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Optimization on process conditions for acetic acid bacteria bran-koji
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Abstract: Acetobacter pasteurianum C9-4 was used as bran fermenta-
tion strain, and the preparation conditions of acetic acid bacteria bran
koji fermentation were optimized by response surface method. The
result showed that the best preparation conditions were: content of
acetic acid 1.03 mL/100 g. condent of ethanol 2.09 mL/100 g and
content of inoculation 4.09 mL./100 g. Under the condition, the pro-
duction reached 1.38 X10% CFU/g. The culture was expanded in vine-
gar factory with the optimized parameter, the total number of acetic
acid bacteria could reach 108 CFU/g in the process of expanding the
culture. This experiment provides a reference for the preparation of
acetic acid bacteria bran koji and its bioaugmentation in solid vinegar
fermentation.
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BB R EARIEE GE A 2 A Y K. Bl A
T 3% il A 0 A LV O Bl AR P s R B
i 3 3o e vl gy A o 2 5 kR o £ I 2 7 TR L B I Y
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FBR R T R 2R 7 URE B R85 L SR R A B R K
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FeBR A v B AR TR A SRR R R TR R
R ] o T ol ol 90 190 2 40 e i LA Sk B 0 A 3 R R B . SRR
JAE AT S gk o T TR T B R A% PR ORI RS 3% RS 5 A 4 B
B R A7 00 Mk A RR A R T W9 R R AR R ALk B
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24 PR PR AE T R T A L X Al 1 48 TR AL AR
PEARE . 2R R AP IR T b W X G 7 K
T R R T R A R YR A Ay AR SR AR T AELR R
TR IR 0 v £ I RCRR ) 5 7 A R N A K
PRI 35k 26 BF 5% 7 R B4 O i 4% oK ik B0 i Tl R
Hir {8

S it — A B T I R T T 0 A R TR AR R



FRMR

2018 4% 10 9

e T A0 B 9 B 000 2 o 0 0 L L
FF T (Acetobacter pasteurianum ) C9-4U0 VE Sy [E 25 Bl B & 1%
AT 2 5 A T A o U0 R PR ) O TR X R T T A K ot D T
HEAT L A0AL A i e 3 [ 880 R i — 20 A 1 ) s [ 285
T v 52 B AR A K a5 A B A R 0 2 2 AT
L #MetSJik
L1 ¥t

MBS AT B (Acetobacter pasteurianus) C9-4: P\ PO 1| {5
TG RGP e RE T AR

ER B T

BETR PR A B R k. BEBEE 1 /100 mL, A A B

1 g/100 mL,121 “CK & 20 min.f# AR A 3 mL/100 mL

TooK &1 5

il P2 AT 1 B S Ak T 4R G 355 7 3 P R A VAR A B 3 3R R i
FIE# 1.8 g/100 mL,CaCO;4 1.5 g/100 mL;

KB B IR MERR R IEK B2 10 g F 250 mL =
o Bk R 90 mL/100 g fill A ZE AR K . BRI 5], R K
B (121 °C)H20 min, K 1# J5 & 48 8 = M AR 3 198 A
#H.
1.2 E5EE

W R TE4I2-L 2L U i L2 AU R A
[{F /NI

7.2 A B E F) 75 95 K T B LDZXA40AL &L, i =
MBI AL T AL

L PCTE TR 3 46 . DHG-9162 B, | g — 1 Rl 45 A [R
Al

L PR KA HWS24 Y, il — R B RA A .
1.3 FHik
13,1 DERRIE AL KA IR il 4 IR Bk CO-4 R £k T IR

AN .30 "CHE SR 24 hoi6fL 2 . BUE MR AR YT 5 mL

TG Vi AR 3 R /K R T TR R O IR R S R TR e B & 10° CFU/mlL,
il B — ST TR DA R

B — B BR T R T 5 mL/100 g £ 7 28k Az B 97 Jk
H1,30 °C.180 r/min 7% ¥ 75 24 h, il — KBS R 1 Fl 7 .
1.3.2 =Sl m e A M i  FE = A AR R 8
FE P A Z 3 mL/100 g, Z & 2 mL/100 g, £ f
5mL/100 g M HEEREFTF. BT 30 CHRMHETHER. G
6 h FURE— YR S S R T TR B 72 hJE 5 AR K il 2k
FE S W = A O A el B SR
1.3.3 PR ZRB T S0 1.3.2 il dh 5 ik AR 4% Sk o]
BlEE Y 10 g, B LM TR LS R KA (BB W
A AR S e K o R P A R B RFE R R
B PR 2 a0 45 SR T L TRT 1Y) R AR

(1) 7RG %] 265 i T T2 T4 A1 ¥ 8 52 ) < T 3 mL/ 100 g,
2T 2 mL/100 g, 3% 5 mL/100 g, i €, 5k J2 1% 35 Sk h
K3 & A R 110 g/100 g « #KJZ . 100 g/100 g « %Kz,
90 g/100 g « %k}, 80 g/100 g « %k} .70 g/100 g « %k},
30 °C KT A8 h 45 5 J5 HURE I I e Tt R 1A T V% B4

(2) LR E i % &Kk 5 2 T 1A 8 VB0 52 TR < K 3 4 Bk
e & ) 90 g/100 g « #k K. £ B 3 mL/100 g, #% Fh &
5 mL/100 g, JiE %€, 2k B R 3 p SR & = 4 A N 0.5,
1.0,2.0,3.0,4.0 mL/100 g,30 °C k& I 48 h %5 o J5 BUKE 3
SE Tt T T T 9 B

(3) LT 2 e %o Kk B TR 0 TR 98 R BT B2 TR < K G 9 Bk
KE R 90 g/100 g » #k i, £ R 2 mL/100 g, 4% fp it
5 mL/100 g, 8 %€ . Bk j 35 3R L v S WEVR N i 43 3R 1.2,
3,4,5 mL/100 g,30 °C & 48 h 45 55 WORE I 0 2 W 12 1
% B

C4) 20 i % 0k g TS TR0 AT 6 0000 5% W < K 3 8k B2
BiiE 1) 90 g/100 g - %k K. £ B 3 mL/100 g, & &
2 mL/100 g, 58 %€ . Bk Bz K% 57 kv It R o 42 b i 43 IR 2,
4,6,8,10 mL/100 g,30 “C &k 48 h %5 5T J5 HURE 3 I 7 i R
A A R R

(5) A2 50T 2k o T TR A1 T 7 0009 5 T < 7K 3 i K 2
it #Y 90 g/100 g « #k K, £ BF 3 mL/100 g, & &
2 mL/100 g, ¥F & 5 mL/100 g, %k Bi = 340 A 4 B2
i A B R S ) LR 30 C & I 48 h 4 3RS BURE IF
N0 7 A TR T A 9 K

i SPSS 22 g E AT E BB E .

1.3.4 WL i Box-Behnken ¥ 31  AR 3E 8o [ & iR 56 45 R, 1k
FRFHWA 3 4~ FH K. A Design-Expert 8.0 # {4 i 1T Box-
Behnken 0418 LB R B B4 v 5580y e 3 (L 28 37 TR
TR0 I R AT 56 UE SE G , B 2080 A = Al B A o A5 A1
1.3.5 il T2 LR T LS8 1%
B B AR 7 A ol AT K A A e Tt = Al R
Gy PR T R VAT R AT 32 R B o 4 Rl

(1) = AR Bl 455 1) T8 1% o 8 i 1) 4% [0 3 op it o 1) =
FOf R w4 T2

(2) SR P R B 5% 55 4% 0 R FH 25 0 Rty AL 3F 47 o)
£ 60 kg MLBKFE LK 434 2Kk B2 o & (1) 90 g/100 g « Bk 7 (4
fi it 5 mL/100 g,30 “CFRp8E il KAME R 5% 48 h.,

(3) TR P J5 J2 38 KUl 2% 1 - SR R S 2 38 Xl R ol
7o 800 kg MLEK R (K 43-Hic Bk Bz BT & 11 100 g/100 g » k.
AR 3 mL/100 g, RUHLA/E IR B 32 °C, ¥R 42 4 B KF 37
48 h, FEFK P B AR b IRORE I A I R R O T VR B
14 FEBEEEITH

HeRE HAEAT 10 A5 B0 B2 R L 2 OIS BLRR BB 2~3 4,
FAFRBWE L mL i AEmL A AR EL 2 HF
UL A3 5 R 0 T TR ] 5 5 5 L TR 5T L [ L B T R R
#irh,30 ‘CHig= 48 h L.

2 giRk5nbr
2] BEBEE=RAMRKEERENERME

P B IR AF 08 CO-4 45 A0 & = MMk 2 i g b, I
ARKMLME 1 FR. BHE L ATELET 24 h NESRR A TR
W), 24~48 h X HUE KL 48 h S AR E W 0 S R
B B gt 48 h,
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Figure 1 The growth curve of A.pasteurianum C9-4 in

bran medium (n=3)

2.2 BERRE

2.2.1 BRSNS IR A K RS = Akl By R
SR EERRE WA BE ol 1.15X10° CFU/g, M 2 o] %1, 4
R R 25N E DR R R E IR RS w25 B
(P<C0.05) , i % JiK TR ¥k B2 1) 15 0 I8 TR 1 480 & 58 184 ln Ji5 0l
D RER S I EE<<2 mL/100 g B i B8 B A B > 107 L T R
JnE 4 mL/100 g W $0E Z A 107, Ui B iR B 1 % 1R
AR T BE TR B 09 AR B L T e 1Y I TR e ] S
BE TR VA Y AR K 2 3 BOTE 40 B PR A A st o, 5 ek 11 ]
P R —3, WUk, RN E 7L 1 mL/100 g £ 47
HH .

. g—l)

a

(&

7
=

2 3

7%
Total number of colonies/(lg CFU

4
LR E
The amount of acid/(102 mL - g™
AN Al B R 22 5 .35 (P<<0.05)
B2 CHAMENCABAE CO4AKOHw
Figure 2 The influence of the amount of acid on the

growth of A.pasteurianum C9-4 (n=3)

2.2.2  ZEEESINETEERR T KR = Akl s g
Bl R ) AR Wk B Ol 1,64 X10° CFU/g, i &l 3 Al 41, &
TR 205 2240 HT G 2 mL/100 g B BE 15 4 21 1 19 T A 4
R RBEAZET LB S mL/100 g 8 5 H 4l 2 =7
e S 2 (P<C0.01) , 1~4 mL/100 g 1 & T i %) 5 AR 7 2E
KR K #RAEL ) 10" $m %, Hoh 2 mL/100 g LR
TS P R R A AR R B AR A W RE R AR IR A E
s PR BT 1) R B 2 B RS 2 B — e Il . k. ZBE
I EERIE 2 mL/100 g 224 N
208

The amount of ethanol/(102 mL - g)
AT R R 25 5 1 3 (P<C0.05)
K3 CEAmESEOREAE CO4 A KNG
Figure 3 The influence of ethanol on the growth of

A. pasteurianum C9-4 (n=3)

2.2.3  JRAFERINEXTEERR WA K IR = AR K il B R
S R T W IR Wk BE Sl 1.16 X 10° CFU/g, & 4 AT 40, &
SRR 22 TS 90 g/100 g « B M E 5 H A4 2 7
L BEIR P AE K 4 & 5 >80 g/100 g » #k iz B AR KA IE
BB R LA B 107 FEK A TR d S 90 g/100 g - %k
Bz Bl 3 B B K PRI UM 3 R MG A 1 SR R SRR AR A . L
K43 BN RITE 90 g/100 g « ZkEAH.

7.6] .
74F
7.2t
70
6.8
6.61
6.4
6.2}
6.0F

R 3stie
Total number of colonies/(lg CFU + o)

115 110 105 100 95 90 85 80 75 70 65
KA
The amount of water/(10? mL + g™)

AN 7 B R 25 57 1 35 (P<<0.05)
B4 KeyhmEssORBAHH CO-4 2K Hn
Figure 4 The influence of water on the growth of

A. pasteurianum C9-4 (n=3)

2.2.4 EMEXNBBREAKGEZN MMM RED
BEFR W) ARV B2 S 1.66 X 10° CFU/g. H1 Il 5 AT 1, Bl 45 &
ol 100 154 o R R T A K 2 B K BRI i A, 20 B A
R 2501 4 mL/100 g #8 5 HALA 22 55 W3 . {2 5 4%
PR IRE 107, ZH LA 4 mL/100 g 5 6 mL/100 g
2 AN b B 5 A 21 2 S ARt 3 (P<T0.01) , [T b o i T 32 X
2,4,6 mL/100 g 3 SR,

2.2.5  HEE AR AW W =k B R s
i TR T8 1) 4 VR B2 O 1.18X10° CFU/ g, BETR W & T 47 %01
B F o Rt iE] RA 48 h, =P A L 0% 1 & s
PR DA A BT DRt = o A TR A b B O 0 R A R
PR R N W] L DL R 6, PR = R I G 3 Al JE
ST
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Inoculation does/(102 mL - g™)
AN i) B RO 22 5 1 2 (P<0.05)
H5 #HEFCRBEAR CI4 ALK
Figure 5 The influence of the amount of inoculation on the

growth of A.pasteurianum C9-4 (n=3)

g’

7.2F

7.0+

6.81

6.6

%
Total number of colonies/(lg CFU -

The amount oxygen
AN TR 7 B R 22 57 3 (P<C0.05)
H6 R4THCRBAAER CI4 LK n

Figure 6 The influence of the amount of oxygen component

on the growth of A.pasteurianum C9-4 (n=3)

2.3 EEERNEISKE
2.3.1 HWERESKPMERE MRIEAERRAWER, kil
FROX B R TR P T B B R B I LR L LB R R AR O R
W) A1 5 LA TR T B 98 5 J80A ) 7 L T = R R =K
i SO TAT X s PR 3R g 0 B KT LR L
2.3.2  [IABEEIR) EE S SR 5w N T BT T R AR L
K2, BARBAM 3 HPAT, WHTHE. KM Design.
Expert 8.0 ¥ %5 3% 2 o i 5 #E47 2 o0l H 3G 43 7 45
JULFR 3459 B B R 0 TR VK BB R L CBE VRN LI 0T
Z2 I ] B Sy

Y = 3. 417 33 + 1. 882 83X, + 1. 570 67X, +
1.065 08X, —0.002 5X, X, —0.016 250X, X, —0.055 625X,
X,—0.875 17X%—0.320 79X} —0.113 82X%, (D

x1 WMEBEEZRKFER

Table 1 The table of factors and levels for response
surface methodology mL/100 g
K Xi R X, L1 X A
—1 0.5 1 2
0 1.0 2 4
1 1.5 3 6

B 7.8 43 5 22 B 2R 22 18] 19 3¢ B A OGF T e T T R R
05 ] 1) I 7 TR PR 5 R v R R . 2 ) g TET 43 AT B L il
T LA A0F 45 g (L 32 7 7 T A AR /0 (L A7 5 24 0 3, T
S3AT I A L e TR 9 LR AE 0 67 (E 2 ) R TR A AR R
FEAE 5 24 0 17 T8 43 BT o Bl TR O ELARRIE (A (A . 6
WA,

Hy [R] A TR T 2 43 BT 9 45 SR T L, BE TR P=0.000 9 (i
EFD LRI P=0.655 0 ) A IERBR N

% 2 Box-Behnken i{I&iZitE R

Table 2 Results of Box-Behnken experimental design
I i TR T T 7 S B/
X4 X3 X3
75 lg (CFU g™ 1)
1 —1 —1 0 7.551
2 —1 1 0 7.660
3 1 —1 0 7.678
4 1 1 0 7.782
5 0 —1 —1 7.217
6 0 —1 1 7.502
7 0 1 —1 7.583
8 0 1 1 7.423
9 —1 0 —1 7.440
10 1 0 —1 7.473
11 —1 0 1 7.626
12 1 0 1 7.594
13 0 0 0 8.117
14 0 0 0 8.234
15 0 0 0 8.271
£3 HERERFEHF
Table 3 Analysis of variance on regression model
R CEOr M AWmE B F {8 Pr>F  WEM
(R 1.280 9 0.140  27.980  0.000 9 % %
Xy 0.007 1 0.008 1.540 0.270 3
X, 0.031 1 0.031 6.140 0.056 0
X3 0.023 1 0.023 4.590 0.085 2
X1 X; 0.000 1 0.000 0.001 0.973 4
X1 X 0.001 1 0.001 0.210 0.667 7
X2 X3 0.050 1 0.050 9.730 0.026 3 *
X1 0.180 1 0.180 34.740 0.002 0 * %
X3 0.380 1 0.380  74.690  0.000 3 * %
X3 0.770 1 0.770 150.440 <C0.000 1 * *
C®EW 0025 5 0005
KMI - 0.013 3 0.004  0.650  0.6550
4RI 0.013 2 0.006

Js¥il 1.310 14

t % % ,P<C0.01; % :P<C0.05;R2=98.05% ; #& 1IE R2=94.55%.
209



F34BE 108

R 0 4 < T R T kol o A S A Ak

%
Total number of colonies/

%
Total number of colonies/

%
Total number of colonies/
(g CFU - g

5. 2.5
. 2.0,
]n()(llf%{ﬁfl\é!{ 1.5 (A ‘\lo/o
tiop d,; 20 1.0 A\“‘\\o
f*s/% -

(c) HERE-LBF
B7 ZEARNBREEZERY aea8a R
Figure 7 The influence of ethanol, acetic acid and
inoculation dose concentration on the number

of acetic acid bacter of response surface

94.55 00 + 150 WIAEE R 0045 5 250 T oA o T TR 1 K ol 1 4 122
HEAT A3 BT AT L 156 B A A O it B RTORG A R R e, A A
T HEAT 34 A0 FOIN 2 5 A o 3% 180 7 22 v ko X, X Y
D <20.05 , X Tiff AR B B 7 6 309 52 A 3% S B 8 35 K OF » — R
T XTXE VXA P AE<C0.01 X i R 1T 1 7 0 KK R ok 2 2k )
e 3 KT Al 2% 0022 S5 R 3 . R B R R A5 e B
AR TR B VR O AR o O T IR TR T 9 ORI R A TR R
MRy T o > He b b > R S N i 5 2 T IS A 4
Tt (1942 B B35 (P=0.026 3), = [H 2% B 1R 1 7 7%
B HAE WA L.

2.3.3  WHAR BB W 8 T2 F R0 E KRIE AR Box-
Behnlken 3 55 BT 75 (4 45 3R — £ 5 105 J5 A2 L 1 F] Design-
Expert 8.0 #4145 1 S AR W 2k ith ) & I E L2 &M 2
FRES & 1.03 mL/100 g, ZBER & 2.09 mL/100 g, 52
B A 4.09 mL/100 . b 2% 15 7T i R B 9% s 09 B
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Figure 8 The influence of ethanol, acetic acid and
inoculation dose concentration on the number

of acetic acid bacter of contourplots

4 1.62X10° CFU/g(g f# 8.21), 7ELA FARAL S 1F 34T 50
UESEHE L Lh 2.59 X 10" CFU/g iy IR W 14 7% . 500 91 by 42 Fh
TS S R A A AT 1 1,38 X 10° CFU/g(lg {4 8.14) , 5
HUR RSk S i
2.4 EEBEHMEBRTELER

>R FH WD O TR O Ak 1) 235 25 0k I TR v 5k ol 0 AT 8 A KB
F 30 I = A Bl A R T Ll PR B 3R A Bk B R R
B 1.83X10°,1.66 X 10°,2.60 X 10 ,6.35 X 108 CFU/g,
il R TR FE 4 B B T 1A T B 8O g A B 10° CFU/ gL diE B A
0 P Ak I T TR T K 1 A% 2 0 TR T SE PR A L T AR B IR
TR 5k LV VS I TR A PR T A K A T R B R T
TR A R T 7R 43 18 IS T 4% 7K ek R A K T G S8 0 Y (] A
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