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Research process of valuable product and biorefinery of wine lees
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Abstract; In this paper, the development of high-value by-
products and biorefinery of wine lees are summarized. On the ba-
sis, the reasons of industrialization of wine lees recycling in China
were analyzed, and the solution were put forward. Valorization of
wine lees could lead to highly efficiency bioprocesses and promote
the clean production of wine industry.

Keywords: wine lees; valuable product; active ingredient; biore-

finery

25 T TR o R S T A KR I B T G A A
T R o VR S o A AT R 2006 ~30%6 . A AT
PEFEE O B0 B S . 2 T A A S AR
A

T e CTRT AT e ) 2 AT R R A RS L P
W) DA B it i ok S 0 5 A5 B DT TE R Bk o R A
R 2% ~ 625, e [ bR A A A5 A A 418
(OIV)™ G311, 2019 4F v [= 4 2 18 ) & 83 J7 t. = A R 7p
WL 1.7~2.6 5 t, WRUBEEZEANE. & 5HEG
FRh R 2R 2 WA B bR AR (COD) AR
o L LA R R 0 2 e, BB O e MR L R
ek R . H AT SR A T SRR SR I T &
MBFE g2, b E e F I R T & R 9 E A

E&WH SIMEUET ARBEMRBHE (5 BHAE KY ¥
[20207]236)

EEB N - BER . L. F 67k TR,

BEIEE D EAMRA973), 55, AL R MR K 2= 042 1+
E-mail : fangyulin@nwsuaf.edu.cn

Y FE B #9:2021-01-05

P9 R I 1 8 A 7 oMl B o AR Oy L i
AR T i g T A [0 L R A R (ELE HUOR X T R
17 e S W R A g I 5 s v A5 7 TR T (R UV R R
R B IO FH A 3 ai L 98 G A PR TR R S A AL
AL AR A LA YR (U b R L 2
v o PR L7 A A o A 7 o 4 N T B R T —
T HE L i DR 8 A G R e 1 B IR 1A ATy T
e Ak 3z JSCAR o A Ak 2R A 4 A% AU o T Ll B2 SR AT PR 5
AT U8 r 2 BTG 7 R 1 BIF SR 8 40T HLAE R KR 4
A A E C B Tl fl . SRS LN 24 T e 1 LE
B (L7 0 T 25 0 A 0 A o T AR 0 B AT A S DL
WIS R 1 N i e Rl T R S
&%,

LR s Ik
L1 #I&EEBERN

WRAE RS Y EFREIEA T HHEHEFE
BRI PE R AR R A S AR TR I A 4
R AR S AR W ARG B0 3R 20 ok TR B B SR 25 . B
AL 3R T 3k B B AR AR T R ol B SR I Y B
B FF & R AR . Dimou 2580 1RG 18 U A0 T RS T8 A1 AR
Z RS R R 4w S Rk A Y [ AT 3 T ML I K
il £ R R /8 pH 5.5 R 40 °C VB UK R T 1
24 U/mL B i B 100 g/ L (g 25T 05 U8 b it 2
FER(FAN) B A 3 05wy - ] FAN BT &R E 2 700 me/L Y
AR A8 SR U D R R T IR B T R B
FE 4 BT B (Cupriavidus necator DSM 7237) R 7= 4=
e BB B9 3R -3 2 T @R s (PHB) 35 30.1 g/L, : 43
ST U K B SR ROT R B E .

U8 i # 1 J BE AR 0 36 TR T SR OB FLAT
(Lactobacillus pentosus) Feigf A P 2L R0 8% 55 8 i 25 4F
FERFREIR Y PR R HA S R TR SR . H 4
TR AR R e B 9% 3 (0 7 AR H e 220 T RER B 3R &R

221



222

%4 # MARKET ANALYSIS

T2 S A T A R e R BT LR VR
HEBE RN G A RIS S 8BB4 A .
A5 i 50 7 70 ) I b A5 38 b R 7= 3 43 R R O
W
1.2 R EY R

T 28 4 i o EL A T A T 2 9 T A B A B R T AR
G AL — R EE Y IR e R R
HEFE ORI R RS T LM AN, '
1.9~16.3 g/kg, H o /N4 F 10 B 2 Ak & 4 3 TR 0 ik
W 2675 3O A s MR HLN (AR . T R R R R S
B — RO AR AL TR AR 4y GRAR WA D 7 — W e
0 VR T A 4 5 T B IR A0 R Y 1 2 R X
— 0 B O AR P A 5 AR 2 B AT A v [l

iy 24 0 O H5 L R B 5 02 95 L MO S B L T A B
T Tk i 3 R BCRETS E B BR PR AR
RO R SRR X BB T N S A S 7 B A
KK, Tao S5 ) A 7 4l B 32 BTG 6 Hh i 4 1k 7% 1k
VIR, o 4 B B A% 1 S M S M SR 40 kHz., 75 ORE % ¥
48 W/L BN [A] 25 min, fi@ B 60 °C R E (mgye ¢
Vew)1: 60 (g/mL) Z BRI 8L 43.9% . W45 1 F 4
T e BOR B 58.8 mg(LAR & FERTH) , | T % Mg
TR BR AL HL R B BT R RE A R e . O 3R Al
T (A A /N S T 45 B Medja 22000 R 0k
B 45 G R840 5 4 R DA 20 4 4 T U b B RS 28 0 L R
AT R B A /N (8% () Etna 01PP I k47 4l fk . £ & 15
B PR (782.2 mg/L) /Ny T LB G W IR . % H
AR DI € B B A 1L 0 B T R 2 L PR B O L
T A Tl A 77 S T A B 2 R A AT IR —
1.3 REESSHE

AT I8 BB 2 W S TR A 1 B 7 IR RO A
RWERF . ETHFRBRENMENERE LB, B2
R TR0 R T iy —Fh i oy T 2 W, R %
HY B~ SR W R T R RO 4L A, o 4 0 RE T Y 9026 LA
PV YRR A K R B AR R v R R 2
i () B 0 DAY
1.3.1 B-HEWE B B (B-Glucans, g-G) 7 B £ 41 il
BE 3596 ~55%0  J& 4 —Fh i & BLEL A 088 T T 1 A
BNE B2 R T A R 2RO A R R A
A B B-G 1% B2 7 1 0% Ak 2 B B0, BV AR B R
VoS AR B 1 RN — B 2 22 AS U T B B A B N R R
B IR R AR R4 8 226 NaCl¥E . 78 pH 4.5,
47.5 °C FHRER AW, B 5% 3% KOH %l
oW R O, T R 4y 8k 3% NaOH % Wk B L
(mggamme * Veongmn) 1 # 40 (g/mL) 80 C 1y &4 F 2
B 1.5 h,p-G FE145 % 19.4% . Varelas A0 SR AR DL AR

BE 2358 [ 2021 £5 A | R@SHH

Bk RS T B R NaCl ik & pH L AL BEE B
B ] 20 AT U8 R 8-G AR ISR 29 26 | 1 A 4 T U8
-G R B 3k 4326 Ui WL 2 4R BT 2 A M i B 2R
X P R AT T L R W, L PR AT A A U P 2 5 9
Z PRI, 1 2 Y 8 S 3 A 1R A 4 I DR

BRI 4 5 30 -G 454 1 5 ZU R A o fb 2 SR BBUE &
PR 22 BRI A B AL Sy 5 IR A A 4 BT i Y R BR
Freimund 0% $ 1 1 930 FE4R B0 3% 07 12 58 I BOK B
T 240 i R o ) A P R T A AL R B A i s B K
O3 B R AR B A, B AR BUR M A /D B-G
T 20T SR P R Y J5R 3 RO ik M ) R R A AT
BE 5 LS A 2R T AR I G T A R R L R e R )
70 MPa, B 5 50 40 13 %6 35 F st ] 34 min, 5 N 7k
H25% R -G HRIR 13.206 L 91,690, &y
4R B e AN Ol T TR A Ak 2 s R L A A TR L LGB B
AREAL, BA — W) Tk Ak R A A
1.3.2 HEERNE BB MR R EREE SRS R
¥ (Mannoproteins, MPs) , MPs 1 H & Bl il /0 & 19 85 [ it
DAL M B 0% B L SR R D RE SRR KR B 2 — 0,
Bz R TR A A e AR A, R B
k5 p-G AL, A b 3R R B R
PR,

A2 3 A TR ok R T T R BT kL R I R AR T
RSB HKRE YT &A -G FEZHERI; WER
P 7= )l B AN KT T L A L T DU IR A IR L e
4755 B CKOH S5 4R EORS L 2 s B AT 9 B
BV GENT TR FER R W (s awmmmns
Viongw 1.0 # 17.5 (g/mL) . KOH Jfi & 53 $t 3% .5 $2 i
[ 1.5 h 248 B 100 C ¥ L2 5& M4, B 8 R iR IR
18.4% . BRIk Id AR v 2K B0 X A — s
YeU AR AR IR R SRR B GO R, DT
MPs B 55 S AH o o 5 ey £ B4l BT o 3 R H B A IR
A TR A E AR E N MPs, {H Hup R A g
fiff 2 DA RSP 97 B mlg G 7 1% B v 4 B MPs 9 BIF 5 4R
T e 12 DA 46 38 U h B2 0 MPs 19 B 92 38 A REAR R .
3 U 2 T B K BV I RO R 43 K R
B B0 e LR BT IS R . R R
T € r i) T B A B R S VA e IR PROK SR IRG  TE R
W Onpgnnmmmanes * Vi1 23 (g/ml) G 124 °C
BE5 h B8 3 WM Bt 4 7 . MPs 2 IR0 14.3% .
YIFL 7 B MPs 4003 K F B AL 1 RS B 1 S A
RNy | Bl R (E T D R =W (10 e R 1 | N7 e N A S R TR
AT

Fi4h R B-G Il MPs [ B $& B Jr ik ] 3K 15 2 p
BY . ASEES RSB WAk IR
TG 908 % T BE 20 0 BE L 22 B L Tseppi %0 FBEHT LA B 2



&M | Vol.37, No.5

TRV fige 1) P G A 2k DAY 8 o B4R ) 4 L AB R 9 MPs L 7=
Yy & B PR R T E B-G %“%T?L%%M%fé
o RIS S BB 207 0 B Ar R i B B 0k
AR E X
1.4 Hiffr

o W B 22 W A1 36 A5 T U R B O SERETT LA e T
BKES  SODM | 3 #E BT s S5 I ki B Y B
FUHRIE , R BUCRAR R T 20 & 4% sUR BUR ) 26 58 A &
B 86 D6 DR A XA T N T (HLR RS VR T R R AR B T
W%,

Bl Ah 2 3R AT T — ST U B N A B 9T 1 0
08 il AR 8 B A A B 5 26 AT 6 AS A R 6 LA
SR 3 R B B LR A RE B L A IR TR R R 9 2R
75 UK V2 B B BE A 20 g/ke BB e L 2T
NIRRT R = SR N N B R S N

e O3 B 5 HE 5 U 2 B 0 LR 436 T
B
AR PN

VL1 F 7 3 W 08 B A B4 (9 0T S o 47, 1B 4% A
FTT AR A S W RIE R R GETT e BE A > R Il e b g
~$¢d‘cw~iﬁ1%ﬁ‘% AN R A o 28 TR A% I 5 R R B

YR AR AT B FE 2 AT . O BE T8 43 I R P 4R
Elﬁm{éﬂ%%%v@%%%‘%% TR G A RS
RV A= Wy ihil . A2 ) g il (Biorefinery) J& 48 F F A& ok % 5
Yy ) TENT AT LT 4 R AF A Y TOEOR), A2 A% Bl AL
T R AR W B R R B A2 5 A L FE 4 b R
R I B IR T L R B R R A R R B AL o FIRE TR 2
PREEAE M T T B AR R e £ T A 4
T 7 Ml B AT 4 8 S AR 3L O Y T B
2.1 EWEKHETE

Y8 A2 0 Mkl G AR A A 1 TR L BRIV SR T 9
o T AR A 79 908 4 VR A T 1 25 4R A ) £ e 5[] AR B
év‘ﬁiiﬁ(?féﬂ%%ﬁ”f\ﬂ:ﬁu*ﬂ?@EﬁﬁT‘J%E’ﬁﬁ%ﬁfﬂiﬂ@

Fy 1 A O A 0 5 52 25 7 0 < SR Dt 2 6 AT 9540 1
AR 53 === A 2=ei3i
@W%ﬁ{
——————————————————— i
\\\\\ AT
Iﬁlwlﬁ%*¢lﬁﬁilﬁﬁ*-{
@%%ﬁ
R
b
d-zm
@E@

H1 HaaRrRAMHEHNIETEZR
Figure 1  Process flow diagram of the wine

lees refining concept
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Figure 2 Energy and material consumption of the wine
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