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food brewing and industrial biotechnology for

the production of ethanol, protein, and organic acid. Recent studies have revealed that yeast also has the function biological detoxification and

the application prospects in the field of environmental protection, food and feed. Based on this, the review summarized the latest research

advances on yeast biological detoxification. The harmfulnes:

introduced first and then the application of different ye
zearalenone, and deoxynivalenol) was summarized. The

was introduced, and the detoxification-effect of Sacchar
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ces cerevisiae and Yarrowia lipolytica on bacterial endotoxin and the possible

mechanism were also summarized. Finally,the detoxification effect of yeast on heavy metals and other pollutants and the possible mechanism

were introduced, and the research of yeast biological detoxification was prospected.
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1 BEMEESRNRESERRIIE

L1 EEsXREXLMET %

HIEF R R B W IERW Y, T2 T8
R, RERE 25% A2 B S I BRI S
2013 4F, Repedkiene®5HRiE A7 T AW E
HFGYL, 15 7.5x10° CFU/g, HEMENZE, AIHH
24 MEM 81 A, RENKMANETER

(Penicillium), 15 24%; BEMIEE (Fusarium) X2,
i 18%; e (Zygomycetes) 15 16%; JSELEF
(Demateaceae) 5 14%; W8 J& (Aspergillus) 15 9%
REBEF ]G F ERER, &2 A
FEYIR R BEAS I (dlternaria alternata), V=4 9
&Y, Hrb RS aEaEmeg ., mihdEx. £
AEFEFRER b, AEITRRSEA -, WKEF
% (Penicillium griseofulvum Dierckx) 73 Jlli5 4«32 21t
Bl B AR S, OTAZM A 5.30+ 10.50+
10.80 F114.50 pg/kg, HEHIFEZR /AL 10.00. 8.00-
6.50 F17.00 pug/kg.

HEF RN ANBRFEEFRLR, Hffiit, 207
300 FhECERA =Xt sh A N2 e d R, Hoh
AUHEHEF TRV, Wi ih%3ER Bl (AFBL)
FIEHE DNA- SRR TR, TS K.
2 PR R 1% 21 P[RR RO S e i) s T Faz
(R —FhaE R e HEY, @EHL T, U

RS FIRAFAE TR LA &tk 2
A1 AFB 52 3 FE A RHERATEE S bkt rh o I, PRl
FUR R F TR EERHRGE O o S S R T R AR A
I B it A R A

Fo AWIITERA FHRCE A K AR R P A el
FOHHA TR, 5 RS YRR AR A S A R
FA AR R AR AN A A
RGHEFMFRKEREC, BRE. HE. FE. K
20 B RN Y i FH TR ARl A Tl A £ i )
HEHER, W Bata M Lasztity™ B 7T R0, BERE H
B3R B REEE L ARANIRI B R 33 3R U AN
Devegowda FRE F# RFAH AR A H 75 SR T g
FEREBEHGREHFORNT, HAENEHTERK
BsRAE POl Aty et sl o Pl s g

FEAWNERERR . RS EEIREI IR M
HNED WINEERMRZ . 5 H E ikt
RANAET AU LA INCAVEAR A4 -

1.2 B &1 A

12.1  BEEXTAFBLE1E A
Pasha 555 SAE - RDRHA INEE BRJR J5 A /5022
FEL. WhAER =2H: A CE AF 59%. RN
B (iakH5 4% 500 pg/kg 1 AFMI  CEEBERAR D C
CFRHG 500 ug/kg ) AFMI1 . EERFRAIND . MEFR
W FL ARG TLR2AF 14 d JRS5 REoR, AW ik B 1
AFM1 43508 2.87+£0.76. 15.51+2:63 7441.02
A 170.10+1.98
S5 RAR I LE

kg. 163374227 kg.

TR AF KR, RILJE s YTk
T A Y R OISR, BB A SR 1Y,

Repedkiene ZF4FXS3 Fh % BFR fk: S cerevisiae
S.5(T)~ EMAFAT ML) [ (Metschnikowia pulcherrima)

AN I v J8 v E T B (KTuyveromycesmarxianus)
K7 TGP B F o 3 PR AT 58 AT PR T R =

, BEAR3 F
A TR
Tt ST /NI RN O RE TR I 25 R 35 T HBAER .
Wu S VR IR BV AF AW IR, RTRE
1k AF BEANNSFEY7IE . Firmin S50 50 7 Sok e
BEH A BESREUY) YCW X AFB1 AT AFMI EHF- 2648
PRIFNFL S A IS . 45 B8R ZEGRR R
YCW HJ[#fik AFB1 Wi, SnsEfE-EEs: AFB1
AFMI fRME, S8R5 156%"°), Sun 258 T AF 75
P (20 pgkg) MEKMEELIEETTZR KPR,
SER BRI ININ 2 g/kg BERFANPREEIREY) (GBS
BEIRMERH B R J5, TR AF, FFcEsite
AR,
1.2.2  BEEATOTARL A
Schatz-mayr 25U )\ 530k H T PR, TS Y
RN IRFEH] (phenylalanine group) Tif# OTA 4%
o Caridi ZHAEEMIEIERRIE 20 Mg SRt
(Saccharomyces sensu stricto) %k OTA HIVERE. BE
BHERFRAAEETT (55 1.58 ng/mL [f] OTA)D, %)
Hh— 2 R EERHE M G X AN OTA J& 7.63 ng/mL.
25 CRE290d, 45RER 4] OTA AR, FrE
FRIS 68.50%, Jo& FENEIL 78.20%.
P REZT B[R RE XS OTA B3 4% %/« Ringot
T T OTA MRHMRBIHAAR, F5E 1 =Rl BER| ™
M. & 16% B BE O BE RS EX16 (TR & B 56%),

AR TR A FR 0,003 mg/kg AF
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Ak B R p-75 55 0% BETA (THI & & 95%) AT
HE TR BEE 7 LEC (T & & 97.60%), #ill
PRI AL 3, 45588 25 CF, EX16
AT 32~43%[] OA, BETA FJWFff 37~51%, 1fif LEC
AR, FIWRET 95~100%P, 45é 4~37 CHR iR
SMFAA, LEC WA B R BT (AGY A,
oA (AR 910, BRI LEC 1 OA W
FFERNMERARRPE RSN AR, DARIEFIK T/
&I EH. OTA 7£ EX16 A1 BETA Wi AS® A7,
R T IBEN LR, SRTX T LEC MR 2R3,
AS® NIE, SoRBUKAEAEM, CAEARER K
T H RN,

FEREANMIBERT OTA (122 0 H T B2 RR4H L BEAR
AT BT OTA o FLWR R R AT AN [ T B B AR 1] 22 1) 58
K, FRFAN A RE H #E 0 B AR P RE R ¥ 4 B

[19]
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12.3 Bt B A Z LA

KEFY REE (Penicillium expansum) FEHK2
SEE MR R TG §e . FIHA A EE (Rhodosporidium
kratochvilovae) LS11 Fk¥#EIIEEZR (Patulin) #1b
IRTGi E R I B R (Desoxypatulinic) ., 244
B ZA R kratochvilovae LS11 RS B4 Rt
Fegemt, HEEN o R R S, AR
P2 ANET S, o 1 ANBERT TR KT R, 2 B

KB PC R B AU B 2l S T A R
RERR R AR M B UR TN BEER R K ISR
BN AEAI RS, RS IRER GSH RN,
W HAEARER M, 2 TG — iR i &
IR} (Rhodosporidium

REA M S it
ypatulinic acid), MM PRI EEME .
12.4 gz‘ ZBARL Ve
EE RN 110,15 mgikg ZEA, S. cerevisiae S.1.5(T)

BRI R 0.02 mg/kg, M. pulcherrima M.1
K. marxianus K.7.1 (T)WI0] 58 2 7H B ARG ERL
1 0.40 mg/kg ZEA, K. marxianus K.7.1 (T)A] fF{KZ
0.03 mgkg, HAPIKRATE4MBRE . Aohs st &
Hill RITREARIL, ZEA WM RE 71 S BRI BE 4 ) 2
PIARPY, Y B AL S 4 S, cerevisiae 4RIRBETL I ZEA
RFear 30%, A AR FLAE Y 4038 (9 A2 A ] R R
(bioavailability ) »

125 E#AXTDONA & 18 H & PLAEAE R

Meca 25V RHIL 4 £ S. cerevisiae itk LO9 YES.
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A34. ATT Fiy R4 ) BRAR R A R AR
Repedkiene 51 S.cerevisiae S.1.5(T) M. pulcherrima
M.1. K. marxianus K.7.1 (T)EHEFH 0.65 mgkg
DON 75| %2 0.10. 0.12 £110.05 mg/kg, FHREM
Tkl 0.40 mg/kg AF 43 HIFEKE 0.13. 0.08 F10.10
mg/kg.

13 BENYEFSZZNSE

LI RN, TN R OB % 2 i ag
Py EEAE, B REE LR s LA A -
HIRPEE —M E AR M 2 0E, 8% H 10~20 4
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IKANIEE

ERE IR Fai M 52 M EEERTY
IR S 1 L AN R A T 25 15 B 3R Il i He
SR, RN [ S R R R AR, B

" D R AER MR 16%, TIHRANE P S
B R 0y, 50%;, B AN A 76 SR 2 T R Bl — it
j I

B2, JaEN ZEA ARG . JeAk, p-HIER
B AT B EOE T A B RS, I A i i A A R
A, JEE R R R AR R, T B PR
ZEIHRREFER IR

BRIk, B-D-H S n s i T & s ARk, R
Pt b B RE A A 7R, HHHE S TR ST e S
241, Raju A1 Vevegowda W 5t %8, i H 55 Sbtmr 4
LM E S E R TS AF. OTA A1 T2 FEE0 AN
AP VEREIAS R . A H B SRR LR S S WX It
Bz, FB M1 ZEA S55: 2 HIGUN, (645 ML e Bk
B AN S BYEREIEF ACF, Swamy 257E S5 YL
Ui R R R A R IS N H B SRR, n B s
FOMPERIA R, ArfmEmnme.

AN, BEEE AT ReS 5 T 4HMRE X B 2% IR
MR R R R R B H R B S RO RS
TR, X LEWE AR ] B AR SN, WORM AR 2 2%
G, BRI HUARIE T,

2 BEAEANSZRRSIER R TR

W R NHRIEZHE (lipopolysaccharide, LPS),
TERZHCE 22 IR B AN AR E LG it i
iETE FAUMAN TLR4 3244155, LPS Ak & i
Iy PP AR I 5 A B e B, Rl 5]
YMAZ FEIRIE R NERERARSE . 2R E DRk
EYNEY A 3 = N i S STl i AR T by e
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KT Shen 25V MR T £ 40 B ZARIERL T, 35945
—EFRME Y LPS PEAERE. 1250 R JeiEid KDO &
B VFAIEERENT LPS 70T I EE ST, MREEE S
TR | LPS WM RE /TR T, 55 1.00 mg/mL K
JiT E. coil O111:B4 ¥] LPS H£47)5, S. cerevisiae
BY4742 ffi LPS & &L 30%, M fif fig BB I A% L
(Yarrowia lipolytica) CLIB122 WJ{ LPS 7KF-B#(EKZ)
70%, UFSEIERFAIAELS LPS JefF—B a5, 2B
LPS &8, HA &8N ¥ lipolytica CSW Bifk.
N THRE LPS (M2 KA N TR R R
7, 30 AR, B GIBEREIEE FITC-LPS
SRS AR R o £ —EWRSE FITC-LPS {EHI T,
Y. lipolytica MU AW LPS MHEEILS, 1M S.
cerevisiae BY4742 2l & I U35 A RN 2126 A6 15 5
Y. lipolytica Y5 51 LPS FHIRIEREERCKN (£170%), 5
HL 0 i 2 T P R BT R R G HEDN S cerevisiae
BY4742 Xt LPS i E ML EH] (<30%) RIRES 2R
RAWERA G, TR IR Hh AN [F] LPS W PR B2 (1)

PR RIS BB, T LAHEN LPS /755 BEREH
AR B S, LPS A] REREIERE U (AR ENA i
Befe, BT CARILH A FIFRRE & = EICIA
Nid 245 B3RS LPS BiEdLE], PLE AR
S. cerevisiae S288C 4FERMJFHI NS, Wik
IS0 ASA IR AR IR 2N A sk 20
RGBT, 315 T LPS iR S, cerevisi

WIAR AT R R AR B, ELYE— 7 LPS MRS 4% <E
S.

A 595 ANEFRRIRFEIN, Gzt Rl 7 RKIA
FHIEEA . G R RE R RSN MY A T 252
5 7 AR RRESE A S AR SN DR AL A Al
FRREAIE R R Thae, LA

WETETRE

AT REALH

BURAEST . T X KRR WIS 3.
Kkl (Neurospora crassa) Fl AL R} (Candida
albicans) XIS REA — @ Pitt, AR TR
BARHIEE, SEEREUZI™). 11 S, cerevisiae X4
HA— WA, HERA SRS, e
MO PV BR AL TEBMRHLIREE R, HELL S, cerevisiae BK
Al EBNBLEENLE, FER NI O, R
Hagh o (AR R EE T, PLERUE RR T s =,

SFEPLE M IZETAR 2 . Bisconti #IE 3 #£ S. cerevisiae
BAANFRRDUE, B0 1 RTRUEE AR,
Hofth 2 MRAHERLAL, FTUAUOEL AR EER. (A, &
&R IRk R A AN RN, e hnid A A RE2H 2y
AT R ESEEIRCE. a5 st
BefEM, iEdE&EmEAMED% SR
(phytochelatins) £y B &P,

IEAN, T T IR R P B B £ Bl 2 At B el
A%, WNZHMIRAIGEREE ) 2 R, b R R L
AR, 7 HHR I X 2 RN ) AU 1) 3 i
B3 AR R EALEAR T R . RS 5
PRI RO RS S T Wi R re

e R SRR S M TAT S LR R
B SR LIS B W B R S BREG, JEE
LRI T2 A s

B AN, kSRR R B A TS )
cereviside &?Z%ﬁﬁ —EEE, &Em
YR ERE Cupl A H 2 2 54 ARIRER TP
AN 7)o I AS F A H A A Cupl
IR BT FE R B, i Cupl 25 ] f@ e 4547
MAWEANEEZA Cupl ZE[H, BRI EERE
IR H K. B S S B H A
FFEEY, S, cerevisiae [f] Cupl R AKES 5 T 4R
B, AN H IR RSE T ATTEGER, RIS
Cupl FKIXEA B H G, BB REMY 52 5 B 5
[34]

IEAh, T RERHA BILTS G s B e gt A i
31, Sassi %5 MBI AFRIOHEH T 4085 105 AREEEEH
RO 9 BRIPAS A NG G EE it L RRRE 7). 45RE
B, B/ 4 BREEREOTA R R K M B, e
BN AR LR Candida . JR /KBS AT FEAK
44%, WETFEEFK 63%. S EHIEKTHT
RERERIK, R3S mat et
4 fRE

WHATEE AT B AR AR SR — P U B B 5K
WA BN AT, R IR R, B0
T BE e AR BE SR B =PRI, A BT
BRI EE R, NERASMESEGR.
— AR R AN B AN [ G548 B- 3T SEBET IBE BE RUCR BAE
H, KA BT E E a8 BA R R p-H SR
(RRRERE, TR 5 A R B 2 R AN B Ao e sh,
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