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WE. A& D 5 5 48 CGMCC13907 (VAT & AR B KB4 CGMCC13907 ) Fo Bk if B4 AS2. 119 %4
B ) R LA R & 3L B 5F R A Plackett-Burman Design ( PBD) #= Box-Behnken Design( BBD ) X 3&#.4¢
LEABN B IE, SRAN. CHABNRO XKLL AL KB CGMCCI3907 4 & 4.0x
10° CFU/mL, B8 B4 AS2. 119 47 & 4. 5x10° CFU/mL, & B£ 8+ 18 151 h, & 8% & 40.0 °C, &£ 8 pH 14
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RS2 ) Ve 85 2 L 4250 Wil i SO S T A I Y B % R i 1)
FLIGES ™ Ht LI ) ZUBE AT A Sk 1 B TR
A= SRR A E R RS AT M 04 280 B T
REA RSB DI EE " B, 0 3 0 17 FH
% ) L R T 7 £ T ) 8 B D R By L i 2
{18 SR R FITHE 251

i 7 v 8 4k B EE CGMCC13907 ( Kluyveromy-
ces marxianus CGMCC13907 , LA T & FK 5 [CEE L) CG-
MCC13907 ) eV FHF JE /R, Jd T 1 A | i v T
TYERETE LA UA 0 B—F- ZLWE 7 il PT 40 fifk FLBE T B
UM A A M A SR IR B RE AS2. 119
(Saccharomyces cerevisiae AS2. 119) J& T 5 T 1) % 1)
PR, REIOR 1 IO B & Wi A Wl S B AR
B SCHR HRE R FH D G RS R R R A R
1% , Refs ik 0 2L Wb 0 FUBE R B 2 i B
O (02 N B 1 2 S 3 s o /1 S 1 O S 0 S0 1)
R o 5 2 e R S ) e L S R e
MR A K BRI, % T Plackett-Burman  Design
(PBD) "' I Box-Behnken Design ( BBD) %2 izt
Wik X RLE B Y £ Kk B BEEA TR AL AT
3¢, IR FLIE BRI P A TT &, LA ) & e
A ZL I R A5 L o T A e (RN 2 Ak e ) 1
M#fES%

1 bR

1.1 FEMMERLH

FLIF I, N5 o R BE AT F Re 4)1 A )
e Ry, PN 5ty RIS AR AR T R T 5 T [ B
CGMCC13907 . BF 1 AS2. 119, H [ 538 il A= 9
PRFP ORI B s 22 2800, N5l ZE L B MU A TR
ST B VAR 1 (S 7 200 000 U/g) , 1L
FRFEZAE AL TA IR R BE0R R a4 YRk
JBEAR A BR B 5 JC TR B R R 22 vh i, AR T AR TR
( L) ARRAF, LALEIKHIE 04k,
1.2 FENFEEER

HPS-250 B4 U35 T3R5, W8 IR I 2R W B 97 {042
J; CH20BIMF200 %Y & 55, H A< BUMRIA =] 24 A
7 BRA R PHS-3B BUKG %5 pH i, b1 T i (A%
7 HSY AU e S E K AR LU PG 4 SR BE T e b

WA B F]; SW-CJ-2F Bl TAES , M feix
AR F]J)-21 BRSOk i, A (i) R
FRHABRA T
1.3 EHE

P RF A R FR 0 1 12 °Brix 2287 1.0 L, Bifig
15.0 g,pH {4 7.0, F 121 C &4 F K4 20 min,

LR DA 15 155 SR 5 A2 LW W o A = 434
H0.03% )RR MM A, T 37 C 4 F K i
120 min, 2 1 $0 °T 68 5% BA 1 2L G T & A= A Ak I
N, A S AL S M E R (E B H
1<0. 090 g/100 mL) ;33985 , F 121 C &4 N K
15 min,

PR R S . Rl e RE T R 1 7 4 (H %
W I 4 0. 050~0. 105 g/100 mL,
1.4 EWHE
.41 BBEREAARE 5 KEH COM-
CC13907 FIHRE BERF AS2. 119 43 5142 Fh T B 1
RUAIREF R I, T (36+1) C & Fifh 3535 (48«
2)h JG ol 4 TRE R Y B R IR T T (36«
1) °C 5 N ARG 37 (48+2) h, HEIGE M2/ &
W PIFPEERE TR G 2R (HEFPEE 101 1) T OBEREE
B IR AT OB T
1.4.2 ZEEBEHBIZAEMA Eid PBD L5077
FWE I LR BN B 2R 2, R FCRE Rk
CGMCC13907 #F & (A) BRI I AS2. 119 $2 /b
W(B) KMBEME (C)  KBEIRIE (F) KB pH A
(H)MZEHHE (D)6 MHE, IFULCEWRE(Y)
e WA T 7S 2R KPR 7 %8, PBD I Y
P2 g it Sk F L3R 1, 384T 20 WX, i i
PBD i [ € 3% 12t 50 4 o 36 B 19 B [REE B CGM-
CC13907 #Fhit BRI EERE AS2. 119 4 | A T
i IE) R R R pH (E M A A, LUZ A A
BAEAE A BBD IR Z K, il S & =
AKARTS Ty 58 8 e 1 i 1T A3 A A B £ R R
BrBem st T2 %, Bl m Yy E 3 4
FAT
1.4.3 ZERENE ZSR(EMZ2EZRME
ATE GRS b BV 1 52 ) (GB 5009. 225—
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2023) 77 SR RS T A O BT SRR
AT TR 1 v RO, RIS
ARG AR T, P52 5 min J5, EEBORRS
ZI\FEAE I IR, PR B A 20 °C I BP9 4G B2, R
LT (LU%vol FyR) . FE IR, 45 L HCF-
HIE,
1.4.4 HHHENE SHR(EMNZE2EERM
B AEYF R WEE S E) (GB
4789.2—2022) 1 R FH VB B 7 TR0 0 1 T
B, WHR 25 mL BEWE, TEA 225 mL T BEEREh 2% v
W IRAT AR 1071 107 11077 3 AN B
BEREWR 5 25 W 1 mL FEVRTE A TG 35 SR L {03
R IR IS, T (3621) CE&MFHF%(48+2) h,
FHRVE BN R BEA T TG TREGN A2 o DAAS AR 1Y)
FRFRIL A% B 16 BB CFU/mL,
1.5 HELE

fdi 1] MINITAB21 Ztit#F-8]% PBD F1 BBD ik
Lo I B 3 €110 DEL R 1B TN

2 RS0

2.1 PBD iXEERHH

2.1.1 FEHSH PBD KL R K& PBD 5y 2=
RO 2 TR 3, MR 2 FNER 3 WAL A IR
SR SRR BE I SC RARUCH X >X>X,>X, >X>X
Hd X, X, X, X, X (P<0.01) % Z B B i 5 i
RN 22 S PE 3, X (P<0.05) RN 2 51
T

2.1.2 ZERXEFZEMMLESHT  PBD XK
g RIS SRR R LR 4, HE 4T
1, A% TR ZR A R T BN R A S R AR A>
B>C>F>H>I, B 5 [KERE CCMCC13907 $Efpa Xt &

A1 PBD X%y B & 4 A K -F
Table 1  Factor codings and levels of PBD test

2 ‘ it ‘ K-
LIRS T s 1 -1
A/(x10° CFU-mL™") X, %, 8 6
B/(x10° CFU-mL™") X, %, 8 6
C/h X, X 144 96
F/C X, x, 46.0 42.0
H X Xs 5 4
I/(g- (100 mL) ™) X X 0.10 0.05

%2 PBDRIHZLER
Table 2 Result of PBD test

REe A B c F H I Y/(%vol)
1 1 -1 1 -1 -1 1 4.9
2 1 1 -1 -1 1 -1 4.7
3 -1 1 1 -1 -1 1 5.8
4 -1 -1 1 1 -1 -1 5.3
5 1 -1 -1 1 -1 -1 3.9
6 1 1 -1 -1 -1 -1 3.5
7 1 1 1 1 1 -1 4.5
8 1 1 1 1 1 1 4.6
9 -1 1 1 -1 -1 1 5.7
10 1 -1 1 -1 1 -1 6.0
11 -1 1 -1 1 1 1 5.5
12 1 -1 1 1 -1 1 4.6
13 -1 1 -1 1 -1 -1 3.8
14 -1 -1 1 1 1 -1 6.7
15 -1 -1 -1 -1 1 1 7.2
16 -1 -1 -1 1 1 1 6.1
17 1 -1 -1 -1 1 1 5.5
18 1 1 -1 1 -1 1 3.2
19 -1 1 1 -1 1 -1 6.3
20 -1 -1 -1 -1 -1 -1 5.7

#3 PBD R¥EF £Z54
Table 3 Analysis of variance in PBD test

HZERE HmE PR ¥ F P

Exd 6 21.53  3.59  90.64 0.0001°
X, 1 8.07  8.07 203.77 0.0001"
X, 1 3.45  3.45  87.03 0.0001°
X, 1 1.41 1.41  35.49  0.0001°
X, 1 2,52 251  63.69 0.0001°
X, 1 5.73  5.73  144.64 0.0001°
X, 1 0.37 0.37 9.21  0.0100"

FR2EiRZE 13 0.52 0.04
PR 12 0.51 0.04 8.49  0.2630°

4R 1 0.01 0.01

i ra TR (P<O.

ANEZE(P>0.05), FAE,

01),b F/REFE (P<0.05) ,c TN

% 4 PBD iR¥E P &R F LT LB F

Table 4  Effect rates of fermetation ethanol production

of various factors in PBD test

SES

WP LRV 2R %o

BEN

~ T\ O W

37.5
26.6
16.0
11.7
6.6
1.6

i AT 3 (P<0.01) , " FR B3 (P<0.05) .
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T2 7 O BEAS0N 8 1) 52 W e R (37 5% ), AR J2 TR

bt AS2. 119 $ERH & (26. 6% ) , — 34 IR SN F Ny

64. 1% ; K I ] 1Y) K I 7™ O B8N 26 R 16. 0% , 41

XPFLIG R 7 LB AR D146 ,A B C L F

FH XTI 7 TR0 28 10 52 ) 28 I R A Wb 3551

RKIHNE,

2.1.3 ERERERESE RS HTER3IMEA4

ol B BEIC B I 25 R LR 5. R 5 T, i

FH3 VX Y & B BE B, O 5.9 Yovol , LT I

[CEERE CGMCC13907 FHTR BEEE AS2. 119 B4 Fh

3R 4x10° CFU/mL, & FERT ]2 150 h, & B B2

41 °C L EEE pH H M 5.7, M FHE N 0.090 g/

100 mL,

2.2 BBDiRIGEERSR

TR 5 v £ Tt B e e (LR VT 17 1Y) 4 S 50U

4 BBD B0 B 2K, RS B 3R =K

J5%& ., BBD RISt oK P L3R 6, 10 2%

IR 7, XF3R 7 B BHE #EAT W B1H 434, 45

R 8, 1 8 MYFLAh gy iy 2 o0 R BHH

AT .

Y= 6.38 +0.13X, +0.73X, + 0.488X, - 0. 15X, -
0.27X, + 0.74X, — 0.75X> — 1. 08X? -
0.79°X, + 0.29X> + 0. 34X + 0.23X2 -

0.39X,X, - 0. 14X, X, - 0. 15X,X, -

0.56X,X, - 0.16X,X, — 0.29X,X, -

0.50X,X, - 0.26X,X, + 0.43X.X,
H12¢ 8 N1, Z o0k Il )3 0 A8 1Y) 0 )

99. 51, RAUIA 1 3 (P>0.05) ,z@m@mﬁ%

(P<0.01) , RIBCARY AR08 P AT SEPE R, AT AR

T & Bk B A8 Ak R A A B E R

2.3 N5z g E 54
2 X 3K % 1 05 %, R Design-Expert 13
B ZR G i 7 T2 ) D R 2l 1) & R AZ AR H]
LA R =2 e N S I W N e A I B ST
2T [ CGMCC13907 #£ b &4 3.54 % 10° ~
4.47x10° CFU/mL ., 74 % £} AS2. 119 £ Fp i
3.53%10°~ 4. 31 x 10° CFU/mL I}, Z, P e 1 %5 iy
(=6.5 %vol) , M [KEEEE CGMCC13907 4% Ff i
g 3.54 x10° ~ 4.47 x 10° CFU/mL . & B% & & K
40.0~41.0 CH}, LBEHREEHEZ 7.5 %ovol , ML T
I, SRR T e, BRI EERE AS2. 119 $EFh i
H3.63x10°~4. 02x10° CFU/mL , & BERE] N 146 ~
151 h I, B EE R (= 6.5 ovol ) 5 TR IH B 1)
AS2. 119 R EAR T 4. 34x10° CFU/mL | % B I
4 40.0 ~ 41.5 °C B, & Bk BE B 25 TR 1 Rk
AS2. 119 42 F £ 19 B Jn i 3G o, 7E BRI W Rk
AS2. 119 #:Fh & 4.20x 10° CFU/mL I 3k f KAH
(7.5 %vol) , T 4 & MR FE & T 41.5 CHf, ZBEHk
FEL TR, 2MREERTE N 140~ 151 h & pH {HHN
5.3~6. 1 I, SR E S8 hNE S 7E 150 h A3
T KRAE (7.0 %vol) , ML BB, 2 BEHk B2 R [
MR N 40.8~42.0 °C & pH H N 5.6~
6. 1 I, ZEEREZFEAR( <5.5 %ovol) ; 24 K BE B iy
T 41.0 °C K& pH H KT 5.6 BF, S Wk B2 I 1M
TR
BT o7 18T A3 AT, A5 B 2B R I B Y SR A
2N B IC B COGMCC13907 % Fh &
4.0x10° CFU/mL, B3P % £ AS2. 119 4 Fh i 4. 5x
10° CFU/mL, & BERTIE] 151 h, K EEEE 40.0 C, %
% pH {H 5. 6, 28 & 0. 09 ¢/100 mL, ¥k T

A5 RBRMGKIEL R
Table 5 Result of steepest climbing test

BN A/(x10° CFU-mL™") B/(x10° CFU-mL™") C/h F/C H I/(g- (100 mL)™")  ¥/(%vol)
FEYy 7 7 120 44 4.5 0.075
\Y -1 -1 10 -1 0.4 0. 005
HEAV 6 6 130 43 4.9 0. 080 5.5
E+2 v 5 5 140 42 5.3 0. 085 5.8
HE+3 V 4 4 150 41 5.7 0. 090 5.9
b +4 v 3 3 160 40 6.1 0. 095 5.6
A +S V 2 2 170 39 6.5 0. 100 4.7
HE+6 V 1 1 180 38 6.9 0.105 4.1




42 - B25 2004456 H 539% %3 M
%6 BBD iXIbt9 B & AR KT A 7(4)
Table 6 Factor codings and levels of BBD test e A B C F H I Y/(%vol)
- it K- 37 0 -1 0 0 -1 1 5.5
- SEIES FOMES 1 0 -1 38 0 1 0 0o -1 1 7.5
A/(x10° CFU-mL™") X x, 4 3 39 0 -1 0 0 1 1 6.2
B/(x10° CFU-mL™") X, %, 4 3 40 0 1 0 0 1 1 7.5
C/h X, X, 160 150 140 41 -1 0 -1 0 0 -1 3.8
F/C X, x, 42.0 41.0 40.0 42 1 0 -1 0 0 -1 4.2
H X, xs 6.1 57 5.3 43 -1 0 1 0 0o -1 4.7
I(g-(100 mL)™") X xg  0.095 0.090 0.085 44 1 0 1 0 0 -1 4.8
45 -1 0 -1 0 0 1 5.0
47 BBD XBZR 4 1 0 -1 0 0 1 5.5
Table 7 Results of BBD test 47 -1 0 1 0 0 1 6.1
wEs A B c F H 1 Y/(%vol) 48 1 0 1 0 0 1 6.5
1 -1 -1 0 -1 0 0 31 49 0 0 0 0 0 0 6.4
2 1 -1 0 -1 0 0 4.4 50 0 0 0 0 0 0 6.3
3 -1 1 0 -1 0 0 6.4 51 0 0 0 0 0 0 6.5
4 1 1 0 -1 0 0 6.2 52 0 0 0 0 0 0 6.4
5 -1 -1 0 1 0 0 4.2 53 0 0 0 0 0 0 6.3
6 1 -1 0 1 0 0 4.9 54 0 0 0 0 0 0 6.5
7 -1 1 0 1 0 0 5.2 N
I )
c 1 1 o 1 o o 45 A8 BBD XExw= 3t
9 0 1 -1 0 -1 0 31 Table 8 Regression analysis of BBD test
10 0 1 -1 0 -1 0 5.2 T2k HEE PR ¥y F{H P{E
11 0o -1 1 0 -1 0 5.3 [ 21 65.06 3.10 312.26 0.001°
12 0 1 1 0 -1 0 7.0 LERE 6 34.51  5.75 579.73  0.001°
13 0 -1 -1 0 1 0 3.8 Fhr R 6 21.26 3.54 357.10 0.001*
4 0 -1 -1 0 10 5.3 KHR 9 9.30  1.03 104.10 0.001"
15 0 1 1 0 1 0 4.2 IR 32 0.32 0.0l
16 0 1 1 0 1 0 5.0 ESI 27 0.29 0.0  1.89  0.248"
17 0 -1 -1 -1 0 -1 4.7 gl 5 0.03 0.0l 0.001°
8 0 1 1 -1 0 -1 63 R 99.51
19 0 0 -1 1 0 -1 4.9 L B ) . i
20 0 0 1 1 0 -1 5.4 L’ft/\gﬁ'\lEUﬂ*%ﬂ,EI@J“Z@?/&E%ﬁ(M{Ej‘]
200 0 -1 -1 0 1 6.2 8.86 %vol, X EALAA AT 3 WHHIESL L, /452
2 0 o -0 7S FECH B SR A 8. 70 Yovol , TN 15 S0 {1 1) 1
23 0 0 -1 1 0 1 6.6 . .
w0 o 1 Lo 1 70 BN 0,018, RIAS B 5845 2 () I iR X B G &%
25 -1 0 0 -1 -1 0 6.2 B, TS ) vk B3 T 2B AT 34
% 1 0 0 -1 -1 0 6.7 LWL (5. 57 %ovol ) MY T 56. 2%, HAEHH A2 7L
27 -1 0 0 1 -1 0 6.6 . . -
TH I A B TR A2 TR Bt oK
28 1 0 0 1 -1 0 6.9
29 -1 0 0o -1 1 0 6.1 3
30 1 0 0 -1 1 0 6.7
Lo s oo b0 a6 ACHFSE LA ) R COMCC13907 il 7S e ik
32 1 0 0 1 1 0 5.6 s . N
13 P o -1 -1 50 AS2119 VERTR A AR (R EL 1:1.1) R EEFLIE
34 0 1 0 0o -1 -1 6.6 W A& FLIE S IR OB R BB BEr 12, A5 )
35 o -1 0 0 -l 3.8 WS CBER BN B e T2 0 B [CEE B
36 0 1 0 0 1 -1 5.1

CGMCC13907 £ ff 4= 4. 0x 10° CFU/mL, i 74 /7 £



W, BEERGABILERALCBELABNBET AL -43 .

Fiovol)

Yi(ivol)
Bi(<10°CFUmIY)

60 65 70 75 80
A0 CEUmLYy

a) PRERFETER B 52 T AR e LS

60 65 70 75 80
AC10°CHU-mLY)

65 70 75 80
Bi(<10°CLU-mLY)

60 63 70 75 80
BC10°CHU-mLY)

c) ERWHREREAS2. 1 1987 B 5 & TRt [ A8 EAE A d) BREEEEEAS2 1198 B 5 R BB E MR HAEH

m

Fi(vivol)
Fiovol)

120
Ch

60 65 70 75 80
Bi(x10°CIUmLY)

¢ ) MREEERFAS2 1193EFh & 5 R BEpHIAE I A H AR £) REENE-S R BRI AT B AR

5.0 5.0
4.8 48
46 46
= o kS
z
44 = 44
42 42
10 40

9 104 112 120 128 136 144
Cih

e

g) REEwIT 5 ZBEpHIER AR h) REHEE S & BEpHE RS EAREH

0.09

=
=
E

FiOvol)

&
3
3

T (100 mLy)

0.06

i) REEpHE MR EAE
A1 BBEFZXEIAERG @ EERFSHEE

Fig. 1 Response surface maps and contour maps for each factor interaction
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AS2. 119 #:f&E 4. 5x10° CFU/mL, & ERE] 151 h,
RWERE 40.0 C, kKB pH fH 5.6, Z K H &
0.09 g/100 mL, 7EiZ 551 T, AT ARAS 5 = 1Y) & Bk
J¥(8.70 %vol) , Hi% s B RS 2 FLIs i Je 22
Pt PR R BT BE AT oK o AT S8 285 R vl A 38U e 2L
VO LM LA e A1 R P ) A A 2L o
TR A 3R 2% . FE 2Dk
e BB X FLIE W R e R v RS B LM
T R L AR A T IR ALY
DAE s B TR R & K BEFLIE WY A= AR AL,

SE k.
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Parameters optimization of ethanol fermentation process in

whey liquid fermented by combined yeasts
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Abstract ; Kluyveromyces markus CGMCC13907 and Saccharomyces cerevisiae AS2. 119 were selected as mixed star-
ter cultures for fermentation of whey liquid to produce whey vinegar. Plackett-Burman Design ( PBD) and Box-
Behnken Design (BBD) were used to optimize the ethanol fermentation process. The results showed that the opti-
mal ethanol fermentation process was K. markus CGMCC13907 inoculum volume 4.0x10° CFU/mL, S. cerevisiae
AS2. 119 inoculum volume 4. 5x10° CFU/mL, fermentation time 151 h, fermentation temperature 40. 0 °C , fer-
mentation pH value 5. 6, ginger powder dosage 0. 09 g/100 mL. Under this condition, the concentration of ethanol
in fermentation liquid reached 8.70 %vol, which increased by 56.2% compared with that before optimization.
K. markus CGMCC13907 combined with S. cerevisiae AS2. 119 could effectively solve the lactose fermentation prob-
lem in the process of making vinegar from whey, and achieve a better ethanol concentration.

Key words: whey liquid; whey vinegar; mixed fermentation with yeast; ethanol fermentation; PBD experiment

design ; BBD experiment design
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