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H E: RAR &%kt =5# 42 K (Blakeslea trispora ) ik th & 8 BHRF L AHRZREARFTTH
o BARRRESLZRBEPRT P ERRPEBH KERBEREEH ANV ERLE R0
B@kk, ZREFQEINE, KAPAFT LA T LERRR B d KNP ERIBEF
BAGHTERTFANXERE, RE,BLAHF 2 (Ridge max) B2 pHRF M XA FH XM
BHe94E 8-S . ATH 8 3.10 g/dL M 474 11.28 g/dL. % &4 2.54 g/dL, FRELEEEFTHE
102 g/L, iR LW & T 25%,
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Optimize the Submerged Fermentation Media of f-Carotene
by Using Response Surface Methodology
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(Key Laboratory of Industrial Biotechnology, Ministry of Education,Jiangnan University, Wuxi 214036, China)

_Abstract: Response surface methodology was used to optimize the fermentation medium of e
carotene production by Blakeslea trispora. In the fist optimization step, the path of steepest
ascent was used to approach the optimal region of the g-carotene production. Then The response
surface experiment was perform, according to the result of steepest ascent. The optimal
regression equation model which expressed the relationship between the production and citric
acid, cottonseed oil, and soybean powder was established by the stepwise regression analysis,
and the mutual effects were analyzed. Eventually, the optimal conditions for Prcarotene
production(1. 02 g/L) were determined by ridge analysis as follows: citric acid 3.10 g/dL,
cottonseed oil 11. 28 g/dL, and soybean powder 2. 54 g/dL.
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AL RS BB KSR ESTRAE
BEERRY. MEAMEEF pHY P XATARE
TEZ2MERE L REE 6 5% %7 & B p s
HBXE,

BERAMRRALREE F Y P REFRE
WEBREENABRZ—Y, AF=HARBRRS
GAW HEMERNABZLHEENAR, B
HEFENARM pHE P RFRAEFEHEE
M, B FIAETENESRR R %KMK
REEAREBENSEERAEIREEEE
10 2 4 0 0 O 0 10 B O 0. T WA R T )
ok MR 0 0 M/ TR 0 L R 7 I D R
BRI EEROEEER. EEFES,
BEEERREREBRETRATBRE, R
HABNELR BEELIREIFRET gAY
PEFRBANMBREAS KRG FHE NEFR
BET 25%.

1 #HEFik

L1 RBHHE

1.1l EABHKk =RHANE.EE+.08H—,
ERELERERT.

1.1.2 #%&%

D BHRERERE S ¢/dL) . EX#H 1. 60,
BB 3.30, 8 &5 0.48, MM 10.00, B E R
2.10, KH:PO, 0. 20, EX ¥ ¥ 0.26,VB; 0. 000 1;
HExsd, AkKEH AR 26 mL, pH7,

2) AL R E S g/dL)  EXMH 1. 40,
FEEERR 3. 10, W A M 0. 48, M kFh 11,28, BEH
2.54, KH,PO, 0. 20, Ek¥# 0.26,VB,; 0.000 1;
HEXHNE, AR KEF R 25 mL, pH7,

12 SHAEHE _

1.2.1 gHF M EORR BEHREBEERE.FH
FPREERKB S min, BB ETHEE. RSB
EHETHEAT. REFEETE, ASERSE,
HFRAMmEER,

1.2.2 pHAF AR EOHMBHBEMNER
BERIYNKREHIARES Y PENS
BRARHRXRZR), A XEITE 450 nm L OD
H. A EHEITEL g S PEFENY,

1.3 REEgit

1.3.1 B ®Hki® RIAFREBLBRUE
BB AR (L BB B O e R B O 1 MR & R R L
ER R IHEELER . ERE. EF BT E
HEES, UNER(Z) . BEHBCZ) . BEH

CZHEXBCZOMEBEBKENELR, p B
EFEREY) YERER BELRZHER, ik
BRETHEHKEH#HTEESHALR, DELEEE
BYMATEMEEAXREAIYNEFEEPL
X EHBENXRURRET(AZR) il
EHNERRRT IR, M3IKEERE. ABHE
BAXWTF:

Zoy = Zy+ 20/ 2

{Aj = (Zy—2Z;)/ 2

X = (Z;,— 2Zy;) /4
Kb, 2,220 AR X, HURTEF A ERE
RZ, HEXFE. TAEBAE ZURAMRBE
%.
1.3.2 Mmp&sy BEBEXTEXEE.#7
WNEER, AENEERERXELSHAAE
R, BWA B AR EERR .

—bo+ZbX +Z‘b XX, +be’

j=1

H, b #&m b-*?kﬁi@)ﬂ?ﬁ sb; HAEEIAR

2 ZREaH

2.1 REZEEAE

fEERREE R %, RE. S FF BT &R
(Z) JKFMC(Z) KEM(Z) EXRB(Z)BRAEE
B3 » o 4 R BTV L T 3K B B R

REXBR6], EH B PROBERBERE
OB (Z) M (Z) EEB(Z) . EXHR
COR4HRASHRERERERTBENEER
K. B TEREEE YW T KFHESEE
MM R ], BRI RLE 1.

21 RREAXKER

Tab.1 Experimental factors and lever value

REFER A z, z, Z
TFTARFCD 3.0 9 1.9 1.4
BKFO 3.3 10 2.1 1.6
EXEGD 3.6 11 2.3 1.8
ALK E Af 0.3 1 0.2 0.2

RER1IFHERARE, A—KEBHEXRIT
FHRBIEEREHERR. BREXRER. BN
B B P —WEN BB R b b b b HET
BESERNEKEL b, , BERESEERENS
KENER—BE E#T 6 KikK, KB &M%
RALFE 2,
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k2 HESEERRBTMER
Tab,2 Result and design of steepest ascent

HERS
X, X, Xs X,

1 -1 -1 -1 -1 075
2 1 -1 -1 1 0.80
3 -1 1 -1 -1 0.74
4 1 1 -1 -1 075
5 -1 -1 1 1 0.75
6 1 -1 1 -1 075
7 ~1 1 1 -1 o8
8 11 1 1 0.78

EYSEX . .25 5.25 6.50 0.50

H¥A b eb; 0.058 0.243 0.3 0.023

VA e b, 0.06 0.24 0,30 0.02

H#H—FHES
1 3.00 1.00 2.3 1.4  0.72
2 3.06 1.24 2.6 1.4  0.90
3 312 1.48 2.9 1.4  0.85
4 3.16 11.72 3.2 1.4  0.78
5 3.22 11.96 3.5 1.4  0.77
6 328 12.20 3.8 1.4  0.76

g% 3
TBS X X; X; X,
11 -1 0 1 0. 81
12 1 0 1 0.68
13 0 0 [ 0.98
14 0 0 0 1.06
15 0 (o} 0 0.99

BT Xifeb R 0.02, BRI EHAEE,FTLUIE

X EE L4,

MR 2HABLERTAN, BRERERAEZA
SZELBLLEMNKAGREEERT LA,
2.2 BEMXBRALEFE

REREZIENLRER, ULHE 2.3 &4
HHL LR E LR, 40 ERFERR R
M . B S8 A0 R VR B 3. 10,11, 30.,2. 60 g/dL R
ORBEFEMEEALR, XRFHRERRLE 3,

%3 WEBRXBRARSHR

Tab.3 Result and design of response surface analysis

IR X X, X; X,
1 -1 -1 0 0.77
2 -1 1 0 0. 88
3 1 -1 0 0. 89
4 1 1 0 0. 67
5 0 -1 -1 0.76
6 0 -1 1 0.90
7 0 1 -1 0.93
8 0 1 1 0. 60
9 —1 0 -1 0.77
10 1 0 -1 0. 87

2.2.1 gHheaFRLgHLE FHSASHKHE.H
BEBIARMZELEHAEUEGHER.BFWH. &
SHAREBREIANETEFAE MEEEBNERY
7. .

D RESIAE HEATI AR A FES

Y, = 1009. 67—14. 25X, —29. 63X, —42. 63X, —

111. 08X, —84. 25X, X, —59. 25 X, X; —

95. 33X,2—115. 00X, X; — 117, 33X,?

BEFBHENHERRRO0.98, BIEEHER
WHRO094, EHZFBEEFELRERNEA

CBRIEEEF, SRR B KERER.

2) ZFEIEAY RAZS EA %8S BIE TR

8.

Y, = 1009. 67 —14. 25X, —29. 63X, —42. 63X, —
111. 08X,%—95. 33X,% —117. 33X,’
HEXTH. XS ERAECEYEZERR I

A, AERENEL, M FXBERA, FnHREA

FEABPHMEEENEEFARARR LS (RE

FRAUE 0.96 ME 0.95) , Fr B EIH K BIE

HEREHREWRKE AR,

L0222 ABRETERIXIRESH

D) WS R A TN B
BREBS=EMEIATRY.

Y= 1009. 67—14. 25X, —29. 63X, —

111. 08X% —84. 25X, X, —95. 33X}

W A ERMRRERESFREMNXARE
1, HE 1 7], SEBERMORBIKEE 2.94~
3.10 g/dL B, A 47 B & K BE £ 11.00~11. 30
g/dL B, PR R B OK BE S AR R B R A9 4E
FHEBHER, pHE MR EERFB . FBERE
BRI T MK . M AT BAR R R vk Y 3. 10
g/dL WP IHIR B W 0 11. 28 g/dL BY, g8 ® b
EEETK 101 g/L,

) REMERFMNZEHN: REHEE
WE MFHERKESFROBIATEY.

Y, = 1009. 67— 29. 63X, — 42.63X;—

95. 33X,%—115. 00X, X; —117. 33X,?

HOMARKE MEFHRERES pHE b
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Fig,2 3D surface map and Corresponding contour map
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mEZTH, SRIHREREE 2.30~
2.56 g/dL #E A, WIFHEEKELE 11.00~
1.30g/dL B}, REMEBRKE SR MAEK
BEREAHERR EpAE PRTEREH .M

FoEREEREMTER, YRIHFEERE
% 2.54 g/dL, 4k i S B R B 11. 30 g/dL BY,
Y PRFRUIA L0l g/L,

D HERSRIBNHR IR FER.KE
BREBERESTEMEEGTEN.

Y= 1009. 67—14. 25X, —42. 63X, —

111. 08X,* —59. 25 X, X; —117. 33X,*

FER. RERABRES p-HE PRTEN
XERA 3,
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Fig.3 3D surface map and Corresponding contour map
of response surface methodology on Z; and Z;

HE3ITH, ¥REWERKREN 2. 54 g/dL,
MR EN 11.30 g/dL &, pEIE PR™
BWik1.0lg/L, BEMBRKEE 2.30~2.54
g/dL M R B EE 2.94~3.10 ¢/dL 8}, &
SRREERESTEREERENERBRER,
PHIENEFEHETH FERERKE MM
[iF:- 78
2.2.3 R#4uasiEAX BMTRRETRER
EEEHRN, TAREETFZARANEFEERE
O, PR AR M A 3 RO N 2 B AR A AT P R B
HEHERAG. FERERBHRKEE B FRBME
BER, B d% 55 (Ridge max) BB p ¥ F b
REREBRKEMMNAA N 8K 3.10 g/dL. W
¥ih11.28 g/dL. ®EH 2.54 g/dL. WHEHT B
WEFEFERTK 102 g/L, URBREAEHKS
KEHEAK, EFR0%H1.01g/L.1.03 g/L.1.02
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g/L, ¥R 1. 02 g/L, 5HBMEME. HHRA
EEFRENTRITKERFBRBELRER.

3 # #

DREFEEZULREATLMOBEES NS
BHERELHFMEL RS PRNBRETR
RE et WEERAFORN FER 310
g/dL A ¥F M 11. 30 g/dL. ¥ & Hr 2. 60 g/dL,

2) RARE G| ALMZE S B % 0w B & 3k
RKEHTHN,. B SASKARAHTHER. B

B & 3L Wk (References) ;

M RSB FHP PEFENBRRREEBSE

Y, =1009. 67—14. 25X, —29. 62X, —

42. 63X, —111. 08X} —95. 33X —117. 33X}

) HRARETRMELERNIEY, £H
THRAE-ENRELE, REEAEREST ALK
BEEHER, Y5 H (Ridge max) 153 g
WE PETFBREBAENEBIEREAES . HFER
3.10 g/dL . #¥Fah 11. 28 g/dL. BT ¥ 2. 54 g/dL.,
BERGT pHE PRFRETIA1.02 g/L. HWAE
ZXREE, BETR I b S B PR L o
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