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Sy H HTBEAT CE J B ) foe i B R A[11-13]. 48T, 1R
— AR KA B R, CE I RE Ik AR 2 52 B Tl AR
Yo RS 2 A BB (6], PRk CE 4 2 Hh J2 v 48 8 1)
IR 2 AR MCFAs (A = 1t g . BAR S A WFFE R AR
SRAN LR AE IR Can PR 48075 Ve [4] 30Tl [l 4k % 7 40
[12]. FJe[14155) 1F9 CE LW N8 Fh77], {H CE )
RE T AR ) 75 B 1 AR K I e o Y 35 R 0 B kA
e, JFRACB R R E IR (R AR L3 [15]D, AT
2 E P IR CRIVAEN A B e —— X — PR R A L 1%
W LR EIR R

b, Y CE RN 35 2 (8] R T &% AT BLIE 1 21—
ML LLAT . 1868 45, Béchamp #it 7E 354 £ Fl + 35
AEY (LA TERETIRD PHRA R SR 1 ek
(¥ 1E CURRAE O R [16]. 20 THAL 40 AKX, HFF 5T 52 AT
T8 IV IR 1Y) L 8 A T 23 5815 B Clostridium kluyveri
(C. kluyveri, —¥f CERL ALY Jrub T8 9%, R4
LA 2R (K A AT 34T T 804 11.6 mmol - L™ ¥ 1E TR
[17-18]. Bb4k, WMEMFTEKBM, Clostridium. Eubacteri-
um~ Pseudomonas~ Azotobacter 1 Rhodospirillum %5 ¥F €
A IAE CA LR S I e 5 & B MCFAs [7,19-20]. H
TUCR DI AE A T HAR LI, A LA R
BB N MCFAs A2 7= I TS E S P AR IR . i A BHIT
T OUL PR 855 155 77 A S I CE 26 5 1) & A2 356 E B 1 CE
FEAN R g R A T (1) R A TN AR A S [15], X R
7 R R R LA A S e M A Bt U AT e . Ut
b, A A O FU 3R B AE R PSR 3 rh 3 AP AE P2 R K
TR, X O IR P /E 9 MCFAs A 7= 1) 84 Filok
TR BB it 7 — 0 B SRR SE [21-24]. RECH BT
FUR A CE IS AAE Ny —Fp 388 IR A 1 T s A i
FR[14], HHAE 1338 R AN 4 Foh 55 7 T ) S FH 7 77 v A
BN . DRI, A b B I LR A R B BUR, AT T
MCFAs 75 KRR 38 v i) 2L W05 Btk e X TB 72 O M 1
FAHIL o

FAT T e LY, R 5 7 BA kDR
WA A, WA FE R AR EAEY, W]
DIAE Ay 388 % S B A 22 55 CE I 72 1) D) BE 40 B8 1S 724
J[25]. bAh, EHAWR AR I T A R o AR B
TALB R TTH TTER . B, 3 HRA LA 5E 5 R 9% 1
NELT R, AR RE R IR IR A 33 (R B A R AR A
HAER TEVAED R AR COFEKE . KA
BelRMIZE) [21,26-28]. 5 HAM AR SRR, +
Heth A A ) ARe e e, R A LR A 4E, X
REf N AE IR NSRS, At n] ONA Bk & 48

BEAI &5 A 07 53,2910 R, A THIRR RIR A R
CRUEUAEYIRER A SR B 415D MCFAs 4 7= [ B 4k
P T TEAE P B A AN

R EBEFRAFWR: B, HAOTFHA RS
[ E IR NS AR B R RREAT CE RIAT PE RIS it 7 H
W, TEFFMAIGE AT, DRSS TR M2 0t B2,
I A CE s M Aol & e, XA R B2 FiiA R MC-
FAs ‘EW)& BORRERAT T 8t b b Bk, @it
RN AN BRI b, T B AN [ RE S R RN HI i 1)
A o R R T e S N R IE, R ROR A AR
WHRATE LI R A R I E S BJa, AT
FILTHE TR A A MRRLIRIEREILR, NTE T
IR AT CEAEDEIAR, 5 A& 15 Ji A 33 A Dy
Rl P95 A 72 MCFASs O3 FE AR 32405 758 0 DA

2. MBS 750

2.1, FEFh IR S 2T

Hh ] 7% B T B A 6000 4F BB I s, AR 300 4F
MZERDI . 1E5 Rk, HERE T A= K 'S
A R 1 /K 5 B AT TR URA AL B . Rk, ARHF T3+
EBATH P S MAS I SR A L IAE A T e R (Bt A
£SO . HATIEEARAARFME: ORI J5 /KA
Biiti; Q5 QBEITIR/KAFEETE]; @k s iE AL FE
Witi: QR AT IR RGREN, MHF G
AR BEHLUSCEE = A L0, IREER R HIER DL 15~20 cm.
R S SR A L HE AT LR, /N
AR FAUTCRFES T, IR IR = T REER
MEPRFEAEREMEIE, 250 CQBNRY K CE il
[1,3], AP HAE N T35 E i it 2 e Tl —
BB . RIS JESRIR T A B G /RIS B g K A2
JT g, EYREE R IR A B ) R
Mo KT IREIGVE EURAURRENLEFRITERME 270 ) LB %
ARE ST S2,

2.2. AR MCFAs 4 7= 20 RE LA

ERA L3R CEFM R AT, A SCE (A
500 mL (B8 IMLIE ARy CE [ bid§, #HATHE M+
BRI SIS, AN E A MM KRR (g AT
FS2) o BFAN RGN IR B B LU 225 Wu S5 ([30147
BRI, B 42 150 mmol - L™ (ED), 4 &
50 mmol-L™ (EA). f#H] 6 mol-L™ HC1H16 mol-L™" NaOH
WA pHE 6.0 0.1, SZIGTFUAET, A KNI E A



1 min & 20 Z VBRI N 2. B RO EIR 2 S08
BEIRWN, B 6] £ 150 r-min™ 137 °C. NHERR
MCFAs & BUS FE L3 H G SR, ®EMNS A
PAANRFINCEER O ARPEATATHESLIR 45 1, P e
1 L3RI IR BRI, HE S B R s e e st
bl e BRI A -3 1) CE 2588 LA K AN [Rl B2 Rl 18] vl A
AR ESR o ZAEIO LS8 55 77 4 AF R AT iR B 77 4
—H. BARRSEIG VIR 1 R . R SR AR AR R AR
RERRE S FH T o0 bT o At 0 SEZB6: 40 LB S A P 2R
S1 . SLIAIAIEHEE ONEME SR MLEH) 1
NI -

2.3. B E Y R A PR o

i v N 2 HT ES. EP AISBS (R RibR S TE
BRI 1D R BL2% AR CE R0 I B | 5 B E P EE
WeER . F L DNA K& (Omega Biotek, USA) M L
IR oy R A [R] R B PR A DNA. FIH g%
[ BF 3R A5 248 1 AL B A S A 91 4 515F (57 -GTGC-
CAGCMGCCGCGGTAA-3" ) F1 806R (5'-GGACTACH-
VGGGTWTCTAAT-3') % 16S rRNA ] V4~V5 [X 45 #f 1T
PCR¥##[3,30]. AR5, £ LEEEEMELGREARA
"] (RED ) Ilumina Miseq - & #EAT 8 % LT

2.4, FHRNH S CEREHT

ASHIE T FH 5 2 DR I P g — 25 23 M AS IR 122 o 4 10 11
CERUAEYIER . WAT LSRG & R4 R R W], e
PREH 4 b 1 - 3R AR MR IE CURR AR A 7= B A B K T
R sr. Bk, fEXTLESEIRSE ARG, U4k SBS. ES FIEP

KL RFEEFIR T e R R A ™ () S 56 BT
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(1) CE = 4 Jse J8 % (1 [ A4 58 43, IR COBR P i f e 4
f£10 000 r-min™ FESL G, HTZERNT, DUfES
5 CE R RBEM A LA R ThREZ T . 4% 1 Wu S5[30]4
A TTVERAT BRI R, 232870 FL AN DG i B A G 1) 2
REME > MT. ¢ T DNAHREL. I3 A4 W15 B 220 it v
AH{E BB A TS S2 A5 S3 7

2.5 Ao Hrilliak

TR INEEA VL3 H R AE S mLFE S AT B 04
FESHTE > AT AT A 0.45 pm i E SR 1k 98 . 4. SCFAS #
MCFAs Ji. 73 K FH TC % K g H 25 Aar il 258 1130 m < 0.25 mm
DB WAX % 2, . B 408+ 1A B 4 (7890; Agilent
Technologies, USA) it 17 Wl %2 [31]. #F FF il JE X B N
220 °C, A #SIE ¥ B N 240 °C. (il Ak i THEFE 7 %
B NLL20 °C-min™ (I M 70 °CHIME] 170 °C, RJG1E
170 °C R AR+ S5 min, SRJ54k%E 1L 20 °C - min™ {6 FE THE
£240 °C. £ EHLNKZ AT, WHAFERH 3% (/) IR
FRA0[9]. MeAh, MERTHBRG (ETS) WHHIEARMAE
YIRS AN e AR PR E I PR AR [32], TR LB SR A R
B S4 . [ HME TR (CTSI Oakton35462-11;
ColeParmer, China) A 5%, DALVPAL AR R RCR

2.6. FHE

THEE (O A28 BLo A H A CE OB
VIR =PRI S o0 A, o /R TP A SR A
S SR A B S ) I 2 BE R B (mmol ©) B HL T4 &
(me™ equiv.) B LA A JECAD V8 FE I 5 22 BE R IR B =2 LT
BRI EN[15,33]. AL RAE (COD) 1ENHALTE

Tests and experiments Groups Reactors Inoculum®
Feasibility tests Experimental groups sl® Soill (Table S1)
§2° Soil2 (Table S1)
s3 Soil3 (Table S1)
s4 Soil4 (Table S1)
s5 Soil5 (Table S1)
Comparative experiments Experimental groups® ES Fresh soil from distillery sewage treatment
EP Raw pit mud from a Chinese strong-aroma type of liquor distillery
SBS Anaerobic sludge from a secondary sedimentation tank
Blank group BS Fresh soil (the same as ES without an ED and EA)

“ For feasibility tests, each reactor consisted of 25 g of fresh soil and 450 mL of reduced anaerobic mineral medium; for comparable tests, each reactor was inocu-
lated with the same solid mass (=1 — moisture content) by tested solid content, and ES consisted of 25 g of fresh soil and 450 mL of reduced anaerobic mineral

medium.

® Samples of the second experimental reactors were selected for high-throughput DNA sequencing and metagenomics analysis for comparison.

¢ Selected soil for enrichment in the later enrichment experiments. One of the duplicates for each soil type was made by removing half the liquid and replacing it
with fresh medium with ED (150 mmol-L™") and EA (50 mmol - L™); the other one was made by removing the solid components and utilizing the fermentation
broth to continue enrichments with the addition of fresh medium with ED (150 mmol-L™") and EA (50 mmol-L™) in terms of equal volume. The total broth vol-

ume was 450 mL.
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FRoRIFEOE CIR i, 1K “g COD/g COD”, FonfiiH
FEZ /b5 COD AT 7= A2 41 M. 22 /1> 572 COD [ 1E CU R ™
Yo TEEE XL SRIGH, fd H o ) Gompertz 155 8 5k
Bt — B VRl MCFAs B 2R F= IR BE AR 1 DL [34]. 1T Rk
JEE SRR 20 T AR 1) B I I A TH IR B = P ) i A 2
F[35]. M SHEMFAPESSEH S8 .

3. £R 51118

3.0, SEFIN IE O AE 7 R

FRIEAS ] - SRR A R A I 55, W] DAHE D 57 Ji7 A= 1 458
(1 B ARRHE R I, AR AN FiAL 2] )4 L33 vl e R L Y
AR A CE FIAT M o TTTTE ik 1) LA LR B 77 2%
PEF, IETRRANIE O R 2 1% CE SRR 1 BACH 24 (p <
0.05) (Mt ARSI fERYIFIHLIKELF, Y+ H

T B CA~C6 1) e K22 BE IR Bk FH 2 A 1~ 2 R FH 32 57
14 10.58%~55.40% 11 13.46%~53.37% (B¢ A 12 S3) .
SEEGAE RN, R ESRIE A 3 LA R [ ) CE P RE
BARRIAER A=A T AN AR R IE T RRANIE CRR . X
AR 2 DL AR R IR AR AR Y R R B B 21K CE
TEPE, X RIS R HRE 06 T 5 PR AR SR TR T T 4
R—15]. EZENEEREESLTS (B D, ETERAM
IE O 2 EZRAR Y, Ho g S ERA IE OB
AR (178~226 mmol C-L™) & 42 Kk B 41 7 5K
IS (144~161 mmol C-L™). HARIE T B AIIE BRI
WREHEA N, EHRESARE BT, XREFE
T B RS A P MCFAs I7E 71, F HH CETEPEM 3858
s ARG AR AR Y o A LR R . R,
ERERRFERE B ] DI HEWT F T CE R EE I JR A4 -3 A
A EWIECREREM, X NTRA G S0 7T &

s1 s1 s1
300 300 Fermentation broth 300 Fermentation solids
250 250 enrichment 250 enrichment
200 200 200
150 150 150
100 100 100
50 50 50
0 L 0 0
0 5 10 15
(a)
300 s2 300 s2 300 s2
250 250 Fermentation broth 250 Fermentation solids
m| enrichment enrichment
200 200

150
100
50

Concentration (mmol C-L™")

150
100
50

300 300 -
250 250
200 200
150 150
100 100

50 50

o M= 0

0 5 10 15

—Q— Ethanol —@—Acetate

Time (d)

~A— n-butyrate O n-caproate

B 1. AR (CE) A AT PEMAR A A8 AN [F) L S8R 3% 0 150 mmol - L™ ZFE A1 50 mmol - L™ Z R E LRI AR . s1~sS AR AL AR K
VIR SRR . (@) ~ (o —FKERIN] V5B EIEIIRE S (D ~ (O SRR R, (o) BTG ER N LE; (b BIERkt

) ) Rk e,



s DA DR R AR IR I S A A AR e

AFICEBMIAR T (3, RESRMENR) K=Y
(ETRAMIECER MEY (ZERME MR
K2 (@ ~ (© Fim. ERMEATREIISdE, AR NE
BB e AR . A, ESH ORFIH Hfm, &
96.0%, =T H AR (81.8%~86.6%) . L SBS 1 EP 41 #H
e, B2 (b) AR R R LR ES H A B
PIECRRAE 7, Hd KA G B2 T 14 249.69 mmol C+L™'s
IbAh, fEES N4t RE ML B E T BRAE A e =4, 1
CTEM GG AR, PR — Al B A R 5 e
CR2[36]. #ATM, 1ET ERMKEF R SR CE & B MCFAs
FEAEARIREI . Rk, FF R IR T R AR, I
283 IR A3 N0 PR T A O T IR A A, DLOREF CE
N 35 PE[35]. ASHT FUAE ES SN g8 46 I 21 B /N ) IE T R
BRURE (54.96 mmol C-L™). iZ45 R £, HH AL
Lo, JEAE RIRUAEYIAE T BRI AN IE SRR I I AR R
o AHSHL, 7E SBS [N $ A EP J M 28 o 82 51K B
IETERAE R, Hode KRR EE 73 311249 209.67 mmol C- L™
A1178.85 mmol C-L™', XKUIERXNABiZT, HR
BIWIET RS T a8 CEMEIR, SECHAEATE~
SR o DRI mT DAHEW, ) 5 AR S A e i A R AT
CE R Nilf, W —EfEE EZMIE T R B S 8U0msE
A 2 AR, X MIERRCRIR I B, iRtk MC-

200 -
100 |

-
100 +
200
300 |

400 —L—v 1011111
1234567 8 9101112131415

Time (d)

S
o
o

y 300 -

Concentrations of substrates and
products variation (mmol C-L-")

(a)
~ 400
5 300 L
200 |
100 |

100 +
200
300

1234567 8 9101112131415
Time (d)
(c)
B Acetate
B n-caproate

Concentrations of substrates and
products variation (mmol C-L-")

[ Ethanol
M n-butyrate

283

FAs A P32t 7 — Rl al AT I ff o 5 Z[37]

PAAE X} CE T 7t 3 42 v 7E DL £ B 08 ED AR 8005
Ve NEERR I IE CURR A 7 1113,36], 45A CLR R ISCHR
WA SCAH AN Rl B 3845 1K) MCFAs 2E 7= 45 AT 0T L
SERURIL, EMLIMEEFRFM T, LLOBENED, AN
ES J B 2% 1 55 K I CUR = 28 i 1 — A DG p Rk
[ 2 (d) [12-13,19,31-32,35,38—41]F1 [ % A h % S5].
JUEHE—SE U SR A T AIN S AR BURE E 247555 R
5 i[19,32,35,42-45], (HAEAF B A ERIEO T, %
ot J A= R AE TE R A 7 U7 THIATS SR B AR S 25 R AL
WA, 5 HAD DL4E 2. 9 ED ) CE S23e Ml B, A 3545
(B R I CURR AR R 5 R i AL 236 35 Nl i, IR A 3%
ERIEAE, 25 74.2 mmol - L7 H149.49%. H AR Z Yk
1) ES J J82 2% () 1FE CRR 7™ % 1k 60.53%. Rk 45 Rk
B, TERFEIMEEAE T, KRR T4 1E CR 7 T
HAEXT IS, HE A IR AE N CE R R B 7E
PR

B E LR, TEES RNE, FEWIA ksl
735 BAG R 0 Fa e R R R 77 AN 5 1)
2, AR W UR B B ) IR 2R AR R P R
[E3 (a) FIfs AR S6). BEEN AIH#EFE, ESHIIEC
fii re ik 3 7 s, N 22.50 g COD/g COD, 4l Lk EP
F1SBS S B i H 2. 10 {5 A1 2.90 {513 (b) 1o {HAFERE

~ 400
5 300 -
200
100

0
100 -
200 |
300 |

T

T

Concentrations of substrates and
products variation (mmol C-L™")

400 |||||||||||||||
1234567 8 9101112131415
Time (d)
1 (b)
E "T\ 000 ES reactor of this study
= A— Ref. [40
£5'10000— A Ret.[19] “al
© 8 Ref.éSZf] 13 A
c L ef.
5 > 8000 A~ Ret. 38] Ref. [41]
RS Ref. [12]
; % 6000 - “ tEP reactor of this study
% S Ref. [35]
§§ 4000 - ‘\‘?ef. ?3%? reactor of this study
? 3 2000 S\ Ref. 31]
= ‘\I Ref. 38]

100 200 300 400 500 600
Ethanol-fed (ED) concentration (mmol-L-")
(d)
@ Reactors of this study A Other CE-related research
A Other CE-related research of ED:EA=3:1

o

Bl 2. SBS ey CERIREISIE) (@), ESRMA (AR (b) MEP RN GEFER) (o TR S-WIIKRE: (& AREBHFRHIECK™

BRI [12-13,19,31-32,35,38-41] (Mgt AT ES6).
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300

® SBS
~ 250 ® ES 00000
° o EP >
g 200 [ -~ Fitted curve g
1S J
g 150
= $ o0 000G
£ 100
c / | W & ®
8 ;¥ «*®
s 50 ,:./" -
o 4 0®
0 —o—o—o—o—-"‘ T
2 4 6 8 10 12 14 16
Time (d)
(a)
6.6
6.4
6.2
6.0

5.8
5.6
54
5.2

= ES
e EP

pH variation

- After §djustnl1ent

— Before adjustment

2 4 6 8
Time (d)
(c)

10 12 14

() /&, 5 SBS I EP Ml tL, ES % I &% & I ik % )%
(60.53%) FIEFFIE (82.32%), XBULH T 24 DLk
NEFPPIRS, MR HEFEN B 2 A H T A~ S
BRI AEIE T BR[19]. BRI it — P48 R T ES IR 2% IS
VI = ) A, SIS R T IE CURR R 2 A
i£5160.00% (M ATESD . EiRHIRIRYZH T ES
NN EECER F AF IECR (CERFEE B~
VA IR . AN SRR, & A AR H ) pH
A3 (o RN 3 CER R B A B KM EH,
X B i AR g v ) SRR o A L B — i 1 PH 22 e
71, B4, 5 SBSHIEPHHEL, ES 4K HL T %5630 75
PEim 1 65.00% F125.49%, HLSHJH5 7 0.35 mS-cm™
A10.15mS-cm™, @WE3 (d P,

3.2. NEHFY)E RE CRR I AE B 73 i

N B RN AR R 51 5 1) CE R I A )
BL, AHFFENF ES. SBS. EP =AM % o (1 A 4 1
AT M. EARFRHT (PCoA) KW, ANFEEMYIK
RO AR S5 A B[R 4 (@) . NG
LKA 2 BEA R A S Bk, FATHR T T
SEEGHT &AL AP L IBTaG A B va 2 (Bt
AHEIS2) . SIS AR T Y 5 A AR i o 4 K 2 B
¥ J& T Proteobacteria (33.1%) . Acidobacteria (13.4%) .
Actinobacteria (10.0%) #/1 Bacteroidetes (8.1%), T SBS
ANEP 21 ) 47 46 S 2B 0 4 ¥ U A Actinobacteria (20.9% Al

20.9%) . Chloroflexi (11.1% #1 4.1%) . Bacteroidetes

16

% 30
£ go | W Specificity
2 70 LmSelectivity 125
= .
B 60 fmYield 15 8
Ei (=2}
2 ol 15
T 40} g
% o
g 0r 10 2
e 20t . s
8 10} 15 2
(%] 0 o

SBS ES EP

& (b)
& 200 0
g T
5 106 §
g 150 | 198 g
c -
& 1001 04 2
§ 103 .§
£ S0r 102 3
s 101 §
3
@
w SBS ES Ep

(d)
E3. (@ I aai: o) Fpmth. EEEAT R (o WRETERpH A (O ES. SBSHIEP =42 A HL TAL 3R A HL G %

(7.90% #1 7.92%) F1 Firmicutes (5.7% 1 3.7%) K &
(M AFES3). &4 CERF%)G K I, Proteobacteria. Fir-
micutes. Bacteroidetes fll Actinobacteria #& — 28 Jz IV #% 1 [
PEFATT, HR T BEAE 73 0l o & SN 38 N TCAE 0 A 1)
97.9%-. 80.6% F185.7% [ 4 (b) 1. #ERAKEELFEF,
Firmicutes # & I 55 MCFAs 1] & UM R [46], AR
P2 CEM )R, HFERMEMNERE (12.7%). HAER
H7e, ARG HIIEH A A AL, Proteobacteria 1)
F& 4 CE R B 1 B RUAEMREE (76.7%) . JFHESH)
Proteobacteria 1 Firmicutes 45 i 46 2H B 73 79 34 00 1 43.54%
H19.64%, T I8 H BNy i A7 1E OO Y 5% B i A= P
T5[11,13,47]. Ft, FEWIA KT CE SLK = HU [ B
PRRRE VS 77 S0 BT i E [48,49], R H i R A b BE
AT DA 2 B ok, E TG T iR AR 3 A (1 ] K ST 3 AT
fil, #BASGE ZAN Proteobacteria /£ + 3 H 5] 5 CE A& 1k
IECREEIER o WORHIE F0 N 1 358 b 255 5 ) e
CE ALV B Dh e B4, K5 7l 22 Proteobacteria A1 Fir-
micutes | JHJRAEYD, 33X MBSCAE MU 1) f FE AR ik A 77 IR
MEA T E K

ik — B FRA R RN T B2, Rutsfii
Fisher A i for 46 75 J& 7K ~F b 5 T Refl A= 1 (0 piote 22 5 [ 1
4 (¢) FIPfs AR ST7]. 5K, )BT Proteobacte-
ria ['1#Y Pseudomonas F Azotobacter 1£ ES Fl H Ath J v 2§
) FEE 2 i Ko Pseudomonas TE A2 1) il S AN 7 R A5 IR
U FE IR C A I8 4,50-51], {BAEASCH, Rt R
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95% confidence intervals
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E 4. A FAERE 2R 0. (@ =AM R 1 PCoA 73T (PCL: HdE LI EARPR AL RATRER s PC2: IR op i lefek
AR s (o) TR ERRERREE: (o JRKT EMADIREE N E R L,

AT VAR B RS g H R A UK FE R Rh R 1 e
RLEE AN — B E (34.1%), XARESIHL A& CETD)
ReERA R, HHZEH 7 ES RN IE IR AED G L.
ENES M #s 28 — A3 &, Azotobacter 7] LA™ A%
HALE T, EftSECEAMERALCEAR T XS
PRIE SR, T2 5 IR A R R [52-53], #iHfE
B IR UK B A AT e T AR IR, AT
&3t 7 CEd M KA. JAh, Clostridium FEAR Z Bt 5T
Bl A R A AT CE [ V[19,46,48], A& IFRIFE &
B, LIEECERMEGE, FHoMHXTE A K 0 i Bl
o IEQ CE AH S AL 8 ik [35,54], HAAHABJE K
T LRI RFEME (Acinetobacter Bacteroides Methano-
gens) TEARBFIT P& N ARIA )2 A 5, HWrTFes
e FEH T CERM KA. TEFERZE, HAMRE
VI =F FEAE R /N FEAS R L e 'BiAT 1S CE IAH GHE,
NEATTAT BRI A VR & R TR R R IE HARAER . esh,
AT FE T REA R T L BAAR R AL (15 D, BRI AE R SR 1
W 5T 3 ZE KN [RS8, DABRAIL T AT i OC T A
AR CESRR, & RUE CRRIITAEY) 7 TH S S .

3.3, ST RN AR IE QR A R 1R Z R i

e 5 IE QR AR AR O B A IR 1R, 7E KEGG
s P X Dh g S R AT E R . SRR AE & K
(FAB) AH G 1 3 PR = 52 DR ol 4l 26 4 s ) A () 7 2 300 P
BER, HAMKXEEEAES KA SR, ks, ESH
KT ARG RIS E AU (B35
GHBE s TAEARRACH . SRR AIAZ R BEACU) (k[
FREEAE R = H R AR (MR AR S8), XK
b S RS T R AE A SRR . SEE I RERE A T
CE & 1% 41 DNA FI RNA & i~ FAE A Sy &5
£ [45-46].

i A AR AR A T BEEE AT, 3B ik
TR M CELBEMIEMN ZS (BISMRAF
FS9. E£S10). ZFEAHEFA & CE L2 & A i S o ] fiy
e, FEARP R EEH OEN . EZ B, ESH
it yiaY~ adhP F yahk (/)55 R 5 B B & 75 T SBS Fl EP,
KN F—H CBER & RS E AR B T 3 2 R R AL S5 Y
5[36,55]. fEESH, 4t mhpF () 2.1 I S B ) 7 1 58
m X AR LIERAE IR T C B E AR — B B
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Wim. AR, BRI R BRI
MK G, {BAE CE J B 45 B A F i 31 Co, AR &
Ik, fEES i & CO,E A — % bk (CO) FCOit
JiR 9 I A A TR AH G DR 3 P A 2 3% 5 T SBS FITEP ¢
Jigs. I HomhE R4 CO Mt ZBG AT L MEAHG A I F2 B/ & A%
fif (CODH/ACS) [WFERTEES Mgk i B & .
X—RIFTRER B, fELIEM IR CEL R, 4 M rpk
72 A 1) CO, A R Ik JR A8 AR R CO- (FE Ay s Tk AA0)
PRk — IR R A G A, X 7 LR AR SR BRI I
—BIE. BAAZE RS EEEA N LR S AR
{AJE CO, M R MBL GG I A1 H:R B . CO, I J 57 7= AR FH A
FHTE ES [ 3 4% Fp 7 138 1) CE 3L R 2 AT e A7 AE HLAE AR W]
R o X0 T R AR 3 1K) CE AE W38 42 SRk b HE

e

R BRI R 7R S BARTE DA F R AT e A
R AR 7 R I T CO,IE o 2 B4 A 30
%19,31,46], (AT 7 H R H % F BeE i iR 1 n]
BEVETE MR FHMLE, JRULE T St A A e - A
R4 2 B A & R I B S

EESHF, 5B (RBO) B[] — b L4k
it )RR 0T 2 B AR A W B3 . b SR Z B SH A LB
FEMEHIFER CatoB TN ACAT) {EES 4L b H A R B H B
R, AR RS LR A AR A ATAE
R TE B 218k 2. TR 5 A SR )5 55 RBO [ 58 — MG IA[56]. 1k
Gb, Gats LIRARTEE A WS RS I HE R (fadA F fadD
JEFEES A rp B v T, 1IX Le gt (R ik T M
filg A (AL, AP IEIE T BRAE BS IR BLAE 1 AR R
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TUER, %45 RS R0 S0CT MCFAs (A4 = PE RS 18— 2K
5 FAB B2 A0 G I 2L R 78 ES 4 AR 3R I B s =
W5 (c) Fr[54]. FABEERELEYA KIE QBRI 7 —
OSBRI, BIG TN ZMAHEE A, H A 3-CAMAR
YEF Nt e 4 A ALY R =4 . eAh,
ahd RGN A R ABE LN Caccds accCFlaceD) 1E
ESHFREFT . HHAMAML, ESHHIEI-H
H-acp (fabB) A CFE-2-M T H-acp (fabZ) (5 [H
FREWE R, RERALREIEMEMM, TH-ACPIERXK
BRI SCR AR R . BAAS 5iX — i R 1) HoAh
A B R, (HEN AT RefE IE CRRAE ) 2
REFEEMERH . JIKE, ES4RBO M FAB il HhAH %
ThREMGI F B R A = T SBS A EP 4H, I HAH IR
FEXG AR AT BESE M | CE AL, Ty ix L6 =F i 0 25 5 v ) 2k
PRI AT R 2 33 A s A e M) B AT BE A 1 & i IE TR
RGAIE: Y

6 9 ES ¥ K I A= W) J2 CE AH 5 D REFRIAR S 1% 4
Mr. 7E RBO M FAB &, Pseudomonas R Clostridium
HHp DR R B RIKR, X R HAE R IR
A0 CE SR B REEMMEH, &4 RS MAEMH
TS R — 3. HAWRUE Y Wi Rhodococcus 1 Steno-
trophomonas %53 M1 J5 1 51X £ Tl g 3 K B A A G, 1X
F B CE i 2 (1) & A VT e A2 8 AN 8] 3 Rl AR 2 TRl A
HAREARSEILR) . R, W DU AR g R R )
WEEVE ML, ASCHE— PR 1 38 T Pseudomonas
A Clostridium B F B F0 5 CE DR BE X &R . b A
R S1L iR, CEMEAREHBEAEKTEM: MR, &
HURTARIRAEY 2 BEAHEAER . B, C KluyveriZ
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5T RSy O A 7 BUS1E . RBO BN FAB B2
AR I RER 1) & AN FEIZ . C. magnum. C. homopropioni-
cum 1 C. botulinum WA ELH 5 FAB @4 F1 L4 G A &
BT R DO REBEAH G . PRI, AT AHEN, 7EXFE— DAL
3 CER G WA RS, MM R G EE” ECR
SEAEAFER NI FE PR

teAt, @ ER AT RIS 5 CE MR IIRE H T
WAy R T SRAlE. OB R B A
fli# (DIET) s2&—f s RUHIUE Y Al e AL 10 77 54
L 2 [ ) AR BT AR, H AR T IR SR
R[57-58]. WFFILL W DIET W] Ll £ fhigie kA4,
SHEE (e-pilD. HMItR. EYMAERED R TSN
B S AR [59-60]. KSR HEN, JRA A IERAE
YIRS A6 1F R I CEAE S A it vT BE > @ 7.5 T DIET
fR A ) B R BLR o B an, A Dl St R R R A A
Pseudomonas £ ES X .25 H1 2 L T 5 RBO 1 FAB 1] 1)
REANOCHEL DR (1) = BEAH G, XAl e 5 H A S R BT
AR AN TR, I 575 T DIET # 3 A A 1 - 1 6 -
A W 2 A0 R [61-62]. [AIFEHL, Clostridium Rhodo-
coccus~ Stenotrophomonas 1 Geobacter C 1E RBO F11 FAB
I B PR RE E D e R R BRI AR . TTTAE ES RS
2, ERAY TR R & W T I FE AR (B A A
S3): (DAFAE e-pili fE N S HLEEI[59]: @7r W 4Nt
A LME G HA BE[59]: BF FH 5 32 F1 8 6 £ 47 DIET
[63-64]. F& J ZEM At R4 3 th ml e i DI-
ET K2k IE R AR R[65]. HIk, TEIXFh i bE & S 1
AU L3RR R B ZR b, AT BETE B — MR T Ao ]
HiF 4L (IET) FMIDIET (2 WM REARL K, ixc

Others 1.0 Othersw 10
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BEUE S0 O REAAMRCR AR EE[62,66-67]. KL, fEA
S 33 CE S B 2% FR 088 21 (R0 i 1 1E LR AR, TR
HAT VAR T PRI . BRI BB R TR
JFAE 43 CE i #2 b DIET & A @ r, s H A7 2 Xt
CEfRRER, {HDIET nJ fig BN ik 124 R 7B 1) Sk
. 58S G 7 IR AWE 7T, LA T % DIET 76 13
CE 2 rp 1) H AR B 0

34. R E X

AR SCR e AR A = IR ORR, JRild S HoAh
FERRIEAT LG, AT AT 1R AR LI A P A A R O
AT AR R G P o R A AR AH B RS
PeMEYe), HemiAtIRe (et 7 IECIRMAR,
H VIRVMM R 5540, FF3Re 1 7= 4k £ BERIBRIR 73 A1 -
BeAbh, 3 CE 1A 2 BoA AN A 4% Gt DR AR I 1l 1 O s
WA RE T S5 . AE M [ N 3s T, Clostridium
Pseudomonas F! Azotobacter &% 5 CE it #2 7 i 32 B (1) 5
V). TREEDRNAE oy i 4 R R 13 CE AR &= i J RBO
HFAB 342 H 1) Ty i 22k R ARG 1) = FE AR S v, X AT
BAZ A4 2 TP RO ST 1 3 B B R D RE A L S 0. (B4
HREM, T, CO,MEALA WA fefe it 7+
BeHERD S R4S T OE ORI CE AR & ot #2 . Ik4h, IEC
Bt 5 ETS VR TR R R B R 2 IEAHOG, XAl AR
TR A YITE CEAR RIG AL TG TEM R T B 71518
R T I RE T

NT B HER A Y CE & S MCFAs 3EFE, Kok
WEFE R TT BE B AR R AE LU R LA T A s 2K
PR IR 2 (BRI etk WHFT AR R Wl 42 &
BSRNE s TFR =W o3 B AR BRI B o T A SCHR H Y
TE R e A P B U AR S v R CE Th e E e v
NP R BB T A MMERZE .

AR SRR L E N MCFAs 4 7= (e MR S (i 1 T
FLE, Hsegegs R RA T EEIEAEHIE. HFRgiRR
W, fELIEFCEITIA T, BREEE AN —Fh T e IR
BAAWARP RN . IR LGSR, fE— IR AT
N, JEA R AR IR OB R SRR S A
TI AR TS AR e . eAh, R SR (B
ARy —Fhla) e s A4 A T BeRY 5 B SR B i HET
RYERKRE S, TR AEAR SR FE b AT sed s 1 Aric
FIIE ER B E -

BeAh, B A R A E YRR T, AR
FOH R T AE L3 CEAR R Dy REREY) (I Pseudo-

monas~ Azotobacter~ Clostridium~ Rhodococcus~ Steno-

trophomonas Al Geobacter) W] el it DIET K3 R H
TEARRHIIE TP 5 ZER U HE— B 70 704 (s 47
ANJFALERE AL 250 4D, BLIESE DIET 7E -3 CE /& &
HIEE I [68-69]. % LFTR, 7ECEV& LARER LIEEF
AIE BT ATYE T BegA e Tolk A4 7 MCFAs I
an B, P A Y CE YRGB FIE FH A AE AR 3 5%
PER BB, HRRAE BIRA AR FTHIAH I O A

4. 4512

AT, TS BT SRS AR CEREARRA
J7 5% RV [ A2 7= MCFAs A Ath AR ) 64k 25 o (1) 6 1T 52 1Y)
EMEARTG o RCAGER TR AR SRR FEA T IEE
RNEMIE, FFULLRE/ENED, @il CE&AR4r” IE BRI
AT, T HoE e 22 R A 2 e AR A R R AR L
o AT E LS H LR 4518

(D LMY R S IE SRR A G AR,
AARRICNE R R FEE . R, 31 %0
RS T RIEEM AR R4 CEWE M, FESE
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JEE
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FEREE IE QR ERIG Mg m, KUen] gefE g
CEM &R RN

(3) M CEi&/2 EEAHE RBO NFAB. HIIgEM
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AR R S A PR 2 FRAT 1 SR 00T 9T 11 B A
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