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Abstract ; In order to optimize the separation of Luzhou flavor liquor Daqu and fermented grains in the low yield of n—propyl

alcohol fermentation process of Bacillus cereus ,single factor experiments were conducted to investigate the effects of four main

factors, including fermentation time, inoculation amount of Bacillus cereus, fermentation temperature and initial pH of

fermentation broth ,on the content of n—propyl alcohol in fermentation broth.Then the response surface analysis and optimization

were carried out with the response value of normal as the response value to establish a regression model for the fermentation

process of Bacillus cereus.The results showed that the optimum fermentation time was 33 h, the inoculation amount of Bacillus

cereus was 4.9% , the fermentation temperature was 32 °C, and the initial pH of fermentation broth was pH7.0.Under the

condition , the content of n—propyl alcohol in the fermentation broth was(0.70 +0.0012) mg/100 mL, which had accordance

with the predicted value of the model.
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EBARBUAE U AR 7= A ek L R TR DA B
AR 3P FRPY 57 : 55 7 T o T W O B4 T B 28 74T 11 o2 FH
Y R DR A T O T S e B SR, D) e
FRIE

S X3k — SRR A 5 AN 2, AR RS ZH AE 2 HT Y
T 56 H AV B R ) VG TR VY A O RTRI s P 43 25 T IR
77 IE TR E Y Ty B 28 AT B —5 5T 28 70 AT B ( Bacillus
cereus) " o FEIX LAl I AT i 8D 2 S0 AN
Wi 7 T 15 X122 B.cereus R 1 T. A S HGHEAT AL, A
Pt — 25 BEAIL B.cereus i R P = AL I IE TN BE & =,
A B.cereus N FH 2 W B (AL Gl v T 20 424t
I -
1 HREEE
1.1 RSN

55 0T ZFEHOAT T ( B.cereus ) 4% 55 56 35 43 &5 FIARAE,
TR EARBAR KR L1 T HR OENEE ikl
REETEE R A TR oK QW g sl, B
Bl A IR A F S SR H B EE e . B 5
Mg Srdrel, s T R LR A R F] .

Agilent 7890A IS AH (3% ZE [EH Agilent 4
Fl ; DPH-9272 Bl B IR BT8R AR ALAR
WA BRAFE,
1.2 ZWHE
1.2.1 B3R EAIACH] LB ( Luria— Bertani) [& {4835 38
SRR 10 g, BERETE 5 g, SUIB AN 10 g, B
15 g, 217K 1000 mL,pH7.0,121 °C KB 20 min;

FhF B FR 5L LB WA IS IR 5 B IR 10 g, B
S5 g, AL 10 g, 28K 1000 mL,pH7.0,121 °C K
P& 20 min;

IRRBRWN K W s IR 3L A AW 30 o, WERETY
1 g, @fbih6 g, LTHR 2 g, &R 2.5 g, 258K
1000 mL,115 °C KB 30 min,
122 FrFmmslss HBRA THRmEEIRE DY
B.cereusBUH , B2 PP T LB [ 44 5% 35 56 L #E 47 P AR R
2L, 8T 37 CE; 34 RI B 5555 24 h, LR /E4l
163 W, IFEeRP RN T 4 CIRF. W AR AR - HR
—¥Z 100 mL & KR AR AT, 8T 37 °C.
150 r/min % IR v 35 3%, J5 o 0 % B0 RE
10" CFU/mL /R F &5 o
1.2.3 KRR
1.2.3.1 & P BsF (8] X ¢ g v vf 16 P9 B 2 i 1Y 52
MR SRR A & S IR L T 4s pH PR 8.0,
1% 5% B PP ELEE AR T, 150 v/min $2IREF 3%, T
37 C R4k lE 24 36 .48 .60 .72 h, KB4,
W R K T T T PN B o
1.2.32 PP Xt A IETEE S s o
G R VAR & TR B 3R FE A if pH UH S 8.0, 43 4%
1% .2.5% 5% .7.5% . 10% 1% Fp & 82 A Fh T W%,
150 r/min $& KSR, T 37 C T RMWE36 h, K4S
JE T 58 2 v T IE DI B
1.2.3.3 e B BE X B MR OB TN BE S = 1Y 52
ma RN SRR A K RS IR B T s pH 1R 8.0,
2 5% FEAM AR AT T, 150 o/ min 85 R IEFR, 5351
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F22 27 32 37 42 C kW36 h, AMasd s, M
RE KRB T IE LS

1.2.3.4  KEERAIUR pH S & B2 P IE B & B3
MR SR R A A IR I R B AT AR pH 43 B IR A
5.0.6.0.7.0.8.0.9.0, ¥ 5% ¥ Fp 28 A Fh T %,
150 r/min FERIEFE, T-32 C N AR 36 h, KEESER
Ja R & T P IE T B A B

1.2.4  many mase Bt AE R E s i KAl
PEHCE IR ) (A) EFE (B) (R BEIEE (C) ik
WA G pH (D) VE A i 28 &, A IE T B % 5= R T
MAH , R Box—Behnken iR 555317 7, i R &K
SR L 11

K1 RN AR R 5K

Table 1  Factors and levels of response surface test
K-
2bs -1 0 1
A J eI (h) 24 36 48
B #FhiE (%) 2.5 5 7.5
C R BRI (C) 27 32 37
D KB I pH 6.0 7.0 8.0

1.2.5  IEPIEERYINGE JriE Akt gk DB
“WAX(60.0 m x0.25 mm x0.25 wm) 404 (i,
PERE LIRS 210 °C, Bl 5 B2 230 °C 5 A48 FHR 2
JF B4R 40 °C L, /%35 1 min,6 °C/min F} &2 180 C %4
2 min,10 °C/min F}+Z 220 °C , %4 5 min, i F7 0 8]
35 min; & 4: N,, N, ¢ H, = 80 : 20, #% /% i it:
5 mL/min, <)% 77 :0.08 MPa, ##Em5 1 pL,

FRUEVE WA BC ] < o B R I 218 T le L ET
s e ali AR fENFR 2 mL F 100 mL 25 &0, FAA
TR 50% 1) B (B ALK ARG B TC/K AR 2] 2
ZXE 100 mL ARBUN BN 2% o R BUARELS 0N
2% AR UERF R4S 3 mL > 25 mL 5%, JH 50%
PR WOE S B2 5, T 857 R G AR F T 534
EH T,

FEM S FNARE I BRL - B9 T AR AR A A 4 5T AE
[F] — 2 i A A0 A [R] A 2% 25 10 A e AR 4R B
8, BRI T LS VR G i v VR T 45 Aol 4, g L
WY, HGR -G AR MR 1l JERE G35 53 8T, HERE 2
U, B WU | 5E IR -G P HEm T & Fh oo
WEIUFARIK R IETIBE . SR T BE (NHR) o RIEHRF
= BRI TE R > A 40 T WAk 52/ PN o 32 A 2/ s UE
Wy o W T AR

KR . RO IO E B L ML,
6000 r/minZ.0» 6 min, B & Wit 0.45 pm 3& 5 5
B O RBEW 1.5 mL, I AAKFR 5> 5y
2% MPRHE N FR Y ( 218 T g ) 0.15 mL, ARk
2 146.109 mg/100 mL, &S5, F-5 f {HAH[E %4
TIAE ., IENEERE = K IE R x IE P BT AR x
PIAR A BT VR B/ N AR I TRT AR
1.3 #iEaE

BAPR 2R OSE O #CHE 4 SR A 3E [E Microsoft
Corporation 2\ %] B Microsoft Excel 2010 A4 3E 7%
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B35BT AT IR P 5 W T TAT 3% 6 0 b B ) 8
[# Stat Ease 2\ 7] (Y Design—Expert 8.0.6 # A, 4811 2% '4; r
S HCREOR T P A0 7 % B 35 4 A 0 49 10 3 o T g
L5 WKL (p <0.05) B e [ FE 10 35 . 9T AT 5 EM|
W 3 %, BT =
2 HREHH |
21 KREETF Eal I l .

N4 2 PR A SRERE  (IEPIBE . 20 T HR) 0

R A AR X AR v 22 (RSD) < 5% , K IE N 5 Al
38 T AR s o

K2 ORAMERBIKIER T

Table 2 Correction factors for the mixed standard solution

epE g Bl FHRGE RIRRE
PRI (mg100 mL)  WFE (%)
1 TR T Bk 211.800 1.0000 0.00
2 1E PR s 192.864 1.3705 3.32

22 @ik
B 1 2R AR QERNEE .. SR T HR) 1<
A T A . B IR 1 AT, P AR G A v
Ao i BV TS T T € 0 L DBV A RIS Y
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E 1 IREFRUERRE i aisE

Fig.1  Total ion current chromatogram of

mixed standard solution

T IENEE2: 2R TR,

23 BEHRXE

231 KREEEE R A& B R R N S AR
[l 2 W, B A TR B ) (9 2 K, & e AR TE T A
EOERRS T . XRE A 24 h Z AT, KA TR
UGB BL , B.cereus TEAER IS TS B =4 T — & W
IENEE, S BOENIEE £, 24~48 h i, BB )
METEEIRY T, B.cereus QT B U, AHR 1E T
W 1 7= 2 A2 AW ], 22 B 7 A 0 T P B Sk R 5
fit, IENEE ST AR ™ . 48 h Z Rl 21k, EHRY
ik =, IE Y BRI TR SR . MOk PRk WA [E] 24 .36
FN 48 T A Sy i T 1 1 O A KT o

232 EFEN AW D IERNES MR mE
3 AT, BEAE AR R RO BN, R P O DY B R
WREAR o X2 PR S 3 Fh i 9 3G N5 45 B. cereus Z5H
e, B RE A3 TS FE e, N T & I Y 5T R,

AT 3 e, Y TE Y s 0 FR 2R, BT DA b & 09 1 O/ A
TR IE T B, H J2 25 8 2 5T bR iz FH 31 T & iz
B, ik Z2 45 B. cereus <3 ™ HE 5 W I B9 H 8%, A
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Fig.2 Effect of fermentation time on the content of
n-propyl alcohol in the fermentation broth
AT SRR 2.5% (5% 1 7.5% 1 A

UVATORE WAt Vv o o
3.0¢

H(mg/100 mL)
- NN
W o wn

A~
=]
=

w

IETARE
S

o
=)

I

EWE(%
B3 BeRha o & B IE B i B

Fig.3 Effect of inoculation amount of B.cereus
on the content of n—propyl alcohol in the fermentation broth
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Fig4 Effect of fermentation temperature on the content of

n—propyl alcohol in the fermentation broth
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on the content of n—propyl alcohol in the fermentation broth
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5 12056 K ] Design — Expert #1{F #E47 2 ST
GBI T LUETBE & &2 AR R4 )9 7 2 Y
(IETIEE 4 i) = 0.88-0.10A + 0.009B —0.018C —
0.021D + 0.25AB + 0.005AC — 0.18AD — 0.033BC +
0.15BD-0.22CD +0.76 A> +0.52B” +0.46C’ +0.61D’

e 7 TR [ YA B (1) Ty 2243 A DL 4, iR 4 W)
LIEH A p <0.001 (H 2 35) , I HUI0T p =0.0939 >
0.05 (AW , Ui B AL R X F AL 46 LA R ar
ISR /N, B R B R =0.9709, 452 K 1& IE R %K

R, =0.9418 , U5 W A5 Y RE M BE 94.18% H@u@m{ﬁ/}’z
b, WRH TIZAR BRI SRR, AR RZECV =
6.58% i WA 55 1Y i 7R BE PR 4, i A R T A T e
B.cereus{KF= IENEE KT 250

HeAh, S PR B0 2 B, X 1 P S 5 d 1) 5 ] UK
¥R ACKEERIE]) > DR ERRYILE pH) > CCRBE
MREE) >B(4eRhi) o J34h, A KT AN B 250 &
PRSI A 2 PR [a] (4 R I B 42 & i YR I
C R BE W — R I . D R WI 4G pH B — RN
TE P S i B S2 AR .35 (p <0.001 ) 5 A J eI [8] A
D R RIhG pH 1938 B I . C K ERIRBEFN D 2 BRI

# 3 mypy R T g

Table 3 Design and results of response surface test

WERS BG5S A RRERE B {fhit CRBHREE D REHEPIMG pH  IEAEES & (mg/100 mL)
1 15 -1 -1 0 0 2.60
2 18 1 -1 0 0 1.82
3 10 -1 1 0 0 2.08
4 6 1 1 0 0 2.32
5 0 0 -1 -1 1.64
6 12 0 0 1 -1 2.25
7 3 0 0 -1 1 2.16
8 25 0 0 1 1 1.91
9 21 -1 0 0 -1 2.13
10 1 0 0 -1 2.25
11 -1 0 0 1 2.54
12 1 0 0 1 1.93
13 22 0 -1 -1 0 1.89
14 5 0 1 -1 0 1.93
15 29 0 -1 1 0 1.79
16 13 0 1 1 0 1.70
17 11 -1 0 -1 0 222
18 1 0 -1 0 2.10
19 -1 0 1 0 2.09
20 28 1 0 1 0 1.99
21 19 0 -1 0 -1 224
22 20 0 1 0 -1 2.04
23 23 0 -1 0 1 1.69
24 24 0 1 0 1 2.07
25 17 0 0 0 0 0.90
26 26 0 0 0 0 0.99
27 27 0 0 0 0 0.84
28 14 0 0 0 0 0.85
29 16 0 0 0 0 0.82
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Table 4  Variance analysis of the response surface regression model of the concentration of n—propyl alcohol

72K 05 H ¥7 F 18 p 1B 2
R 6.95 14 0.50 33.38 <0.0001 e o o
A 0.13 1 0.13 8.76 0.0104 *
B 0.0010 1 0.0010 0.068 0.7984
C 0.0036 1 0.0036 0.25 0.6268
D 0.0052 1 0.0052 0.35 0.5634
AB 0.26 1 0.26 17.49 0.0009 % %
AC 0.0004 1 0.0004 0.0067 0.9358
AD 0.13 1 0.13 8.96 0.0097 -
BC 0.0042 1 0.0042 0.28 0.6024
BD 0.0840 1 0.084 5.66 0.0322 *
CD 0.18 1 0.18 12.43 0.0034 s o
A? 3.76 1 3.76 252.76 <0.0001 e o o
B? 1.78 1 1.78 119.65 <0.0001 o o o
c? 1.38 1 1.38 92.80 <0.0001 * o
D’ 2.40 1 2.40 161.63 <0.0001 e o o
B 0.21 14 0.015
He 1) 35 0.19 10 0.019 4.08 0.0939
LR 1.019 4 0.0046
pegil! 7.16 28
R 0.9709
R 0.9418
CV(%) 6.58

¥ :p <0.05 :%EE%;P <0.01 :fﬁ%gﬁg;l) <0.001: 2= 5FW B %,

=N

Wik pH 452 H I5 6] 1E P B e B s S (p <
0.01) ;A K EEFIA] (B AL D & BRI 4G pH 1Y
S8 IGU0] IF PR B S A S (p < 0.05) 5 HE
Xof 1E P B ek B A 35 (p > 0.05)

HRAJE T U1 7 R A5 20 A ] A7 1F P 12 3k 199 )
PETE S5 5L 6., & 6 FLULHLZS Y T AN PR TR
Y B i 157 T 3D JL RN 45 i 28 S0 FT D . iz 1T 3D ]
o T 32 P B i P e oo 7 7P D) 28 o 2 T8 v P TE TR
it 5 ek PG B T A A o M A 5 R TR R L S ke
TR 22 22 6] B2 A P B 55, A DR R R e s 2
PRI 22 58 B IR . 35, ) 2 2R a8 HAE AR B
T 3 7 TR IS U 7R 2 AT 2 B, A (R T ST ) ) XoF 1E TN
Pt 5 AR R R e O, HEU O D (R B PI 4 pH) AT C
CRTRIREE) , B AR i) %oF 1F P I35 19 S i B /N o
T A LRSI T 2 B AB AD BD (CD 38 H AR FH X R
Sk 1 Sh W 1B TR L 00 T 4% R 25 52 AR T 1 I
(p <0.05) , FE— 43 Wy HAG IR AR 15 B4 I E A2 |
Xof 2 T v TE P I 75 F B S A AR - AB > CD > AD
>BD, 534 522 s R —ak.

2.5 IiFKIy

AR i A 7 g 7 T ASE R, L E D I ek SR A
DAL S, 15 30 S5 A0 B4 2 % T 25 45 8 g« 2 1 sk (i)
32.96 h, B 4.92% |, A FEIE)E 32.15 °C , KEERWILE
pH7.04 , 1551 1E N & 9 By 0.69 mg/100 mL,
8 B SR PR A (A M % T AR R
PR E] 33 h, 32 hE 4.9% |, R IR 32 °C | R EER)
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f pH7.0, FRBRIZEL SR EAT 3 R S, T fS
SR M T IE N & (0.70 £0.0012) mg/100 mL,
W) IR B 98.6% , Vi B i A5 B AR 4y Hb F5 I T
B. cereus{l = IETNBE R e L2 554

3 ip5ite
A S g e O T AR AR, DLIE TN AR IR
PEACZEAT: , 45 S B OO, 73 2 e 0 B9 A e T 22 4548

S K BEERTTE] 33 h R E 4.9% , KRR EE 32 C, K
W I LA pHT.0, WK, & I P TE 7 B 1 R (0.70
+£0.0012) mg/100 ml, W4 55 15 51 1 0 {1 i 98.6%
1 BHIZ AL RUAR 4 M 700 T B. cereus 1K 7™ 1E DN B & 1i#
TEEA

PP P i A R P T B TR R T A A e i AR AR S
TR SR K 1 AR A, DUTT P 5 25 Y 14 5 1T XL
R AT AR W A TR A TR SR B R G
Ut o ZEARLAT PR A S — b B S A0 D BE B T A AE, B
Wi 25 1F LR Y B9 22 B B R R A 7= A2 0 R AR
SCHE T A e 2R T R R i P 7 2 HE A AR IR T
W B.cereuws , i it BALPR 3 ST, 32 FH i R 1 vk A AR AR )
THRUERE T, EER T AN T EERPIEN
B R AT 4 b B B AR O g% B R dn ok i
B.cereus J 1 T2 550 FH 28 e 7 WY R WS A5 G iR i
T2 WA R TR v v R A R

S5 3 Hk
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Fig.6 Effect of the intercross of various factors on the content of n—propyl alcohol in the fermentation broth
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