3
i
&>
s

WG B S AR S i Tk

ZBEA, E W, XWW
(BRVE R Ko BBl 5 TR b, B VS 754 710021)

HE . AL %3 & W (Sorangium cellulosum)SoF5-76 % % B & B 4k, 2 % 5 (UV) Fo 2 A IR
(NTG) A b#EAeifik, KA —4& T LAk SoF5-H23, AAM =R EELZ B ETA
79.83 mg/L, b B R A ZH T 1.27 4, 8L Plackett—-Burman 5 3 Fe viy 51 & 5 A7 ik x4 43
AERMELBOAB T LRITHAL, RERERABLIEA . ZALEH 48 oL, K HHE 0.5 o
L, LR w5y 2.3 g/L, 244 2 /L, L KFLER 4 2 /L, A A A4S 2 g/, EDTA-Fe* 2 mL/L, # %
% (TE)0.5 mL/L, B M AE 2%, 3% 3 A6 pH 7.4, %% % 50 mL, B4 A% 5 4 8%, 8% & 30
C, ELRKEMHETHREEZL B = FH 108.67 my/L, b ALTTH & T 36.13%, 3t = &2 B A sk
REHMKEEZT RS2,

KRB, YRR REEL B AR L, AB T LHN @k
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Breeding of High Epothilone B Producing Strain and Optimization
of the Fermentation Conditions

GONG Guoli, WANG Na, LIU Lili
(College of Life Science and Engineering, Shaanxi University of Science and Technology, Xian 710021, China)

Abstract: A high epothilone B producing mutant SoF5 —-H23 was screened from Sorangium
cellulosum SoF5-76 by combination treatment with UV and NTG. This mutant has good stability of
producing epothilone B and production was 79.83 mg/L,which was 1.27 times higher than that of
original strain. Plackett—Burman design and the response surface methodology (RSM) were applied
to optimize medium for fermentation and conditions. The obtained optimal fermentation conditions
were potato starch 4.8 g/L,skim milk powder 2.3 g/L.,glucose 0.5 g/L.,soybean powder 2 g/L.,
magnesium sulfate 2 g/L,chlorine calcium 2 ¢/L.,EDTA —Fe’* 2 ml/L,trace elements 0.5 ml/L,
absorbent resin 2% ,pH 7.4,liquid volume 50 ml./250 mL,inoculum size 8% ,temperature 30 °C.
Under this optimal conditions, epothilone B production reached up to 108.67 mg/L. which is the
highest yield of epothilone B on home and overseas and was 36.13% higher than preliminary
conditions.

Keywords: Sorangium cellulosum ,epothilone B, strain mutation,optimization,response surface

methodology
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ZEAM,F. REELTB RS ARGLTRAAH L LA

B AW R (Epothilones ) J& K 20 T8 21 2ff i 22 147 7™
A B R PN TR R A 7 0 R — R B A Bt
Jgg 25 . HAR AL 5 5 A2 BEAR ] 38 2o 02 A
B A VE DT 410 ) o e 240 G 1) 356 30 9 L 5 502
B LY, R R A FE R TN K AR,
T 245 1 40 B 1 FH S Si 0 b e 3 o T AR A, TR
R REWE AR EAGE PR 22—,

SR BRI R R I AR R I Rk
YRR . A TR IR E R Al
HEAT =W S IR R LA R AR P R AR 3 . B X
k(68 |H12 18 ¥ 1 85 2 1) S R R 1k B 3R A5 Ty (R
HY T X i 32 4 B 0 7 VR (A ORI A R
Fo ST KR B T R T LAGE o KR R A AR
K ARG Y A R 7 R R AT SR B A A Tk

Plackett—Burman 3 31 FIIR 7 T80 43 BT 55 = 20 1
20 v I R R R W AR 58 A5 A I G 2R O
H AT E 2812 W T 3UE o & B 4% T 20 ke,
VEF LLLT 4 HE 9 T SoF5-76 % T Bk | 483 22 4k
LY WHEIE G152, W —RIREEE B
77 Bk SoF5-H23, JFiF — 250l i 48 i 7 A T
Hkm T Ed# k.

1 wrrsE

1.1 EIE#H R
111 & A 2 4 M B R SoF5 -76 (Sorangium
cellulosum So F5-76) AEE T e L SR A H .
VE 2 IR S92 30 3 A - 8 v i 0 | 28 0ok ik PR 2 o 2
REF R, L5 AR T 2MRIRERER B ™
gl ik F] 35.24 mg/L,
1.1.2 #5454

1)CNST K #% 3 .KNO; 0.05 g/dL,Na,HPO,
0.025 g/dLL.,MgS0,-7H,0 0.1 g/dL,FeCl; 0.001 g/dL,
g 2 o/dL, R ICE W 1 ml/L,pH 7.2,121 CH &
ZEV5 K 20 min,

2)M26 KR dk . £ G IEH 8.0 o/L, KL
2.0 /L, i #HE 2.0 o/L, BEEERY 2.0 /L, MgSO,- 7TH,0
1.0 g/L.,CaCl, 1.0g/L,EDTA-Fe** 1 mL/L, ##ICHE
1 ml/L, A KOH 75 pH {2l 7.2,

3) KR IR Ak AR EM 3.9 g/L, AR U k)
2.2 /L, TC/KFEALES 1.3 o/L, F %M 1 o/L, S0 1.5 ¢/
L,MgS0,-7H,0 2.5 ¢/L,EDTA-Fe* 3 mL/L, T
% 0.5 ml/L,pH 7.4, %8 XAD-16 2%, 115 CimJE

Z&VRK A 30 min,
113 &M E 5% 4% Waters—2487-2420-1525
RO 65 . 26 [ waters 23 ]  YXJ-2 i L
BB L A 3R RS IR AES 3 T 5 o 2R VORI
. DU AR A AT BR A B HWS AL i 508
R B IRTTOR AR 18 T s SHZ-82 AV A e R AR
i, @InTTRG IR HE ) s DZF-6050 A H %5 1
WA . g —TERE A PR A A ) B PE RS bt s
FE 0L UV FEEACR T R R 2 8 A )
1.2 EWHE
121 FEam

1) 2AMAAS . BUEEFR T 36~48 h i M26 K55
Y, B0 W AR AR B ER K PR B AR 2~3 IR,
e N\ B IR 0 = AR P AT R, A5 20 TR B, 4 i
W BE PR HIAE 106 N /ml Z2 47, WA TR 5 mlL T
SEAL B ARG R L BT 15 WO R AT
T 30 em &b, BES— 5 0] ] (30,60 ,90,120 150 s)
Ja i A M26 Fh 135 FR S h ke G5 3R 2~4 b, B
Joi 5 W B BE AR BT IR AT VY/2 P-4, 30 CHE i
Kig% 5 do DA Gk BRS04 B B R Sk iR, g A=
KAF L IF 2 il B Rt £

2) A HE A (NTG ) J5 28 « Ui 5% 1 36~48 h (1)
M26 55524, B0 MR AR BAR ] 0.1 mol/L . pH
6.0 (B R 2% "h il Ve R IR, B AP B BE ER 10 — £
TP AT, A5 0 TR R 2 MR B A 10° A /mL
ZEAi . BU10 mL K B D& 3 A 4.0 mL A,
A NTG B3, i & A% & 200,400 ,600,800,1 000
pe/ml NTG WA, #1752 30 CHHE iRk
¥ 30 min, 45505 57 R B9 A BEER K B O R IR A
WEIBE . RGN M26 Fh 1 55 35 3 vl 1 37
2~4 h, B S B SR W R B AR B I TR VY2 OF
M ,30 CHHIREE IR 5 d, LA BE G 00 B i AE A
X R W5 AR KA B I 22 I BOE S il 42
122 %75

1)l 55 3% 8 R 80 [0 A4 18T 15 77 5 1 141 b
P ANTCE B KB EACH 1Y CNST V4 L, 8 T4
W FRAE T TE 30 CR IR 5~7 d, %4 T M26 3
FRFerp RN 50 mL/250 mL = £, 76 30 °C.,
170 r/min B S5 FF FREIRKG 55 60 h J5, 133I/E R &
T 35 5% B BT

2) RBEEEFE - L 1098 B AR B 53 B0Ks i 15 F
WD B R s SR A AT R R B R, RIEIR R
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9 :250 mL = i % W & 50 mL, 7E 30 °C 200
t/min I 5 F T HEIRIE SR 6 d.
123 %HEZB =EME  KELHGE, BER
JE T 10 A5 AR BEdR % 1248 24 b J5 , SRR R,
P ISR AR WO L 23 TR AR R BRI 500 L
AL Fers 2RO T o R HPLC A2 5 i,
WAH 535 25 . B % FE YWG,Chs, 10 um, 250
mmx4.6 mm; Waters—2487 1= 80 AH 215 {Y , UV &
AR 2% < K DU K 249 nm, i s A A Rk =65:
35(RALL), AR 20 pL, B JE] 30 min, 3 2 1
ml/min, R R B 1Y€ K AL = bR ifE
phe, AT .

Y=0.132X+0.0035

K H HPLC #3215 R B s i 0 1w A2, AR
i b v 2 B R AR R B 77 i
1.3 EWigit
1.3.1 Plackett —-Burman (P-B) iX #+  Plackett -
Burman BT HIE# & X IR R R B " & A B &5
mi £ FH A DR DA R L B — 2l n] T+, B
P73 & m AR AR, ] 47 =R ]
SAS9.2 it
1.3.2 srEReyk =5 M Plackett—Burman i 55
SEIR XS A R R WA T B RAE T
AR B BT
1.3.3 Box—Behnken % % #2 4f i BE € 3 1L 40 45
OB E W T m b OK RAER 1,01,
JH SAS9.2 Bk it 5L

| 2 254

21 BREBEEBESEKNIFEEM

210 ESMET N THEEEAE NS AR A BERT H]
2 SN [R) 1 28 A28 A Gt s i) o) B bk A BOPE AR, 45
FULE 1, B 1R, BE A SR AR IR ST B ] AE
PR BOE R T, 24 50 BT B 18] O 80 s B, B Ak
FACRIET 100% . T 0 7 28 428 bk 19 e R BUE R
N A AR 70%~85% , 85 5 A2 7578 If (8] 4 52 4 50 s

212 NTG# % 7TE#AT NTG A0, B
TN [ 75 8 1) o XoF TR R 1) SO AE 35 A8 1) (] i
4130 min,, 4 A9 — A BRI E A 100~1 000
pg/ml, 2 88 NTG 24 it ik B2 4 200,400,600
800.,1 000 pg/ml B X B AR 1 BOPEAE H . SE 50 245 21
UL 2, SRJE e NTG & R e R, te7s 4b 3

18] (10,30 .50 .70 min) , S50 45 5 LI 3,

100 - -

/

80

60

HIEHE%

401

20 +

20 40 60 80 100
AbFRETE]/s
Bl 1 53 EHR A BITE #h £
Fig. 1 Effect of UV on strain fatality rate

100 ~ /_/.
o0l /
= 80+
70 -
1 1 1 1 1
200 400 600 800 1000
NTGJi =¥ & /(ug/mL)

2 NTG REREXNBEHRNETEIER
Fig.2 Effect of concentration of NTG on strain fatality rate
100 - //.

80 |

60 -

FIERI%

40

20 -

0

0 10 20 30 40 50 60 70 80
b B[] /min
B 3 NTG % Z 83 B kR B 5L (E A
Fig. 3 Effect of mutagenesis time of NTG on strain
fatality rate

M 2 FE 3 AT LA B NTG 2 5 i vk
(R 384 Jon R Ak PR ] 0 24 TR R 1) SROAE R AR 2
BB A R B, 4 NTG 28 i Wk B2l 800 pg/mL
I, TR R EFE R AT 100% , 24 NTG 2 i & ¥k
400 pg/mL I, EIRREIE RN 85%, 24 NTG 1 I
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R IEX

ZEA,F, RHMEFIBASTAMWATALAH I L AL

6] 24 30 min B, B R BOAE 3l 80% , R T 15 2 i &
ARG R PRI 80%~85% ) B IL VK i
DL AL BRI R, SO NTG AR 5500  NTG 285
B IE N 400 we/mlL, kbR E] A 30 min,

213 AA4FERARAZERERRAE K8
Sh-NTG &AL, F5 A2 5 T8 PR Fh 2 A K
P 8% % 2k v R AT B M 15 97, HPLC A3l 3% 4 K B
FEE RIS R AR Bk SoFS-H23, HIIR 1% &% B ™
A F] 79.83 mg/L, S 1 R H K SoF5-76(35.24 mg/L)
) 2.27 1%,

A0 38 1 R IR IR R OB TR bR O S e
A5 Wa , SEATRE M & B 55 HPLC A5 I 322 1 65
F B AR WA 1 R I i R R
B (15 77 AR s A AR E

F 1 Bk SoF5-H23 iy i f£ Fa e 1
Table 1 Genetic stability of the strain SoF5-H23

itk

1 75.23
2 78.12
3 79.13
4 76.87
5 79.35

1 1 -1 1 1 1 -1 1 -1 1 1 1

-1 -1 -1 -1

2 1 1 = 1 1 =l | =il | ==
3 —1 1 1 —1 1 1 -1 -1 -1
4 =l | =i 1 1 =l 1 1 =l | =l
5 1 -1 -1 1 1 -1 1 1 -1
6 1 1 =i | =l 1 1 =l 1 1
7 1 1 1 -1 -1 1 1 -1 1
8 1 1 1 1 = | = 1 1 =l
9 -1 1 1 1 1 -1 -1 1 1
10 1 = 1 1 1 1 =l | = 1
11 -1 1 -1 1 1 1 1 -1 -1
12 1 =il 1 =1 1 1 1 1 =1
13 =1 1 =l 1 =1l 1 1 1 1
14 =1 -1 1 —1 1 —1 1 1 1
15 =l | =l | =l 1 =1 1 =l 1 1
16 -1 -1 -1 | -1 1 —1 1 —1 1

DN = =
S O o 23
| = | =
—_ =
==l
—_ —_
| | |
== |
| | | |
—_ = = =
| | | |
—_ = = =
| | |
e T I e
| | |
N B
==
—_ —
| | |
P N B I

22 REFFEKRSTEREEZTBHABEGMRNL
2.2.1 Plackett—-Burman #% #t % £ & & % v B &
RAEHT S a5 R, R R B P EN R
A SR TER AR SO0 B TR KR
MRk LK A ALES EDTA-Fe** | i it yC % | W% bt
fE W04k pH R i HEFh i BEIRE . AL ik
H N=20 % Plackett—Burman %3}, #%¢ ik 13 4
R XS RIGER B =AW, 5 3 MR N E
A TGRS . BRSPS K-
BeAdas R B P ORI SRR BT MR IR 2, 4
FH SAS9.2 B AFRT 25 2 ERL T AR IR 3,
P<0.05 Jy 25 3, 38 3 AL, BB U
(Xl) \HEHEZZB*J’J‘(XO \%}]ﬂzﬁ pH(Xlz)ﬁ?ElE(Xls)ﬂﬂﬁﬁ
W R R B R AR, AR O I S
I, B2 D ZOB A 3 A 2 50 YR i & 1, 7 4
A I35 DR R I R ) B MR AR R BN | TR R D AR B TE
k3 (X0) JEBE WK (X)) WIiR pH (X ) = AR #E—
A A 7 TS B, LA AN g 3 4 R i Y R 2 5 AL
7 B TE BRI 2 TEAS Y S0 AT R A
222 gEBEfedk =% AR Plackett—Burman 5255

Oy BT S5 A 45 A S W S PR 2 7 i BE e 3 K

XTI R B e B N E R A7
% 2 Plackett—-Burman & 3% i1 &5 5 K Mg bz &

Table 2 Plackett—Burman design variables(in clded levels) with Epothilone B as response

WA E B 7= & (mg/L)

1 93.71
1 =l =il 1 1 86.29
—1 1 =1 1 -1 1 1 45.74
=l | = =i =i 52.85
-1 -1 -1 1 [-1 1 -1 96.36
=l | === =] 72.26
1 -1 -1 -1/-1| 1 -1 75.13
1 1 =l | =l | =l =l 89.47
-1 1 1 -1 -1 -1 -1 51.73
1 =l 1 =i | =i =l 80.15
1 1 -1 1 1 -1 -1 57.13
=1 1 =il il 1=l 68.18
=l | = 1 | =i [ 1 1 54.02
1 -1 -1 1 IS | 46.58
1 1 =l | =] 1 i = 58.29
1 1 I B N | 1 43.19
1 1 1 =i [ =] 66.52
-1 1 1 1 1 [-1 -1 65.37
1 =l 1 1 1 i =l 42.37
-1 -1 -1 -1/ /-1 -1 -1 38.56
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] 25K AE T AR A B T, A4 O S 56 45 2 I
Fa, mEATE, FAAERNERBERESHLT
0+2A 1 043A Z 18], #LL 0+3A 7KK Jim SL 5256 1Y
HL

& 3 Plackett-Burman i 3¢ 1 & [F 2= B R0 45 #7

Table 3 Levels of variables and analysis of the main

effect for Plackett—Burman

L % 2 E by B R

X 3 4 2482 00001 1%
" OE/(g)
X, HWEWETRAEE/(/L) 0.5 I -040 07161 11
X; TP REWE(L) 1 2 065 05627 8
MoHE M\ =R ard
x, BIETBRERE 5 599 gop10 2%k
(/L)
Xs IS il 1 093 04222
£ K B R B R A e
X, 2 4  -191 01516 5
S RE/(e/L)
TG K A AL 85 B ik
X 1 2 1.04 03760 6
BN
EDTA-Fe & F5 %/
Xs (mL/L) 15 3 063 05749 9
fik £ 0 2 AR B4 By
Xo (mL/L) 0.5 1 -025 08194 12
X "RRIAS IR IRTR 2R % 2% 4% 052 0.6394 10
X, AR il 1 -043 0.6967
X, ¥IlG pH H 7 9 512 00144 3%
X5 ZEWE/ml 40 50 098 03981 7
X R EARBBU% 5% 10% 0.18 0.8708 13
X5 BE/FC 24 30 349 0.0396 4%
Xy HEIAR HE il 1 142 0250 1

x5 5 W, P<0.05 ;4% 22 5 i i 2, P<0.01
x4 REREIEEITRER

Table 4 Experimental design and results of steepest ascent

RHER B

“H/(mg/L)
0 3 1 9 75.21
0+1A 3.5 15 8.5 84.50
0+2A 4 2 8 98.13
0+3A 4.5 25 75 103.27
0+4A 5 3 7 94.53
0+5A 5.5 35 6.5 79.76

2.2.3 Box—-Behnken £ #% it A 4% =AEEN

R HUE L2 5, 05wt a5 R ILEE 6.
%X 5 Box-Behnken 338 EZE Kk F R %D

Experimental variables and levels for Box —

Table 5

Behnken design

dat e B /(g/L) 4 4.5

X, HEEVEMR 5
X, I8 i 4 o B2 /(o) 2 2.5 3
X ¥4k pH fE 7 7.5 8
% 6 Box—Behnken LIt R &R
Table 6 Design and results of Box—Behnken

T T NP T Ve
0

70.32
2 -1 1 0 73.06
3 1 =1 0 107.52
4 1 1 0 78.49
5 0 -1 =1l 95.35
6 0 =1 1 83.05
7 0 1 =l 76.56
8 0 1 1 77.46
9 =l 0 =l 71.28
10 1 0 =l 94.23
11 -1 0 1 80.51
12 1 0 1 86.47
13 0 0 0 108.36
14 0 0 0 106.07
15 0 0 0 108.21

X =(x,-4.5)/0.5 , X ,=(%,-2.5)/0.5 , X 3= (x5-7.5)/0.5
AR AR B ™ 5y i N R, AR A R 6 v SE 5
SR, RIHT SAS HAF X 25 R gt AT R Bl H 2 B, 3R
GR35
Y =107.547 +8.943X, -6.334X, -1.241X, -
12.591X X ,-7.943X X,-4.248X X ;—-12.608X,X,+
3.300X,X5-11. 833X3X3
XA R BEAT J7 22 0 A, AR LR T, BT R
BFEPERE UL 8,
x7 MEFROFTESH
Table 7 ANOVA of regression model

2805.46  311.72 32.49 0.0007
533% 5 47.97 9.59
AT 3 44.69 14.90 9.08 0.1008
afi 15 % 2 3.28 1.64
B 14 2853.43

R=98.32% R%,=95.29% CV=3.53

1200 Journal of Food Science and Biotechnology Vol.33 No.l1 2014



B3

&t

it

REALF, RWEEB S BN RT ALY L LR
i 7 AT, B W 3 (Pr>F /N T 0.01) 5% ;
IAE 0.1 /KF B 2 (P=0.100 8>0.1) , Ui B 5% 304 3!
I MBELIRE TR, 5B R . R ]/ A _
0.983 2, ULHAR AL n] LA B 98.329 M N fELFY A2 4L, 84 96

FEW 7 PRI BT, S I 5 R R T (i 2 ) B A A
) —3tE, Y AR S R B CV R LI RS 1
CV A 5, 5056 09 mT S MBS, AR S 56 b CV (B A
XA, UE B T S g0 45 /R vl &

122 8 75 R I [l I 3R 0 I 35 1 A 0 2 B L A T
— I X, X, R ORI XX XX, XX,
XoXo XoX5 XM R AT i sgm), H X, (£ 93E
B3R X, (BB 058 ) A S8 HARE T, 5 HAE 3, it
HH 2 T o e 7 2 9 il e SR L o

*£8 EHEAEHEFRHN TELR

Table 8 Test of significance for regression coefficient

TIEERT
X

1 8.94 1.10 8.17 0.000 4

X, -6.33 1.10 -5.78 0.002 2

X, -1.24 1.10 -1.13 0.308 4
XX, -12.59 1.61 -7.81 0.000 6
XX, -7.94 1.55 -5.13 0.003 7
XX; -4.25 1.55 -2.74 0.040 7
XX, -12.61 1.61 -7.82 0.000 5
XoX5 3.3 1.55 2.13 0.086 3
X3X; -11.83 1.61 -7.34 0.000 7

224 R R E SN A RAER LA L FIH SAS

R AR A [ U3 5 e AT O DO T 3 T, 22 7 W L T 3
B T B A8 i 2R R 45 SR DL IR 4~6., 25 55 BT #0455 HO) T
VAN NI = S AT v S ol e < L
Pt 7 AR e 22 ) A AR ELAE ) S 5 = AN A e AR S A
H ST ANAE T P R AR R B H 2% B P 3R
XFRIGEE R B ARZM, i IR BE Oy | 52 MR A A
HAE R T LB WA N R B2 BAR T, 55
2R TR AR B e H A2 AR P AR B 53R 55 18 B 3278 R
SR (SR AT $I2ON 0 Sl RIS
R AEH AR T

108

72

Fixed levels: X,=7.5

2 84 90 96 1

84
90
2.6 wf///fﬂ_‘\\\\\\\\ i
ol 108
244 L
84
224 L
78
201 7@ 02

40 42 44 46 48 50
X

1

Fixed levels: X;=7.5

B4 Y=f(X,,Xo)MEEZESTEMAEESE
Fig. 4 Response surface plot and contour plot of the
function Y= f(X,,X;)

72 84 90 96

40 42 44 46 48 50
Fixed levels: X,=2.5

B 5 Y=f(X,,X,)WRZE Sz 4 47 EFAE R % S
Fig. 5 Response surface plot and contour plot of the
function Y=f(X,,X;)
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108 1

78

8.0 1

7.8 1

7.6 1

7.4 1

7.2 4 o

96

7.0 A

Fixed levels: X, =4.5

B 6 Y=f(X,X) M0 5 E I 53 47 B Fn 8 R %5 5
Fig. 6 Response surface plot and contour plot of the

function Y=f(X,,Xs)

NP e R B A3 A, A 5 B AE AR R e A ED
FAAEMAE R (X0, X0, Xs) AT M A7 B Y UG e K
i, W HT (ridge analysis ) 75 21 b K AR BT X
71 2% B (X, X, X5) 1 2 B0 43 531 R (0.514
228,-0.430 58,-0.200 42), I 5 4% S € ¥y B AR 45
¥ WG pH W EAEEUE /3518 4.757 1 ¢/1.2.284 7
g/L.7.399 8, UL BRI E R B ™ i ik B o
111.42 mg/L,

2.3 #HEWEIE

T UE W OIN A5 5 5 n] B AR DL B E B dR
TR 25 A T HEAT R I IS R IR R B )™
14 108.67 mg/L SHIMER A0 453, B 150
EANFINME Z B HAT B4 A 005 1, B AY F) A 01k
I Y P 7 TR 925 Dk -4 A R I AR A R T AT Y

R

Tl A Y 0 TR R T AR AR R EE Tl
A B R A R R B S RE A HA Tl 4k
A PR B e Tt R A S BE, EL SCHR[ 124
T8 38 X 2R Al HE R TR E AT NTG fb 2415748 4R 15 7
PRI R A =8N 17.3 17.4 mg/L (948 B E
VEBTEE T ik LR W3 07 1k 5402 O L 25
B & AR PEAT S AR AL B, DL AR AT 5 7 B AR
H#,

VE LAET 2 e 3 SoF5-76 A ifsAR HY & T bk
LB AN RN A B IR A 5 AR AL PRFNIE Y, ARAS —
PR v 7 L st 1 o Pk BT 1Y 98 A8 TR AR SoF5-H23,
H AR =B 2R B W nl ik 79.83 me/L, il &
RS R T 1.27 £,

i# 1 Plackett—Burman 32 5 10 N7 10 43 #7325 %
FAMERFEERIEER B KT 287 Tk,
W e A R e T2 . S S E B 4.8 /L B G 5
¥ 2.3 of/L K SEALES 2 of/ L &I BE 0.5 o/L, 50t
2 g/, LAKREREE 2 ¢/I,EDTA-Fe* 2 mlJ/L, f
#HICE (TE)0.5 mL/L, W MR AR 2% , 15 57 ) 4h pH
7.4, BEW A 50 mL, FEFRF 235 8% , il FE 30 C,
TEM IR L 25 TR 15 R B 7 &4 108.67 mg/L,
Fe AR 32 & 1 55.62%

h T RSB R B 0 MR X bk
TR R — R bk 13 R A R B
PR 35.24 mg/L $RE F] 79.83 me/l. (FRAEHRE T
1.27 £%) SR Ja X kB T 2004k (15 R 5 R B ™
A F) 108.67 mg/L, X4t 1 36.13% , B Ak
BRI R 175 A0 2 7 i B R 1 DG 40 BT 7 R v 1 LA
A RE R« A5 1 A 3 TR R DA DY R B AR O R
PR 2 Genome shuffling 3% 5 Ji A= 51 4 fill 5 3K 45
B TR AR 22 PR Y 26 TR 5 A SN 2 e s AR A S,
b AR AR A R, BT K IR R AR AL
IV, 38 o AR B 5T 0 BEAG AT B i A RN R I T 2 Ak T
R 2 300 o I RGO oY B HE Ok AR AR T A I IR 1
Bt M R [ P ARG B3R R A e R T
FEAR, R G A ) TR AR AE T Sl 40 AT
SRELA B v i AN
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