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Studies on the Technology of culture of Single Cell Pratein
from the Hydrolysate of Rice Hull

Qian Junging J Weirong
(College of Biological and Environmental Engineering» Zhejiang Univ esity of Technology, Hang zhou 310032)

Abstract In this paper, the technology conditions of single cell protein culture was inves—
tigated under the shaking flask and in ten-iter airdift fermentor with the Candida arborea
in the culture medium containing rice hull hydrolysate as carbon source and product of hy-
drolysata with N H HO neutralization as nictrogeu source. The results showed that the
more cell protein was obtained for culture 48 hours in culture medium in which initial con—
tent of sugar was 2 Yo and ratio of carbon to nitrogen source was 3* Tand p H was 4. 5
5.0. The results of testin ten liter fermentor were 12. 6 mg /ml of drycell and 62. 8 of
dry substrate protein content and 85. P of sugar utilization.
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