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B E. 5L A 518 Rsoultella terrigena Y,y A S35 B #k, £ 2 W & 5 %6y L ah 347 Plackett—Burman 52 3 4= Box—
Behnken $2353% 3t , R Ava B dm k2 5 £ A 35 5 R Roultella terrigena Y, #9 &K B35 A AR AARE R | 13 3] 69 4k = 5L
YEE3E Ak . 5L 110.28¢/L, B & B 19.00g/L, 5 B 4 3.00g/L, MgSO, 0.625g/1, K,HPO, 1.25g/1, KH, PO, 1.0g/L,
NaCl 0.625g/L,pH7.5, 2 53 B4k, f8 b4 fF T, SL4B 82 69 /= F T ik 102.614g/L, 45 40 % 3 93.05% , b AL AL 37 89
93.84g/L#RZHT 935%
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Optimization research of fermentation mediums
for Lactobionic acid producing strain

LI Chao, WU Xue-qing,ZHENG Yan"

(College of Food Science ,Shenyang Agricultural University, Shenyang 110866, China)

Abstract ; Using Lactobionic Acid producing strain as test strain,on the basis of single factor experiment to conduct
Plackett-Burman and Box Behnken experiment design, response surface method was adopted to establish the
Rsoultella terrigena Y,, fermentation medium optimization model. Optimal fermentation conditions for the highest
Lactobionic Acid content in fermentation medium were set at lactose 110.28g/L, peptone 19.00g/L,NH,NO, 3.009/L,
MgSQO, 0.625g9/L, K,HPO,1.25g/L, KH,PO, 1.0g/L, NaCl 0.625g/L, pH7.5. The results showed that under these
conditions, Lactobionic Acid’ s yield was up to 102.614g/L, conversion ratio was 93.05% ,which was 9.35% higher
than that of non-optimized medium which was 93.84g/L.
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LM  Lactobionic Acid) JEUEMEY HiA AR, FUATRE P J1 330U T HE— 35 HE S FLIRG 9 7 AL
B LUK TR T SR SR AT L SRATRI

WO FURRRGAS SR T MRS LR TS 1 dppiS Tk

WSEYE BRI R B PR KRR AR, B 4 | i s

2 1 PR T Ml B 25l RS 4 el |

6T A7 ok P A S R kO Lt s, LRSI Yo (Reouliella terrigena Yy ) 1
Wisconsin izdﬁlﬁ“ R VAR5 DG RS 2R {%Bﬁﬂﬂ?%ﬁiﬁi%%gmiﬁ}%ﬁ'ﬁéﬁ, v B 7
e TS A 0 A H£ (%) FLBF 1.0, NH,NO, 0.2, NaCl 0.05, K,HPO,

G4 Ak, FUBEIR Wy A= = 7 1k A {2 i1k
eI R [V U7 E T A7 S (EV A S S AAPREE
A RN = e A B AR PR AR e v, BRI ] T L
BRI Tl = fi g A 2. BAELH 290 J7 t R
FEFUBHE B PR 82 v, R RCAE P06 2 T 2L vE 5% 46
N FUMERR , T LLAS IR SR 5, B M AE, I R s 2
FREIE S, TR

AN )W FH Plackett—Burman SZEi5% 1 REGEEEL T
S AP B R Rsoultella terrigena Y,y /4= 7= LM iR
A% IR A 43, & B2 TR R T v e B L Y R AR HL

YRS EHA:2013-02-22 = @i A A
EEE N FA(1987-) o, M LA R AL, TRAF LB LI
A GBS

0.1,KH,PO, 0.1, MgSO, 0.05, Bifig 1.5, pH7.2~7.4 ;
TR FE R (% ) FLBE 10.0, & 11 1.0, NaCl 0.05,
K,HPO, 0.1 ,KH, PO, 0.1 ,MgSO, 0.05,pH 7.2~7.4. %
1A e 35 3% 2k (%) : ZLBE 12.0, 2L 11 )R 1.0, NaCl
0.05, K,HPO, 0.1, KH,PO, 0.1, MgSO, 0.05, pH7.2 ~
7.4, FUHE  TRPATT RSN iR TR
W) B AT L B R A AT L R R 86 L NaOH
PEBAAL 22150 ) s FLAHER - Sigma 43 F); NaCl - P4 FH
WK M E R AR AR s dbat
AR H R JAEARAFE; 38 Sanland
Chemical Co,LTD; Zi§ ATER B A 481 R
R A,

AIR TECH ¥ TAEHR i ER LA N,
LZDX-50KBS I~y R JJ 72818 K #s  LigH &R
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JTasbl) s HG303 —4A L fVEIR IS FRAE B ot S8
AXEFT s DHG-9070A HUrE PE 5 T H4 [g
W 22 S PR BN 7] 5 JD200-3 UL F R dbst
FEZ R B a4 RGEA IR 7 ; Waters2487 15 20K AH
A3 SEE waters 24 F] o

1.2 RWHE

1.2.1 BRIk A 3537 250mL = 1 iRl 7
R EE 50mL, 115°C KB 20min, FERPFRIF BT 52, 72 R
#5398 180r/min , J5 )% 30°C , 1% 3% 12h,

PRI AR B - 250mL = 3 Il 26& ¢ I &% 7% AL S0mlL,
P LA 2% 09 352 Bl i 42 A R W 3% g8 B v, %
180r/min , I 30°C , 5535 48h.,

1.22  FUHERR S EMIE S ROROM 235 72 X5 2L,
BEER A F= Bk Rsoultella terrigena Y, B r=FLHHER BE 11
VEAT 2 0 5E, A NH,P—50 4 4% 4%, CH,CN #1I
40mmol/L Na, HPO,—20mmol/L #4528 2% th ik A i sh
AH,AE pH5.0 IYZF T, LL 6:4 1 [ ,0.8mL/min 1Y
L, 7E 40°C T DM LE R, #EFE & D 10, JHZR
ZERE I A

1.2.3  PpNER L

1.2.3.1 A PEFEXTFUBERR - B TEIRE N
28°C , ZLBE & &R 120g/L , Mg* " He B2k 0.5¢/L  Na ™ ¥
BESN 0.5g/L, pH7.2 [ 254, 43 531 LA il 2 B¢ | 7 1R
B AR R A NE RR R AR, &80 10g/L,
TEIR BRI 2d, LLAEUR RIS S R Ae s , FUBE IR 7 5 9\
ABER, BESE 3 IR E Y, BB A IR AN .

1.2.32 AP & mEXTFLEIR I i s2 i 7RIREE N
28°C, FLBH % Ht S 120g/1, Mg™ " ¥ il 0.5g/L, pH 2l
72 WM B E S &SR 5.10.15 .20 25¢/1,
HMREE T4 2 1.2.3 4 5/ B, fHIR B% 3% 2d,
VAGUR & SR A b, FUBE R 7~ B S gA b br, BT 3
WA RE Y o0 19 Bl AR & 1

1.2.3.3 RIS EXTFLEERR - S Asg e HAh S
ANAE B UR ( BPELBE ) &+ 533 2 20,40 .60 .80 ,100 .
120 ,140g/L I}, fH IR G F% 2d, DABR IR & = Sy B AL by,
FUBHTR = B AL bR, TS 3 IR B Yo B I3 Bk YR
CE

1.2.3.4 pH XFFLHERR - & 052 HA S AR,
pH 435124 5.0 .6.0 7.0 .8.0 9.0 B}, 25 5 F X} ZL R AR

7R AR o
1.2.3.5  JoHLER B 7T X UM ™ B agi2m Hfh 4%

PERAS , Mg #e J3 43 51 9 0.1.0.2 0.3 .0.4.0.5.0.6 .
0.7g/L,Na® W FE 4354 0.1,0.2,.03,.04.0.5,0.6,
0.7g/L B}, 258 ICHLER B8 F X ZUMH R 7™ B (W52 ) o
1.2.4  ma T SE e it

1.2.4.1 Plackett—Burman %11 FEBAR 2 5206 (1 5L
it |, 3% N =8 [ Plackett— Burman 31 X % % 5
FREEY 8 A~ 2H 43 1h H B AT B 4L, R E L
EARPI 7K, & K 2 AR 1.25 4%, 24> 5
WtV 3 AP AT, DAL BR 7 8 1~ S By i 1z
H Y, s8R ZEKE LR 1, A Design Expert8.0.5 3K
XTSI 00 B FEAT AL B, BRI A BRI o [E A AT
fHEL

188 014z %03m

Tt i

2¢1  Plackett—Burman 2256 [H & 5K F

Table 1  Factors and levels of Plackett—Burman design

5 A (-1) FEAKFE(C+1)

X, #LwE(g/L) 80 100
X, fiffRes (g/L) 2 2.5
X, AW (g/L) 10 12.5
X, MgSO0, (g/L) 0.5 0.625
X, K,HPO, (g/L) 1 1.25
X, KH,PO, (g/L) 1 1.25
X, NaCl(g/L) 0.5 0.625
X, #1465 pH 6.0 7.5

1.2.42 HFEMNEH;SZE X Plackett— Burman 5256 1Y
RZEE R AT, P EZERE . R IRILE PR
[BH RBAT S RN R et F R R W EbE It
AR, TEZQONE 8 PR 2R BRI , B 2800 1) PR 3R BRI
B S F i 22 560k < , 20 Il 322 PR3 19 &0
(ERTp e iR uR iU S-S E N DN L C VAR PN S [
ARAR, FR AR, AT B T e R e o7 DX, LB PR
B e AL B, B SRR — 28 0 55z T 43 A7 18 o0 R

1.2.4.3 Box— Behnken SZ %31 % % Plackett —
Burman ZZ 56 FB X%5F Rsoultella terrigena Y,, FLHE IR 1Y F=
A W E TR =~ F ZE AE N Box—Behnken #it
P2 g2 i 28 R T X AT =K (1.0, + 1)
ity , DT 2RAS UM IR 7t 1Y) B AFe 5% 78 R 2H B, S 5 X
F 5K LR 2.

%22 Box-Behnken 325 K 2 5K F3ETT
Table 2 Factors and levels of Box—Behnken Design

K-
AT -1 0 1
A ZLBE(g/L) 108 110 112
B&HEE M (g/L) 16 17.5 19
C iRk (g/L) 2.8 2.9 3.0

1244 BiFIIGHF ] Design Expert8.0.5 k{4 %} £
JCRRECHEAT UG 7 285347, IS Bl ek B g e A
G, T BT AR 2 00 S BOHAT I TR S5, DS 3645573
A R A P AT ]
2 HRSIH®
21 ZFREBRSEMNE
PHC ) LB R AR A B vk )2 43 3] Ry 25 .50 .75 .100
125 150mg/ mL (AH R TR, FH S 280 AH (0,335 12500 g
WETHIAR , i ZUBE IR bR i 2 , ZLBE IR AR i e DL 1,
FLPEIR i = 12 5T ARAT & et G i y =
3907.2x-2657.1 ,x fRRFLIHIR M B, y (U R e,
M FEL R =0.9993 , Ui W 3% 5 F& 5 A7 AR 4 19 AH 56
PR, AT T 2UBE IR S 8 I E .
22 BREEXWHER
22,1 FIFEFPEXTRUPERR - B s 2 AT,
TE_ LR GER A 6 Fh EUIE i, i BR 2 2R E R T 2L
TR 1A 7= 5 ) a8 R HL S A B3R 25 22, 3K 2 R i
BRI FH 05 1 B8 7 B B, BE BT LR A JC AL TR
"l LAFHA HLEIR , TeHLE IR A R BR A R 2 Fn R
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Fig.1 Lactobionic acid standard curve

R, HO R R B 0 5 SRR 35% , KT INR B4 B 7
B T AZLB R 00 i AR X B . BARIR R
RN 46.7% AHJEIZ B RE LR 38 0 IR, J2 th T %
B A N5 A R B Tl ) 5 35 it B2 2 60°C ZE A7, T L
WA 1) 5 35 TRL BT E 30°C 22 AT, i DR i 7% i 14 32
1 MR BE O, D A FH PR 38 D TR FUBE IR 19 2
e R T . AALR B E AR & A=
12% A BT & Adt =7% , B FUR & A b =
10% , It LAIZ B A 8 O™ FLBE IR 1) fE 7 o,
HAZBE A A HL R B9 BE 1 2w T ICHLEUR, Br L
TR R B AR R IS R SSOCR AL . 5 B B AT L
RN TCHIL IR ) 95 T , W50 iR 19 8 P 2 1 iR o 52
AR

120 1

y=3907.2x-2657.1
R'=0.9993
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Fig.2 Different nitrogen sources on the

FLPHIR 7 #(g/L)

influence of Lactobionic Acid production

222 HWIRSEXTFLER - AR PR —
TR 1R FIRS R B2 43 5 U 28 B AT I FLBE IR 7= 4 Hh
Pl 3 mT N, Ak A FLOBH IR 7 i Bl A S0 5 B 9 4 i g
WO A B E P ik B BB  FUPE IR 7 B AR
AEFpIEE o XS AR YR A 2, FUBRIR 19 )™ &
2B SRS B ARG BEN T 0, 2 0 ) — g {E R,
T T FURE A AR B S R R - E R, R
ZxBEZ I, JT LLFUBE IR ) 7 B BEAS AE R E E

2.2.3  BRIREEXT Rsoultella terrigena Y, FLVERL F= &
HOsZm  ph P 4 AT, BEE U S RO R I, FLPE IR
FERNEWI O, R IR AL T LM BEIA ) 10% oAy
A, L P 7 e ik 1) e RAHL , 2 )5 B A FLPE & & A 18
Z A R RS Xl G K, 2R Yk B2
AR, FUME IR A4 7 23 B A5 IR 4 TR R B 4 vy T 4
1, B PR ) R R 5 v 2 1 o) AR 1 A A, 2 T 2 9
DFUBEIR 04 53 WA AN FR 22
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2.2.4 pH X Rsoultella terrigena Y, ZLHFBR F= & M52
e R E S AT, AR R Rsoultella terrigena
Yoo WYl pH 2y 7.0 Ze AT, G ZUBH R 09 )™ 1 fae vy 1k
89.25¢/ L. pH i vy Bl IR AT BB 2 52 i BT A v ZLBE 4
AR B P, TS e LB 192 1) 7
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PR 7 ik Bt T B B B NI G K, Z e TR, X
AIRESE P Mg LB A A ME 1 AR — e
SN, Na ™ 32 2ER2 00 B AR T2 25 A8 & T, BT LABE S
TR B 3 R, X FUNE IR 19 7 B I A — 2 B9 e ik
YRR AEX R e BEE T AN AT R TSR Y, 25 88 Tk &
IR BRI, fe PEAE U8
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Fig.6  Inorganic salt ion on the influence

of Lactobionic Acid production

2.3 Plackett—Burman LI

FEPAR ZESLIG A FEA I IERE N =12 iy 8 [NZE 2
7K F- Plackett—Burman #3347 5256, 55440 3 47,
L ) 24 5 O 4 0, 570y LA 9257
Plackett—Burman 531 Mz M i (B DL 36 3, - PRI Z R0 M
BEEVESAT LA 4

23 Plackett—Burman %3545 5%
Table 3 Plackett— Burman design and results of

FE XX, X, X, X, X, X, X, T
=3 (g/L)
1 -1 1 -1 1 1 -1 1 1 5256
2 -1 -1 1 -1 1 1 -1 1 5le4
301 1 1 -1 -1 -1 1 -1 6189
4 -1 1 1 1 -1 -1 -1 1 5423
5 1 -1 1 1 1 -1 -1 -1 6208
6 1 -1 -1 -1 1 -1 1 1 6017
7 1 -1 1 1 -1 1 1 1 659
8§ 1 1 -1 1 1 1 -1 -1 6L8
9 1 1 -1 -1 -1 1 -1 1 6245
0 -1 1 1 -1 1 1 1 -1 500l
1 -1 -1 -1 1 -1 1 1 -1 4329
12 -1 -1 -1 -1 -1 -1 -1 -1 4078

# 4 Plackett— Burman £%- K 2 500 K o MM

Table 4  Plackett—Burman factors effect and significant analysis

T T p FENEH
X, 14.53 0.0010 1
X, 4.07 0.0371 3
X, 5.22 0.0193 2
Xy 1.05 0.4218 6
X, 0.51 0.6818 8
Xe -0.54 0.6686 7
X, 1.25 0.3523 5
X 3.62 0.0496 4

9

190 0142038

Tt i

iR 3 al &, KH,PO, I N 7%, HoAax
SMIEZRE o FTAE B R T 90% 119 BRI 28 S UM Al iR 2
BRI pH, b ZLBF I AT (E B R T 95% , R
A B
2.4 mBERIEKLE

Plackett— Burman SZI6G 7 %6 HH 1) = i FH IR &
4R IERONE , HCH B AR S 4G, AR 4 =S PR 2R RO &L
RAB RN AT 22 A 7 18] S 25 K AT e BE @ 3¢
FB TR BT AR ILE S

®S IBEICH R A

Table 5 Results of steepest ascent test

T BN BERE LR R
(%/L) (%/L) (/L) (/L)
1 100 12.5 2.5 69.92
2 105 15 2.7 79.84
3 110 17.5 2.9 88.75
4 115 20 3.1 86.27
5 120 22.5 3.3 82.81

M5 WIE W, BRI IR RS 3 2H S U Bt
VT, PRI PAERS 3 2H A% 7K P A Sy Wi 37 T 55 36 1 A0 i
RIZLBE 110g/L, BRIk 17.5¢/ L, iR 8k 2.9¢/ L
2.5 Box-Behnken LI& 45 R o1

HRHE PB SE 46 1 fe 5E € 3% 5 46 445 SR 5 3F Box —
Behnken 5256 ) =K 2 2 /K, Box— Behnken 5256
ZE L DL 3R 6, A FH Design Export8.0.5 # {4 X} Box —
Behnken SZ5G 45 AT HLE A5 BN AE Y 5
HF X ZEEE T RE: Y =93.16 +4.24A +5.82B +
1.87C—- 1.30AB — 0.34AC + 1.16BC —9.38A° + 1.32B°
-1.19C%,

2 6 Box—Behnken SZHG 1% 1545 1

Table 6 Design and results of Box—Behnken experiments

S A B C Y FUHERR = & (g/L)
1 1 1 0 93.78
2 -1 0 80.65
3 -1 0 -1 76.43
4 -1 -1 0 73.82
5 0 1 -1 96.25
6 0 0 0 92.78
7 -1 1 0 87.51
8 0 1 102.53
9 0 0 0 93.54
10 0 -1 -1 86.37
11 1 -1 0 85.28
12 0 -1 1 88.01
13 1 0 -1 85.21
14 0 0 0 91.49
15 0 0 0 93.82
16 0 0 0 94.17
17 1 0 1 88.06

WG 6 4558, iz ] Design Export8.0.5 HA4: X}
HEAT 7 2543 KT RS () S 35 PR AT, a5 SR DL 7
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Table 7 Variance analysis of regression equation

AP SS df MS F p
iR 840.72 9 93.41 11823  <0.0001
A 143.82 1 14382 18203  <0.0001
B 271.33 1 27133 34341  <0.0001
C 28.09 1 28.09 35.55 0.0006
AB 6.73 1 6.73 8.52 0.0224
AC 0.47 1 0.47 0.59 0.4661
BC 5.38 1 5.38 6.81 0.0349
A? 370.66 1 370.66  469.13  <0.0001
B? 7.34 1 734 9.29 0.0187
c? 5.96 1 5.96 7.55 0.0286
B 2: 5.53 7 0.79
eI 1.00 3 0.33 0.29 0.8293
g 4.53 4 1.13
MiE 846.26 16
R’ 0.9935
R, 0.9851

MFET HhAlF B p <0.0001, i B 2 25, 2K
AT p = 0.8293, I U 2 35, A OC R AL R = 0.9935
VEHTIZ AT A 55 92 bR 52 56 LA AR 4r, PR S 1Y R =
0.9851 , I & Wiz AL AU T LA fige B 98.51% 1) & 1% 7 F,
BRS04k, 9E— 20 BB T [\ 7 #4485 e
Bt A5 R By A R B T 2553 H o,
R A B.CRIMM L, R A R R,
B Fl C* RN W3, —RIIP 1 AB Fil BC 23N
W3 R /N SIS U B > A > CL B S5
B 25 DSL2R X il 07 AL ) 532 Wi - 7 S B 2o PE G &R
i HA IR 05 B A
2.6 MmREMLLEREDH

Fh R BT T s T A5 381) g g 37 17 P B A Y #r) 45
I ZR LI 7~ 181 9 o 2% D3R S HAE X g A LM
PR 7 ek PR 52 W) el ] ] L s Sz e ok

~ 110
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e
il
4T 90
!
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>
70

1.00 ‘
& 0.500 —_—— )

> . 0.00 e 1.
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Fig.7 Response surface plot and
contour plot of Y ={(A,B)

7 R TR IR B — E B IE 0L T, 25 1 R AT EL
W 22 AR .35, B B8 R AT LS & a1,
FUBERR (1) 7 5 T 4f A W 32 &, 5 300 52 B0V R B
—ERERE L, 32 v B IR R b E A R A LR A S
AT FUPE IR /g - B, 85 R A 28 A X LS 1R 7
AU SZ T AT FLRE I, LR VR B Gk v s 0 o R AR
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H I8 AT, 7R R —E 1T 00T, BE A i IR
B FNFLPE S BRI N, FLBE IR 697 BEIT M A W =
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Fig.8 Response surface plot and contour plot of Y ={(A,C)
F AL O ml g, FEFLE—E BT B0 R, 25 F R R AR
PR B A2 HAF A 25, Bl S JWR i R e 5 &
R IN , FLBE IR i 7 B AS W vy, (ELA PR e X0 LM TR
T IS ) AN B A 1 R X ZLBERR 7 B 19 52 )
105

—_
(=3
(=)

FLVER 7 2 (g/L)
O Nel
S O

(o]
W

9 Y =1((B,C) RN 4347 B B H A5 R 42 A
Fig9 Response surface plot and
contour plot of Y =f(B,C)
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3 Design Expert8.0.5 #PF 5347 15 51 ik 1y 96
KeoH pl: FLBE 110.28¢/1L, 75 1 4 19.00¢/L, fi§ ik i
3.00g/L, 7€ Wb &5 14 T 09 ZLOBE iR 7= & 19 B (H Ry
102.328¢g/L,
2.8 mELZEBEFENRKIE

ST B IEEE N AR Y 5 ST 28 R AR AT, AR A
B AR IR A A RC ) A 1 5 3R S, A 3 U AT SR B
Rsoultella terrigena Y,, B FLBHER y= &8 102.614g/1., 5
TIEAHIT o
3 g

TEPA R 2 S2 86 i Ll |, 42 Plackett— Burman 52
S FUBE R O RS IR e R A PR 3R, et R
filt b AT e SRR ST 58, T8 e e Ao o7 T DX, K 05 R
F Box—Behnken %114l Design Expert8.0.5 #A4-43H111
BRI 3 PR BN  FUBE 110.28¢/L, 8 11 iR

(TF4:% 356 W)
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