cg T

iy
<k
Rg

Pid e 2R ke i Gl - MARFREEE LT (AR
I B)FFH L (C)% F 3 =1 (Vieille and Zeikus, 2001 ) %
Frilo BRRET o 1 RIEE S S AR S0°C L o prEREd
MTAYLENEEE T M AN RBETE TS AFEE 2 R EF EIF

g o BH ko 91!:1}\'1"*%%‘3;\ WAL F AT F AL S T

JE:

@3 PkF 0 T R1E100°C HF g4 (Andoetal,2002) ¥ 5
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2% P EEHK

3.1 g &
AR Ep A2 %’UEK; SRR S HEEDN - KE
P G ERFEPET 2 Rtk strain TCW1 > T2 f7 7 > B F %K

o AEACR] 3-1 A7 o

i Effll % = ncr
Rl s
ﬁ% it J;‘; RN _)]:fr Stra]n TCW1: ‘4 7 E{] EEE—— Cellulasegv\ ‘)}fr
i 16S rDNA A jiz 4 5m l
l TR A B 45 Cellulase ~
wplE
pH l / \
il Total DNA s GRIED- l
LR g # 4 Rk Cellulasefs.
I il \ AR 3R
R AR AR A l
T ' 24
Egaad Cellulase
SRaE K Aed T CEES S
k5 iR —
e waraEne || 02
Sy R % *ﬂ N Jf’?

Bl 3-1 7 s&kK -4 -
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3.2 Ftk &k
Strain TCW1 p &% * 522 Hhe v frp gl o 3R4Lp F3r2 37
BEFU L P b0l S F PE SR RFUEB > B SH B A R AR
( Whatman No. 1) ? SSOCF”%LI% 2 TEHEE o AT A FuTY
P BERERRT SkEAC BEE T AL AP R 2R
10g/l 2 g% » % 02 S/l 5B RpE S oo 2 % (2%
2005) © 3% F]#* 1 Hungate Roll-tube $jtra 3 it £ = &k K2 57
TR KRR T2 RREA TSR HFEA 1 strain TCWI 5 {8 5
FHRAK - ALY T3 PRI EFREALMIP T RAEFEFY

? & (BCRC) *7# #2 Clostridium thermocellum ATCC 27405 itk «

33 Fipsn A man
3.3.1 RRF kT

AT EARY 2 RF (T 2 Hungate k3 $4# (Hungate,
1969; Macy etal., 1972) JiE & » H ¢ 1 B gl (73K % —RF 4o § =
Yo 3207 o AREE = A F REARFRAe F AR Sk A e TN § R4
PR ERpRAS LA AN EBERL T Mo p R
T e DD X 200~300°C i E F S A MR S RE P T

— =

Bl d o LERRFSBR DV HALERY FHY f1pF 5
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+ CuO @ FIPRF 2 0 o BIRF L F WUF SRR

b _I
al

WL ]
fo o ] Q
d
a

T

e,

—_—

Bl3-2 RE‘cFzbT LB QF ML 55 F “dF#fREF
(20% CO,, 80% N,) 5 (b)ér & & % 5 508 5 () B 5 (d)AF 355 (o)

segie s (DF MM S (2 FA -

332 FRRT B A A

FyiEfer @ % 2 v 4#URE  (Thermophilic anaerobic, TA) # %

iy

At R FiThf > B AAIAdod 3-1 977 o fellpram i

S

§ira!
T

?

i T WA | B O

\"‘\ﬂ

dp 70 Al resazurin ¥ 0 #F

)

Ao g4~ 3 5

iaﬁ_i f

BRERAMZE NaHCO; # Edk B B s BFR A A AP I3 RAE S

P % % 60°C » 4 » L-Cysteine hydrochloride * 12

13)}

4mm3$Q*¢ﬁ%§$$’ AR L ENR AR IR R &
FELIS R M 2ARMRE Ao f R REF (80% Ny+20% CO,)
MERERE - ERACLEARRA IR € 4c > NayS £ B R
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% 7k {8 4v » yeast extract ~ peptone > fr vitamin solution (4-% 3-3) -

B BB E ~ 10 %AAR chER RS o

2 3-1TABZE AL

Component Content (1) Source

Carbon source

Cellulosic materials'

K,;HPO, 0.40g fokix
CaCl, 0.05¢g ok iR 2
MgCl, 0.10g Riedel-de Haén
(NH4)Cl1 1.00g Riedel-de Haén
Trace element solution’ 1.0ml

Resazurin 0.0005¢g Sigma
L-Cysteine hydrochloride* 0.50g Sigma
NaHCO;* 4.00g Riedel-de Haén
Na,S** 0.25¢g Sigma

Yeast extract®* 1.00g CONDA
Peptone™* 1.00g Difco

Vitamin solution’** 10.0ml

FEAR A ¥ REASERT A~ o I AR KRG R
A2 GE R 2 MR > 2: Trace element solution = A 4- % 3-2 5 3;

Vitamin solution = 4 4% 3-3 o
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% 3-2 Trace element solution = 4

Component Content (I'") Source

Conc. HCI* 1.0ml Riedel-de Haén
NiCl, 0.05¢g Riedel-de Haén
H;BO; 0.05¢g Riedel-de Haén
FeCl, 2.00g Riedel-de Haén
CuCl, 0.03g Riedel-de Haén
ZnCl, 0.05¢g Riedel-de Haén
(NH4)sMo0,0,4 0.05¢g Riedel-de Haén
MnCl, 0.05¢g Riedel-de Haén
CoCl, 0.05¢g Riedel-de Haén
AICl; 0.05¢g Riedel-de Haén
Na,SeO; 0.10g Riedel-de Haén

%k ok R B A pH T IR A e~ &K

Ik

% 3-3 Vitamin solution = 4

Component Content (I'") Source

Biotin 2.0mg Sigma
Thiamine-HCl 5.0mg Sigma
Pyridoxine-HCl 10.0mg Sigma
Nicotinic acid 5.0mg Sigma
Riboflavin 5.0mg Sigma
Vitamin B12 0.1mg Sigma
DL-Ca-pantothenate 5.0mg Sigma
Lipoic acid 5.0mg Sigma
P-aminobenzoic acid 5.0mg Sigma
Folic acid 2.0mg Sigma
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333 EkA 8

ANFE G T YDA R strain TCW1 1 kE & ¢ (roll-tube) i
(Hungate, 1969) k= = - § siBA22 ;8¢ M98 ¥ B B & 81 F
AAAERHUETIRF 2P EE Y U TARE A 25gL
*5 (agar) )2 o -cellulose (Sigma) T 5 A H kih o ¢ BH 2B %

HE AN RSB EIREE T A HEAT F4F & 50-55°C

Q"»

Rig® R ZERED MK A L i R iR A SR
Bl RS S e g T P R o BRI RN KR 2
PO Pk e o A EraTRE R MR - *HE TARE A
W 55°C W ia s & o

BARZF2ZFET LINFEAL > A& F o Pasteur BLIF S
KR e Py PhAs 0 45~ g (Whatman NO.1) & A B2 TA
BAAREY PR BT g R E o HRIRE R

33

oy

B ¥~ AIEEE R~ S5CEMRAE c GHFATEE - L
BLRIRAT LR EQARIHBES B RBHF BREKRT: T - %
EE AR LRE AP FANRF L 2 0 AR

o R UERBRERpAEI SV ET RS o
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34 4732

3.4.1 & zk3t# (Hemacytometer ) ¥ m?2 §7 £

L

T E strainTCW1 2 £ 26 > d 9% EAe 7 EFHLER
BF o FIPrEEITERIFFM (SS) & T RMIFFHE (VSS) #-7
B FR AT BRI AR AR P E RS P RER S i
Tl mie ) M AR ? o Strain TCW1 2 ¥ #cy wmie T £ 5 5% >
A P EET e R E TR 2 o BRI L ST Y

AL SE RN N SLEEE Y

The number of cells/mL =

(Number of cells counted x dilution x 20,000 x1000mm’/mL)

Number of small squares counter

(3-1)

*:20,000=400 smaller squares x 50 (Cell depth is 1/50 mm)
F AR AL T AR e kR 8 0% i0 E R A )
#Ea e wiir e E MBETLstrain TCWI 8 % &7 b R A F

PEamre € Fla e REE > Qe 4 (Cellobiose) 2 A F % >
2 18 e e PERBEE X B~ 100ml 2 & % 0 02 0.2um TC S g AAE g -5
253

FE R lmie kR o
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342 a2 kR Bl
RAZ LT ERBELY  BA T P AUE R AE T 7 UNR

BREIDRfR2L P F R RS S R

B>
14
=t
f
Q-
(p4
o
'3

2 pehe 2Ty ¢ ZA 4 2 (Anthrone colorimetry ) i &5k 1/ 33
fafic & e d 5 %% ¥ fwre e+ 3 (Updegraff, 1969 ) £ * JEArpk
RfFGREZ > RS NIMEBES ARSI AL T A RER
( spectrophotometer ) # ;& & 620nm 2. F T_¥ 2. (Vilesetal., 1949) -
BB fe B R pL/R LS i Rk R R (80 %) & kAL (65 %)
101 (viv) bR E @ 1F o R AR ¢ # 0.2g anthrone ( Sigma)
96 %k At T E 3 100ml {84 & %33 o 2 a-cellulose (Sigma) %
FEERREERARESR (C4es ) AP % 4T
a. B~ 1ml Z 88 %2 %%+~ 3o (6,000 x 5Smin) {87 *
oo
b. 4e ~ 0.3ml /R S R0 5 &+ B AR E 30min BL e o
c. 3 (6,000g x Smin) {4 F E R o
d. m2 3 kiEflesad o 4 (6,000g x Smin) 12 R
e. st > 0.2ml JEFnfs (96 %) R £353 » & & 4512 Vortex-Mixer 2 7F
- XEIHRBIIOURKERD  AURIR G TRAF BER o

kRIS % 0 48 KA 10 3 A -
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g PoAFTRA R Iml 4e » 2ml R iEA 0 R E393 -
h. -k 15min > 4 #r% 28 o
i. A& ks R 2+ (Shimadzu, UV mini-1240) # 620nm j& & £ 7 jp|H

\:}Ll{()ﬁ °

343 BREER B E
B R pEk R B ToE 44 DNS 2 (Miller, 1959) I g :xz. (X X,

2006 ) - DNS 4| (Dinitrosalicyclic acid reagent) 7.3 %% ¢ B R
ERAM Rtz d Zus kLRI E2 o H DNS @EAIfe @Wic™

(100ml): 12> & 2 #p3 -k L4 f# 1.6g NaOH 3 & 3 d& 14 > 4c » 30g
FVE Bedndp (K-Na-tartarate-4H,O ) » £ 4 » 1g3,5-= A A K4 e
(3,5-Dinitrosalicyclic acid ) # =_# I 100ml > %73 3% 4 °C % P& sk Eg ©
TRMEEFEZATEKIZA2 2 ¢ FHHAELE S5 5H "Ik
Bl M (Sigma) (0 BES (HERz ) -

ol R R RS 05ml B & RS 3 (6,000g X 5min )

B b B ﬁiﬁﬁﬁ% # o g 0.5ml 4e ~ 88 4F DNS 28R & 32
ERFRVES R X W &ﬁ*“iﬁ»@ﬁ"s P BN ERE S H 10 A

& > MA R A Er T FIR S > 1A Rk R 3 (Shimadzu, UV

mini-1240) 7 540nm ¥ 2k T g H T B o
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3.4.4 {5 EpE (TSS) RRRBIZ

B fRpEI s —FifaiE  (Phenol-sulfuric acid ) | #.2. (Dubois,
1956) - A% BEHEETEERY I BEAEBER T M KEELE
W AN E R 4 oo FB%kEART 98 %ikAfc (J.T. Backer)
A pet] 5%ps %% (Riedel-deHaén) - ™ § F 4 (Sigma) 3 &
B it TR LT E LRSI Imb 3<(6,000g X Smin )
Be bR R B AR BARRR Iml e » 05mlfRiR iR TR £305
Bt » 25ml AL 0 AR BRRAIRE BOF N R HE L F BA
7 > 1 Vortex-Mixer 323 2 & » #% 10408 FF B 2is bk

% B FIE ekl R A 490nm A K TRIER LR RER

ol

ES
=L

UEE RS (e ).

345 Bk ip k47 (HPLC) & 45 R 3#t4 +

0 R B d strain TCW1 K28 24 » e 554~ H
PEILE S SHS JEF M Rg A EL > U B AR AP & 47 R (Shimadze ) B 2 H
FREE ER o LR L 20ul 0 ##4p 5 0.008N H,SO4. % % (Vinik 5
0.6 ml/min ) » 4 47 ¢ 1 5 Transgenomic COREGEL 87H3 (300 mm x
7.8 mm) > i B % 5 Rl-detector ( Shimadze, RID-10A ) - 1245 strain

TCWI Pt g4 27 Rz SHASP T E22 B ERe 7§
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FH R AR R B Ak TE

(45T ) e

346 2 & &~ 19

¥ LRE Fic A 2 Clostridium B Ffe 0 1 & fF 40 A 4 5 =
F B2 & § > M 4k +7 R (Shimadzu GC-14B) fie & thermal
conductivity detector( TCD ) ip| = 2. » #7i * ?. 1.2 Molecular Sieve SA
60/80 mesh # *e g3 ¥4 (£ 2.1m > P /£ 32mm) ¢ > @& * ii‘
kS EF 0o 5 25ml/min RS WA F 02ml o F AP K 47
&~ ¥7 ¥ 5 injector, 120 °C ; column, 50 °C ; detector, 140 °C - TCD
current, 60mA » % kR & § iR SR W (e ) g § 22

BHRPFA AMEFTIF AR 28§ 0 B AR

Rk F R RA TP IR A ORI LR T R
wABF Mo TREFHES A EFEE

347 36 FkA A

AR EHS R0 T 5 0 R b RaRE R 20 B U
i -9 FPR G F 4% (Yang and Wyman, 2006 ) {1 % 3 &
3¢ F 4472 2 (Bio-Rad Protein Assay ) it {74 47 > Jt £ i &% ¥

¢ 7z Coomassie Brilliant Blue G-250 » 2 3-¢ W% &£ pF € d ‘wikhd #
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= Ed 125 F 3 (Bovine serum albumin) % % 152 Sfe @ik £
B ) FHEFFARED Y 02ml B R RE S doF UK

RIEFPE " SN L w?ﬁ v 2 1SR AT ERE R T 14 (viv) v b3E

‘-\w

EERR SRR FUIPESTE T SRS 1 8 LR TR

BESAoBEFERI R oA kLR A

{v . ;l : > N ,L - N Y
» \’zéfg‘d lé?ﬁ/ﬂ é\' R EEET *

595nm A & TR H KRR o

35 a2 P RREE
3.5.1 DNA %3

AR ¢ * 2 total DNA 3 B~j2 1 * lysozyme 3 fm ) jm 52 £E
X 1L SDS Jr o i 2 AR S ¥ {4 12 phenol/chloroform #- DNA

o N
_z_,‘ingg,—%/

\\\Xr

+ b Barnsetal. (1994) ¥ e & F 5% Z & 3ecz o F
% Jp 2 % Solution I (100ml) : £ #% 25mM Tris-HCI buffer 100ml *¢
» Immol EDTA » £ 4c » 5mmol glucose > pH 7 & 8.0 /= Ffs & *+ 4
°C %73 °Solution IT % Iml solution I % 2% # ¢ » 0.02g Lysozyme Egg
White ( Amresco, USA) » 14 Vortex B % 18 » #7233t 4°C %35 o
DNA ¥ B3 FdeT

a. -] 3t ¢ Eppendorftube 2P Iml & -k E 3t 70 °C #4474 o

b. #-2 4 £ I iy 2 A e (6,000g X 10min) T f o
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c. i ihlmie 1 E FPRF R T s (6,000g X 10min) I 5 2 =124

d. AT B 2w £ 4c ~ solution IT (¥ 0.5ml wet cells per solution
M) 8 »37°CH48F B304, 4 R g 7L (F R
PETETF UERZ TG ) o

e. & 0.5ml Fig 4 » 25p120% SDS > F T B R & 1 A48 A e
e B o

’

w

f. # 0.5ml /% 4 » 20ul proteinase f= 10ul RNase ¥ F & 7] % &

BEA37°CH4F 0 B 10~ &R ik o FH Y G AR

A

PEERZAE T pipetdd S A R2ZIREEY o F R 2R

RRFEP 0 F &7 L overnightg # 2. F B > o

>~

g FF AEEBFEZE > s (9,000g x 10min) 2 “érf °

N

h. #cv » phenol/chloroform-isoamyl alcohol 14 2 chloroform-isoamyl
alcohol (7R & = ;% bild4r @ F R SHA 5 500pl » £ 4e » 250ul

phenol/chloroform-isoamyl alcohol & 3-v B %+ » F T3

w

IZEIE

[

Xl

i

W

—~ NAE S TR LS @ DNA YA 3

m

L=

» B :T‘JF f,@;n

&

R o 4v > 250ul chloroform-isoamyl alcohol #~B~-K 48 % 4 phenol >
eSS i) g (6,000gx Smin) {3t K ki3

oo F o Bl AT AAPY B FF ($HRG F)o
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LKA EEA B EIApRG B L NAe %

49

};j ﬁFﬁ’,i Kﬁg °

j- %t~ 44 chloroform-isoamyl alcohol Ir # % h iR £ - #2.<(6,000g

X Smin) {55t kA i ) s

k. 4r > 2.5 & 884 7k Ethanol absolut ( %73 *-20°C » & * 70 4 B~1)

BB EST PRI ¢ 5K DNA 4791 > 3w (6,000g X Smin )
FENET

1. 12> ¥ Ethanol absolut /3% DNA pellet 12 2 % %

BRSO X

BT 2 o
m. “v 50pl ¢ 3¢ £ 70 °C = 77k 3] DNA pellet

BN 5 R A

Haf2 > % DNA #46 5 & %3 20 & F-k ™ 2 40 7] 100l -

n. #DNABRFEFFA4C(LYFET E-20°C) B#FL F =B

® @44 DNA 74 -

352 PEHREER TE

FPoartf 2 DNA B e reql® b LR hif § Hfff 6 5§
T 5 k& 260nm %2 280nm k4e 5 DNA F Be»cdk 2 B & - DNA &
H7 10 260nm L £ kG ST R 0 Flet DNA ER T ,u;ﬁ“ 3-2 ;¢

B oom Feu ?éﬁﬁxfi‘;g’phenol = DNAZZ? ¥ L+ -
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X e 280nm & k2 T RIE H s jT R o Ft 260 2 280 BfT v
5 DNA # R > 7 F pt 1) DNA B~k o

DNA concentration (ug/mL) = ODyg x 50* x dilution (3-2)
*: 50 (ug/mL of DNA =1 OD)

3.53 X & ps:g 4 F B (Polymerase Chain Reaction, PCR)
PCR » Jpie & i % 0513 (primer) ¥ i€ P &5 7453 - & &
R PR 7 5 A 16SIDNA > %R 7| lmFaug it £ 5 -
T end & 42 v d PCRFH (& w1t B 7] 4 77 1118 vi% Ffasg - PCR
F &% (Bio-Rad, MyCycler) F g%k Thrdk 34> T g I P &5
g @ * FB%E Y %G 513 135 Bacteria-specific (27F: 5°-AGC
GTT TGA TCM TGG CTC AG-3’ ) & # 5 Bacteria + Archaea-specific
(1522R: 5’-AAG GAG GTGWTC CARCC-3> )(W=A,T;M=A, C;
R =A, G) (Johnson, 1994; Marteinsson €t al., 2001 ) » H 4K BFH| = i»

2 7 &40k 350

3.5.4 PR EEFR T A (Agarose gel electrophoresis )
i Tl IR ,%ggl AERTARPZE LI E A LB T UK
AL total DNA ths A2 &R 8.F 24F » @ 5 d PCR #7453 c7 DNA 7 &

S EMHEHEPEROLERIRME UE D R R AU R LT R
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(TS 2R/ o F B PF L TAE buffer fie 9 1 % agarose » &% 48 5%
7 {5 » 12 6X loading dye ;2 & PCR # % &« &_total DNA (1:5) ;. »
B8 well> 12 50V 7 & & TAE buffer ® 7 /% o 2_ 15 12 EtBr % ;% (25mg
EtBr/1.5ml dH,O » 4c » ILTAE buffer ¥ ) % ¢ 510 » 45 > % *> UV

%7 P 0 B PCR & total DNA ¥ £ o

#. 3-4 PCRE & V53K T

Reaction Temperature Time Cycle number
Activation 94 °C 10min 1
Denaturation 94 °C Imin

Annealing 58~53 °C Imin 30
Extension 72 °C Imin

Final extension 72 °C Imin 1

# 3-5PCR ##&| %2 kR

Components Volume Final concentration
10X PCR buffer 2.5l 1X (Contain 15mM Mg™")
dNTP Mix 0.5 ul 200 uM of each ANTP
Primer (R) 1.0 ul 0.2 uM

Primer (F) 1.0 ul 0.2 uM

Super taq DNA polymerase 1.0 ul 1.0U/ul

Template DNA 1.0 ul about 20ng/pl

Steriled distilled water 18.0 ul

Total 25.0 ul
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3.5.5 16S rDNA .4 & 15 (Phylogenetical analysis )

W2 PCR A F A GEEFRTARBRI YL fmmn B - >
i{ 2 Applied Biosystems 3730xI DNA Analyzer (! %t 2 4 #4305 22
7 )BlZPCR A4 FE 7|t F 33 E 74| * BioEdit # %4 :& 7 ClustalW

AP T RS G H - RER S M E 75 d NCBI database ® nucleotide

14

BLAST v #3{s » ¥ P~{# 16S tDNA F 7[4p 012 Ffd » T % % $h4p i
FfEA 7118 > 12 Mega 4 #i £ = ClustalW A 47 » & 58 B34 #R] -
K T_%  Distance matrix method % Neighbor-joining, tree inference =

bootstrap 1000 replicates > substitution model 3 Kimura 2-Parameter °

3.5.6 DNA-DNA 324 (DNA-DNA hybridization )

Total DNA & & 4p 3t 16s IDNA BLAST v 12 § 4% ﬁ%%i&t“ =]
AR TEA YT d SV A B DNARF A7 TUT TR
# it o R B pFAEd 165 IDNABLAST 2 5 % €5 S 4piT 2 1
Mk (Type strain ) > (5% it 22 DNA 3P~ 5B~ type Ftk (H R 2
Clostridiumthermocellum) %2 unknown Ftk (F % ‘2 > strain TCW1)
DNA - & 2% 12 DIG DNA labeling and Detection Kit (Roche )  #-%+
& 2 DNA # 1% 5 484> (Probes) » #7i¢ * effied H 5

digoxigenin-11-dUTP > # 12 Klenow enzyme ¥ & ° 2. {8 & #7 V& & &
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DNA (1ng/ul) B » ﬁrﬁ it {7 labeling efficiency » ¥ 45 d &% 5. DNA
EREIFSIER > HBA T 7 L 4oB 33 (A) - BRFVHB 22
T ed e DNA B 78 > 4 #1212 2 B 4d o 2HiF (blot) % nylon
membrane } > BH = £4f2 > HEBAF T R4 3-3(B) LT
UV-crosslinking #] @_° ?X {¢ #- membrane pre-hybridization #& # % § +
BoBEFe 2§ 2 4548 overnight > #5324 % £ 2. membrane % &
% 11 colorsubstrate solution ¥ fr & K GIRE T T o U iF K
membrane § ik 415 > f1* Tina ¥ (488~ 47 & blots = &
(luminance) /g W F ez R e w jFa - a7 2 A J00 P

# F TR total DNA #p i B o
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10 3 1 0.3 0.1

10 3 1 03] 0.1

~

R R

3]

0 25 50 | 75 | 100
50 75 [ 100 O 25 Hg,
£

100 0 25 | 50 | 75

0 25 50 | 75 | 100

50 75 100 ] O 25

& o

100 O 25 | 50 [ 75

B 3-3 Labeling efficiency 24 {7 . BI(A) > #&F 2 P H =3
(pg/ul); DNA-DNA hybridization -4 % 7 % B(B) > #&5 > £ &
= % (ng/ul) °
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3.6 FA A 4 mEE A
3.6.1 % fF ~ % ¢ (Gram staining )

AR BMAFEER L ERR S h— T A RS
Hwe il T aH S5 %A 2L B GRY) 2 BEEA (&
§ ) AFHKATRY A FNAI A 22 (Difco) B AL

¥l mie YL R P XA AR FE we o 1B 5% (Crystal

AN AF £ 0 2 {8 d A [ Acetone : Isopropanol=1:3 (v/v)) i%iF

(FRFEADEETREE D20 L RFIEMEY 2w L&

R N EE Rl 1) RN ¥ R S
MFARIF 2 > %¥F 11§ o (safranin) £ x4 ¢ > BHEFAFS 25 &
oA BEED e B FEREE RARY

3.6.2 % k| % iz(Congo red)% ¢

ARBHATH AR N5 ¢ 7 o-cellulose 2 R E 0 L G el
exo-cellulase (4 K jZ AR 1T € A fF)i5 ¥ B2, = clear zone » * F &
TP FIRE 7 ¢t exo-cellulase > & 7 R E F R Y SRR &

F#* B % = (Congo red ) ¥+ 5 pE4g e’k & 14.( Teather and Wood, 1982;

Rensburgetal., 1998) k@EH a2 54 - FkpLmd lglh % =3
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o5
¥

RILE IM & Bk > B3 & (8§ clear zone (UE F L~ B % AiB

2

*m

§
n>»

Ad K- Lk FAK

g
Jreh
T

“ A ’ RS 4~
o S BAKRS 9T A4

/
DRV Sl I R A ",/TT’? B2 S EB RIS BRI

BV RS BT

3.6.3 FpE% (Morphology )
3.6.3.1 =ip £ B AR

> 4p £ 8 s (Model BX40, Olympus, Japan ) F1|* & 5 kg et
kR B AR L RCR ALY E ApTR kA P g ki € F S A

T

e LR L E L R R RS

=N

@Hr y BT &_ﬁgﬁvﬁ‘P\,La—a-‘fr'ﬁ-‘]’}ﬁ"[/#%ﬁ%ﬁvpﬁrwfg ‘g’f ° Z e

BB BB T LAY agar AR TR TR £

IHEDFAREHFER T F P BB b2 15g/lagar 3R 0 B2
FRETPRFIERTRER D FIFFE D ERZL

3.63.2 7 &3 T+ Bk

T e J2 P L - 1g/L bacitracin jF %4 % (Coppernet) F » & - &
BB CLRUR IR 3 F I R SR AR T A R e B
I ;‘/@fﬁ&% S AR 0 B fsif + Sg/l Bih L (Phosphotungstic acid,

PTA) 87 f 209 1-24) » i B R R 7555 T 5 Bikst
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(JEM-1200CX 1) p L% o

3.6.4 ¥ % BRI

e R e E IFL""T J%ﬁﬂ A Pk g 2 b B
A #éﬁf?iii%%ﬂ Fud kR A3 FhFMA (Sneathetal,
1986) > H @ ¥ JI* ghil (¥ @G ) SRIFEP G £ & G-
% o 2 %7 4+ Clogtridium § 2 S ‘e K fga 4 22 )r% ( Monserrate et

al., 2001; Warnick et al., 2002 ) #':i% ;p|:&s R (Lignin, Xylan, Avicel,

o-Cellulose, Starch, CMC, Inulin, Esculin, Pectin, Sucrose, Cellobiose,

Maltose, Salicin, Lactose, Melibiose, Fructose, Arabin, Galactose, Xylose,

Phamnose, Mannose, Sorbose, Glucose ) > % g 3% A #H~ #t#H % 2. C
Thefmoce”um'f '1+ )$ & ﬁﬁ&\?ﬁﬁ;‘:/? B34 i“’" i){g}ﬁp ; IJ:"—- 5%?3@-?‘?73'5 v ;Z%@

FRSgLMAEED IEEARYFLAT 2 BE>FTRAAY

3.6.5 B % ' F R

2 e ;};Jei;] 41 Clostridiumthermocellum i 3F % % 5% % 4v
SRR R- R G R E T e 5k (Cellulose fiber ) it 4 (Bayer,
1983 )- % 7 f% Clostridium thermocellum strain TCW1 &_% 4k H & %

Fith— g s AR R ST Awm e /F*J% (Roger et al., 1990; Gelhaye
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., 1992) 2+ & %t ¥ % (Adherent percentage ) = j* ' 13 st 2. o F %
PFLEE AFTARARL (P & B) F 4o 3g/lipay (113
B2 Ry BRSO B AN 060em) R ABKEERF o e L
BB & ([ Y% Polypropylene 11 8 > #§ #£ PP) g i
FARAFF T 0 WFFFREE G F AL e > o 3g/l g A
PRk P B (18 ) #a & 3 R dhiwz gt (6000g
x5min) # R AR 2 AHTARE AR TE > 4o~ BT

BoEE Y o BT 65°C e Y kTl st & (~80rpm) ¢ lwE

EFQ WSt BRI RS NI e T S
v Ak kB 2+ (Spectronic, 20D7) % 600nm & £ T B H A8 G e sk

BooEXED 33NBE AT e

Adherent percentage (%) =

Absorptivity of initial — Absorptivity in supernatant

(3-3)
Absorptivity initial x 100
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37 Bagpmivad o147
3.71 BB F)F

RA-kRABEL Loraeag ek iEpEE (Cellulase) ki =

b

Fadarkiion AL LB P F S AR S F A S day
REAMEOAE O RARATEAEY - A 1y ?lf’ﬁfp IR R R
KRR EATRSE T FEL A BE (Andreausetal, 1999) - F %iE

% o-cellulose (T 5 4 iR et & > 4 W] iR FFFE 5 4% 8 B 55°C

A

FPTAERRER LB 540,45,50,55, 60,65 and 70 °C > & )R] 2

HA EMEPREGEEF o

pH 5 M F 4 I dofad 3 124 % 1AL - 0k 2
L imre d & figmy F £ 4 5 (Fulton etal., 1979; Shi and Weimer,
1992)-TA 3% & & ¢ &£ 7§ NaHCO; § £+#FHE 2 hCO 5 2 3 1%

A RSP bk b B0 AR S FEd 1 NaHCO; 3 # A flie

w

A Asde pH 33 & o 0 e do R S e L R R kG 13 B
BAARS  RRPE - R FBF EF BHBLRATEIR G S
50 mL 2 st i ¥gie 7 0 2 NaHCO; i #e ik R 4o % 3-6 #7n © F "% pH

IPEE S S F]w’é‘f)‘ %#?&T*EMV'@‘ FeAzde pH ¢ £ 10 35
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B AT REY ENEBRBEA S -

% 3-6 NaHCO; 7 v JE & 2 4p 32 % 44 pH

Concenstration of
NaHCO; (g/l)

0.126 | 0.400 | 1.26 | 4.00 126 | 40.0

Initial pH 5.93 6.09 6.41 6.87 7.34 7.71

373 AFER

B A e KR @ B S F 1M (organism) hd & A%
IR ATER &M AFkLI Pt £ 8380 M2 R LA FBEH
Bk fumﬁ%‘ﬁ%] » o 11 o-cellulose = A B > % = 0.5, 1.0,3.0,5.0,7.0

and10g/l 7 e B4t £ Y > TplE 4 Enz BRpEASF o

3.74 R % (Agitation) 3 2K fEHE
R AP B & 8 (TKS, Orbital shaking incubator
OSIS00-H) ® eh F %% » ki 4005 90 & #02 RF] s
ded o d AR L IURNFILARE > FP B R T 2IBF L A
CEF kg FRH (FE) 27 g ar Ry (AF) &
FRRIAR G F30 F Rid 5o 3h B3 § o A a8 7 (Lejeune and Baron,

1995; Freieretal., 1988) ¢ » 3 #£34 3] o | % 1 150rpmerdg i ™ & {7
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5

FFEABRFORAEFVFRO AN P BRIV RBEZATRE
g A TR o
3.7.5 % AR F R

FRZL BT LR FES P 0 57 P strain TCWI &t B 7 2
et R AP R EF AT OvRE A BERET R EL C fE5E  RA
FELHE-RREFRRFOERE L L ZRBAPELR -2 E X (Napier
grass» & £ % Pennisstumpurpureum) ( 53 = 8) £ 8% 2 &S ¥
RERZKYCEGRAFTE Fpd o 5 £ 2 iR (Bhandari
al., 2006) — HL* R L FE  BELANF ISR A LA B 57
G (60 % B gas ) b Ba  RBEE LA
AEP~FEVIFEI LA S AME (2 52004) EP iR

£ILP 2 iR 2 — o BAEA f R B TR kT AT R

T

T

ETBARERBADALY p FRRLEELR €3 A FHKRTH

f
B2 k¥ izd A 0 12 30mash e B RS TR AR -
fete kp SP IE FEEY > S BEPRLE2 0 R
30 mash #éF 3 i g {6 2 AR TERARR -
RBIAME %“‘”Kigrﬁft‘ AT H EENBREE LN

LoAFrrgRieEd g R G WE AR i E o R

L PRI L AR -
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3.8 Ra-kfapri i
3.8.1 -k iRES A
38.1.1 ¢ Als p o Ak R R R S
AP e p i 7 fE strain TCW1 g%z # #h 27 )] 22 20 A g o

%

e
"lh

2 Ml 3RS E AR }}% ( Adney and Baker, 1996 ) >
A Gk R R E T AT S Avicel s @ N o A5 ok iR R RIS AT

Pl % CMC » B i ff4oT™

o

. Fe Rl IM A - ¥ PL S 7% % (Sodium citrate buffer ) > 34 & pH 2

6.8 (HFRUAE ) EEF4°C2T g wnPNEFT 30K

I~

ZpHEZEF & -

b. B & % # % 5 20ml - Hungate tube » ##P~ 0.03g ek AL » e
» 9.25ml eiE &l K > 112 0.75ml iR F s (FRAAT S
CMC > R G #5388 LR K43 f2) -

c. #5% I HEH NER s (6000g x Smin) 0 #- b E R R R
W2 e F oo B 4°Ce

d. 4v» 5ml } 2% 2% 2 b ¢ Hungatetube » - B| 3 B ¥k & 2¢/1
A 0 0.05M 4 -1§ FrphchF g o

e. #MFEFE 5 CufF b REFFBRRPEBRPEER

f.odra b RA* 3 & Fv FA 472 ¢ (Bio-Red Protein Assay )
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BT R0 FORAEA AT o
g BEEPUzEZF L4ma A2 F 0 pga@ Rt 1% DNS &
RpgiplzEE (£ %,2006) ## o

h pEE v EsiFfmghe Facdd 55 U-

3812B-F FHHERF I

B-F FMH P E A1 d S ILILF g 0 4ot 1 DNS 3B R pE 2
72 % % cellobiose 7 i+ # ¥ * 4-Nitrophenyl B-D-glucopyranoside
(pNPG)(Sigma) 3 iI3# 4 7> 3 % i #2305 £ 2 g% (Otieno, 2007) -
PIEPER MM S 6mL > B ¥ & 5 50ul 2% bR 0 B AR L

0.05SM 4 -R e ma e > @ AFER 5 ImM- SAapE2 21 (U)

br

T & H* L PrA 2 % 5 umol 4-nitrophenol °

3.82 Ha-kjzpF4 (Cellulosome)

Clostridium thermocellum 2 3 < 1§Je (Lamed et al., 1983; Bayer €t
al.,, 1986) & - thE 3 S K j2ps Ok 0 &~ & Clostridium
thermocellum iz 12 4F & Alensk At Z et kA2 a3 > L EpE 2 5
Weehweda VA REM LR KNS o AP KD DL
Z_strain TCW1 &_% ek 12 & Clostridium thermocellum £ 5 4 &

K fREERY S o -4 %t strain TCW fm ¥ £ b 58 17 5k a2 75 1n
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T HiF'wmP i fedeT™ !

a. el IM H-RIFFEETFIR > AL PHI 68 (27 & M &)
a4 CaTHr R anbEFIZEKRALAPDHAE T £ -

b. & # ¥ # % 5 20ml - Hungate tube » =B~ 0.02g ek AL » e
» 8.5ml erga&-Rk > 11 % 0.5ml ehik i buffer o

c. HFHB AR BRHENG A AR AURPREE > FE
Hl s S Ra g etk B2 ARk 60ml /i

d. #-FpRdps (6000g x Smin) > 3 * EiR § 2~ F3k (pellet) o

e. " 0.05M &-BIFFREFL R EFAFREZLRF - EAFHRID
=3 "*—1#&

f. #-Fzk s 0.05M p-BHFRE T3 R T2 3] Sml> AL F R wie g
% (Branson, Digital sonifier 450D ) %A /kiF T Frplim?e » H K T
4o 3-7 o

g #imre g P e (9000g x 10min) > 12 0.05M 4018 54 5 673 %

o5

e s (9000g x 10min) = | = = 2 ",/TT—‘F#E o
h. #-loz 77 172 0.05M 4 -8 S 75 % T & 7| lml T 4c %ﬁ.%b
Fleg > RIEFIE S ER 281 A - 0.05SM -5 F BE -
i #E R~ 65°CUHE o R BRI B RPELR -

R (U)EE S E M AY § 5 ug 9B RpE o L DNS B

4
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pERIGRE (£ X,2006) #)iF o

3 3-7 &3 ke BURRZ R T

On time Off time Total on time Output power

10 sec 20 sec 2 min 41W




4.1 FBRA

AR AR LB R L9 (2552005) %
Ja® (Whatman NO.1) & 8 81 & sk Sk R F# Y 0 1R $jis
A AL 2 T *%gﬁc%’ FRE B KRR E RS%BHLA B 5 strain TCWI
TCW3 ~ TCW4 ~ TCW9 » TCW10 ~ TCWI11 > f= TCW12 - 319532 &

ARG LFRAETT AS5SCREERT > ¢ FRANTARE A

oo RTE| TR E G BILRE SRR

411 BRKRERG 4 R

B ORT R RILRE BACKRFEY o FE NG BB

o ~F % oo-cellulose (T3 A APRAF AT 255°CT TAR %
Ao o uplERRpEAL B F B KRB E RS 00 R apE a4

BA F AR 4-1 Kk 5o P TR FH BT < SRR S s TCWIO0
To TCWI2 dig & Bvg Mo 8 @ bk > R AGE RS ®Ri2 5 0P O3
kg s A o pRERFALES (R4-2) kg TCWL ¥

E P EA g 72.9 mg/L-hr A AR H @ R F T e £ SRk R S

!

k5 TCWI1 » 3 b3 ehd 3 Fpt 12 strain TCW1 2 #7 7 P R FHK -
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(1ye1/3) 9181
uonsIJIp 3so[N[[d)D)

ﬂ ﬁV\.
y 1%
& ar <
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3. . 4\@
) ar <
g o
= 1 %
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= 1%
i T %
] 1 %
% <

<

Z 1%
k‘muu TT &
: “
&«: l | | | | Q
R o o o - o o <
) (1ye1/3wr) 9361 UOONPOId
M Ie3ns 3uronpay
b

Bl 42 = o R KRR AR ORRPER L S0 g
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412 AEW * %
TR R BT A B R R Atk AR Y > 3 IR T strain TCW]
TR avkiziEg P ha-cellulose s B AHE N4 XSGR

MEEREE S FEAL > A FE %R clearzone I o 57 W B
Flie Flie F

S cnBg o Fp PR )

I

Bl % o d Shas o Rk ev s

BEp L MR ATRRERS S A RRERKIEELE

(\x

WA EPER A R s ad B RAcR 43 T RIled ®

BLgaz oa FiE % Flclearzone PR M &I o

Bl 4-3 2 a-cellulose & A& B Pstrain TCW1 g > (5d W% 2% &
e % FR AT Jun ¢ R B 5 F 2 a-cellulose #7i = 1 clear zone 0 T

¥ a? g IlFES strain TCWI F% o
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PR R S % K F o strain TCW1 At 3 £ B 48 ok 2 A
ERES 1%%;%5: v BV TR R Al e E 2 4-5 2 4R clear zone i

ﬁf]*% ’ % gt 2 ¢k > clear zone e > FEM T strain TCW1 &2 3

cell-free 2 P a2 Atk > T2 3 P B G oAl apEd o 74
e a-cellulose ~ Avicel &5 & A B a2 B (7K f# o

42 B3 L3k FE
4.2.1 DNA 3% P~£ 16S rDNA 3

*F B p strain TCW1 % B~2_ total DNA> M $- B R & e 4f &
¥ 16S DNA & (7 #3 > F PF&F 35 5 F 513 annealing (. & 1% &
el - B FEFRPRETAE LRBEL2L PCRAFER T

B 135 Rl 4-4 %% > ¥ 5 T strain TCW1 2 total DNA band d ¢4

\f“lﬂ

Exm g As > Hépband 22 PCRAY » L& P £
o] #H P8 >t marker #% i3+ 1500 bp» 2% @ annealing i & % 58.0, 57.6 °C
PRI G AT PCR A 47 D ¥ RAC 1 315 i KR ek R AR
A 1500bp 75 BC o MR 2 AR > R Y 513 AR EFE -
Mgl o AR AR VAR S R R KYLS SIPCR A 4

(annealing ;8 & =57.0°C) T2 8 T/ & o
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3000bp — -
20000p —, [l ;

1500bp — : [*1 % I ¥
1000bp —

500bp —»

@B 4-4 Strain TCW1 #itotal DNA (Lane2) ™ % $ & PCR & $
P B (Lane 3-10) eiE gy paw A B %> H PCR annealing ;§
B d Bl 3-10 &+ %) 5:58.0,57.6,57.0, 56.0, 54.8, 53.9, 53.3, -

53.0 °C » 1% & marker (Lane 1) % B 4B %7 o

4.2.2 BB MA T

FEIH TR OB PHRISRESED AP HRT2LE S
FHMAIE R AR E S - 0 T8 NCBl e F Tl 4
T4 B B 2 Pk 16S IDNA A 5] » B s 12 MEGA 4 #8832 4 4t

Bl > B 5% 4B 4-5 977 o RAGAGATA 1T 0 ¥ 5 T2 strain TCWI
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B #:3T Atk 5 Clostridium thermocellum 1% 2 F#& DSM 1237 (DSM
1237=ATCC 27405=JCM 12338 =NCIB 10682 ) > @ {245 NCBI +* %
16S rDNA #4p 02 & & 8 & 96 % > — 430 5 ATfE F R 16S rDNA 4p 02 &
B i3t 98%2 T > d gt % kG o strain TCWI § ¥ it 5 AT F A
s % ¥ 2 DNA-DNA #2 & x> o Strain TCW1 16S rDNA 5 7| } &

*t NCBI 4L > accession S5 5 EU916270 (*itéx~ ) o

100+ Clostridium thermocelium stramn JN4
3 Clostridium thermocellum (DEM 1237
49 Strain TCW 1
" Clastridium sp. JC3
* Clastridium sp. EBR-02E-0045

A0 L (lostridium straminisolvens

Clostridium alkalicellum

v Clostridium aldrichii

100 Acetivibrio cellulolyticus (ATCC 33258)
W{ﬂcezivibn’a celhlasalvens (ATCTC 35928)

Bacteroides cellulosolvens (ATCC 35603)

Clastridium sp. FG4

1 C thermosuccinogenss stram DS

B Clostridium sp. C4

[ ]
i

—
0.005

B8] 4-5 Strain TCW1 16S rDNA % #4 7 B] > bootstrap number 3

500 » F = ghbar % 7 5 substitutions per 100 nucleotides °
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4.2.3 DNA-DNA 3¢ &

PR BRI PR S U VA TR RS R R
DNA » % 1 g T_m fﬁfif]’ DNA #p 42 & > 4p > £ 4 * 16S rDNA
BLAST #-{ £ F & &% o % strain TCW1 & & A 75 ¢ B0 2
Clostridium thermocellum ATCC 27405 %2 &> 12 DIG DNA labeling
and Detection Kit % #- C. thermocellum = total DNA #] it % ¥4+ > ¥
¥ 2 2 9rst2 control DNA #7328 11 T & HF 4 > “71F BB % % 4o B
4-6 > ¥ d control DNA kB o & £FHF4EE 5 4578 ng -

#2472 ¥F 4427 C.thermocellum 12 2 strain TCW1 & (7 32
& HBRSR4rB 4-7 B UK PBEHEER 0 D Ul AT B
§OR R AL B R o Bl 4-8- F 1 dp s A F T & RIL L B 3-3(B) )
FHER FEZI REREFRANGE > LR EH-DNA S B ¥
PP d YRR S RS AF A RR A RS § R T FRF
3 “,f PAgzE L gbirie > XV EA W ﬁﬁf@%u} 5] % C. thermocel lum
BN A L > 11 % strain TCW1 &2 C. thermocellum DNA #5 4+
3L > A XL L 4707 ~ 3956 luminance/ng DNA » +“ & % 0.84 » ¥ {8

o FkE d B DNAAP IR 5 84 % A G XI9@ESRM T strain TCW1
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T — 1
10 3 1 (L .1
L a ]
o [ — 1 0.3 bl

] 4-6 Labeling efficiency 5 & ¢ (S 2. BER]> F 7] 5 #£ 422 control DNA

e f

\*“'

» T 5 4 4F 44 C.thermocellumDNA 32 & > #&3F 5 3% 8% 2 +

g > 7 d ¢ RV EHRFFEFRE S 4578ng 0

5 o ° ®
0 25 50 75 100
. L) L) i
50 75 100 0 25

’ - ]
100 0 25 50 75
@
0 25 S0 75 100
o ‘
50 75 100 0 25
b | & &
100 0 25 50 75

B 4-7DNA-DNA fe & & 5 & {62 8 » + > =55 5 C.
thermocellum & £ 35 4-cnge & » T 2 = 7] 5 strain TCW1 £ C.

thermocelluUmMDNA #5452 & > #icF S BEA PR E o
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600000

500000
3
£ 400000 -
£
h% 300000 |

200000 |

100000 |

O | | | | | |
0 20 40 60 80 100 120

DNA blots concentration (ng/ul)

] 4-8 DNA-DNA & & 8% 4 & w jF 5B > 7 (¥ C. thermocellum & #
Pyerzes (B £ F 5 4707 luminance/ng DNA - strain TCW1 £2
C. thermocellumDNA #% -3¢ & ([]) # & & 3956 luminance/ng DNA -

vV EA kAR LA S 84 % o

43 FRI G g2

43.1 FiIPERR
%ﬁ%”ﬁ%ﬁ’mmﬁOMﬁ%%ﬁim%%J’?iuﬂ

BHRAFATRAZ T 2 Ve i AP 2 S PR ag s

R SRR A N

Strain TCW1 5= 4 TA 3 & A % 1 ficd L 7
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5 4 |

R EET A 4 R TENT I MAKRE AL S5 hoF

%]

L

4.9 57 o BT RE B HH 0 MY B @ e as o
AR A BT M E BER AW e AR R R P2 Ak
om AR R IR BT fREAR R BUREE AR SR
Lo AR R AP L RME BAAM e AR - B R aE A
FHRE T 2 A %% 4B 4-10 #771 -H 4-10a,b, ¢, d % strain TCW1

BAEeSa - BTARREAY » #i2 £ DFT > 7 LI Fil e

A e PP e AT pARE (Bl 4-10a,b) 0 BE A

-
i

mE G pES A2 (B4-10c,d) - B 4-10e,f 5 A E &

a-cellulose TA 32 % A2 25 S 3ER A ¢ w2 X R L Fiy ez

?

B 4-9 Strain TCW1 ‘m*® 1F % ;8 7 5+ Bics e & (x20,000) -

¥

-



KB 4-10e, f 2% 7 FF strain TCW1 3 4ok w L 273k 0 C,
F

thermocellum — 45+ 12 4% 7] ik 4 2 7 % F >t & 5 (Desvaux, 2005 ) o

B 4-10 2 = 4p £ &g fics 3p # Strain TCWI1 fm% B4k 2= #(a, b, c,d)
EEEREE (e,f) 3 ATATABRAY w4 L N> w¥e A
JApAbE S R4k (a, b)) CHmr LI prEF AL (c,d)e F A

B & o-cellulose 2 & A7 » Plme ¢ EF W RAF 2o o
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AR Ayt BB R d F s L a ap
<4 B4 - T &M - 1945 Bergey Manual of Systematic Bacteriology #7
% it (Sneathetal., 1986) > Clostridium - 78 2 & B ¥ 5 & 7 <
Bt Ra PR S sirdm . ahdp afar «5»EF2 C
thermocellum 1% # Atk & E_strain TCW1 » & S8 8 = 2% 2
a-cellulose % f F ¢ TA 33 & 7 > +* $*% nutrient broth » £ Escherichia
coli 2 Staphylococcusaureus = & $+pe e » S 5% & R IE fF 154 o

e AT 4&1’1@1}%% % 0 ¥R#-C.thermocellum <& 5 2 7 < 1
{27 (Béguinetal.,1985) #xm » 3 % ° v/l?cp FARR v E Bk
7 é;?e‘g’ iz Rk p 2 FIRB O Cothermocdlum: 2% k5 % 5 2
WoVIE (Ngetal, 1977) 5 = F éﬂgkéﬁﬂg » C. thermocellum % ¢ %
FARAFAKEE AR ERERET we BB

(Reynolds et al., 1986 ) ; @ 1243 Bergey Manual of Systematic

Bacteriology (Sneath etal., 1986 ) > C. thermocellum + # PYG medium

a2

A SRR

g(

& ALK

5

d b= ;};Je E AR %% ¥ o Cothermocellum 14 % strain

TCWI f7% fp33 % i 2 T 03 & 8 o ve BER R oc % 7 it Pl

FEFAASRELE RG2S Cothermocellum 3 1

‘UH-
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R SRR A I A SR SRR S L
FRIEF - FRP ARG E SIHEE SRS FTAH C

thermocellum sz § % Clostridium iz F? 4 & o

433 BEFFHL L2 B

H3rwp ki BERE pHE 2 £ 53 FE AP 29 %G
¥ p) strain TCW1 fegi i cnpl (b i 2 prdmie 4 K chpim > 10 %15
strain TCW1 g 7 @Eis ot pFy #rikdg o FHRFALM T FER T M
a-cellulose % iRz TA B HEFRF > T ot BT E wmie 4
£ 0 B % 4oB 4-11 #7577 > &g strain TCWI €55 °C - & 3] 65 °C 7
PRV ZEEFRAE2ZE €3 PP ToyeEw g
Ei# &% 15day’ s BB 5 60°CT >4 B ki 1.6day’ o

pH #f strain TCW1 * 2 &£ i@ F e 55 & r

;:
&k
Sy
B
Bt
e
&
Y
9

& NaHCO; %33 Bdk B > o 3 255 FE L 384 COp» FIp ¥
AR EATFAL pH 7 RIEPFd LD EREBER - &
65 °C ER TR (L& 44.1) LS540 4120 7 5 3] 1
a-cellulose % ALiRz. TA 2% T > pH X ¥ Mk 8 & strain

TCWI1 % 2 & &> i&j\?%,.‘%% %5 > pH ¥F strain TCW1 2 £ §2 58

41»’:‘

. AR R4 LS pH 64 mﬁéb 4 £k ?Kiﬂﬁ;ﬁojg
SRS @1}% » C. thermocellum 3 # % e pH @ < 125 6.1-7.5 5 4pfi
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2.7 strain TCW1 & 45 plepa b 8t » 107 %

300

N
N
()

\®)
S
O

Cells dry weight (mg/L)

—
()]

1.2

0.9

Specific growth rate (day ™)

=t
s
o
a
s
gy
=
ks
M-

G,

0 10 20 30 40 50
Time (hr)
50 55 60 65 70

Temperature (°C)

Bl 4-11 7 8 B T strain TCWI1 2_+* 4 £ :f F (A )im*2 12 a-cellulose

-~

mrE- R A A A SO ()55 (5)~60 (H)~65 (L)

70 °C (A) & me A Erlme B R - (B) g9 s

VR FHEL AP TR LR ARAE T A REF .
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1000

S 800 |
g
5 600 ¢
o
=
> 400
o
S 200
@)
0 7 - — s — ; 4 |
20 40 60 80
Time (hr)
31 (B)
525 1
=
g 2 F
s
=
S 15
o
o 1r
=
3 0.5
N
0 0 . | . .
5.5 6 6.5 7 75 g
Initial pH

B 4-12 % F 424> pH T strain TCW1 2+ 4 £ F o (A) m¥e 1Y

a-cellulose & ¥— Bk > A B3 & a4 pHS5.93 (@)~6.09 (O) -
641 (M)-~687 ([1)~734 (A)~771 (A) T > ‘w4 £ 11 mwe
PEEIRTE o(B) Gd P2 R R FEG ED o kR 2

LdedhpHIR % Tt 4 £ 5 o
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43.4 7 1% BRBI

AR BRI RAPERE AT > Xk g FfEY < C.thermocellum
ATCC 27405 r2 2 strain TCW1 & B8 (FRF 0 & RART LA £
@ heB 413 0 > Kk SEE BAEC HEEA L 34 AT R
2% o strain TCW1 12 2 C. thermocellum % 5 18 = =X eip| 38 p Jh 18
BE > TRFINCEALTERR S SLFEA K1 g
Foo PG FINIF LD AR Jgkmﬁi ( Patni and Alexander, 1971;
Weimer and Zeikus, 1977) - 145 £ 77 7 F 2Pl % % > T F xylan »
CMC -~ cellobiose ¥+t strain TCW1 4= C. thermocellum £_7% % & § &
Hom ¥ Ay 1 X pF! m"é’f”‘ 24304 £ 4pdkZ. T > maltose
salicin ~ glucose R 3% 7 & 2-3 = ehig e R me ] 3 PR
R 4137 Bt 2 R Sk Fo RBR L RE S0 001 he! K 3
EiEAI* (=) A% 0.01~0.05 hr' & % &l * (£)> +* 0.05hr”
FRTHT (+) a LT EL 4L 3] strain TCW1 ¢* C.
thermocellum s i 4] * & i+ > mannose ¥ A& strain TCW1 41 *
C. thermocellum # = ; @ fructose B E_* 2 ¥ 4 C. thermocellum 41 *
e & _strain TCW1 % {7 > & Fthend gL B v d B E 0 - KA
it 2w A2 3 C.thermocellum - 7 fig 2. (8 ] * xylose 28 @

BAREHESY A RF A3 T REER Y ¥ xylose £F & o
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E 0.15 r (A)
50.12 -
S 0.09
=
= 0.06 [
o
5 0.03 F =
Q
E 0 I | ] ] ] ] ] ] ]
é X S @ > &> > o
9 > NS NS N S
7 %@} ‘Jrﬁ\ § & {()%Qo Q,e’d\ %&}0
B
0.15 ( )
0.12 r

0.09 r
0.06
0.03

Specific growth rate (hr” )

0
Cellobiose Maltose Salicin Lactose Melibiose
= o2 ©
£ 016 |
< 0.12 F
B
£ 0.08 r
Lé’ 0.04 r ﬂ
8 0 1 I | = 1 L T I
2}
o > o o o o o o
6‘0% @o\ @Cy»“O% A@;\O% @\o% 0% @0% \\}oo%
SN & & 0

Bl 4-13 12 2 N EEsg 1T 5 R & strain TCW1 (% ) 12 2 Clostridium
thermocel lumATCC 27405 (v ) 2z 4 £ % > (A) 5 2/ (B)

LR (C) 5 H A -
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F 4-1 1 & NPESR T SRR #strain TCWI1 2 2 Clostridium

thermocellum z_ + 4] # |+

Carbon source

Polysaccharide
Starch
Xylan
CMC
Inulin
Esculin
Pectin
Sucrose

Disaccharide
Cellobiose
Maltose
Salicin
Lactose
Melibiose

Monosaccharide
Fructose
Arabin
Galactose
Xylose
Rhamnose
Mannose
Sorbose
Glucose

Strain TCW 1

+ + +

I+

+ o+ 4

C. thermocellum ATCC 27405

+
+
T
_|_
+
_|_
_|_

+ : Positive, specific growth rate>0.05 hr' ; + : Weak, specific growth rate

between 0.01 to 0.05 hr' ; — : Negative, specific growth rate <0.01 hr™.
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435 S d TR
A 32 % strain TCW1 427 > % IR strain TCW1 w9 4 £ &~ ¥

g{gp—i %; ’ 2‘1 ; ;‘5.% é‘éé; 13‘-% t '4 4 ‘ //L&m%\ #H-/? ~ ;m)?é KTT:‘?‘.})‘:\

BAE A e YAPI B AR e T B R ARK R AR
FOOERMPP R EAEEZ P F 0 RIE strain TCWL 122 C.

thermocellum 4 7 #g 4 B e F A2 & > 2 %% 4o @] 4-14 #77 o
I 7 % %% > strain TCW1 2 2 C. thermocellum IWE G i

FgaF e 4 o Strain TCW1 & 3fp# 1 65°C g & A ¥

TS AT F Y10 %D g F g oo ’&%5112,1\‘;%%;315
3 35% - @ KPR ER ln\b“%'}% » strain TCW1 T 322 3 >t C,

thermocellum » B (&' F 7 A v B F & 25-35% > 48R R Fl 5 o 4

2
o

% i”ﬁ"‘i ‘E’J"E‘-‘A“f‘]’l“’ ¥om L, s\ § e KIT%‘;'—’E’ “ﬁ?)‘?ii
AT e RS R R T R R
LA G R ARER G e SRR AR AR

Wit F o @ C.thermocellum {v strain TCW1 7 i § 't F 304 7 4

Goa 2 B R BATRY BTG ER s«
AFAEH T e 2 HRELT G LN Y Rk R

Pej SR ET AT OL - HFHE PEROTEL - B FE (Ao

% 3 extracellular polymeric substances, EPS) 4 # > ¥ 12 4.2 F &
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SN RITRAEE A B BB A o R H RS -

Adherent cells (%)

| Al |
LA )

0 20 40 60 80 100 120 140

Time (min)

] 4-14 Strain TCW1 (= 35) 2% C.thermocellum (= £ 2) %k

() 2 PP R (z) ¥4 RlEE -

4.3.6 3 A RAPAF &7

1A R B E 2 TA 35 & A pe)2 10g/L a-cellulose % & F > # % 33
FERLEE 44 F Ry S kB (65°CpH 6.8): strain
TCW1 2 A4 K17 W# 5 F ok 52 ) 2 3 2% 4R
4-15> @ L PR EEE RIRAD A DR R 4o B 4-16 - J€& +7 B % 7 > strain
TCWI1 4 &2 4= 3t A Q'[]%J%(Freier, 1988 ) # 74y it 2. C. thermocellum»

SRM-ESFEFBE S B o BB o BB 9o peaks No. 3
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P12 No.5# AfEP L mABAS LV IREH RGP > Jap] 5 A
=W BB A ST Y > FIR T e peak Al o @ ok R

HEsaEis o 24 ARt RRE B = peakNo. 12 ¢ » &
Fe sk B wmE R o

I B 4-16 %% > strain TCWI ehA H £ g Fwizd £ &
N EEEFRAFRRDTE BT 0 BT 32 L P AE B
o6 FLidmeie » JHEH 2 180 LA TE 4G kAL
A g > |0 26/ i R 0 B PR E S BE LR
OB AR o IR R L P R A 524 gL sk E
24 492 g/l chiafEpEN 2 331 gL R RpEA I
119g/L~ #5#064g/L > A b AP => G P23 2 f032gL 3
i 0.20 g/L ~ 2 fi% 0.63 g/L o

A% T 5 0 strain TCW1 2 5k % % i€ (7 £ g5 i @i % (SSF) pF
Bt g AR S IR R (93.9% ®itE A ) AT
bR iRy IGEHRES PR TR AT 93gLanEREs R
e om T wEr Ry R 60mgL kXA 6o fEE P

Bovo A S -
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m'

o] (A)

25:
20
15
104

5 | 4

) 5 X 3

miAulei

! 10 1 ™
minLtes

B] 4-15 Strain TCW1 k5% 217 SSF £ o2 324 0 | 5 (A) 1 2
52 mF (B) 2 HPLC A+ M3 » & S A4 ¢ 250 % (2)~ ¥ §
B (4 A (6) e (7) fre i (8) M & § Ajap 2
PEATATE S P (305) M2 ¢ § TR o8 £ 2 B peak

(1)
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(A)

12
ok s
I L - 10
~ 50 - - {*
= -
B } '“-.______ L E
=40 —
= T
R I~ ]
. - i
E a0 - .
r‘-.. ) - ___}..
= & _j_':.i-' o - = 1
= 20 | P i
s SR v oD
10 - . o [ 2
o — P
0 : : : : : 0
0 10 20 3 40 S0 &b
Time (hr)
B
( 1)zuu .
1 - 20k
_ | =
S, 1000 - Ll
2 g i
‘" _ _p— 15
= ®00 - F = "
f= K F-"
E .‘ = ’ " -~
S 600 - T - 10
g e .
g .
= 400 - —
£ = -5
W e
200 -
’ - N -:"I' j
‘_ __..,-..-.‘ . [— I:' — -
P — — : : . . 0
0 10 20 30 40 50 il
Time (hr)

Cellulose concentration (2/1.)

Accids and alcohol (m M)

- 1000

KOO0

- Gl

- 4000

2000

Sugar concenfration (mg/L)

B 4-16 Strain TCW1 132 287 SSF F B2 AV ER Bl - (A) 5

et B () 2882 kR T% (A) TR BEE (V)
2 RRBEO) 2 -B) itz rzsa-#(M255#(A)
NE B AR (AR (0D frem (V)
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437 & F AP A1
MR E S N ¥ strain TCWI ¥4k % SSFF R A2 4 2 4
¥ 7 (Biogas) :£ 73 & > TRl -LEF >N tri 2 F 5 4

ENMELHTE F R BE5AR 4-17 977 o b—- B4 6 ] PFae

[

Re 3 ¥330ml/Lliquid sh2 5 A & > e dr -2 75§ o dapla
£ COy 5 202 184 § ™ 2.2ml/Lliquid-hr s & 25 % CO, A 1>

FOE X G FALERENY D B G4 (S iR A

IR
16040 k1l
o 140 .
= 1400 ok 3 | ogg
= - 120 = )
F -
E 12010 - E
- = =
= & L—— 100 & o 2
£ 1000 = 5
= g 2 E
L . = 15 ©
2 g . z 2
T 600 : T T r 60 o =
= ; g e . 3 10 =
E 400 - F 40 3 T
= F - E i
2 ' 20 2 [T
L2004 _. 9
0 A . : i i
i 10 0 3 40 50 il
Time (hr}

B 4-17 Strain TCW1 M 2227 SSFF B2 s WAV B 2 H 5 %
ﬁ%%%@%%ﬁiﬁﬁuﬁ¢%%%WE¢%?E’i%é%%f
FEERREAFIFAL - LBEFTAYIAFLFF AL (A

Afa s AL (A) frif ik (@)
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44 BB gt a4 e
44.1 F & 7+

AEEHRALPFERZERZT > W Rostrain TCWI (iR mpE A 2 i@
Fouo BRARAFREERETF BB S 54cR 4-18 27 o
¥ e & ostrain TCW1 60pE 1+ 7 ¥R R 0% 6 340 5 AR 7 F AP
FONER M BB S (B 4-11) 9% A.55-65°C T 4 £ %

EXAEB ARG EFRFRA65°C T AL BRMmAL E

ENS

R FAMETEO60°Cen3 B o jJlAEE kg 0 p 45°C 2 84
FRREORRPEA S BB 2 F65°CHe 0 FIT0°C ¢ 52 ER
FrehAd dl s wiwmre ek 2 L% (B 4-11) dapl R aps o &
WEREAD XE AR SRR AL BB R F BRA S

65°C -

Reducing sugar
production rate (mg/Lehr)
(\O]
()

O L A | | | |
40 45 50 55 60 65 70
Temperature (°C)

B4-18 7 k2 BRHFRAPEA L & FaP o
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4.4.2 pH 73
AF B EAY R NaHCO; % sc 312 % Ad=4spH o A
B RIE A PE'A’»'QPPHT%HE\-%W%' wEF > T NRBRRIEA A TN L

» BB % 4o B 4-19 0 7 25 B 43 pH 6.4-6.9 2. [ 5 #iE iR R pE

|

A4k E o fpEot pH Hiwre 2 £ 5 strain TCWI & pH 6.4 7 -

=

A B endE (W 4-12) 0 5 HPE R0 P PR $ 40 pH
64-69 A pFERELT &~ %X £ R > 7 iE 50 mg/L-hre

S % Ko o strain TCWI g0 £ 02 2 g it B g 3R Sk 4% 35 ph 7k
B B @RRT LET RASigRG R (L) KpEREL

v i P 94245 pH 6.9 -

N o)
O S
T 1

N
o
T

Reducing sugar
[\®]
)

production rate (mg/L
(U8
()

[S—
-
I

)

5.5

B 4-19 7 I A=4s pH % strain TCW1 B B pE A 2 & 5 02 58 o Strain

TCWI 2 10g/L g% 5 AF > £65°C T8 %

83



443 AFTER

AFHNIA P ERZEEE FATRFR A PIEH strain
TCWI1 e i B2 588 B 5% 4oBl 4-20 #77 « 159 %% > "EF A4
FAREFEHRS p MBERFRAFKER A 57 00E 100% (3p¢ F
B FEt S REER) DA az kR 23N TgLE
BIFIT 9 60% Sak Ap-kfz 74 N5 ehad o gz pfr
MR ERGT o ApF P BREAZ R FIEAEFALE LT RN

v B A 2 ¥ FHTE 60mg/Lhre fRRPEA S (Yield) k5

~x¢‘¢+\-

GEER SR EEFRRL TSR S AR 2 i M sq
P Ay TgLladaz R 44 3T > 85 600 mg reducing

sugar/g cellulose » * 2 a2 SRR 5 71 60% -

444 BB %

s % strain TCW1 i42° # 3> A A TR e ZERIPF A
Al tmaRad gy ki d  amka k¢ ERRKRG R
¢ o PR R R UTERE T P > m A e TR DR A
Fai o T RIw P &ES > strain TCWI € ' F et &
KfEF o FANEAM e 2 AT AL B L R A
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Tih

[ 1 '_“

_ 100 - == - E =
= . E .
s a 600 = 60 =
[ = =
T L L E
) N 500 o =
B e P g
= .l ) g Z
2 6l - / 4 = 40 =
E ' T | %
Z A Jon O 4
40 - - L = »
= F 3 = g
z 200 5, 20 E
— £ =]
ER 1] B £
T 100 = =
Y ==

[ ' . - , : ] ]
i 2 4 [ B 14

Initial cellulose concentration {2/

Bl 4-20 Acde A FER SRR ZpE 2 GO0 R () B8tk
BaAbLi05-1-3-5-7-~10g/L> %8R 565°C> iR

% 64 hro

AF M- R BRTRA (150rpm ) T2 8% FA4 B R
FRARRIRZ P AR ZRAF R ALY RT A = 2P A
EISTRE > EEHET LA B ERMIAT > £ B % 40m 421 77
oo W EHL G R PATIRARRG (B 4-20) SEKEE & 5k
HMEATER LS > THIN30%0 T > Ka e etk
Bed 15gl ApFt it R R %™ 5092 8RR EE
PG DRTE R GHEF B4 strain TCW1 308 8% avkfz o &

it > g o KR AT O60m/L-hr R RrprAd 45 0 ¥ AT
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100mg/L-hr 2+ o R/ BEAIZHE . AF 2 o p¥0 L9 %

TR ERALETE D "’Wﬁﬁ aF A 600 mg/g cellulose » IR % 3
T3 & UL 3 B R strain TCW] fwfe 2o & 3 ff A5 0 7 (2 4
g FRAF KR BAT kR SRt A2 (FRAL

BRFE o Ra BFHEF ReR RS pH B 77 B2 HEF

o~

RALEEL A SHS T E ek TN BRABAS R A2 ® 4

W E s B RS L 600 mg/gcellulose » 24 L3 R APk o

700 el

100 w—m e E‘ =
’ e 0 - &0 = F .

2 _ . 600 - 120 2
& n " E 2
g 80 A SO0 o 100 =
= . — bl
@ ' 2 =
2 - wo £ g0 S
- 60l e s |
= - =
g -3 T 60 =
= 40 - - & =
5 | S = -y
2 i g P00 5 f40 3
= E =T
3 20 - 2 E
= & - 100§ (20 3
= &

o & . 0 0
il 5 1 i5 20

Initial cellulose concentration (g/1.)

Bl 4-21 7 FAde A FERF S AR g% (150 rpm) #4523
gtz appopE-(Ddat kg s (A)BREAZE S

(O) BRrpti 3
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4.4.5 X SRR AR

AR I HERAE AT D R S FH ARG R K R T
F o T AAT LBEE X RATIELIRREFRE AN G RE
Eofef o RBAFE TSETERL 65°CpHOS AT IER L
10g/L> & 150rpm RF 2 TH % > # & wlwfe 2 £ %% hof] 4-22 97
TogmE A LR RF ABATRSTA G L LB

2
#2005 FANE REXREHIO FEF 4T ETLLFE A R

L e® 3= a AFEAFTOL LALLM AR - A
ForH R AT R et B R R P K FIT- R e

A RBRAFZAT R FT2AFEFERF S oA FRaE &
AR ARATRET A RN HARART R d (LR 4-16A)>
e F R ARAETERT o Fil e e d B B OB R R
P A £ Jp R SR R F A e RS T A o
FELF 6 > NBRBERTLIELNASF AL > H 25K 4o

423 - PRBpAHEE  MRET AATRE S A5 23 BREED

—\

Bk 28T R T A B 1200 mg/L o 4 SSARIT AR R EE R A
mw}"?’]ﬁ%/}i)i ’FEFZ&J)’{* /ﬂmf?}%'ﬁ%ﬁ*]”& ’ B A2 45 g"hr B, g

24F & 400 mg/L = +
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500 (A)

AN
S
S

Cells dry weight (mg/L)
98
S
S

Time (day)

2000 - (B)

—
*N
S
S

1200

800

Reducing sugar (mg/L)

400

Time (day)

] 4-22 (A) Strain TCW1 12 % o = gkl A e rie $ 2 4 £ o
Mo AR5 10l 38 % A 65°C T o 12 150 pm #5035 % - (B)
Strain TCW1 ™M 72 o 2 ARG AP A28 22 B REER > P54

i ped (Bt (O) i (D F% OO-
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BRI A2 RS KF o FRAFRREE D T o P R
HAaMRETSFELAT X X RAT L2 H > 4 strain
TCWI1 B iE32 2 (65°C) PF o 3% € 7 B B = afhapips 4 0 Ak
2 I F g S B ede RIS WL R e i pEie
Stz b BV AR 3 RN P X A A PR A S
g R AcB 423 SrE o B X AA TS AR AR LR

AFFEPUATRCREL AR o 8 R Rk RE

A
ERAT GG T NRETRRE B AT RS § sl i

400
350
Lj1»5300 -
2 Z 250 r
= 2 200
%‘)%‘;150-
“ £ 100 t
[ F—l
0 | | |

Bagasse  Napier grass Rice Straw  Vegetable

B 4-23 Strain TCW1 ¢+ 417 o X SRA G 02 2 pE it 2 50 i ® > A
W LA ERE (B ) EBRRFEAS (8 )
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pE o SRR R R PERCE AR el S F 2 AR Rk e § PR
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o
\

[N

§ui
ks
we

i€ e DB REEA EArko] o T S Ak fE

&
=
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P

FUH PR AP FEAT AR PRt R R R
AR PN T R ) b Fr g D RAT o Y B RRE -

K% IL" » strain TCW1 -4tz B84 ch2d F Rl ¥ 72
SRR RPN A SR 2 BREE > LI 0T gRlE 4
BARATHT &GRS A2 PEEE > Ao 2 strain TCW1 i i i

A TRE BRI e

4.4.6 ,?é«“’a_-%ﬁg—lb a= -\?)?FJ(;LEL

#-rF2 7 2 strain TCW1 e ¥tk a2 gt o 4 » 2 H @ L 4p
AT et He s a-kjad kb muie i F oo 7 &
AP Er B Rk fEREE o BB E R 42977 o d 3%
%7 5 M strain TCW1 12 fmoe pE it S d 2 ldgoe g 308 63

Fo w7 strain TCW1 2R E B S aFpEit o 4 hFfh -
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% 4-2 Strain TCW1 fmfz 5 a2 Rt v 4 2L 5 2 /F*J% 1 23
Cellulolytic microorganism Substrate Saccharification Literature
or cellulase efficiency*
(Produce)
Endocellulase R
(Trichoderma reesel)
Cellulose 2.1 % (RS%) Orgeta et al.,
B-glucosidase (Sigmacell-100) 2001
(Aspergillusniger) _
Cellulase Avicel 75 % (TSS?)  Kim and
(Penicilinium funicul osum) Hong, 2001
Neocallimastix frontalis Filter paper 75 % (RS) Parce and
(Whatman NO. 1) Bauchop, 1985
Cellulase (Multifect B) Untreated alfalfa 26 % (RS) Sreenath et al.,

Clostridium cellulolyticum

Rude cellulase from
Trichoderma reesei

Bacteroides cellulosolvens

Strain TCW1

Cellulose (MN 300)

Steam explosion

sunflower stalks

Cellulose
(Solka-floc)

o-cellulose

35 % (TSS)
38 % (RS)

16 % (CB°)
33 % (GCY
94 % (TSS)

63 % (RS)
23 % (CB)

1999

Giallo et al.,
1985

Sharma €t al.,
2002

Giuliano and
Khan, 1984

This study

12 % (GC)

a: RS, reducing sugar; b: TSS, total soluble sugar; c: CB, cellobiose; d: GC, glucose.

*: Saccharification efficiency calculated based on conversion of cellulose material to

sugary produces.
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4.5 ga-kfaprd s
451 $apE At
bt % strain TCW1 iBA2° > ¥ IUHF R %2 M2 et g it
P

FFoaREEd NG E LG 0 PR btk 21 &

77

A5 ¥ R R AT AR & 0 BF strain TCW1 e% 3 (253 2 4 ok 2
FEEM o VR IR R EEIH D strain TCW 3% 40 C.
thermocellum» & 5 4§ & 4] chsdh -k f2f 48 (cellulosome ) > & ‘m% e
HERT T oA ﬁﬁ{ﬂ: 3 cellulosome fiz & YAS (Yellow affinity
substance)t Fr > &% & F_§ 75 = polycellulosomal aggregates 25 = ¥ 4
BEGE R EE A PIR AR ST Ainte £ 6 oAk R3] o
AR 5 fEP strain TCW1 &.d “hx= g apZmp kfzgdaz

R B AR S AR REER X F A koo BB KRR

R RHKT B FEAB R BEE T strain TCWI
W/l g A 2 T T Ao A L RSB SR
AT REMAL @ fraie TR PR AN LI G2 W
Bye 3{]5 2 C. thermocellum 'w?z & & & 3 cellulosome ¥ 7 4p & 5 X

A% 10 gL s R 3 A PF o e R EE R R A AT R
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Flptdaih o strain TCW1 &35 ¢ FIZ R A AT EAR 2 b A KA 4 4~
FEF AR AFRINY A R AR EER DR A A URRE
BARME wie dow AR E EM FIERREA T Y a-cellulose & *
% > B 2% 4cB 4-24 -

1995 9 % &% o strain TCW1 ehim e gt 2 g & § 48 80K 3%
Mo v P T ostrain TCWI w2 + 2 cellulosome ,3‘;5##? kfRg ez o

Flet &5 A E e E a4 o

—_— —_— N
(V)] o0 —_
I I 1

o o
N O
I I

Cellulase activity (U/ml)
8

<
w
T

0 5 10 15
Substrate concentration (g/1)

-

Bl 4-24 2% A ¢ G2 kR ¥ strain TCWI % apz % S0 F chis

w

o & w5 cell-free cellulase (I ) ™4 % cell-associated cellulase (A )
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%&1ﬂ’$ﬁﬁ%mw AR AFERZT 2 TR B

AEEA T NG ARATIERME R ARG A d R

Th

SRRt UL S LR L Ry o BEL A REE
Ro g RATERKEAF AU K REEFRE TR Ld oA 25
WAL OfEF 0 P PR N B R P AR i TR fE o R
%7 453k > strain TCWI &R TR MpF > d TR ZAH T e & 3
Bl I e R R A ST R FR R R PR
F2ZATERBP wmehid LA BERTREE > 73 B
Lo R RFRAE AR AR BT L G kS G
Ak kg o XA F AT RARS T 10g/L 1 o e £
GRS S S LA SR E EEREE i R e

-
o

[

A

PR RGP T strain TCW1 27 ik R hA T3 £ p > 7 008
FENRRLRERE R E SR P SRS AR EenT
Eoan oo JUE vk ey R iR TR 3 840 strain TCWI & % % 0E 7

TR LRI SR

452 WRPEE MBS
Cellulosome #.d 7 fash @ K22 Hllrre s > i HfE e

% o *F7 3 v fistrain TCW1 12 2 C. thermocellum ATCC 27405 2. =
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BRAFER - FE > 2 ERATIER (1 g/Lcellulose) 3 % i

v kR CRFER A 0 B % Ao 425 H T o

WA A = e R pib ek o T g i Al
(Avicelase ) ™ C.thermocellum $#3s » #8 @ strain TCW1 p 7 ] 4k &

(CMCase ) = 14riE C.thermocellum4 & » I >t B-glucosidase
B HRIE S A L R7 d g3 IR strain TCWI 12 2 C. thermocellum %
PR R E S £ AR e
Lt AR et AR kR EEY R A E R i
FAAGREEAT T M R i kAR AlRat T R EE D
AR AR A R R el F % P &4 fE 5 cellobiose 14 71

POFHR AR REAA TR T LR LS o KA BB AR

pe

A A7 S EER strain TCWI Rz aZ g 2 4 <~ £ 9
cellobiose > T + & 7 24Fentt Al api 2 5 Ra B 5 irkg
7+ strain TCW1 b *» 3| gk f 2 &4 2r 2 iE C. thermocellum 7% 4

1/2 #Ef-pm ﬂ’\r‘] Straln TCWI - }i @U}é mp\ £ ;UJ ng\ﬂ zg_}ﬁ#_% lf’:’ 'ri s T i_El#

Al aptF "Waig i F T * F (Enzyme active site ) i& @ 32 F
MORARE Y M AR AR R R g K o
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Avicelase CMCase Cellobioase
Bl 4-25 +¢ $i Strain TCWI1 (¢ ) 2 2 C.thermocellum (% ) 2 = f 4

Aok REEE A

4.5.3 HAFER B R R

1995 8 B 44 strain TCW1 p& i+ 8

i

S5 FIRPEF BYE R
RN A6SCEmLEIRESERARR NFS (F4-18) &
Mo S55-65°C et A R S g E AR o i m A T A )
C. thermocellum % % if &3 60 °C * J& (Sneathetal., 1986) > X m *
g 4raE R strain TCWI 2 60 °C T BE 5t 4 ™ o 55 & 0 F e -
$o#% A _strain TCW1 chgh apz 2 A LR R R Z M At - 4 o A
P50 38 R4 strain TCW S A2 S ad 8, 3247 B iR

BT > 1 o-cellulose & A BiE {7 ¥ & B LR 0 ¥ & C. thermocellum
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om0 B % o] 4-26 ¢
HEET g d o A AR R A60°ChE BT R
RAg A i B oo C.thermocellum e9 %% & | # strain TCW1 & 4
%40 % » @ C.thermocellum % 60-65 °C ¥ 4k ‘A % /S 14 0 &g £
R R AR AR ERRIRER SR E 60°Ce FERER
¥ strain TCW1 2 E B AP T B NE R Hiwrepris g
Fo 2 65°CH - PR G% Vi strain TCW] & 65 °C eh% pE it
F I R FIE kg BB KRR Z T R R 0 4o b ostrain TCW1

BEEARAESCT  me R S RET G SRAERAL A

‘-h

8 65°C FET F fpch® % o

1.8 1

(a») o — —
(@) O [\ W
I I I I

Cellulase activity (U/mL)

o
W
T

55 60 65 70 75
Temperature (°C)

)

D
S

B 4-26 # k8 & ¥ strain TCWI1 ([ ]) > 7 % C.thermocellum (@)

SRR 2 B
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Tt S EU A P TUSE S SRS
strain TCW1 ¢ # 33> C. thermocellum £_+ 'fﬁi@ s T ot o
%4 57 23] strain TCW1 & C. thermocellum A4t S fiz % endd 4 b
% fe o F]PLBE IR AT T A H i 1t Bk Clostridium thermocellum strain
TCWI1 fim®e & F 4 3k kegz_+ 27 Clostridium thermocellum ATCC
27405 4& & 4p 02 0 2 B K2 3R 2_strain TCW1 2 — kB > C.

thermocellum ATCC 27405 2tk -
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N
4
iy
i
-g;;
\\%
i
g

LR AR By & o d o o 23t T g BURE
Aok f2F A S & strain TCW1 ~TCW3 ~TCW4~TCW9 ~ TCW10 ~
TCWI1 » 4o TCW12 » # ¢ strain TCW1 i (* 5 %% chi® Rk A 2
EHFE AR RES Y L - REY R F 0 FiE Lstrain

TCWI ) 19 Q‘F"?Z El %%1—0

2. Strain TCW1 m«fﬂﬁ;ﬁd FAPIFEETZ 0 FARPEL D
16S IDNA FE 71| & 4518 {7 » %2 % 17 3| strain TCW1 2 Clostridium
thermocellum 4p 2 & 5 96 % ° 2_ {4 12 C. thermocel lum ATCC 27405
2 k2 strain TCW1 i& 7 DNA-DNA 32 & > g % (7 3] 5 R 70
DNA tp B 5 84 % o s & 12 F 2% strain TCW1 £ C

thermocellum ATCC 27405 &/ 2 &2 ¢ B & 10 FHk o

Y

3. Strain TCW1 1R ¥ & § HAFiE (7 Ftk4 3P > & o-cellulose ;
AFOHETARZEAY > 7 LI FEY Bl7 %24 clear zone
P ostrain TCW1 & § Al aprd (F=4) AARE > 6

% > F)% tcellobiose * AT TAR & T L RE 4 ~ ¥

St
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BMASE I RB T AL  AEGSRE S AT ET > R
€7 'EFR LI AL G IR % o Strain TCW1 & C. thermocellum
ATCC27405 A E fF 44 ¥ ¥ RERIEMHESE > ¥ ik 1) Strain
TCWI1 ¥ C. thermocellum ATCC 27405 &_Clostridium /4 # 33 &)
REd N EARE F A S aE SRS - Strain TCWI &
Wehd ERBFIF Y 0 BAER A S55-65°C 2 B § grdF et 4
L 57 d 1.5day' > @ pH 2 6.4 fdFant 4 R F 97 i
23 day” o 12 & S\ EESE (T L LR A SR strain TCW1 & C.
thermocellum 1 * {2 2 % 87 S R L M i 4p e I * (28 %
(xylan ~ CMC - cellobiose ~ maltose ~ salicin ~ glucose ) » +* 4 £ i&
F3mw it 0.05hr' 1+ > K@ A kFE s G C.thermocellum it 41
* fructose » @ strain TCWI st §| * mannose # C. thermocellum 7
oo AR NERI Al e R AR R E > AR
MEN &Y+ LFDE S ARET o X0 R R F I
FH Pk - AR Flt A REERT i AR e &
K2 Fo I0gLBR R AT 65°C TE7LpE
CFEEE A R 0 538 52 /) BF BB AR AT F strain TCWIL Rdp @ & 2

7 492g/L hidipapE 2 331 gL ERpE R EENC 7 A

SHELI9gL - #0064 > BHAF G ICE020gL - B
F
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032 g/L fr2 fF 0.63 g/LoH ¥ 770 o fhA B 32 ] P2 Bt L%
o BEAFER YR EEAES D 6 ) FIEER LA o Strain

TCWlend $ 5 322 6 e e 5% RAHFAF 2 1/5(330 ml/L

A
W
:‘ﬁ

liquid)  Am B¢ 802 248 5 24856/ Pz isd F

Hsu

Wawte 42 L Agge A HARFE YT E 100ml/L liquid - 7 & 2

L KT Y ATA d ) strain TCW B2 28 &4 4 i

#%’5
i

% IR C.thermocellum 4p 17 e % 5 2R @ 4r o B i 4 39 4 e
AT RARE RS G TR B R R R & F strain TCWI
g7 C.thermocellum e\ p AR e %% > 4r 72 3B FL R0 A

S AT AT

St

BB 4 strain TCW pE k% chB 87 2 B RPEA 2 & 3
B O6S°CHFG — P AIHATE R DB > PETO5°C S iEp
LB R o %ﬁ-d pH ¥¢ strain TCW1 pE it SR ol 3% > 7 (7
I pH64-69 2 FF B hpEdd 5 2 8vETTAR %
£ R j\i%%fiifjt £ 4g/L (pH6.9) AfEdgz RAFIERPIEY -
33 10gLAzheh a2 v 5B RpEA 4 # 59 60mg/Lhr-

mAThnE A ERRE D TgL Mt 92 40%kfEFk o BRpEA FY

% 600 mg/g cellulose > — = ™2 150 rpm & (T332 % R R pEA 2
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BEFEREIZ0% > ARaBRAEA S EREFEF A 600 mg/g
cellulose = + < &7 I if § 0 F JBID 3 1L ¥ B 4o oo J5 ) B F o
g R TwmE Rt RaFE o > LT AR THM AL
R H P strain TCWI #3322 it 2R A v
H60% e AR ARG AP AT AN L REY ~f5E C RAF
Ea B RS AT A AATREAT L
ERTEELDG- FRERE o 4ot a5 BEBRTAL VRN
PEATES A AR A REE R AR AT A S 83 myg
substrate » 34,74 f#p% 2 5 % 357 mg/g substrate » ¢t F 2% & 7+ ) strain
TCWI Jp%]"ﬁ?ﬁ’ R EA M BRETRETAHNE L X AR

FATEL G RS TENL e

%

S
5

. *%\zl BAApEE A F R % F LT strain TCWI Almbe £ 12 2
e R BapEiEl 0 #F strain TCWI £ 5 cellulosome %

Hoo B A F A LR K R E TR PR TER 2

B
3N
T\

AFHALF 5 - P ERMEEM B R e o @ kR
BRI 2w ke c AHZBRAEEEM S S
Bgom A eb e Al gk g 2 2 Cthermocellum di strain TCW1 5 5 e &
por A AR & B A strain TCW1 $5g » @ & k& 7] B-glucosidase

WERT EM AL R B R HARAREE SRR ER BRIE strain
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TCW1 2 2 C.thermocellum > 3 siri b & 60 °C pF C. thermocellum
P % LR 20 strain TCW1 » B ARE R F M 30483T © 20 5 % %R
TR R RFE R AR W Ak p AR e A

¥ 5 41 strain TCW1 2 2 C. thermocellum s f & ‘& fg & ¥ & & 4

AR R A4 strain TCW1 Fikend BEAGe 73 4 > 113 L%
PRI T2 2 RFR] > P enh 3t F RN Prdoi FlEH K3 o AP $0
TSR fRE R o strain TCWI F] 2 H b o a4 m 472 0 1
At PR A bl £ B E ORI e don SARER 7 A A4
EHFM > A strain TCWI enpg s 2 5 ¥ RAcR » » £ T 13
2% 8o
Ty AHEIRGEAP AT REFNF Ra jlgs¥ 5 04
HHHBRF AT R RRTETPRE B BRBF e B ERE
2 A RN > 2 (AT A T e AR G B R EPE L 2k g o
AP 7 $iHin TOW chgh a3 s e 7 f B cha @ » A%
BArE A R e BE R o IRV kP EREEIERE AR A
K7 4-4F strain TCW1 ¥ 2 & (FiE 2 28 o 472 2 4o ig 2o > 1 Bl

Rt BTSN SER
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%ték N Strain TCW1 16S rDNA & 5|

(Accession NO: EU916270)

AAGTCGTATGTAGAATGATATACAGGAAGCGAGTACGCGTGCAC
GTTTCATCTCTAGCGGCGGACGGGTGAGTAACGCGTGGGTAAC
CTACCTCATACAGGGGGATAACACAGGGAAACCTGTGCTAATAC
CGCATAATATAACGGGGCGGCATCGTCCTGTTATCAAAGGAGAA
ATCCGGTATGAGATGGGCCCGCGTCCGATTAGCTGGTTGGTGAG
GTAACGGCTCACCAAGGCGACGATCGGTAGCCGAACTGAGAGG
TTGGTCGGCCACATTGGGACTGAGACACGGCCCAGACTCCTAC
GGGAGGCAGCAGTGGGGAATATTGCGCAATGGGGGAAACCCTG
ACGCAGCACCGCGGGAAGAAGGCCTTCGGTTGTAATCTTTGAT
GGGGACGAGGAAGTGACGGTACCAAACAGCAGGCTAACTACG
TGCCAGCAGCGGTAATACGTAGGTGGCGAGCGTTGTCCGGGAA
TTACGGGTGTAAAGGGCGGTAGGCGGGGATGCAAGTCAGATGT
GAAATTCCGGGGCTTAACCGGCGCGCATCTGAAACTGTATCTCT
TGAGTGCTGGAGAGGAAAGCGGAATTCTAGTGTAGCGGTGAAA
TGCGTAGATATTAGGAGGAACACCAGTGGCGAAGGCGGCTTTC
TGGACAGTAACTGACGCTGAGGCGCGAAAGCGTGGGGAGCAA
ACAGATTAGATACCCTGGTAGTCCACGCCGTAAACGATGGATAC
TAGGTGTAGGAGGTATCGACCCCTTCTGTGCCCGGAGTTAACAC
AATAAGTATCCCACCTGGGGAGTACGGCCGCAAGGTTGAAACT
CAAAGGAATTGACGGGGGCCCGCACAAGCAGTGGAGTATGTGG
TTTAATTCGAAGCAACGCGAAACCTTACCAGGGCTGACATCCCT
CTGACAGCTCTAGAGATAGGGCTTCCCTCGGGGCAGAGGAGAC
AGTGGTGCATGGTTGTCGTCAGCTCGTGTCGTGAGATGTTGGGT
TAAGTCCCGCAACGAGCGCAACCCTGTCGTAGTGCCAGCACGT
TAAGTGGGCACTCTAGCGAGACTGCCGGCGACAAGTCGGAGA
AGGTGGGGACGACGTCAAATCATCATGCCCCTTATGTCCTGGGC
TACACACGTACTACAATGGCTGCTACAAAGGGAAGCGATACCG
CGAGGTGGAGCAAATCCCCAAAAGCAGTCCCAGTTCGGATTGC
AGGCTGAAACTCGCCTGCATGAAGTCGGAATTGCTAGTAATGG
CAGGTCAGCATACTGCCGTGAATACGTTCCCGGGCCTTGTACAC
ACCGCCCGTCACACCATGAGAGTCTGCAACACCCGAAGTCAGT
AGTCTAACCGCAAGGAGGGCGCTGCCGAAGGTGGGGCAGATG
ATTGGGGTGAAGTCGT
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