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Abstract 

Background: Low ethanol tolerance of Kluyveromyces marxianus limits its application in high-temperature ethanol 
fermentation. As a complex phenotype, ethanol tolerance involves synergistic actions of many genes that are widely 
distributed throughout the genome, thereby being difficult to engineer. TATA-binding protein is the most common 
target of global transcription machinery engineering for improvement of complex phenotypes.

Results: A random mutagenesis library of K. marxianus TATA-binding protein Spt15 was constructed and subjected 
to screening under ethanol stress. Two mutant strains with improved ethanol tolerance were identified, one of which 
(denoted as M2) exhibited increased ethanol productivity. The mutant of Spt15 in strain M2 (denoted as Spt15-M2) 
has a single amino acid substitution at position 31 (Lys → Glu). RNA-Seq-based transcriptomic analysis revealed 
cellular transcription profile changes resulting from Spt15-M2. Spt15-M2 caused changes in transcriptional level 
of most of the genes in the central carbon metabolism network. Compared with control strain, 444 differentially 
expressed genes (DEGs) were identified in strain M2 (fold change > 2, Padj < 0.05), including 48 up-regulated and 396 
down-regulated. The up-regulated DEGs are involved in amino acid transport, long-chain fatty acid biosynthesis and 
MAPK signaling pathway, while the down-regulated DEGs are related to ribosome biogenesis, translation and protein 
synthesis. Five candidate genes (GAP1, GNP1, FAR1, STE2 and TEC1), which were found to be up-regulated in M2 strain, 
were overexpressed for a gain-of-function assay. However, the overexpression of no single gene helped improve 
ethanol tolerance as SPT15-M2 did.

Conclusions: This work demonstrates that ethanol tolerance of K. marxianus can be improved by engineering its 
TATA-binding protein. A single amino acid substitution (K31E) of TATA-binding protein Spt15 is able to bring differen-
tial expression of hundreds of genes that acted as an interconnected network for the phenotype of ethanol tolerance. 
Future perspectives of this technique in K. marxianus were discussed.
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Background
Bioethanol is becoming increasingly important due to the 
decreasing fossil energy resources and global warming 
claims. To produce bioethanol costly and effectively, we 
have developed a novel advanced solid-state fermenta-
tion (ASSF) technology to produce ethanol using crushed 
sweet sorghum stalks, which is equipped with an  opti-
mized and redesigned rotary drum fermenter and a pro-
prietary yeast strain [1–4]. However, low efficiencies of 
mass and heat transfer limit the industrial application of 
solid-state fermentation (SSF) [1, 5]. The rotary drum fer-
menter of the ASSF system improves the mass and heat 
transfer efficiencies and can thereby increase the ethanol 
productivity from sweet sorghum to a great extent [6], 
first demonstrating that SSF can be applied at industrial 
scale for ethanol production [2]. Nevertheless, there is 
still substantial reaction heat from metabolic activities of 
microorganisms trapped within the solid matrix, which 
always makes the temperature of SSF system over 40 °C, 
especially for the ASSF-driven ethanol plants resided in 
tropical and subtropical regions.

Thermotolerant yeast Kluyveromyces marxianus can 
grow well at temperatures as high as 45–52  °C and can 
efficiently produce ethanol at temperatures between 38 
and 45  °C [7, 8], which makes it a good candidate for 
ethanol fermentation at elevated temperatures. In addi-
tion, K. marxianus can utilize various pentoses and hex-
oses as single carbon sources [9], thereby becoming an 
ideal host for cellulosic ethanol production by simulta-
neous saccharification and fermentation [10]. Like other 
pentose-utilizing yeast species, however, K. marxianus 
has lower ethanol tolerance compared with Saccharomy-
ces cerevisiae [11], which limits its application in ethanol 
fermentation.

Ethanol tolerance is thought to be associated with mul-
tiple genes that are widely distributed throughout the 
genome. Although significant efforts have been made to 
study ethanol tolerance in past decades, its mechanisms 
have not been well known yet [12]. Therefore, overex-
pression or deletion of a single gene can hardly reach 
an ideal phenotype due to the complexity of metabolic 
landscapes [13, 14]. To address this problem, Alper et al. 
[15] developed an approach termed “global transcription 
machinery engineering (gTME)”, which has been widely 
used to evolve the desired phenotypes in recent years 
[16–22]. Through mutagenesis (via error-prone PCR 
mutations) of key proteins regulating the global tran-
scriptome, gTME allows for global perturbations of the 
transcriptome so that improved complex phenotypes can 
be elicited quickly and effectively. The most commonly 
targeted component of yeast for gTME is TATA-binding 
protein (TBP) Spt15 [15, 23–25], which is one of the com-
ponents of the general factor RNA polymerase II (RNA 

Pol II) transcription factor D (TFIID). K. marxianus 
Spt15 has been engineered to improve acid resistance 
and 3-hydroxypropionate production [26], demonstrat-
ing the applicability of this strategy to K. marxianus. 
Thus, we chose K. marxianus Spt15 as the target protein 
in this study for its putative ability to control as much as 
90% of the yeast transcriptome by its association with the 
general transcription complex TFIID [27, 28]. The SPT15 
gene was subjected to error-prone PCR and cloned into 
an expression vector. Pooled recombinant plasmids were 
then transformed into K. marxianus to construct a ran-
dom mutagenesis library. Then the library was subjected 
to screening under ethanol stress. Two mutant strains 
with improved ethanol tolerance were identified using 
this method, one of which (denoted as M2) showed 
increased ethanol productivity. Then strain M2 was 
subjected to RNA-Seq-based transcriptomic analysis to 
investigate the perturbations of transcriptome resulting 
from Spt15-M2.

Results and discussion
Random mutagenesis library construction
A random mutagenesis library of SPT15 containing  105 
E. coli clones was constructed by transformation of E. coli 
TOP10 with the pooled plasmids containing SPT15-mt-
P2A-GFP cassettes (Additional file  1: Fig. S1). The P2A 
peptide between a Spt15 mutant and a GFP functions 
as a cis-acting hydrolase element, mediating “cleavage” 
between the two proteins so that they can be generated 
separately from one open reading frame [8, 29]. This 
method can minimize the influence of GFP because a 
Spt15 mutant can exercise its function as a single pro-
tein instead of a GFP-fused one. To determine the muta-
tion frequency of the mutagenesis library, 20 E. coli 
clones were randomly picked and the SPT15 mutants 
were sequenced using SEQ-F as primer. The nucleo-
tide changes of the SPT15 mutants in the 20 randomly 
picked clones were counted. According to the statistical 
result, the average mutation frequency was 2.3 nucleotide 
changes per gene (Additional file 1: Table S1). Since the 
mutation frequencies of two to seven nucleotide changes 
per gene are commonly employed in previous studies 
[30–32], 2.3 nucleotide changes per gene is thought to be 
proper in the present study. Then all the  105 clones were 
mixed and the pooled plasmids were extracted. A random 
mutagenesis library containing  105 K. marxianus clones 
was then constructed by transformation of DMKU3-1042 
with the pooled plasmids. The successful expression of 
the SPT15 mutants was confirmed by observing the fluo-
rescence of GFP. The result of fluorescence microscopy 
indicates that the library was successfully constructed 
(Additional file  1: Fig. S2). The efficiency of P2A cleav-
age in the strain harboring SPT15-P2A-GFP cassette 
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and the random mutagenesis library was examined using 
semiquantitative western blotting analysis. When anti-
GFP antibody was used as primary antibody in western 
blotting, both GFP and the uncleaved fusion of Spt15-
P2A-GFP were detected (Additional file  1: Fig. S3). The 
calculated cleavage efficiency was 88.66–93.20% (Addi-
tional file 1: Fig. S3), demonstrating that P2A cleavage is 
efficient in K. marxianus.

Mutant screening under ethanol stress
The random mutagenesis library of K. marxianus was 
cultured in 200  mL YPD medium supplemented with 
elevated ethanol concentration [from 2 to 5% (v/v)] at 
45 °C. After five successive subcultures, the enriched cell 
culture was diluted and spread onto YPD plates and ten 
individual colonies were randomly picked. The growth 
performances of the ten mutant strains were tested under 
ethanol stress in 96-well plates. The growth curve data 
were fitted with logistic model and the results show that 
all sets of data fitted the model well (R2 > 0.99) (Additional 
file  2). Two strains M2 and M10 were found to grow 
faster than other strains under ethanol stress and their 
advantages were most obvious under the condition of 6% 

ethanol (Fig. 1). Then the first-order derivative functions 
of the growth curves were calculated to show the varia-
tions of growth speed as a function of time. The maxi-
mum time derivatives of M2’s and M10’s growth curves 
were higher and appeared earlier than those of DMKU3-
1402 and the strain overexpressing wild-type SPT15 in 
the presence of ethanol. Especially in the presence of 6% 
ethanol, the maximum time derivatives of M2’s and M10’s 
growth curves were 0.121 and 0.108/h, respectively, both 
appeared at around 8 h after inoculation; while those of 
DMKU3-1402 (0.089/h) and the strain overexpressing 
wild-type SPT15 (0.070/h) appeared about 3 and 8 h later, 
respectively (Additional file  1: Fig. S4). Further spotting 
tests show that M2 and M10 exhibited better survival 
than both DMKU3-1042 and the strain overexpressing 
wild-type SPT15 on YPD agar plates containing ethanol 
at 45  °C (Fig. 2). Despite similar growth performance to 
wild-type DMKU3-1042 when no ethanol added, strain 
overexpressing wild-type SPT15 grow more poorly under 
conditions involving ethanol (Fig.  1). This phenomenon 
can be attributed to the so-called “plasmid burden”: the 
replication and maintenance of plasmid DNA causes bur-
dens on yeast cells, leading to a reduced growth rate [33]. 

Fig. 1 Growth curves of mutant strains at 42 °C under different concentrations of ethanol. Overnight cultures were diluted with YPD medium to 
reach an initial  OD600 of 0.20. These cell suspensions were aliquoted in triplicates into a sterile 96-well plate with 200 μL in each well and incubated 
at 42 °C in a microplate reader to measure the growth curves. Values are means and standard deviations (n = 3)
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To assess the effect of plasmid burden in this study, we 
conducted another growth curve assay in which wild-
type DMKU3-1042 and strains harboring a blank plasmid 
and a plasmid containing wild-type SPT15 were used. As 
shown in Additional file 1: Fig. S5, both of the plasmid-
harboring strains exhibited poorer growth compared to 
wild-type DMKU3-1402, especially under conditions 
involving ethanol. This finding indicates that the plasmid 
burden did affect cell growth in this study. Thus, to elimi-
nate the influence of plasmid burden, the strain overex-
pressing wild-type SPT15 was used as control strain in 
the following experiments. 

Ethanol fermentation of the mutant strains
Batch fermentation experiments were conducted at 45 °C 
to assess the ethanol fermentation performance of the 
mutant  strains M2 and M10. According to the fermen-
tation results, strain M2 exhibited better fermentation 
performance compared with M10 and control strain 
(Fig.  3a). It should be noted that the fermentation pro-
cesses of all the strains were incomplete due to the inhi-
bition of accumulated ethanol, with about 60–80  g/L 
glucose left at the end of fermentation. We defined “etha-
nol inhibition concentration” (EIC) as the ethanol con-
centration when fermentation stopped due to ethanol 
inhibition. Accordingly, the EIC of strain M2 is about 
57 g/L, while those of M10 and control strain are about 
46 and 47  g/L, respectively. After 24  h of fermentation, 
strain M2 produced 46.47 ± 1.25 g/L ethanol, which was 
8.30 and 10.28% higher than that produced by M10 and 
control strain, respectively; while after 48 h of fermenta-
tion, strain M2 produced 57.29 ± 1.96 g/L ethanol, which 
was 23.74 and 22.05% higher than that produced by M10 
and control strain, respectively. Then we reconstructed 
two strains without P2A-GFP, which overexpress 

wild-type SPT15 and SPT15-M2, respectively. The fer-
mentation performance of these two strains was further 
tested. The results show that the strain overexpressing 
SPT15-M2 mutant still maintained the advantage in etha-
nol fermentation (Additional file 1: Fig. S6). These results 
indicate that the mutation in SPT15-M2 confers the yeast 
higher ethanol tolerance, enabling it to produce higher 
concentration of ethanol during batch fermentation.

Mutation site identification
The plasmid containing the SPT15-M2 mutant was 
extracted from strain M2 and was sequenced to identify 
the mutation sites. According to the sequencing result, 
SPT15-M2 has a single base substitution, resulting in a 
single amino acid substitution at position 31 (Lys → Glu). 
Like other TBPs, Spt15 has a phylogenetically conserved 
C-terminal region which is made up of ~ 180 amino acids 
and a highly diverged species-specific N-terminal region 
which varies in both length and sequence [34]. The con-
served C-terminal region recognizes the TATA box, with 
an 8-bp consensus sequence TATA(A/T)A(A/T)(A/G) 
[34, 35]. Although the nonconserved N-terminal region 
is largely unnecessary for transcription in certain yeast 
strains [35], Zhou et  al. [36] have found that the acidic 
region just N-terminal to the conserved region is required 
for normal growth and transcription control in most yeast 
strains. In addition, previous studies have found that the 
N-terminal region of human TBP inhibits TATA bind-
ing by the C-terminal region of TBP on both pol III- [37] 
and pol II-dependent promoters [38]. It is suggested that 
human TBP binds to the TATA box through a two-step 
process, including an initial binding of TBP to the TATA 
box without bending the DNA and followed by a slow tran-
sition into a more stable bent TATA–TBP complex. The 
nonconserved N-terminal region inhibits formation of the 

Fig. 2 Spotting test of mutant strains M2 and M10 at 45 °C under different concentrations of ethanol. 2 μL cell suspensions of each strain with 
 OD600 of 0.20 and serial dilutions of  10−1 to  10−3 were spotted onto YPD agar medium and then incubated at 45 °C. SPT15 stands for the strain 
overexpressing wild-type SPT15 
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bent TBP–TATA box complex and promotes formation of 
the unbent TBP–TATA box complex [38]. To the best of 
our knowledge, no similar function of yeast TBP’s N-termi-
nal region has been reported. Considering the phylogenetic 
conservation of TBPs, however, the N-terminal region of 
yeast TBP may have a similar function with that of human 
TBP. Thus, the K31E substitution in this study may change 
the inhibition of Spt15’s N-terminal region to the forma-
tion of TATA–Spt15 complex, and then the efficiency of 
transcription initiation may be changed accordingly.

Spt15‑M2 resulted in transcriptome perturbations
To investigate the perturbations of transcriptome result-
ing from Spt15-M2, strain M2 during ethanol fermentation 
at 45  °C was subjected to RNA-Seq-based transcriptomic 
analysis with three biological replicates.

We first reconstructed the central carbon metabolic 
network based on the RPKM values of gene involved in 
this network (Fig.  4 and Additional file  3). The results 

show that Spt15-M2 caused changes in transcriptional 
level of most of the genes in the central carbon metabo-
lism network. Glucose is phosphorylated by hexose–glu-
cose kinase after uptake, and then enters the glycolytic 
pathway. The hexokinase gene RAG5 in strain M2 had 
more than twofold up-regulation compared with that 
in control strain, while the glucokinase gene GLK1 was 
slightly down-regulated. Considering that the hexoki-
nase of K. marxianus can phosphorylate both glucose 
and fructose [39], the up-regulation of RAG5 in strain 
M2 might promote its glucose assimilation ability. The 
glucose-6-phosphate dehydrogenase gene ZWF was 
down-regulated in strain M2, which might decrease the 
carbon flux through the pentose phosphate pathway 
(PPP) [40]. PFK1, which encodes 6-phosphofructokinase 
subunit alpha, was down-regulated by 2.5-fold in strain 
M2. However, a previous study has found that reduced 
PFK1 expression had  no significant effect on growth 
rate, glucose consumption or ethanol production [41]. 

Fig. 3 Fermentation results: concentrations of a ethanol and residual glucose, b glycerol, and c intracellular content of pyruvate during batch 
ethanol fermentation. Data were collected from batch fermentation experiments conducted in sealed 100-mL serum bottles at 45 °C with three 
biological replicates. Control: the strain overexpressing wild-type SPT15. Values are means and standard deviations (n = 3)

(See figure on next page.)
Fig. 4 The central carbon metabolic network of K. marxianus. Red colored: significantly up-regulated genes for M2 vs SPT15; green colored: 
significantly down-regulated genes for M2 vs SPT15; grey colored: genes with no significant fold change. The  log2(fold change) values of the genes 
are illustrated at the top-right corner. SPT15 stands for the strain overexpressing wild-type SPT15 
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TPI1 and GPD1 were up-regulated in strain M2. These 
two genes encode enzymes in the pathway of glycerol 
formation, triose phosphate isomerase and glycerol-
3-phosphate dehydrogenase, respectively. Glycerol is 
considered as a byproduct for ethanol production, serv-
ing as an essential electron sink for nicotinamide adenine 
dinucleotide (NADH) generated in biosynthesis during 
anaerobic growth [42]. Thus, yeast cells produce glyc-
erol as an alternative means of  NAD+ regeneration to 
deal with the unbalanced cellular  NAD+/NADH ratio 
caused by ethanol exposure [43]. Surprisingly, although 
the transcription levels of TPI1 and GPD1 were higher 
in strain M2 compared with control strain, HPLC results 
show that strain M2 produced slightly less glycerol than 
control strain did (Fig.  3b), indicating its higher carbon 
flux towards ethanol formation. Pyruvate, which is an 
important intermediate metabolite of the central car-
bon metabolism, determines the carbon fluxes to etha-
nol production or to the tricarboxylic acid (TCA) cycle. 
According to the results of pyruvate assay, the maximum 
intracellular content of pyruvate in M2 strain appeared 
at 16  h, while that in the control strain appeared 2  h 
later (Fig.  3c). This finding indicates that M2 strain 
accumulated more pyruvate via glycolysis during early 
fermentation stage, which in turn helped to increase fer-
mentation rate. The pyruvate kinase Pyk1 catalyzes phos-
phoenolpyruvate (PEP) into pyruvate and is regarded as 
the rate-limiting enzyme [44]. The pyruvate kinase gene 
PYK1 was found up-regulated by 1.7-fold in strain M2; 
which might help produce pyruvate for ethanol fermenta-
tion.  CIT1, encoding the mitochondrial citrate synthase 
Cit1, was found up-regulated by 2.3-fold in strain M2. 
Cit1 catalyzes the first reaction of the TCA cycle which 
is condensation of acetyl-CoA and oxaloacetate to form 
citrate. Thus, Cit1 functions as a rate-limiting enzyme 
of the TCA cycle [45]. Under anaerobic conditions, the 
TCA cycle can work as a reducing cycle, reducing the 
excess NADH [46]. Furthermore, the activity of TCA 
pathway is also thought to be maintained for primary fuel 
biosynthetic reactions supplying cells with oxaloacetate 
and 2-oxoglutarate, the precursors of aspartate and gluta-
mate [47]. ALD6, encoding aldehyde dehydrogenase that 
catalyzes acetaldehyde into acetic acid, was also up-regu-
lated in strain M2. It is assumed that yeast cells produce 
acetic acid to regenerate reducing equivalents such as 
nicotinamide adenine dinucleotide phosphate (NADPH) 
in the cytoplasm [48], which can neutralize reactive oxy-
gen species (ROS) generated at high temperatures [49]. 
The alcohol dehydrogenase Adh4 gene ADH4b in strain 
M2 was up-regulated by more than twofold. This gene is 
thought to be involved in the degradation of ethanol and 
thereby contribute to ethanol  detoxification to ensure 
cell survival [50, 51]. Hence, the enhanced transcription 

of ADH4b in strain M2 might confer it higher ethanol 
tolerance.

To further explore the transcriptome perturbations 
caused by Spt15-M2, we conducted differential expres-
sion analysis based on the RNA-Seq data. Strain M2 
was identified to have 444 differentially expressed genes 
(DEGs) (including 48 up-regulated and 396 down-
regulated) compared with control strain (Fig.  5 and 
Additional file  4). Gene Ontology (GO) and KEGG 
enrichment analyses were conducted to identify the 
functions of DEGs. The results of GO enrichment show 
that biological processes related to amino acid transport 
(such as GO: 0055085, GO: 0003333, GO: 0035524 and 
GO: 0006865) and long-chain fatty acid biosynthesis 
(GO: 0042759) were enriched in the up-regulated DEGs 
(Additional file 5). Ethanol can enhance the passive pro-
ton flux through the yeast plasma membrane, leading to 
depolarization of membrane potential and inhibition of 
nutrient uptake (such as amino acids and ammonium) 
[52, 53]. The exposure of yeast cells to ethanol also fluid-
izes the plasma membrane [54, 55]. It has been reported 
that the incorporation of the supplementary amino acids 
into plasma membrane can lead to enhanced ability for 
plasma membrane to efficiently counteract the fluid-
izing effect of ethanol when subjected to ethanol stress 
[56, 57]. Therefore, the up-regulation of genes related to 
amino acid transport in strain M2 might reduce ethanol’s 
fluidizing effect and inhibition on amino acid uptake, 

Fig. 5 Volcano plots of differentially expressed genes (DEGs) for 
M2 vs SPT15. Genes with adjusted P values (Padj) less than 0.05 and 
 log2(fold change) values greater than 1 were assigned as differentially 
expressed. SPT15 stands for the strain overexpressing wild-type SPT15 
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resulting in higher ethanol tolerance. In addition, long-
chain fatty acids in plasma membrane also play a critical 
role in ethanol resistance in S. cerevisiae [53, 58]. Among 
the up-regulated DEGs, FAS1 and ACC1, which were 
also found up-regulated in S. cerevisiae strain express-
ing K. marxianus MSN2 in our previous study [8], are 
related to long-chain fatty acid biosynthesis. Thus, the 
up-regulation of FAS1 and ACC1 in strain M2 might 
improve ethanol tolerance by enhancing long-chain 
fatty acid biosynthesis. According to the KEGG enrich-
ment result, MAPK signaling pathway was enriched in 
the up-regulated DEGs in strain M2. STE2, FAR1 and 
TEC1 are involved in pheromone-induced MAPK sign-
aling pathway [59, 60]. Previous studies also found that 
genes involved in pheromone pathways were up-regu-
lated specifically in haploid strains [61, 62], indicating 
that their mating system was robust to environmental 
variation [62]. Therefore, the up-regulation of genes 
associated with pheromone pathway in strain M2 might 
confer the cells more robust mating to deal with etha-
nol stress. K. marxianus was reported to be homothal-
lic [63, 64]. Although homothallism is a form of mating 
that produces minimal genetic variability, homothallic 
mating in fungi is thought to be an adaptation for sur-
viving stressful conditions because promoted  homolo-
gous recombination can repair DNA damages caused by 
a stressful environment [65]. Regarding the enrichment 
analyses of the down-regulated DEGs, the biological pro-
cesses related to translation and protein synthesis were 
enriched, including ribosome biogenesis, rRNA process-
ing, tRNA processing, and so on (Additional files 5 and 
6). A similar result was given by the interaction analysis 
of the identified DEGs. According to the result of inter-
action analysis, the interactions between the DEGs were 
clustered into several groups, the largest among which 
includes a number of closely interrelated genes related 
to ribosome biogenesis and rRNA processing. Other 

groups include genes involved in ncRNA transcription, 
mRNA metabolic process, Golgi vesicle transport, post-
translational protein targeting to membrane, ubiquitin-
dependent protein catabolic process, dicarboxylic acid 
metabolism and mitochondrial membrane organization, 
respectively (Table 1 and Additional file 1: Fig. S7). Most 
of these genes were also found repressed in response to 
ethanol stress by previous studies [66–68]. In a previous 
study, GO analysis revealed the following GO terms to 
be overrepresented in the DEGs in an ethanol-tolerant S. 
cerevisiae strain expressing a SPT15 mutant: oxidoreduc-
tase activity, cytoplasmic proteins and enzymes, amino 
acid and derivative metabolism, vitamin metabolism, and 
electron transport [15]. In another study in which RNA 
polymerase II subunit Rpb7 was engineered to improve 
ethanol tolerance in S. cerevisiae, genes involved in 
energy metabolism, oxidative stress response, long-chain 
fatty acid metabolism and sterol synthesis were found 
up-regulated and genes related to helicase activity, DNA 
repair, ribosome assembly were down-regulated in the 
ethanol-tolerant strain [22]. By comparing the results of 
transcriptomic analysis in the present study with those in 
the previous studies, we found that enhanced long-chain 
fatty acid biosynthesis and repressed ribosome assembly 
were elicited in ethanol-tolerant strains of both K. marxi-
anus and S. cerevisiae [15, 22], suggesting their conserved 
mechanism of ethanol tolerance. Intriguingly, up-regu-
lated expression of gene related to amino acid transport 
and MAPK signaling pathway was only found in this 
study, which provides a new insight into the mechanism 
of ethanol tolerance. 

To explore whether overexpression of an individual 
gene can lead to improved ethanol tolerance, five candi-
date DEGs (GAP1, GNP1, FAR1, STE2 and TEC1), which 
were identified to be up-regulated in M2 strain, were 
overexpressed for a gain-of-function assay. Among these 
five genes, GAP1 and GNP1 are involved in amino acid 

Table 1 List of interacted DEGs for M2 vs SPT15. SPT15 stands for the strain overexpressing wild-type SPT15 

Category Gene list

Ribosome biogenesis and rRNA processing BMS1, CBF5, CGR1, CIC1, DBP3, DBP7, DHR2, DRS1, EBP2, ECM16, EFG1, ENP1, 
FAL1, FCF2, GAR1, IMP4, IPI3, KRI1, MAK11, MAK16, MDN1, MTR4, NAN1, NIP7, 
NOC4, NOP12, NOP16, NOP53, NOP58, NOP7, NOP8, NOP9, NSA1, NUG1, 
PNO1, PWP1, PXR1, RCL1, RIO2, RLP7, ROK1, RRB1, RRP14, RRP3, RRP4, RRP42, 
RRP43, RRP45, RRP46, RRP8, RRS1, SAS10, SGD1, SKI6, SLX9, SPB4, SQT1, SSF1, 
UTP10, UTP18, UTP25, UTP30, UTP4, UTP9, YVH1, etc.

ncRNA transcription PZF1, RPC11, RPC25, RPC37, RPC53, RPO31, TFC1, etc.

mRNA metabolic process CUS1, NAM8, NPL3, PRP42, RPB7, SPT4, etc.

Golgi vesicle transport EMP47, ERP1, ERV25, ERV29, SEC13, SEC18, SEC22, TLG2, TRS33, UFE1, etc.

Posttranslational protein targeting to membrane GET3, GET4, SBH1, SEC61, SEC62, SEC72, SGT2, etc.

Ubiquitin-dependent protein catabolic process DOA1, PRE2, PRE3, PRE7, PUP1, PUP3, RPN5, RPT3, RPT4, UBP6, etc.

Dicarboxylic acid metabolism AAT1, FOL1, GDH3, KGD1, MIS1, etc.

Mitochondrial membrane organization TAZ1, TOM20, TOM70, etc.
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transport, while FAR1, STE2, and TEC1 are related to 
MAPK signaling pathway. We found that the overexpres-
sion of no single gene helped improve ethanol tolerance 
as SPT15-M2 did (Additional file 1: Fig. S8). This finding 
is consistent with another study [15]. Previous studies 
have also examined the effect of individual gene knockout 
on the phenotype of improved ethanol tolerance to deter-
mine whether the up-regulated genes acted individually 
or as an ensemble [15, 17]. Their results shown that the 
knockout of most of these target genes resulted in loss of 
the improved phenotype, suggesting each gene was insuf-
ficient to confer ethanol tolerance individually. Therefore, 
it is assumed that the products of the up-regulated genes 
activated by the mutant Spt15 are necessary components 
of an interconnected network for the phenotype of etha-
nol tolerance, although some redundancy may exist [15].

Conclusions
Ethanol tolerance and production of K. marxianus was 
improved by engineering TATA-binding protein Spt15. 
A single amino acid substitution (K31E) of TATA-bind-
ing protein Spt15 was able to bring differential expres-
sion of hundreds of genes in K. marxianus, leading to 
improvement in ethanol tolerance and production. 
RNA-Seq-based transcriptomic analysis revealed cel-
lular transcription profile changes resulting from Spt15-
M2: Spt15-M2 caused changes in transcriptional level 
of most of the genes in the central carbon metabolism 
network; genes associated with amino acid transport, 
long-chain fatty acid biosynthesis and MAPK signaling 
pathway were up-regulated, while genes related to ribo-
some biogenesis, translation and protein synthesis were 
down-regulated. Five candidate genes (GAP1, GNP1, 
FAR1, STE2 and TEC1), which were found to be up-
regulated in M2 strain, were overexpressed for a gain-of-
function assay. However, the overexpression of no single 
gene helped improve ethanol tolerance as SPT15-M2 did, 
indicating that the DEGs acted as an interconnected net-
work for the phenotype of ethanol tolerance. This work 
demonstrates that ethanol tolerance of K. marxianus can 
be improved by engineering its TATA-binding protein 
Spt15. This method can also be used for the improvement 
of other complex phenotypes in K. marxianus (such ther-
motolerance, oxidative stress tolerance, acetic acid toler-
ance, etc.) that have not been fully understood and are 
difficult to engineer using conventional methods of meta-
bolic engineering. In addition to Spt15, other global tran-
scription-related proteins such as transcription initiation 
factor TFIID subunit 10 (Taf10) and RNA polymerase II 
subunit Rpb7, or stress-related transcription factors such 
as Hsf1 or Msn2/4 can also be potential candidates to be 
engineered in the future.

Methods
Strains, plasmids and media
Escherichia coli TOP10 (Tiangen, Beijing, China) was 
used as a cloning host for DNA cloning and plasmid 
propagation. Kluyveromyces marxianus DMKU3-1042 
(purchased from NITE Biological Resource Center) 
was used for ethanol tolerance experiments. The cen-
tromere plasmid pKmLP2 was constructed based on 
pAUR123 (Takara, Japan), with AUR1-C replaced by the 
G418-resistant gene KanMX6, ARS1 and CEN4 replaced 
by K. marxianus CEN/ARS, which has ARS1 and centro-
meric functions. E. coli was grown in LB medium (1% 
tryptone, 0.5% yeast extract, 1% NaCl) containing 100 μg/
mL ampicillin. K. marxianus was grown in YPD medium 
(1% yeast extract, 2% peptone and 2% glucose), with 
200  μg/mL G418 sulfate added for strains transformed 
with pKmLP2-based vectors. Fermentation medium 
(FM) (20 g/L peptone, 20 g/L yeast extract, 200 g/L glu-
cose, 0.6 g/L (NH4)2SO4, 0.15 g/L  KH2PO4) was used for 
batch ethanol fermentation experiments.

DNA manipulation
The genomic DNA of K. marxianus was isolated with 
 EZNA® Yeast DNA Kit (Omega Bio-tek, Doraville, CA, 
USA), following the supplier’s protocol. The SPT15-GFP 
co-expression vector was constructed using the method 
described by Szymczak-Workman et al. [69] (Additional 
file  1: Fig. S1). First the fragment containing a Kozak 
sequence, a SmaI site, SPT15, a GSG linker and the 5′ 
region of P2A was amplified with the oligos KmSPT15-
F and KmSPT15-R as primers and genome DNA of K. 
marxianus as template. The fragment that contains the 3′ 
region of P2A, GFP gene and an XhoI site was amplified 
with oligos GFP-F and GFP-R. Then the resulting frag-
ments were connected in a final overlap PCR with oligos 
KmSPT15-F and GFP-R as primers. The connected frag-
ment SPT15-P2A-GFP was then cloned into pKmLP2 
after digested with restriction enzymes SmaI and XhoI. 
The resulting plasmid was sequence verified to ensure the 
correct sequence of SPT15. All the primers used in this 
study were listed in Additional file 7.

Construction of mutagenesis library
Mutagenesis primers (MUT-F and MUT-R) were designed 
based on the sequence of pKmLP2, with restriction sites of 
KpnI and Kpn2I in each primer, respectively. Mutagenesis 
of SPT15 was performed using error-prone PCR-based 
GeneMorph II Random Mutagenesis Kit (Agilent Technol-
ogies, Santa Clara, CA, USA). Then the pooled PCR prod-
ucts were purified using EasyPure PCR Purification Kit 
(TransGen Biotech, Beijing, China) and digested overnight 
at 37  °C using KpnI and Kpn2I (ThermoFisher Scientific, 
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Waltham, MA, USA). The vector pKmLP2-SPT15 was 
also digested with the same restriction enzymes and the 
pKmLP2 backbone was purified using EasyPure Quick Gel 
Extraction Kit (TransGen Biotech, Beijing, China) after 
agarose gel electrophoresis. Then the purified PCR prod-
ucts were ligated into the pKmLP2 backbone using T4 
DNA ligase (New England Biolabs, Beverly, MA, USA), 
followed by transformation into competent TOP10. The 
colonies were counted and the library size was determined 
to be  105. Colonies were then pooled using sterile LB 
medium and a sterile cell scraper to create a liquid library 
of the cells. Pooled plasmids containing SPT15 mutants 
were extracted using TIANprep Mini Plasmid Kit (Tian-
gen, Beijing, China) from E. coli and then transformed into 
K. marxianus DMKU3-1042 by electroporation. Details in 
electroporation K. marxianus are described in Additional 
file 1. The mutation frequency of the random mutagenesis 
library was determined by sequencing 20 randomly picked 
clones.

Evaluation of P2A cleavage efficiency
The efficiency of P2A cleavage in K. marxianus was 
examined using semiquantitative western blotting anal-
ysis. Wild-type DMKU3-1042, the strain harboring 
SPT15-P2A-GFP cassette and the random mutagenesis 
library were grown overnight, collected and subjected 
to protein extraction, SDS-PAGE and western blotting. 
Protein extraction, SDS-PAGE and western blotting 
were conducted with reference to a previous study [70]. 
β-actin was monitored as a loading control. Anti-GFP 
mouse monoclonal antibody (Epsilon, Beijing, China) 
was used as primary antibody to monitor GFP and the 
uncleaved fusion of Spt15-P2A-GFP, while anti-β-actin 
mouse monoclonal antibody (Epsilon, Beijing, China) 
was used as primary antibody to monitor β-actin. HRP-
conjugated goat anti-mouse IgG(H + L) (Epsilon, Beijing, 
China) was used as secondary antibody. The efficiency of 
P2A cleavage was calculated by dividing signal intensity 
value of GFP by the sum of the signal intensity values of 
GFP and the uncleaved fusion of Spt15-P2A-GFP.

Mutant screening and identification
The random mutagenesis library was cultured in 200 mL 
YPD medium supplemented with elevated ethanol con-
centration [from 2 to 4% (v/v)] at 45  °C. After five suc-
cessive subcultures, the enriched cell culture was diluted 
and spread onto YPD plates. Individual colonies were 
randomly picked for plasmid extraction using Zymo-
prep II kit (Zymo Research, Orange, CA, USA). The frag-
ments containing SPT15 mutants were amplified from 
the extracted plasmids using oligos SEQ-F and SEQ-R as 
primers. Then SPT15 mutants were sequenced using the 
oligo SEQ-F as primer.

Mutant growth under ethanol stress
Overnight cell cultures grown at 30  °C with shaking at 
200 rpm were diluted with YPD medium containing 0, 4, 
6% ethanol (v/v) to reach an initial  OD600 (optical den-
sity at 600  nm) of ~  0.20. These cell suspensions were 
aliquoted in triplicates into a sterile 96-well plate and 
incubated at 42  °C in a Tecan Infinite M200 Pro plate 
reader (Tecan Group Ltd., Männedorf, Switzerland) until 
stationary phase was reached. No higher temperature 
was applied due to the limit of instrument. The  OD600 
values in each well were automatically recorded at inter-
vals of 60  min. Before each measurement, the 96-well 
plate was automatically shaken for 90  s to homogenize 
the samples.

To quantitatively investigate the growth curves, the 
growth curve data were fitted with logistic model [71, 
72]:

where A1, A2, x0 and p are parameters of logistic model.
Then the first-order derivative functions of  OD600-time 

functions were calculated to study the growth speed 
variations.

For spotting test, 2  μL cell suspensions of each strain 
with  OD600 of ~  0.20 and serial dilutions of  10−1–10−3 
were spotted onto YPD agar medium containing 0, 4 and 
5% ethanol (v/v) and then incubated at 45 °C for 2 days.

Batch ethanol fermentation
Batch fermentation experiments were conducted in 
sealed 100-mL serum bottles in triplicate at 45 °C. Sam-
ples were taken at intervals of 12 h for high-performance 
liquid chromatography (HPLC) analysis. Details in batch 
fermentation experiments and HPLC-based measure-
ments of fermentation substrates and products are 
described in our previous study [8]. Intracellular con-
tent of pyruvate was measured using a pyruvate assay kit 
(BC2205,  Solarbio, Beijing, China) following the manu-
facturer’s instructions.

RNA‑Seq‑based transcriptomic analysis
To reveal the mechanisms of the ethanol tolerance con-
ferred by the Spt15p-M2 mutant, the transcriptional 
profiles of M2 and control strain fermenting at 45  °C 
were investigated using RNA-Seq-based transcriptomic 
analysis with three biological replicates. Total RNA was 
extracted from the 20-h samples as described before [8] 
and then sent to Novogene Bioinformatics Technology 
(Beijing, China) for further quality and quantity evalua-
tion, cDNA library preparation, and sequencing. We first 

y = A2 +
A1 − A2

1+

(

x
x0

)p ,
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compared the gene expression profiles between M2 and 
control strain to find the differentially expressed genes 
(DEGs) using DESeq R package [73]. The resulting P val-
ues were adjusted using the Benjamin and Hochberg’s 
approach for controlling the false discovery rate. Genes 
with adjusted P values (Padj) less than 0.05 and  log2 (fold 
change) values greater than 1 were assigned as differen-
tially expressed. Gene Ontology (GO) and Kyoto Ency-
clopedia of Gene and Genomics (KEGG) enrichment 
analyses of DEGs were implemented by the gene function 
classification tool of DAVID Bioinformatics Resource 6.8 
(https ://david .ncifc rf.gov/gene2 gene.jsp) [74, 75]; GO 
and KEGG terms with P values less than 0.05 were con-
sidered significantly enriched. The interaction networks 
of DEGs were obtained using the STRING v10.5 data-
base (http://strin g-db.org/) [76]. As there has been no K. 
marxianus data in the database, we chose Saccharomyces 
cerevisiae as the background.

Abbreviations
ASSF: advanced solid-state fermentation; DEG: differentially expressed gene; 
EIC: ethanol inhibition concentration; GFP: green fluorescent protein; GO: 
gene ontology; gTME: global transcription machinery engineering; KEGG: 
Kyoto Encyclopedia of Gene and Genomics; NADH: nicotinamide adenine 
dinucleotide; NADPH: nicotinamide adenine dinucleotide phosphate; PCR: 
polymerase chain reaction; ROS: reactive oxygen species; PPP: pentose phos-
phate pathway; RNA-Seq: ribonucleic acid (RNA) sequencing; RPKM: reads per 
kilobase per million mapped reads; SSF: solid-state fermentation; TBP: TATA-
binding protein; YPD: yeast extract, peptone and dextrose.

Authors’ contributions
PL and XF contributed equally to this work. PL, XF, SL and LZ designed experi-
ments. PL performed DNA manipulation, mutagenesis library construction, 
western blotting and spotting tests, analyzed transcriptome sequencing data. 
XF performed mutant screening, growth curve measurement and fermenta-
tion experiments, prepared and purified RNA. PL and XF wrote the manuscript. 
All authors read and approved the final manuscript.

Acknowledgements
We are grateful to Mr. Shengkai Pan, Chinese Academy of Sciences, for his 
help in analyzing RNA-Seq data. We also thank Dr. Savitree Limtong, Kasetsart 
University, Thailand, for his patience and help in purchasing Kluyveromyces 
marxianus DMKU3-1042.

Competing interests
The authors declare that they have no competing interests.

Additional files

Additional file 1. Additional methods and results.

Additional file 2. Logistic fitting results.

Additional file 3. RPKM values and fold changes of genes in the central 
carbon metabolic network.

Additional file 4. Differentially expressed genes for M2 vs SPT15.

Additional file 5. GO enrichment of differentially expressed genes for M2 
vs SPT15.

Additional file 6. KEGG enrichment of differentially expressed genes for 
M2 vs SPT15.

Additional file 7. Primers used in this study.

Availability of data and materials
The FASTQ files have been deposited in NCBI Sequence Read Archive (SRA) 
under Accession Number PRJNA449141. Other datasets used and/or analyzed 
during the current study are available from the corresponding author on 
reasonable request.

Consent for publication
Not applicable.

Ethics approval and consent to participate
Not applicable.

Funding
This work was supported by grants from National Key R&D Program of 
China (2016YFE0108500), National Natural Science Foundation of China 
(31600067, 21506113, 31470229) and China Postdoctoral Science Foundation 
(2017T100064, 2015M581074).

Publisher’s Note
Springer Nature remains neutral with regard to jurisdictional claims in pub-
lished maps and institutional affiliations.

Received: 7 April 2018   Accepted: 16 July 2018

References
 1. Wang EQ, Li SZ, Tao L, Geng X, Li TC. Modeling of rotating drum bioreac-

tor for anaerobic solid-state fermentation. Appl Energy. 2010;87:2839–45.
 2. Li SZ, Li GM, Zhang L, Zhou ZX, Han B, Hou WH, et al. A demonstration 

study of ethanol production from sweet sorghum stems with advanced 
solid state fermentation technology. Appl Energy. 2013;102:260–5.

 3. Li J, Li S, Han B, Yu M, Li G, Jiang Y. A novel cost-effective technology to 
convert sucrose and homocelluloses in sweet sorghum stalks into etha-
nol. Biotechnol Biofuels. 2013;6:174.

 4. Du R, Yan JB, Feng QZ, Li PP, Zhang L, Chang S, et al. A novel wild-type 
Saccharomyces cerevisiae strain TSH1 in scaling-up of solid-state fermenta-
tion of ethanol from sweet sorghum stalks. PLoS ONE. 2014;9:e94480.

 5. Pandey A. Solid-state fermentation. Biochem Eng J. 2003;13:81–4.
 6. Wang EQ, Han B, Li SZ. Numerical simulation of transient radial tempera-

ture distribution in rotating drum bioreactor for solid state fermentation. 
In: International conference on materials for renewable energy and 
environment (ICMREE). China: Chengdu. 2013; p. 291–4. https ://doi.
org/10.1109/icmre e.2013.68936 68

 7. Abdel-Banat BMA, Hoshida H, Ano A, Nonklang S, Akada R. High-
temperature fermentation: how can processes for ethanol production 
at high temperatures become superior to the traditional process using 
mesophilic yeast? Appl Microbiol Biotechnol. 2010;85:861–7.

 8. Li P, Fu X, Zhang L, Zhang Z, Li J, Li S. The transcription factors Hsf1 and 
Msn2 of thermotolerant Kluyveromyces marxianus promote cell growth 
and ethanol fermentation of Saccharomyces cerevisiae at high tempera-
tures. Biotechnol Biofuels. 2017;10:289.

 9. Nonklang S, Abdel-Banat BM, Cha-aim K, Moonjai N, Hoshida H, Limtong 
S, et al. High-temperature ethanol fermentation and transformation with 
linear DNA in the thermotolerant yeast Kluyveromyces marxianus DMKU3-
1042. Appl Environ Microbiol. 2008;74:7514–21.

 10. Kang HW, Kim Y, Kim SW, Choi GW. Cellulosic ethanol production on 
temperature-shift simultaneous saccharification and fermentation using 
the thermostable yeast Kluyveromyces marxianus CHY1612. Bioprocess 
Biosyst Eng. 2012;35:115–22.

 11. Rosa MF, Sá-Correia I. Ethanol tolerance and activity of plasma membrane 
ATPase in Kluyveromyces marxianus and Saccharomyces cerevisiae. Enzyme 
Microb Technol. 1992;14:23–7.

 12. Ma M, Liu ZL. Mechanisms of ethanol tolerance in Saccharomyces cerevi-
siae. Appl Microbiol Biotechnol. 2010;87:829–45.

 13. Santos CN, Stephanopoulos G. Combinatorial engineering of microbes 
for optimizing cellular phenotype. Curr Opin Chem Biol. 2008;12:168–76.

 14. Woodruff LB, Gill RT. Engineering genomes in multiplex. Curr Opin Bio-
technol. 2011;22:576–83.

https://david.ncifcrf.gov/gene2gene.jsp
http://string-db.org/
https://doi.org/10.1186/s13068-018-1206-9
https://doi.org/10.1186/s13068-018-1206-9
https://doi.org/10.1186/s13068-018-1206-9
https://doi.org/10.1186/s13068-018-1206-9
https://doi.org/10.1186/s13068-018-1206-9
https://doi.org/10.1186/s13068-018-1206-9
https://doi.org/10.1186/s13068-018-1206-9
https://doi.org/10.1109/icmree.2013.6893668
https://doi.org/10.1109/icmree.2013.6893668


Page 12 of 13Li et al. Biotechnol Biofuels  (2018) 11:207 

 15. Alper H, Moxley J, Nevoigt E, Fink GR, Stephanopoulos G. Engineering 
yeast transcription machinery for improved ethanol tolerance and pro-
duction. Science. 2006;314:1565–8.

 16. Alper H, Stephanopoulos G. Global transcription machinery engineer-
ing: a new approach for improving cellular phenotype. Metab Eng. 
2007;9:258–67.

 17. Yang J, Bae JY, Lee YM, Kwon H, Moon HY, Kang HA, et al. Construction 
of Saccharomyces cerevisiae strains with enhanced ethanol tolerance 
by mutagenesis of the TATA-binding protein gene and identification 
of novel genes associated with ethanol tolerance. Biotechnol Bioeng. 
2011;108:1776–87.

 18. Lin Z, Zhang Y, Wang J. Engineering of transcriptional regulators 
enhances microbial stress tolerance. Biotechnol Adv. 2013;31:986–91.

 19. Zhao HW, Li JY, Han BZ, Li X, Chen JY. Improvement of oxidative stress 
tolerance in Saccharomyces cerevisiae through global transcription 
machinery engineering. J Ind Microbiol Biotechnol. 2014;41:869–78.

 20. Si HM, Zhang F, Wu AN, Han RZ, Xu GC, Ni Y. DNA microarray of global 
transcription factor mutant reveals membrane-related proteins involved 
in n-butanol tolerance in Escherichia coli. Biotechnol Biofuels. 2016;9:114.

 21. Tan F, Wu B, Dai L, Qin H, Shui Z, Wang J, et al. Using global transcription 
machinery engineering (gTME) to improve ethanol tolerance of Zymo-
monas mobilis. Microb Cell Fact. 2016;15:4.

 22. Qiu Z, Jiang R. Improving Saccharomyces cerevisiae ethanol production 
and tolerance via RNA polymerase II subunit Rpb7. Biotechnol Biofuels. 
2017;10:125.

 23. Lam FH, Hartner FS, Fink GR, Stephanopoulos G. Enhancing stress resist-
ance and production phenotypes through transcriptome engineering. 
Methods Enzymol. 2010;470:509–32.

 24. Liu H, Yan M, Lai C, Xu L, Ouyang P. gTME for improved xylose fer-
mentation of Saccharomyces cerevisiae. Appl Biochem Biotechnol. 
2010;160:574–82.

 25. Liu H, Liu K, Yan M, Xu L, Ouyang P. gTME for improved adaptation of 
Saccharomyces cerevisiae to corn cob acid hydrolysate. Appl Biochem 
Biotechnol. 2011;164:1150–9.

 26. Lee J, Koo H, Park J, Kim J, Kim J, Park J, et al. Acid-resistance in Kluyvero-
myces marxianus by engineering transcriptional factor. US Patent 
US009605284B2, 2017

 27. Kim J, Iyer VR. Global role of TATA box-binding protein recruitment 
to promoters in mediating gene expression profiles. Mol Cell Biol. 
2004;24:8104–12.

 28. Huisinga KL, Pugh BF. A genome-wide housekeeping role for TFIID and a 
highly regulated stress-related role for SAGA in Saccharomyces cerevisiae. 
Mol Cell. 2004;13:573–85.

 29. Sharma P, Yan F, Doronina VA, Escuin-Ordinas H, Ryan MD, Brown JD. 2A 
peptides provide distinct solutions to driving stop-carry on translational 
recoding. Nucleic Acids Res. 2012;40:3143–51.

 30. You L, Arnold FH. Directed evolution of subtilisin E in Bacillus subtilis 
to enhance total activity in aqueous dimethylformamide. Protein Eng. 
1996;9:77–83.

 31. Wan L, Twitchett MB, Eltis LD, Mauk AG, Smith M. In vitro evolution of 
horse heart myoglobin to increase peroxidase activity. Proc Natl Acad Sci 
USA. 1998;95:12825–31.

 32. Cherry JR, Lamsa MH, Schneider P, Vind J, Svendsen A, Jones A, 
et al. Directed evolution of a fungal peroxidase. Nat Biotechnol. 
1999;17:379–84.

 33. Karim AS, Curran KA, Alper HS. Characterization of plasmid burden and 
copy number in Saccharomyces cerevisiae for optimization of metabolic 
engineering applications. FEMS Yeast Res. 2013;13:107–16.

 34. Thomas MC, Chiang CM. The general transcription machinery and gen-
eral cofactors. Crit Rev Biochem Mol Biol. 2006;41:105–78.

 35. Burley SK, Roeder RG. Biochemistry and structural biology of transcription 
factor IID (TFIID). Annu Rev Biochem. 1996;65:769–99.

 36. Zhou QA, Schmidt MC, Berk AJ. Requirement for acidic amino acid 
residues immediately N-terminal to the conserved domain of Saccha-
romyces cerevisiae TFIID. EMBO J. 1991;10:1843–52.

 37. Mittal V, Hernandez N. Role for the amino-terminal region of human 
TBP in U6 snRNA transcription. Science. 1997;275:1136–40.

 38. Zhao X, Herr W. A regulated two-step mechanism of TBP binding to 
DNA: a solvent-exposed surface of TBP inhibits TATA box recognition. 
Cell. 2002;108:615–27.

 39. Zhang GR, Lu M, Wang JC, Wang DM, Gao XL, Hong J. Identification of 
hexose kinase genes in Kluyveromyces marxianus and thermo-tolerant 
one step producing glucose-free fructose strain construction. Sci Rep. 
2017;7:45104.

 40. Nishino S, Okahashi N, Matsuda F, Shimizu H. Absolute quantitation 
of glycolytic intermediates reveals thermodynamic shifts in Saccha-
romyces cerevisiae strains lacking PFK1 or ZWF1 genes. J Biosci Bioeng. 
2015;120:280–6.

 41. Pearce AK, Crimmins K, Groussac E, Hewlins MJE, Dickinson JR, Francois 
J, et al. Pyruvate kinase (Pyk1) levels influence both the rate and direc-
tion of carbon flux in yeast under fermentative conditions. Microbiol-
ogy. 2001;147:391–401.

 42. Nielsen J, Larsson C, van Maris A, Pronk J. Metabolic engineering of 
yeast for production of fuels and chemicals. Curr Opin Biotechnol. 
2013;24:398–404.

 43. Vriesekoop F, Haass C, Pamment NB. The role of acetaldehyde and 
glycerol in the adaptation to ethanol stress of Saccharomyces cerevisiae 
and other yeasts. FEMS Yeast Res. 2009;9:365–71.

 44. Gao J, Yuan W, Li Y, Xiang R, Hou S, Zhong S, et al. Transcriptional 
analysis of Kluyveromyces marxianus for ethanol production from inulin 
using consolidated bioprocessing technology. Biotechnol Biofuels. 
2015;8:115.

 45. Suissa M, Suda K, Schatz G. Isolation of the nuclear yeast genes for 
citrate synthase and fifteen other mitochondrial proteins by a new 
screening method. EMBO J. 1984;3:1773–81.

 46. Vargas FA, Pizarro F, Perez-Correa JR, Agosin E. Expanding a dynamic 
flux balance model of yeast fermentation to genome-scale. BMC Syst 
Biol. 2011;5:75.

 47. Rodrigues F, Ludovico P, Leão C. Sugar metabolism in yeasts: an over-
view of aerobic and anaerobic glucose catabolism. In: Péter G, Rosa C, 
editors. Biodiversity and ecophysiology of yeasts. Berlin: Springer; 2006. 
p. 101–21.

 48. Blank LM, Lehmbeck F, Sauer U. Metabolic-flux and network analysis in 
fourteen hemiascomycetous yeasts. FEMS Yeast Res. 2005;5:545–58.

 49. Lertwattanasakul N, Kosaka T, Hosoyama A, Suzuki Y, Rodrussamee N, 
Matsutani M, et al. Genetic basis of the highly efficient yeast Kluyvero-
myces marxianus: complete genome sequence and transcriptome 
analyses. Biotechnol Biofuels. 2015;8:47.

 50. Lertwattanasakul N, Sootsuwan K, Limtong S, Thanonkeo P, Yamada M. 
Comparison of the gene expression patterns of alcohol dehydroge-
nase isozymes in the thermotolerant yeast Kluyveromyces marxi-
anus and their physiological functions. Biosci Biotechnol Biochem. 
2007;71:1170–82.

 51. Lobs AK, Engel R, Schwartz C, Flores A, Wheeldon I. CRISPR-Cas9-enabled 
genetic disruptions for understanding ethanol and ethyl acetate biosyn-
thesis in Kluyveromyces marxianus. Biotechnol Biofuels. 2017;10:164.

 52. Casey GP, Ingledew WMM. Ethanol tolerance in yeasts. Crit Rev Microbiol. 
1986;13:219–80.

 53. Henderson CM, Block DE. Examining the role of membrane lipid compo-
sition in determining the ethanol tolerance of Saccharomyces cerevisiae. 
Appl Environ Microbiol. 2014;80:2966–72.

 54. Jones RP, Greenfield PF. Ethanol and the fluidity of the yeast plasma 
membrane. Yeast. 1987;3:223–32.

 55. Ding J, Huang X, Zhang L, Zhao N, Yang D, Zhang K. Tolerance and stress 
response to ethanol in the yeast Saccharomyces cerevisiae. Appl Microbiol 
Biotechnol. 2009;85:253–63.

 56. Hu CK, Bai FW, An LJ. Protein amino acid composition of plasma mem-
branes affects membrane fluidity and thereby ethanol tolerance in a self-
flocculating fusant of Schizosaccharomyces pombe and Saccharomyces 
cerevisiae. Chin J Biotechnol. 2005;21:809–13.

 57. Takagi H, Takaoka M, Kawaguchi A, Kubo Y. Effect of l-proline on sake 
brewing and ethanol stress in Saccharomyces cerevisiae. Appl Environ 
Microbiol. 2005;71:8656–62.

 58. Chi Z, Arneborg N. Relationship between lipid composition, frequency of 
ethanol-induced respiratory deficient mutants, and ethanol tolerance in 
Saccharomyces cerevisiae. J Appl Microbiol. 1999;86:1047–52.

 59. Chen RE, Thorner J. Function and regulation in MAPK signaling pathways: 
lessons learned from the yeast Saccharomyces cerevisiae. Biochem Bio-
phys Acta. 2007;1773:1311–40.

 60. Saito H. Regulation of cross-talk in yeast MAPK signaling pathways. Curr 
Opin Microbiol. 2010;13:677–83.



Page 13 of 13Li et al. Biotechnol Biofuels  (2018) 11:207 

•
 
fast, convenient online submission

 •
  

thorough peer review by experienced researchers in your field

• 
 
rapid publication on acceptance

• 
 
support for research data, including large and complex data types

•
  

gold Open Access which fosters wider collaboration and increased citations 

 
maximum visibility for your research: over 100M website views per year •

  At BMC, research is always in progress.

Learn more biomedcentral.com/submissions

Ready to submit your research ?  Choose BMC and benefit from: 

 61. de Godoy LM, Olsen JV, Cox J, Nielsen ML, Hubner NC, Frohlich F, et al. 
Comprehensive mass-spectrometry-based proteome quantification of 
haploid versus diploid yeast. Nature. 2008;455:1251–4.

 62. Li BZ, Cheng JS, Ding MZ, Yuan YJ. Transcriptome analysis of differential 
responses of diploid and haploid yeast to ethanol stress. J Biotechnol. 
2010;148:194–203.

 63. Lane MM, Burke N, Karreman R, Wolfe KH, O’Byrne CP, Morrissey JP. Physi-
ological and metabolic diversity in the yeast Kluyveromyces marxianus. 
Antonie Van Leeuwenhoek. 2011;100:507–19.

 64. Yarimizu T, Nonklang S, Nakamura J, Tokuda S, Nakagawa T, Lorreungsil 
S, et al. Identification of auxotrophic mutants of the yeast Kluyvero-
myces marxianus by non-homologous end joining-mediated integra-
tive transformation with genes from Saccharomyces cerevisiae. Yeast. 
2013;30:485–500.

 65. Bernstein H, Bernstein C. Evolutionary origin and adaptive function of 
meiosis. In: Bernstein C, Bernstein H, editors. Meiosis. London: InTech; 
2013.

 66. Alexandre H, Ansanay-Galeote V, Dequin S, Blondin B. Global gene 
expression during short-term ethanol stress in Saccharomyces cerevisiae. 
FEBS Lett. 2001;498:98–103.

 67. Chandler M, Stanley GA, Rogers P, Chambers P. A genomic approach to 
defining the ethanol stress response in the yeast Saccharomyces cerevi-
siae. Ann Microbiol. 2004;54:427–54.

 68. Stanley D, Bandara A, Fraser S, Chambers PJ, Stanley GA. The ethanol 
stress response and ethanol tolerance of Saccharomyces cerevisiae. J Appl 
Microbiol. 2010;109:13–24.

 69. Szymczak-Workman AL, Vignali KM, Vignali DA. Design and construction 
of 2A peptide-linked multicistronic vectors. Cold Spring Harb Protoc. 
2012;2012:199–204.

 70. Lee SJ, Ramesh R, de Boor V, Gebler JM, Silva RC, Sattlegger E. Cost-
effective and rapid lysis of Saccharomyces cerevisiae cells for quantitative 
western blot analysis of proteins, including phosphorylated eIF2α. Yeast. 
2017;34:371–82.

 71. Tsoularis A, Wallace J. Analysis of logistic growth models. Math Biosci. 
2002;179:21–55.

 72. Fu X, Li P, Zhang L, Li S. RNA-Seq-based transcriptomic analysis of Sac-
charomyces cerevisiae during solid-state fermentation of crushed sweet 
sorghum stalks. Process Biochem. 2018;68:53–63.

 73. Anders S, Huber W. Differential expression analysis for sequence count 
data. Genome Biol. 2010;11:R106.

 74. Huang DW, Sherman BT, Lempicki RA. Systematic and integrative analysis 
of large gene lists using DAVID bioinformatics resources. Nat Protoc. 
2009;4:44–57.

 75. Huang DW, Sherman BT, Lempicki RA. Bioinformatics enrichment tools: 
paths toward the comprehensive functional analysis of large gene lists. 
Nucleic Acids Res. 2009;37:1–13.

 76. Szklarczyk D, Morris JH, Cook H, Kuhn M, Wyder S, Simonovic M, et al. The 
STRING database in 2017: quality-controlled protein-protein association 
networks, made broadly accessible. Nucleic Acids Res. 2017;45:D362–8.


	Engineering TATA-binding protein Spt15 to improve ethanol tolerance and production in Kluyveromyces marxianus
	Abstract 
	Background: 
	Results: 
	Conclusions: 

	Background
	Results and discussion
	Random mutagenesis library construction
	Mutant screening under ethanol stress
	Ethanol fermentation of the mutant strains
	Mutation site identification
	Spt15-M2 resulted in transcriptome perturbations

	Conclusions
	Methods
	Strains, plasmids and media
	DNA manipulation
	Construction of mutagenesis library
	Evaluation of P2A cleavage efficiency
	Mutant screening and identification
	Mutant growth under ethanol stress
	Batch ethanol fermentation
	RNA-Seq-based transcriptomic analysis

	Authors’ contributions
	References




