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Abstract: Gasifiers produce a gaseous mixture of CO/CO2/H2, also known as synthesis gas (syngas),
containing varying compositions and ratios depending on the lignocellulose material types, gasifier
design, and gasification conditions. Different physicochemical and thermodynamic properties of
each gas type in the various syngas blends can influence syngas fermentation performance for the
production of chemicals such as acetate. This study examined the effect of syngas composition (CO,
CO/H2, CO/CO2/H2, and CO/H2) and its corresponding ratio on acetate production using Moorella
thermoacetica, a thermophilic homoacetogen as the biocatalyst. We also investigated the effect of
yeast extract addition for enhancing acetate production. A syngas fermentation study performed
at a total pressure of 19 psig (2.29 atm) demonstrated that syngas fermentation in the absence of
CO (30%CO2/70%H2) or at low CO proportions (21%CO/24%CO2/55%H2) resulted in the highest
volumetric productivity of acetate (0.046± 0.001 and 0.037± 0.001 g/L/h, respectively). Interestingly,
syngas fermentation without CO reached the highest YP/X of 22.461 ± 0.574 g-acetate/g-biomass,
indicating that more acetate was produced compared to cell biomass. Higher biomass production
was obtained when the CO proportion was increased up to 75% in CO/H2 fermentation. However,
the cell growth and acetate production dramatically decreased with increasing CO proportion up to
99.5% CO as the sole constituent of the syngas. Even so, acetate production using 99.5% CO could be
improved by adding 2 g/L yeast extract.

Keywords: acetate production; syngas fermentation; gas compositions; thermophilic; homoacetogen;
Moorella thermoacetica

1. Introduction

Growing attention to the application of carbon-neutral methods for producing chemi-
cals has shifted the paradigm to using renewable biomass feedstock instead of fast-depleting
fossil fuel with minimum waste dumped. In lignocellulose biorefinery, lignin, the second
major polymer comprising 15–30% (dry weight) of the total lignocellulosic biomass [1],
becomes a leftover component dissolved into a spent liquor after pretreatment (delignifica-
tion) and ending as a waste product [2]. Gasification of lignocellulosic biomass materials
followed by syngas fermentation offers a solution for using lignin as a raw material instead
of wasting this part. Fermentation is further operated under moderate conditions whenever
the syngas is produced from gasification [3]. Apart from bioethanol, acetate is a potential
chemical that can be produced through the syngas route. Acetate is the ester form of
acetic acid and has enormous worldwide market demand [4] with a broad spectrum of
applications such as building block for syntheses to vinyl acetate monomer (VAM) [5],
acetate anhydrate [6], acetate esters [7], monochloroacetic acid [8], and also as a solvent to
produce dimethyl terephthalate and terephthalic acid [9].
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Syngas is a gaseous mixture of CO, CO2, and H2 thermochemically generated from
lignocellulose gasification [10]. This gaseous blend can be a substrate for homoacetogens to
synthesize acetate through the Wood–Ljungdahl pathway (WLP) or the reductive acetyl-
coenzyme A (Acetyl-CoA) pathway [11–13]. The microorganism that has the capability
of metabolizing syngas through WLP is carboxydotrophic homoacetogens [14]. More
specifically, carboxydotrophic homoacetogen is autotrophic-acetogen-resistant to high CO
concentrations. Compared to the other carboxydotrophic homoacetogens commercially
available, Moorella thermoacetica is a thermophilic bacterium with a high growth rate for
syngas-to-acetate conversion with acetate as a sole product, unlike other carboxydotrophic
homoacetogens also synthesizing other organic acids and alcohols [15,16]. Additionally,
thermophilic syngas fermentation is preferred due to the low energy requirement for gas
cooling and higher fermentation rate than organisms growing under mesophilic condi-
tions [17].

M. thermoacetica utilizes CO as both a carbon source and an electron donor for acetate
production through WLP [3,16]. In WLP, carbon monoxide dehydrogenase (CODH) cat-
alyzes CO oxidation by releasing 2 mol electrons per 1 mol CO using ferredoxin or NADH
as an electron carrier to form CO2 [15,18,19]. The formed CO2 is then converted into a
methyl group compound in the eastern branch of WLP or reduced back into CO in the
western branch of WLP. The supplied CO or in situ generated CO from CO2 reduction is
condensed with CoA and a methyl group compound into acetyl CoA, catalyzed by acetyl
CoA synthase (ACS). The acetyl CoA is further catalyzed by phosphotransacetylase (PTA)
and acetate kinase (ACK) to form acetate by releasing ATP. Therefore, according to this
metabolic pathway, it is possible to ferment CO as a sole gas using homoacetogens. The
stoichiometric reaction of CO-to-acetate conversion called the biological water–gas shift
reaction (BWGSR), follows the equation below [20,21]:

4 CO + 2 H2O→ CH3COOH + 2 CO2 ∆G◦ = −154.6 kJ/mol. (1)

According to Equation (1), the CO fermentation through BWGSR is thermodynamically
favorable and stoichiometrically releases 2 mol CO2 per 1 mol acetate. Since the formed
CO2 must further be converted into acetate for complete syngas conversion, homoacetogens
require another electron donor besides CO to reduce the formed CO2 into acetate. The
electron source can be obtained from H2, another gas produced during gasification. For
complete CO conversion, 4 mol H2 is required to convert 2 mol CO2 from CO fermentation,
as shown in Equation (2). The reaction of CO and H2 can be seen in Equation (3).

4 H2 + 2 CO2 → CH3COOH + 2 H2O ∆G◦ = −74.3 kJ/mol (2)

2 CO + 2 H2 → CH3COOH ∆G◦ = −114.5 kJ/mol (3)

One of the problems of syngas fermentation is various syngas compositions out of the
gasifier off-gas depending on biomass properties, gasifier type and design, and gasification
conditions [22]. The ratio of H2 and CO ranges from 0.2 to 4.6, whereas the typical portion
of CO2 is in the range of 5–15% [23]. These various syngas compositions and ratios could
affect fermentation performance due to the different physicochemical and thermodynamic
properties of each gas in the syngas blend as well as the gas toxicity effect, ultimately
causing lower acetate production from the fermentation compared to theoretical results.

For example, a higher CO portion in the syngas blends led to more CO accumulation
in the fermentation broth. Because homoacetogen only tolerates CO up to a certain con-
centration [24], too high of a CO proportion might lead to cell growth inhibition and low
acetate formation. On the other hand, the thermodynamic analysis revealed that electron
generation from CO is thermodynamically more favorable than that from H2, independent
of pH, ionic strength, gas partial pressure, and electron carrier pairs [25]. This indicates that
CO is a preferred electron source over H2, which can generate more electrons from CO at a
higher rate. Furthermore, CO was an inhibitor for hydrogenase, an enzyme catalyzing H2
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oxidation for electron generation, leading to more electrons produced and less H2 utilized
with increasing CO proportion in the syngas mixture [26,27]. This indicated that CO/H2
and its ratio hypothetically might influence syngas fermentation via M. thermoacetica, which
would be tested in this study.

In the case of CO2/H2 fermentation, H2 is required at a sufficient amount in syngas
blends for the complete conversion of CO2. However, the bottleneck of CO2/H2 fermenta-
tion is the low solubility of H2 in the fermentation broth [28]. Based on the physicochemical
properties, H2 has the lowest Henry’s law constant, indicating the least solubility, while
CO2 is the most soluble gas in the water over the other syngas components [29]. By increas-
ing H2 concentration correlated to the increase in H2 partial pressure, the mass transfer
limitation issue of H2 will be mitigated. Another study also mentioned that a low CO/CO2
ratio reduced cell growth, confirming that CO2 inhibited CO oxidation [30]. Therefore,
the specific ratios of CO/CO2/H2 must be evaluated to find the conditions for maximum
acetate production.

Understanding how the syngas composition influences syngas fermentation perfor-
mance is required to obtain an efficient process with high syngas conversion rates. Several
previous studies only reported acetate production using various strains of M. thermoacetica
using CO [31–33], CO2/H2 [31–34], CO/H2/CO2 [35], and CO/CO2. No previous study
has dealt with the effect of syngas composition on acetate production, specifically for
this bacterium. Most of the previous works have further focused on bioethanol produc-
tion [26,36–38]. Thus, the first objective of the present study is to investigate the impact of
syngas composition on acetate production using M. thermoacetica.

The presence of CO during syngas fermentation negatively affects cell growth and
acetate formation. Studies conducted by Benevenuti et al. [39] and Hongrae et al. [40]
reported that yeast extract (nitrogen and vitamin-rich nutrient) could increase cell growth
of Clostridium carboxidivorans and Clostridium autoethanogenum for bioethanol production
using syngas. However, the problem of yeast extract for syngas fermentation is that this
nutrient largely contributed to the total medium cost [41–44]. Hence, in this study, we
also examined the effect of yeast extract addition on acetate production from CO and total
medium cost for syngas fermentation using M. thermoacetica.

2. Materials and Methods
2.1. Strain and Inoculum Preparation

The strain of Moorella thermocetica DSM 2955 was from DSMZ (Deutsche Sammlung
von Mikroorganismen und Zellkulturen)—German Collection of Microorganisms. This
strain was grown in DSM medium 316 at 55 ◦C and then stored at 4 ◦C for further ex-
periments. Prior to fermentation, the inoculum was prepared in BA media [45,46]. The
BA media and vitamin solution composition can be seen in Table 1. The inoculum was
incubated in a rotary shaker at 55 ◦C, 210 rpm for 48 h.

2.2. Batch Syngas Fermentation

In this study, 10% of the M. thermoacetica inoculum was aseptically and anaer-
obically inoculated into 160 mL serum vial containing 45 mL sterile BA media, in-
cluding filter-sterilized vitamin solution with or without 2 g/L yeast extract addition.
The headspace of serum vial was then flushed and pressurized with syngas up to
19 psig using various gas composition and ratio involving 99.5% CO, 25%CO/75%H2,
50%CO/50%H2, 75%CO/25%H2, 21%CO/24%CO2/55%H2, 41%CO/18%CO2/41%H2,
61%CO/12%CO2/27%H2, and 30%CO2/70%H2. Fermentation was performed in a rotary
shaker at 55 ◦C with stirring at 210 rpm. The pressure was periodically analyzed using a
pressure gauge, and the fermentation liquid was sampled everyday for 7 days to measure
cell and acetate concentration.
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Table 1. Basic Anaerobic (BA) media composition and cost analysis.

Components Concentration
[mg/L]

Chemical Price
[$/g] *

Cost
[$/L-Solution]

% of Total
Cost

Yeast Extract 2000 0.281 0.562 38.959

NH4Cl 1000 0.081 0.081 5.601

NaCl 100 0.079 0.008 0.547

MgCl2.6H2O 100 0.199 0.020 1.380

CaCl2.2H2O 50 0.162 0.008 0.562

K2HPO4.3H2O 400 0.313 0.125 8.679

Resazurin sodium salt 0.5 0.038 0.019 1.317

Trace Elements:
H3BO3 0.05 0.200 0.00001 0.001
ZnCl2 0.05 0.230 0.00001 0.001

CuCl2.2H2O 0.038 0.550 0.00002 0.001
MnCl2.2H2O 0.041 0.360 0.00001 0.001

(NH4)6Mo7O24.4H2O 0.05 0.450 0.00002 0.002
AlCl3.6H2O 0.09 0.166 0.00001 0.001
CoCl2.6H2O 0.05 0.566 0.00003 0.002
NiCl2.6H2O 0.092 0.266 0.00002 0.002

Na2EDTA.2H2O 0.5 0.470 0.00024 0.016
Na2SeO3.5H2O 0.1 2.363 0.00024 0.016

Total 0.001 0.040

Sodium Bicarbonate 2600 0.103 0.268 18.564

Vitamins:
Biotin 0.02 90.9 0.00182 0.126

folic acid 0.02 5.64 0.00011 0.008
pyridoxine

hydrochloride 0.1 22.1 0.00221 0.153

riboflavin 0.05 4.49 0.00022 0.016
thiamine

hydrochloride 0.05 3.92 0.00020 0.014

cyanocobalamin 0.001 122 0.00012 0.008
nicotinic acid 0.05 0.446 0.00002 0.002

p-aminobenzoic acid 0.05 5.06 0.00025 0.018
thioctic acid 0.05 21.6 0.00108 0.075

DL-pantothenic acid 0.05 7.2 0.00036 0.025
Total 0.006 0.44

L-Cysteine 0.47 0.74 0.345 23.905

Total Cost 1.442 100
* Prices of chemical was from Sigma-Aldrich (August 2023).

2.3. Analytical Procedures

The optical density (OD) of the samples was analyzed using a Thermo ScientificTM

GenesysTM 150 visible-UV spectrophotometer at 600 nm wavelength. The dry cell weight
was counted based on the prepared standard curve (DCW = 0.428 OD). The acetate con-
centration in the fermentation broth was measured using a Dionex UltiMate 3000 high-
performance liquid chromatography (HPLC) (Sunnyvale, CA, USA) with BioRAD Aminex
87-H column (Hercules, CA, USA) and a Shodex RI-101 refractive index detector (New
York, NY, USA). The operational condition of HPLC followed the procedure developed by
Garret et al. [45]. Syngas composition was measured using a universal gas analyzer (UGA
series, Standford Research System, Sunnyvale, CA, USA).
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2.4. Calculation and Statistical Analysis

The maximum specific growth rate (µ) in 1/h was obtained during the exponential
phase and calculated following Equation (4):

µ max =
Ln (Xf × Vf)−Ln (Xi × Vi)

tf − ti
. (4)

Xi and Xf (g/L) denoted the biomass concentration at the initial exponential phase (ti)
and the end of the exponential phase (tf) in h, respectively, and Vi and Vf (L) represented
the initial and the final working volume at the exponential phase, respectively. The acetate
volumetric productivity (QP) in g/(L.h) and acetate yield (YP/X) in g/g were counted
following the Equations (5) and (6).

Qp =
(Pf × Vf)−(Pi × Vi)

Vf − tf
(5)

YP/X =
(Pf × Vf)−(Pi × Vi)

(Xf × Vf)−(Xi × Vi)
(6)

Pf and Pi (g/L) referred to the acetate concentration at the initial exponential phase and
the end of the exponential phase, respectively. Carbon proportion (%) of each component
and carbon conversion efficiency of acetate or CCE (%) were calculated following the
Equations (7) and (8).

Carbon proportion =
Carbon mass of component i [g]

Total carbon mass [g]
× 100% (7)

CCE of Acetate =
Carbon mass of the produced acetate [g]

Total carbon mass of the consumed syngas [g]
× 100% (8)

In this study, the statistical analysis encompassed two-sample t-tests to determine
whether the means of two groups were statistically different, while analysis of variance
(ANOVA) was used for more than two groups. This study used a 95% confidence interval.
After the ANOVA test, a post hoc test (Tukey’s test) was conducted and the data were
computed using R programming language.

3. Results
3.1. CO Fermentation and Yeast Extract Effect

Figure 1 depicts cell growth and acetate formation profile over time during CO fer-
mentation in the presence and the absence of yeast extract. The pressure drop displayed
in Figure 1 represents CO consumption. According to the cell growth profile of M. ther-
moacetica (Figure 1), the exponential phase started after 100 h of the adaptation phase in CO
fermentation without yeast extract addition. The exponential phase lasted for 96 h with a
rate of 0.02 ± 0.00/h and a maximum dry cell weight of 0.60 ± 0.03 g/L. Further observa-
tion revealed that 2 g/L yeast extract addition slightly reduced the lag phase duration and
resulted in a 1.8 and two-fold increase in the maximum specific growth rate (µmax) and cell
production (Figure 2), respectively.
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Figure 2. Maximum specific growth rate, acetate–biomass yield, volumetric productivity, and acetate
titer obtained from 99.5% CO fermentation with or without 2 g/L yeast extract. An asterisk (*)
represents a statistically significant difference between syngas fermentation with and without 2 g/L
yeast extract for each parameter.

Besides positively affecting M. thermoacetica cell growth, yeast extract addition im-
proved acetate production titer and productivity. In CO fermentation with no yeast ex-
tract added, M. thermoacetica only produced 2.24 ± 0.24 g/L acetate with low productiv-
ity (0.01 ± 0.00 g/L/h) as shown in Figure 2. The acetate production enhanced up to
3.85 ± 0.09 g/L by adding 2 g/L yeast extract. The volumetric productivity of acetate also
increased 2.5-fold due to the effect of yeast extract addition.

Acetate production enhancement by adding yeast extract was associated with more
gas consumption at the end of CO fermentation. Even though yeast extract will enhance
acetate production, larger-scale acetate production needs a less costly fermentation media
without yeast extract. Cost analysis of BA media revealed that yeast extract contributed
39% of the total medium cost, followed by L-cysteine (23.9%) and sodium bicarbonate
(18.6%), while the rest of the nutrients only accounted for 10% of the cost. A tiny portion of
the cost of the media was vitamins and trace elements (below 1%). Besides the addition of
yeast extract during CO fermentation, acetate production can be improved by adjusting the
syngas composition.

3.2. Effect of Syngas Composition

The objective of this experiment is to examine the effect of syngas composition on cell
growth, gas consumption, and acetate formation. The results are presented in Figure 3a
(only CO), Figure 3b (CO/H2), Figure 3c (CO/H2/CO2), and Figure 3d (CO2/H2). Overall,
the growth kinetics of M. thermoacetica were associated with acetate formation and syngas
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consumption, where cells and acetate were formed due to syngas consumption. However,
several parameters, such as the adaptation and exponential phase duration, maximum cell
growth rate, cell production, acetate titer, productivity, and remaining substrate compo-
sition, were different during different syngas fermentations. In Figure 3a, fermentation
using 99.5% CO needed a prolonged adaptation phase of above 100 compared to other
syngas compositions. The adaptation phase significantly reduced up to less than 100 h
when the CO proportion was reduced from 50% in CO/H2 blend (Figure 3b) and was only
24 h at 41% CO in a CO/CO2/H2 mixture (Figure 3c). The lowest lag phase of below 24 h
was reached when CO was removed from the syngas blend or without CO, such as using
CO2/H2 (Figure 3d). This observation indicated that CO at a high percentage in the syngas
needed more adaptation than at lower CO concentrations.
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50%CO/50%H2 (b), 41%CO/18%CO2/41%H2 (c), and 30%CO2/70%H2 (d) fermentation in the
absence of yeast extract addition.

As shown in Table 2, CO presence in the syngas mixture significantly affected the
specific growth rate (p-value < 0.05). In syngas fermentation without yeast extract, the
composition of 99.5% CO showed a low specific growth rate of 0.02 ± 0.00/h, compared to
50%CO/50%H2 (0.04 ± 0.00/h) and 41%CO/18%CO2/41%H2 (0.03 ± 0.00/h). By adding
2 g/L yeast extract, the specific growth rate in 99.5%CO fermentation was statistically
similar to 30%CO/70%H2 fermentation (p-value > 0.05). The lowest specific growth rate
(only 0.02 ± 0.00/h) and biomass production (Figure 3d) were observed in the absence of
CO in the syngas blend, such as 30%CO2/70%H2 fermentation. This interesting observation
clearly showed that the CO presence at a certain proportion in the syngas blend allowed
M. thermoacetica to produce more cells with an accelerated cell growth rate, while high
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CO concentrations, such as 99.5%CO, led to inhibition of the specific growth rate and
cell production.

Table 2. Maximum specific growth rate, specific acetate production rate, volumetric productivity,
and acetate titer obtained from syngas fermentation at various syngas compositions and ratios.
The different superscript letters showed that the mean among groups was significantly different
(p-value < 0.05).

Syngas
Composition

Parameters

µ max [1/h] YP/X (g/g) Qp max [g/L/h] Max. Acetate Titer [g/L]

99.5%CO without yeast extract 0.02 ± 0.00 a 4.86 ± 0.12 a 0.01 ± 0.00 a 2.38 ± 0.36 a

99.5%CO with 2 g/L yeast extract 0.03 ± 0.00 b 5.19 ± 0.05 a 0.03 ± 0.00 b 3.85 ± 0.09 b

30%CO2/70%H2 0.02 ± 0.00 c 22.46 ± 0.57 b 0.05 ± 0.00 c 3.21 ± 0.18 b

25%CO/75%H2 0.02 ± 0.00 d,e,f 9.54 ± 0.00 c 0.02 ± 0.00 d 3.44 ± 0.25 b

50%CO/50%H2 0.04 ± 0.00 b 7.56 ± 0.14 d 0.03 ± 0.00 e,f 3.71 ± 0.13 b

75%CO/25%H2 0.04 ± 0.00 b 4.62 ± 0.03 a 0.02 ± 0.00 d 3.35 ± 0.17 b

21%CO/24%CO2/55%H2 0.02 ± 0.00 d 6.38 ± 0.16 e 0.04 ± 0.00 g 3.36 ± 0.16 b

41%CO/18%CO2/41%H2 0.03 ± 0.00 d 4.30 ± 0.10 a 0.03 ± 0.00 h 2.99 ± 0.01 a,b

61%CO/12%CO2/27%H2 0.03 ± 0.00 d 4.84 ± 0.57 a 0.03 ± 0.00 f,h 3.05 ± 0.06 a,b

Although CO2/H2 fermentation had the lowest cell and specific growth rate, the ac-
etate production was statistically the same as CO fermentation using yeast extract, CO/H2,
or CO/CO2/H2 fermentation (p-value > 0.05). As noted in Table 2, 30%CO2/70%H2 fer-
mentation produced an acetate concentration of 3.21 ± 0.18 g/L while maximum acetate
production in 50%CO/50%H2 and 41%CO/18%CO2/41%H2 fermentation were 3.71± 0.13
and 2.99 ± 0.01 g/L, respectively. As a result of the same acetate amount produced be-
tween 30%CO2/70%H2, 50%CO/50%H2, and 41%CO/18%CO2/41%H2 fermentation as
well as the lowest biomass production in 30%CO2/70%H2 fermentation, the highest acetate–
biomass yield (YP/X) was attained in 30%CO2/70%H2 fermentation up to 22.46 ± 0.57 g/L.
This observation indicates that more carbon went to acetate synthesis than biomass forma-
tion in 30%CO2/70%H2 fermentation.

Other parameters assessed in this work were the correlation between the duration of
the adaptation, acetate production, and volumetric productivity. A short adaptation phase
and high acetate production had a positive implication on the highest acetate volumetric
productivity up to 0.05 ± 0.00 g/L/h. The acetate volumetric productivity for CO2/H2 fer-
mentation was even 1.64-fold higher than CO fermentation with yeast extract. Meanwhile,
CO fermentation gave the lowest acetate volumetric productivity, only 0.01 ± 0.00 g/L,
due to the longest adaptation phase and the lowest acetate production.

In CO fermentation, the gas was incompletely consumed, represented by a low gas
pressure drop (Figure 3a). The gas analysis of the remaining syngas composition at the end
of fermentation, as seen in Figure 4, showed that half of the initial CO was still left, while a
small fraction of CO2 and H2 still remained at the end of CO fermentation. Complete gas
consumption was observed in CO2/H2 and CO/H2 fermentation. However, when CO2
was added, like in CO/CO2/H2 fermentation, the final gas composition still contained a
small amount of CO, CO2, and H2.
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3.3. Effect of CO/H2 Ratio

Figure 5 shows that the CO/H2 ratio influenced cell production, growth rate, gas
consumption, and acetate formation. The cell growth rate and maximum cell production
in 50%CO/50%H2 declined with decreasing CO proportion in the syngas blend from 50%
to 25% and increased when the proportion was increased from 50% to 75%. A lower
cell growth rate and cell production in 25%CO/75%H2 fermentation were associated
with lower acetate production and volumetric productivity compared to 50%CO/50%H2.
After the fermentation using 25%CO/75%H2, a tiny amount of the gas, less than 3 psi,
was still present. A substantial decrease in H2 showed H2 utilization for converting CO
fermentation-derived CO2 into acetate.
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In contrast, increasing the CO proportion from 50% to 75% formed more cells instead
of generating less acetate, leading to a higher YP/X of 7.56 ± 0.14 g-acetate/g-cell for
50%CO/50%H2 than 75%CO/25%H2 (4.62 ± 0.03 g-acetate/g-cell). Thus, the maximum
volumetric productivity in 75%CO/25%H2 was 1.44-fold lower than in 50%CO/50%H2.
When the CO percentage was increased up to 99.5%, both cell and acetate production
decreased. Fermentation using 75%CO/25%H2 resulted in a large amount of gas, up to
13 psi, left after the fermentation. The gas was composed of CO, H2, and CO2. Increasing
CO to 75% promoted more CO utilization as an electron donor for M. thermoacetica over H2.
Therefore, a high H2 amount still remained at the end of fermentation.

3.4. Effect of CO/CO2/H2 Ratios

As mentioned above, fermentation using CO2/H2 or the disappearance of CO in the
syngas blend generated less biomass but resulted in the highest volumetric productivity
due to high acetate production and short lag phase. We further investigated the effect of
CO added to CO2/H2 (CO/CO2/H2 fermentation). Figure 6 showed that the decreasing
CO2/H2 proportion and adding 25%CO into a gaseous mixture enhanced biomass produc-
tion. In contrast, a slight increase in biomass was observed when the CO percentage was
increased up to 61% in CO/CO2/H2 fermentation. Also, there was an insignificant increase
in acetate production with increasing CO fraction in the syngas blend from 21% to 61%.
Higher acetate and a slightly lower cell amount in 21%CO/24%CO2/55%H2 fermentation
resulted in a high YX/P of 6.38± 0.16 g-acetate/g-cell higher than 41%CO/18%CO2/41%H2
and 61%CO/12%CO2/27%H2, which only had 4.30 ± 0.10 and 4.84 ± 0.57 g-acetate/g-cell,
respectively. By comparing 30%CO2/70%H2 and 21%CO/24%CO2/55%H2 fermentation
results, it is evident that the presence of CO increased biomass production. However,
the too-high CO portion had a negative impact on biomass cell and acetate production.
Nonetheless, the maximum specific growth rate insignificantly increased with increasing
CO fraction in CO/CO2/H2 fermentation (p-value > 0.05).
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Figure 6. The profile of cell growth, gas pressure drops, and acetate concentration during
CO/CO2/H2 fermentation without yeast extract addition.

Gas composition analysis (Figure 4) showed that CO, CO2, and H2 were still present
at the end of CO/CO2/H2 fermentation. Like the result of the CO/H2 fermentation
study, in CO/CO2/H2 fermentation, M. thermoacetica consumed less H2 at a higher CO
proportion. On the contrary, the low CO percentage in the syngas blend promoted more
H2 utilization. Even though CO/CO2/H2 fermentation incompletely consumed the gas,
the lag phase of this fermentation was shorter, and the volumetric productivity was higher
than CO/H2 fermentation. Fermentation using 21%CO/24%CO2/55%H2 showed higher
acetate volumetric productivity 0.04 ± 0.00 g/L/h than the other syngas composition,
except 30%CO2/70%H2 giving 0.05 ± 0.00 g/L/h due to the shortest lag phase.
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3.5. Carbon Distribution and Carbon Conversion Efficiency of Acetate

Figure 7 presents the carbon distribution and carbon conversion efficiency of acetate at
the initial and the end of the exponential phase for all syngas compositions. Overall, carbon
from syngas was distributed more to acetate than biomass (Figure 7a), with the maximum
CCE of acetate of 88% using less than 75%CO (Figure 7b). Syngas fermentation using
99.5%CO resulted in the lowest CCE of acetate (only 52.37%). When 25% H2 was added
and the CO portion was reduced (75%CO), the CCE of acetate increased up to 66.23%.
Reducing the CO proportion up to 61%CO increased the CCE of acetate above 87%, but
there was no significant increase in the CCE of acetate at less than 61%CO in the syngas
mixture. This result indicated that the proportion of CO in the syngas blend significantly
influenced the CCE of acetate.
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4. Discussion

Fermentation using CO as a sole gas of syngas blends at a high CO partial pressure
negatively affected cell growth and acetate synthesis. As observed by Hurst et al., acetate
production increased when the CO was increased up to 15.43 psi (1.05 atm) during CO
fermentation by C. carboxidivorans [36]. However, inhibition occurred when the partial
pressure was more than 29.39 psi (2 atm), causing low acetate production. Other studies
also showed that CO partial pressure of 29.39 psi (2.0 atm) and 30.86 psi (2.1 atm) inhibited
the growth of Eubacterium limosum KIST612 [37] and C. carboxidivorans P7 [24], respectively,
as well as acetate production. The result of previous studies was consistent with the present
study using M. thermoacetica fermenting 99.5%CO at 33.65 psi (2.29 atm). In this work, high
CO partial pressure used for 99.5%CO fermentation caused low acetate titer, volumetric
productivity, and specific growth rate and also impacted long adaptation phase duration.
This is because the key enzymes playing an essential role in oxidizing CO into CO2, such
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as carbon monoxide dehydrogenase (CODH), get inhibited due to high concentration of
CO diffusing into the cell [47]. CODH is a carbon-monoxide-sensitive enzyme containing
nickel and iron clusters, allowing CO to bind to the active side of CODH via back bonding
at a certain amount [13,48].

However, those parameters could be increased by adding 2 g/L yeast extract, as
shown in this study. The result of the present study assessing yeast extract addition
effect on CO fermentation performance further aligned with former studies [40,42], where
they found that additional nutrients rich in nitrogen, vitamins, and minerals improved
syngas fermentation performance. Nevertheless, Infantes et al. reported no considerable
improvement in cell growth, acetate production, and syngas consumption using 0.5 g/L
yeast extract during syngas fermentation by Clostridium Ljungdalii [49]. Infantes et al., using
C. Ljungdahlii, found that this strain was fixing nitrogen available in the headspace into cell
production instead of utilizing yeast extract ([50,51]).

Although supplementing the media with 2 g/L yeast extract could enhance acetate
cell growth during the fermentation of CO, yeast extract would add significant cost to the
fermentation, as shown in Table 1. The cost of yeast extract found in our study was almost
similar to the additional media cost of 32% reported by Gao et al. [52]. In this study, we
made a simple economic assessment based on the current acetate price ($0.09/g-sodium
acetate following Sigma-Aldrich price in September 2023), the acetate production from this
study (2.38 g/L and 3.85 g/L with and without yeast extract addition, respectively), and
yeast extract expenses ($0.562 per 2 g/L yeast extract) without including fixed cost and other
variable costs. The result showed that yeast extract addition negatively impacted the total
profit. According to our calculation, the revenue of acetate production without yeast extract
addition was $0.222/g-acetate, while that with 2 g/L yeast extract was $0.359/g-acetate.
However, due to costly yeast extract expense accounting for $0.562/g-acetate, a substantial
decrease in profit was observed to 91% of the profit from acetate production without yeast
extract addition. This clearly shows that other inexpensive additional nutrients are needed
for the production of acetate from syngas.

Several previous studies suggested replacing yeast extract with a nutrient that had
a similar composition to yeast extract. For instance, Kundiyana et al. used cotton seed
extract priced 50% cheaper than yeast extract [43]. Thi et al. compared the use of corn steep
liquor (CSL), malt extract, and vegetable extract that had lower prices than yeast extract
for syngas fermentation [41]. This previous study reported an appreciable enhancement in
syngas fermentation performance using malt and vegetable extract instead of yeast extract.
CSL, a far cheaper growth nutrient than yeast extract, did both increase the specific growth
rate and acetate production [44]. Another alternative to improve acetate production is to
use the optimal syngas composition, as shown in this study.

Fermentation using 50%CO/50%H2, 41%CO/18%CO2/41%H2, and 30%CO2/70%H2
reached higher productivity than 99.5%CO fermentation with 2 g/L yeast extract. High
productivity was achieved with high acetate production and a shorter lag phase. The
observation of longer adaptation times duration CO fermentation compared to CO2/H2
fermentation was similar to results reported by Kerby and Zeikus using the same strain as in
the present study [32]. Despite the shortest lag phase, CO2/H2 fermentation produced the
lowest cell and specific growth rate of all the fermentations tested. As reported by Hermann
using C. Ljungdahlii as a biocatalyst, the bacterium grew faster in CO-fermentation and was
the preferred electron and carbon source for growth compared to CO2/H2 [53]. We did,
however, find that too high of a CO concentration will lead to cell inhibition. Even though
cell inhibition occurred at 99.5% CO at 2.29 atm (19 psig), a lower percentage of CO in the
syngas mixture could promote cell formation and cause low H2 consumption, as reported
in the present study. For instance, higher cell production was observed with increasing CO
proportion from 25% to 75% in CO/H2 fermentation. Moreover, adding CO into CO2/H2
fermentation also increased cell production.

Thermodynamic analysis carried out by Hu et al. revealed that electron generation
from CO was more favorable than H2 [25]. This result was further described by Menon
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and Ragsdale, pointing out that for the same cell mass, the CO oxidation rate by C. ther-
moaceticum was far higher than the H2 uptake rate, implying that this bacterium preferred
utilizing CO as the electron donor to H2 [54]. Furthermore, H2 has a lower solubility in
water than CO, thereby requiring higher H2 partial pressure or other strategies to increase
H2 mass transfer [55]. This makes H2 a bottleneck in syngas fermentation, particularly as
the electron-donation agent. More electrons are generated from CO oxidation catalyzed by
CODH than H2 by hydrogenase. Through a proton-gradient mechanism, ATP is further
produced using available electrons from CO oxidation because no net ATP is synthesized
from WLP [16]. The ATP is subsequently used for cell growth. Zhu et al. proposed a
metabolic scheme of CO and CO2/H2 fermentation for C. Ljungdahlii to calculate ATP
synthesis [56]. This scheme showed that CO fermentation synthesized more ATP than H2
fermentation, influencing high-cell production. This can further explain why CO pres-
ence in syngas mixture improved biomass production. Besides the reason of more ATP
synthesized from CO fermentation than from H2, fermentation using 50%CO/50%H2 and
41%CO/18%CO2/41%H2 provided more carbon than 30%CO2/70%H2. The excessive
carbon possibly explains the larger biomass production.

However, higher biomass production after adding or increasing CO proportion in the
syngas mixture was not associated with enhancing acetate production, both in CO/H2 and
CO/CO2/H2 fermentation. One of the probable reasons why more cell is produced than
acetate could be a higher cell formation rate than the acetate synthesis rate in the presence
of CO. While acetate is being produced, the pH of the medium drops and generates a more
undissociated form of acetate. Several studies mentioned that pH below 5 and the presence
of an undissociated form of acetate between 40 and 50 mM inhibited M. thermoacetica
growth [57,58]. This can eventually lead to a decrease in acetate synthesis.

In the present study, gas analysis showed that all gases were completely consumed
during the fermentation of gas compositions of 50%CO/50%H2 and 30%CO2/70%H2. The
stoichiometric analysis shows that 1/3 mol CO2 was required for every 2/3 mol H2 in
CO2/H2 fermentation, whereas 1/2 mol CO is required for every 1/2 mol H2. Interestingly,
during fermentation of 41%CO/18%CO2/41%H2, a small amount of CO, CO2, and H2
remained after the fermentation. Theoretically, CO2 was the only gas remaining, but both
CO and H2 were still present due to incomplete consumption. A possible explanation could
be that CO2 is inhibited during CO oxidation. Assessment of CO/CO2 and CO/CO2/H2
ratio effect conducted by Esquivel-Elizondo et al. reported that CO2 inhibited CO oxi-
dation during syngas fermentation in mixed culture, showing more than 70% CO which
was not consumed [30]. However, the CO2 inhibition mechanism to CO oxidation for
M. thermoacetica still needs studying.

Besides the CO2 effect on CO oxidation, we also found that the presence of CO2
together with CO in syngas caused less H2 consumption. However, when one of both
gases was removed, and the initial gas composition was then adjusted to 50%CO/50%H2
or 30%CO2/70%H2, 100% gas utilization was reached. The presence of CO might inhibit
the hydrogenase enzyme activity, causing low H2 oxidation, as reported by Jack et al. for
C. Ljungdahlii fermentation [26]. Syngas fermentation at an H2/CO ratio ranging from 1.0
to 1.5 led to an inhibitory effect for hydrogenase.

In CO fermentation, aside from CO, H2 and CO2 were also detected at the end of
fermentation. In WLP, CO oxidation could generate CO2 and H2 following the equation below:

CO + H2O→ CO2 + H2. (9)

Meanwhile, the high CO amount that remained in CO fermentation could be due to
cell inhibition by too-high CO concentrations, ultimately impacting low syngas conversion
into acetate. Unlike 99.5% fermentation, the CO proportion used in 50%CO/50%H2 and
41%CO/18%CO2/41%H2 were found to be tolerated by M. thermoacetica. Therefore, the
CO was almost completely consumed.

Interestingly, gas composition analysis showed that less H2 was utilized at high CO
proportions in CO/H2 and CO/CO2/H2. This might be because high CO concentration
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inhibited hydrogenase, impacting low H2 consumption. Meanwhile, incomplete CO con-
version in 75%CO/25%H2 fermentation was restricted by high CO concentrations, causing
a low cell consumption rate. The cell was inhibited when CO was increased from 75%
to 99.5%, causing low cell and acetate production. On the other hand, the lowest cell
formation and acetate production were observed in 25%CO/75%H2 fermentation due to
too low carbon and electron sources.

Overall, although the high gas consumption, acetate, and biomass production were
achieved using syngas composition of 50%CO/50%H2, the productivity was lower than
CO2/H2 and CO/CO2/H2 fermentation. A CO proportion of 25% in CO/CO2/H2 fermen-
tation was suggested to be used for acetate production because above that percentage led
to low acetate volumetric productivity. This result also confirmed that syngas composition
adjustment prior to syngas fermentation can enhance acetate production and productivity
apart from costly yeast extract addition.

The syngas-to-acetate conversion efficiency using 99.5%CO demonstrated the lowest
CCE of acetate (52.37 ± 6.77%), followed by syngas fermentation using 75%CO/25%H2
reaching a CCE of acetate of 66.23 ± 1.43%. This result corresponded to the theoretical CCE
of acetate. According to Equation (1), 50% carbon from CO is utilized for CO2 formation.
Thus, only half of the carbon from CO is converted into acetate. However, this study
showed that the rest of the carbon from syngas was not only used for CO2 formation but
also for biomass production, as shown in carbon distribution (Figure 7a).

Furthermore, when H2 was added to the fermentation, the CCE of acetate increased.
This is because CO2 generated from CO fermentation was further converted into acetate.
According to Equation (2), 100% carbon from CO2 is distributed to acetate. The CCE of
acetate increased when the CO2 and H2 proportion was increased, and the CO percentage
was decreased. When 30%CO2 and 50%CO were used for syngas fermentation, the CCE of
acetate only reached 88.29 ± 0.00% and 86.18 ± 0.17%, respectively, since the rest of carbon
of syngas was transformed into biomass as shown in carbon distribution (Figure 7a).

The present work produced lower acetate titer than previous studies using other
strains of M. thermoacetica. For instance, Kerby et al. found that acetate production of
4.72 g/L and 4.49 g/L in 20%CO2/80%H2 and 100%CO, respectively, using M. thermoacetica
DSM 2955 (or ATCC 35608) [32]. Our study generated 3.209 g/L acetate in CO2/H2
fermentation in the absence of yeast extract and 3.847 g/L acetate in CO fermentation
with 2 g/L yeast extract. Lower acetate production could be because the CO2 used in the
present study (30%CO2) was higher than the previous study (20%CO2), influencing the pH
of the fermentation media. In addition, Kerby et al. used higher yeast extract concentration,
3 g/L yeast extract in CO fermentation and 0.5 g/L in CO2/H2 fermentation, while this
study used 2 g/L and in the absence of yeast extract for CO and CO2/H2 fermentation,
respectively.

The acetate production in this current study could be enhanced by using an immobi-
lized bioreactor with more biomass and lower mass transfer limitations. Several former
studies reported syngas fermentation using M. thermoacetica in a bioreactor. For example,
Rabemanolontsoa et al. reported that a stirred tank bioreactor with continuous syngas
flow at 0.4 L/min CO2 using M. thermoacetica ATCC 39073 produced 9.3 g/L acetate [59].
However, this process supplemented 10 g/L glucose as another carbon source. Bubble
column bioreactor using a genetically engineered strain of M. thermoacetica DSM 6867 with
gas composition of 70%CO/30%CO2 and 40%CO/30%H2/30%CO2, could produce 31 g/L
and 26 g/L acetate, respectively [35]. However, these previous studies on larger-scale
syngas fermentation still have not used the optimum syngas composition and have not
optimized the medium cost. In further studies, we can test syngas fermentation by M.
thermoacetica using the syngas composition suggested in this study in various bioreactor
types for optimizing acetate production. By using the low-priced medium composition and
the proper syngas composition with the optimum acetate production, we can enhance the
economic feasibility of syngas fermentation for commercial acetate production.
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5. Conclusions

We concluded that syngas composition and its ratios significantly influenced cell
growth rate and cell production, gas consumption, and acetate formation. Syngas fermen-
tation involving CO in blends of CO/H2 and CO/CO2/H2 promoted biomass production.
Higher biomass production was obtained when the proportion of CO was increased up to
75% for CO/H2 fermentation and 61% for CO/CO2/H2 fermentation. However, acetate
production did not improve, and the lag phase was long when the CO percentage was in-
creased. The highest acetate volumetric productivity was achieved during 30%CO2/70%H2
fermentation or 21%CO/24%CO2/55%H2 fermentation. Although a higher syngas pro-
portion in the syngas mixture accumulated more biomass, syngas fermentation using CO
as a sole gas at 19 psig generated the lowest acetate and biomass production. Acetate
production could be enhanced by adding the yeast extract. It must be considered that
this growth nutrient has a high cost and can add up to 39% extra cost of the fermentation
medium. Accordingly, the use of yeast extract should be avoided and could be replaced
with lower-priced nutrients.

Author Contributions: Conceptualization, B.M.H. and B.K.A.; writing—original draft preparation,
B.M.H.; writing—review and editing, B.M.H. and B.K.A.; supervision, B.K.A.; project administration,
B.K.A.; funding acquisition, B.K.A. All authors have read and agreed to the published version of
the manuscript.

Funding: This work was funded by the Fulbright Scholarship to Budi Mandra Harahap and WSU
CAHNRS Appendix A research program.

Institutional Review Board Statement: Not applicable.

Informed Consent Statement: Not applicable.

Data Availability Statement: Not applicable.

Conflicts of Interest: The author declares no conflict of interest.

References
1. Garlapati, V.K.; Chandel, A.K.; Kumar, S.P.J.; Sharma, S.; Sevda, S.; Ingle, A.P.; Pant, D. Circular Economy Aspects of Lignin:

Towards a Lignocellulose Biorefinery. Renew. Sustain. Energy Rev. 2020, 130, 109977. [CrossRef]
2. Basak, B.; Kumar, R.; Bharadwaj, A.V.S.L.S.; Kim, T.H.; Kim, J.R.; Jang, M.; Oh, S.E.; Roh, H.S.; Jeon, B.H. Advances in

Physicochemical Pretreatment Strategies for Lignocellulose Biomass and Their Effectiveness in Bioconversion for Biofuel
Production. Bioresour. Technol. 2023, 369, 128413. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

3. Harahap, B.M.; Ahring, B.K. Acetate Production from Syngas Produced from Lignocellulosic Biomass Materials along with
Gaseous Fermentation of the Syngas: A Review. Microorganisms 2023, 11, 995. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

4. Acetic Acid Market Size, Share & Trends Analysis Report By Application (Vinyl Acetate Monomer, Acetic Anhydride, Acetate
Esters, Ethanol), by Region, and Segment Forecasts, 2022–2030. Available online: https://www.grandviewresearch.com/industry-
analysis/acetic-acid-market (accessed on 31 December 2022).

5. Luyben, M.L.; Tyréus, B.D. An Industrial Design/Control Study for the Vinyl Acetate Monomer Process. Comput. Chem. Eng.
1998, 22, 867–877. [CrossRef]

6. Wagner, F.S., Jr. Acetic Anhydride. In Kirk-Othmer Encyclopedia of Chemical Technology; John Wiley & Sons, Inc.: Hoboken, NJ, USA,
2002; ISBN 9780471238966.

7. Vidra, A.; Németh, Á. Bio-Produced Acetic Acid: A Review. Period. Polytech. Chem. Eng. 2018, 62, 245–256. [CrossRef]
8. Salmi, T.; Martikainen, P.; Paatero, E.; Hummelstedt, L.; Damén, H.; Lindroos, T. Kinetic Model for the Synthesis of

Monochloroacetic Acid. Chem. Eng. Sci. 1988, 43, 1143–1151. [CrossRef]
9. Collias, D.I.; Harris, A.M.; Nagpal, V.; Cottrell, I.W.; Schultheis, M.W. Biobased Terephthalic Acid Technologies: A Literature

Review. Ind. Biotechnol. 2014, 10, 91–105. [CrossRef]
10. Watson, J.; Zhang, Y.; Si, B.; Chen, W.T.; de Souza, R. Gasification of Biowaste: A Critical Review and Outlooks. Renew. Sustain.

Energy Rev. 2018, 83, 1–17. [CrossRef]
11. Phillips, J.R.; Huhnke, R.L.; Atiyeh, H.K. Syngas Fermentation: A Microbial Conversion Process of Gaseous Substrates to Various

Products. Fermentation 2017, 3, 28. [CrossRef]
12. Bengelsdorf, F.R.; Straub, M.; Dürre, P. Bacterial Synthesis Gas (Syngas) Fermentation. Environ. Technol. 2013, 34, 1639–1651.

[CrossRef]
13. Diender, M.; Stams, A.J.M.; Sousa, D.Z. Pathways and Bioenergetics of Anaerobic Carbon Monoxide Fermentation. Front.

Microbiol. 2015, 6, 1275. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

https://doi.org/10.1016/j.rser.2020.109977
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.biortech.2022.128413
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/36462762
https://doi.org/10.3390/microorganisms11040995
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/37110418
https://www.grandviewresearch.com/industry-analysis/acetic-acid-market
https://www.grandviewresearch.com/industry-analysis/acetic-acid-market
https://doi.org/10.1016/S0098-1354(98)00030-1
https://doi.org/10.3311/PPch.11004
https://doi.org/10.1016/0009-2509(88)85074-7
https://doi.org/10.1089/ind.2014.0002
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.rser.2017.10.003
https://doi.org/10.3390/fermentation3020028
https://doi.org/10.1080/09593330.2013.827747
https://doi.org/10.3389/fmicb.2015.01275
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/26635746


Fermentation 2023, 9, 826 16 of 17

14. Kim, T.W.; Bae, S.S.; Lee, J.W.; Lee, S.M.; Lee, J.H.; Lee, H.S.; Kang, S.G. A Biological Process Effective for the conversion of
CO-containing Industrial Waste Gas to Acetate. Bioresour. Technol. 2016, 211, 792–796. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

15. Wiegel, J. Moorella. In Bergey’s Manual of Systematics of Archaea and Bacteria; John Wiley & Sons, Inc.: Hoboken, NJ, USA, 2015;
pp. 1–12. [CrossRef]

16. Drake, H.L.; Daniel, S.L. Physiology of the Thermophilic Acetogen Moorella Thermoacetica. Res. Microbiol. 2004, 155, 869–883.
[CrossRef] [PubMed]

17. Wang, Y.Q.; Yu, S.J.; Zhang, F.; Xia, X.Y.; Zeng, R.J. Enhancement of Acetate Productivity in a Thermophilic (55 ◦C) Hollow-Fiber
Membrane Biofilm Reactor with Mixed Culture Syngas (H2/CO2) Fermentation. Appl. Microbiol. Biotechnol. 2017, 101, 2619–2627.
[CrossRef]

18. Ragsdale, S.W. Life with Carbon Monoxide. Crit. Rev. Biochem. Mol. Biol. 2004, 39, 165–195. [CrossRef] [PubMed]
19. Can, M.; Armstrong, F.A.; Ragsdale, S.W. Structure, Function, and Mechanism of the Nickel Metalloenzymes, CO Dehydrogenase,

and Acetyl-CoA Synthase. Chem. Rev. 2014, 114, 4149–4174. [CrossRef] [PubMed]
20. Vega, J.L.; Prieto, S.; Harrison, S.B.; Clausen, E.C.; Gaddy, J.L. The Biological Production of Ethanol from Synthesis Gas. Appl.

Biochem. Biotechnol. 1989, 20, 781–791. [CrossRef]
21. Fernández-Naveira, Á.; Abubackar, H.N.; Veiga, M.C.; Kennes, C. Production of Chemicals from C1 Gases (CO, CO2) by

Clostridium Carboxidivorans. World J. Microbiol. Biotechnol. 2017, 33, 43. [CrossRef]
22. Xu, D.; Tree, D.R.; Lewis, R.S. The Effects of Syngas Impurities on Syngas Fermentation to Liquid Fuels. Biomass Bioenergy 2011,

35, 2690–2696. [CrossRef]
23. Ciferno, J.P.; Marano, J.J. Benchmarking Biomass Gasification Technologies for Fuels, Chemicals and Hydrogen Production; U.S. Depart-

ment of Energy, National Energy Technology Laboratory: Washington, DC, USA, 2002; p. 58.
24. Lanzillo, F.; Ruggiero, G.; Raganati, F.; Russo, M.E.; Marzocchella, A. Batch Syngas Fermentation by Clostridium Carboxidivorans

for Production of Acids and Alcohols. Processes 2020, 8, 1075. [CrossRef]
25. Hu, P.; Bowen, S.H.; Lewis, R.S. A Thermodynamic Analysis of Electron Production during Syngas Fermentation. Bioresour.

Technol. 2011, 102, 8071–8076. [CrossRef] [PubMed]
26. Jack, J.; Lo, J.; Maness, P.C.; Ren, Z.J. Directing Clostridium Ljungdahlii Fermentation Products via Hydrogen to Carbon Monoxide

Ratio in Syngas. Biomass Bioenergy 2019, 124, 95–101. [CrossRef]
27. Wang, S.; Huang, H.; Kahnt, H.H.; Mueller, A.P.; Köpke, M.; Thauer, R.K. NADP-Specific Electron-Bifurcating [FeFe]-Hydrogenase

in a Functional Complex with Formate Dehydrogenase in Clostridium Autoethanogenum Grown on CO. J. Bacteriol. 2013, 195,
4373–4386. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

28. Ale Enriquez, F.; Ahring, B.K. Strategies to Overcome Mass Transfer Limitations of Hydrogen during Anaerobic Gaseous
Fermentations: A Comprehensive Review. Bioresour. Technol. 2023, 377, 128948. [CrossRef]

29. Hougen, O.A. Chemical Process Principles, 2nd ed.; John Wiley & Sons, Inc.: New York, NY, USA, 1954.
30. Esquivel-Elizondo, S.; Delgado, A.G.; Rittmann, B.E.; Krajmalnik-Brown, R. The Effects of CO2 and H2 on CO Metabolism by

Pure and Mixed Microbial Cultures. Biotechnol. Biofuels 2017, 10, 220. [CrossRef] [PubMed]
31. Huang, H.; Wang, S.; Moll, J.; Thauer, R.K. Electron Bifurcation Involved in the Energy Metabolism of the Acetogenic Bacterium

Moorella Thermoacetica Growing on Glucose or H2 plus CO2. J. Bacteriol. 2012, 194, 3689–3699. [CrossRef] [PubMed]
32. Kerby, R.; Zeikus, J.G. Growth of Clostridium Thermoaceticum on H2/CO2 or CO as Energy Source. Curr. Microbiol. 1983, 8,

27–30. [CrossRef]
33. Parekh, S.R.; Cheryan, M. Production of Acetate by Mutant Strains of Clostridium Thermoaceticum. Appl. Microbiol. Biotechnol.

1991, 36, 384–387. [CrossRef]
34. Wiegel, J.; Braun, M.; Gottschalk, G. Clostridium Thermoautotrophicum Species Novum, a Thermophile Producing Acetate from

Molecular Hydrogen and Carbon Dioxide. Curr. Microbiol. 1981, 5, 255–260. [CrossRef]
35. Hu, P.; Rismani-Yazdi, H.; Stephanopoulos, G. Anaerobic CO2 Fixation by the Acetogenic Bacterium Moorella Thermoacetica.

AIChE J. 2013, 59, 3176–3183. [CrossRef]
36. Hurst, K.M.; Lewis, R.S. Carbon Monoxide Partial Pressure Effects on the Metabolic Process of Syngas Fermentation. Biochem.

Eng. J. 2010, 48, 159–165. [CrossRef]
37. Chang, I.S.; Kim, B.H.; Lovitt, R.W.; Bang, J.S. Effect of CO Partial Pressure on Cell-Recycled Continuous CO Fermentation by

Eubacterium Limosum KIST612. Process Biochem. 2001, 37, 411–421. [CrossRef]
38. Valgepea, K.; De Souza Pinto Lemgruber, R.; Abdalla, T.; Binos, S.; Takemori, N.; Takemori, A.; Tanaka, Y.; Tappel, R.; Köpke, M.;

Simpson, S.D.; et al. H2 Drives Metabolic Rearrangements in Gas-Fermenting Clostridium Autoethanogenum. Biotechnol. Biofuels
2018, 11, 55. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

39. Benevenuti, C.; Botelho, A.; Ribeiro, R.; Branco, M.; Pereira, A.; Vieira, A.C.; Ferreira, T.; Amaral, P. Experimental Design to
Improve Cell Growth and Ethanol Production in Syngas Fermentation by Clostridium Carboxidivorans. Catalysts 2020, 10, 59.
[CrossRef]

40. Im, H.; An, T.; Kwon, R.; Park, S.; Kim, Y.K. Effect of Organic Nitrogen Supplements on Syngas Fermentation Using Clostridium
Autoethanogenum. Biotechnol. Bioprocess Eng. 2021, 26, 476–482. [CrossRef]

41. Thi, H.N.; Park, S.; Li, H.; Kim, Y.K. Medium Compositions for the Improvement of Productivity in Syngas Fermentation with
Clostridium Autoethanogenum. Biotechnol. Bioprocess Eng. 2020, 25, 493–501. [CrossRef]

https://doi.org/10.1016/j.biortech.2016.04.038
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/27106591
https://doi.org/10.1002/9781118960608.gbm00748
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.resmic.2004.10.002
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/15630808
https://doi.org/10.1007/s00253-017-8124-9
https://doi.org/10.1080/10409230490496577
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/15596550
https://doi.org/10.1021/cr400461p
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/24521136
https://doi.org/10.1007/BF02936525
https://doi.org/10.1007/s11274-016-2188-z
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.biombioe.2011.03.005
https://doi.org/10.3390/pr8091075
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.biortech.2011.05.080
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/21724385
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.biombioe.2019.03.011
https://doi.org/10.1128/JB.00678-13
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/23893107
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.biortech.2023.128948
https://doi.org/10.1186/s13068-017-0910-1
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/28936234
https://doi.org/10.1128/JB.00385-12
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/22582275
https://doi.org/10.1007/BF01567310
https://doi.org/10.1007/BF00208161
https://doi.org/10.1007/BF01571158
https://doi.org/10.1002/aic.14127
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.bej.2009.09.004
https://doi.org/10.1016/S0032-9592(01)00227-8
https://doi.org/10.1186/s13068-018-1052-9
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/29507607
https://doi.org/10.3390/catal10010059
https://doi.org/10.1007/s12257-020-0221-4
https://doi.org/10.1007/s12257-019-0428-4


Fermentation 2023, 9, 826 17 of 17

42. Saxena, J.; Tanner, R.S. Effect of Trace Metals on Ethanol Production from Synthesis Gas by the Ethanologenic Acetogen,
Clostridium Ragsdalei. J. Ind. Microbiol. Biotechnol. 2011, 38, 513–521. [CrossRef]

43. Kundiyana, D.K.; Huhnke, R.L.; Maddipati, P.; Atiyeh, H.K.; Wilkins, M.R. Feasibility of Incorporating Cotton Seed Extract
in Clostridium Strain P11 Fermentation Medium during Synthesis Gas Fermentation. Bioresour. Technol. 2010, 101, 9673–9680.
[CrossRef]

44. Maddipati, P.; Atiyeh, H.K.; Bellmer, D.D.; Huhnke, R.L. Ethanol Production from Syngas by Clostridium Strain P11 Using Corn
Steep Liquor as a Nutrient Replacement to Yeast Extract. Bioresour. Technol. 2011, 102, 6494–6501. [CrossRef]

45. Garrett, B.G.; Srinivas, K.; Ahring, B.K. Performance and Stability of AmberliteTM IRA-67 Ion Exchange Resin for Product
Extraction and PH Control during Homolactic Fermentation of Corn Stover Sugars. Biochem. Eng. J. 2015, 94, 1–8. [CrossRef]

46. Karekar, S.C.; Srinivas, K.; Ahring, B.K. Kinetic Study on Heterotrophic Growth of Acetobacterium Woodii on Lignocellulosic
Substrates for Acetic Acid Production. Fermentation 2019, 5, 17. [CrossRef]

47. Wang, V.C.C.; Can, M.; Pierce, E.; Ragsdale, S.W.; Armstrong, F.A. A Unified Electrocatalytic Description of the Action of Inhibitors
of Nickel Carbon Monoxide Dehydrogenase. J. Am. Chem. Soc. 2013, 135, 2198–2206. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

48. Jeoung, J.-H.; Fesseler, J.; Goetzl, S.; Dobbek, H. Carbon Monoxide. Toxic Gas and Fuel for Anaerobes and Aerobes: Carbon
Monoxide Dehydrogenases. In The Metal-Driven Biogeochemistry of Gaseous Compounds in the Environment; Kroneck, P.M.H., Torres,
M.E.S., Eds.; Springer: Dordrecht, The Netherlands, 2014; pp. 37–69. ISBN 978-94-017-9269-1.

49. Infantes, A.; Kugel, M.; Neumann, A. Effect of Cysteine, Yeast Extract, PH Regulation and Gas Flow on Acetate and Ethanol
Formation and Growth Profiles of Clostridium Ljungdahlii Syngas Fermentation. bioRxiv 2020. bioRxiv:2020.01.13.904292.
[CrossRef]

50. Richter, H.; Molitor, B.; Wei, H.; Chen, W.; Aristilde, L.; Angenent, L.T. Ethanol Production in Syngas-Fermenting: Clostridium
Ljungdahlii Is Controlled by Thermodynamics Rather than by Enzyme Expression. Energy Environ. Sci. 2016, 9, 2392–2399.
[CrossRef]

51. Tremblay, P.L.; Zhang, T.; Dar, S.A.; Leang, C.; Lovley, D.R. The Rnf Complex of Clostridium ljungdahlii Is a Proton-Translocating
Ferredoxin: NAD+ Oxidoreductase Essential for Autotrophic Growth. mBio 2013, 4, 1–8. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

52. Gao, J.; Atiyeh, H.K.; Phillips, J.R.; Wilkins, M.R.; Huhnke, R.L. Development of Low Cost Medium for Ethanol Production from
Syngas by Clostridium Ragsdalei. Bioresour. Technol. 2013, 147, 508–515. [CrossRef]

53. Hermann, M.; Teleki, A.; Weitz, S.; Niess, A.; Freund, A.; Bengelsdorf, F.R.; Takors, R. Electron Availability in CO2, CO and
H2 Mixtures Constrains Flux Distribution, Energy Management and Product Formation in Clostridium Ljungdahlii. Microb.
Biotechnol. 2020, 13, 1831–1846. [CrossRef]

54. Menon, S.; Ragsdale, S.W. Unleashing Hydrogenase Activity in Carbon Monoxide Dehydrogenase/Acetyl- CoA Synthase and
Pyruvate:Ferredoxin Oxidoreductase. Biochemistry 1996, 35, 15814–15821. [CrossRef]

55. Geinitz, B.; Hüser, A.; Mann, M.; Büchs, J. Gas Fermentation Expands the Scope of a Process Network for Material Conversion.
Chemie-Ingenieur-Technik 2020, 92, 1665–1679. [CrossRef]

56. Zhu, H.F.; Liu, Z.Y.; Zhou, X.; Yi, J.H.; Lun, Z.M.; Wang, S.N.; Tang, W.Z.; Li, F.L. Energy Conservation and Carbon Flux
Distribution During Fermentation of CO or H2/CO2 by Clostridium Ljungdahlii. Front. Microbiol. 2020, 11, 416. [CrossRef]

57. Sakai, S.; Nakashimada, Y.; Inokuma, K.; Kita, M.; Okada, H.; Nishio, N. Acetate and Ethanol Production from H2 and CO2 by
Moorella Sp. Using a Repeated Batch Culture. J. Biosci. Bioeng. 2005, 99, 252–258. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

58. Wang, G.; Wang, D.I.C. Elucidation of Growth Inhibition and Acetic Acid Production by Clostridium Thermoaceticum. Appl.
Environ. Microbiol. 1984, 47, 294–298. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

59. Rabemanolontsoa, H.; Van Nguyen, D.; Jusakulvjit, P.; Saka, S. Effects of Gas Condition on Acetic Acid Fermentation by
Clostridium Thermocellum and Moorella Thermoacetica (C. Thermoaceticum). Appl. Microbiol. Biotechnol. 2017, 101, 6841–6847.
[CrossRef] [PubMed]

Disclaimer/Publisher’s Note: The statements, opinions and data contained in all publications are solely those of the individual
author(s) and contributor(s) and not of MDPI and/or the editor(s). MDPI and/or the editor(s) disclaim responsibility for any injury to
people or property resulting from any ideas, methods, instructions or products referred to in the content.

https://doi.org/10.1007/s10295-010-0794-6
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.biortech.2010.07.054
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.biortech.2011.03.047
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.bej.2014.11.004
https://doi.org/10.3390/fermentation5010017
https://doi.org/10.1021/ja308493k
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/23368960
https://doi.org/10.1101/2020.01.13.904292
https://doi.org/10.1039/C6EE01108J
https://doi.org/10.1128/mBio.00406-12
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/23269825
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.biortech.2013.08.075
https://doi.org/10.1111/1751-7915.13625
https://doi.org/10.1021/bi9615598
https://doi.org/10.1002/cite.202000086
https://doi.org/10.3389/fmicb.2020.00416
https://doi.org/10.1263/jbb.99.252
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/16233785
https://doi.org/10.1128/aem.47.2.294-298.1984
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/16346470
https://doi.org/10.1007/s00253-017-8376-4
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/28631221

	Introduction 
	Materials and Methods 
	Strain and Inoculum Preparation 
	Batch Syngas Fermentation 
	Analytical Procedures 
	Calculation and Statistical Analysis 

	Results 
	CO Fermentation and Yeast Extract Effect 
	Effect of Syngas Composition 
	Effect of CO/H2 Ratio 
	Effect of CO/CO2/H2 Ratios 
	Carbon Distribution and Carbon Conversion Efficiency of Acetate 

	Discussion 
	Conclusions 
	References

