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EERESEE % HL—9901 & B s 2 a0t 1t

ARE WAE FHH# FRZ FRE KIH

(L#KERERBER, 200090)

w = R A B AT B (Xanthomonas campestris)i%"E ¥ HL — 9901344788 . R A L3
Wit G2 REEBRERREE RER TN B4 HiEEY%, AR 0. 1%,NaNO,
1%, (NH.):HPO,0. 3% ,K.HPO,0. 3% ,MgS0,0. 1% ,CaCO;0. 09% . 30h B %} 411 1. 5 % &) 7 & K .
BT A B4, 063g/100mL, BRI S5 1L H X954, 17 %, R BERT 0] 7] 45 46 F 54h 30 E T BRIk

REHFEBI LB FHXEBH S BT,
XA HRRAT A, B IE AR
bES%ES  TS201.3

HRBREMFERLRAUBRKEEODAEERN, 2RETEN —MRIERIREE
UGB RIEM EH 1986]. 1 THAAELRBHERDBERS 19931, HIL EFERER M M
L. ME AWMEFETLPEE TR ZHNARRE 1990, fTHK% 1990]. M HH
BIEWINFE T REEY KE BN, BN =R ERFEI L ~4%, AR LK 72h
~96h[ EHREH 19981, & L R A EE X AW B+ M PG 77 8, AT T KRB FEN MR

1k, 5 B R A P ZRIA % T 4. 063g/100mL , & B E BA4R 48 2 54h,
1 MBS

1.1 AR E
HL—9901 8 #k . B A BF R E B FF 1 55 B pAF /RS .
1.2 EHRE

1.2.1 #EHHEREE(,W/V)(pH=1.0)

HE 2 EAK 1 BE% o5  4HE%¥ 0.1 FHE 2
1.2.2 BSHENE(,W/V) (pH=7.0)

BE¥E 3 EHME 1 NaNO, 1 FEH%¥ 1 MgSO, 0.05

EFhEE R AH250mL =AM, 2R E5omL, \EYFH N ,121°C K#20min,

RS B 3. 1999-08-24
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1.2.3 $EEABIZMNE(PH="7.0)

W R R, SR

A H:EBEK.NaNO,

FHLEL : (NH,),HPO, .K,HPO, ,MgSO,.CaCO,

BHLRL PR

S AU BRI AE A KBS R ENNANE R, SMERER=EAKE,H L3 E
ZRFHNE 19891 B FIIMEGIEFKE. KB FERH250mL = FME, Bk #50mL,
NBYA$ 1,121 °C KB 20min,

1.3 iR &M

131 §EmEt

28~29C ,HIR I FAH KL 72h,
1.3.2 HFEME

©Imm fY 5 P IR HG IR R B Rl AR R RS 3R A, 28 ~29'C, 230rpm & IR 5 28h, G
BRIEAERHLKE &,
1.3.3 BIRRS

BREZRHMEABBER TR SHEBR  RERI0XMEMBEMFFIEAR . EEE
F28~29'C,230rpm &R IFFF72h  FEF L5 R )G ARKIL UTRE, B0 2 B IS UTIE M FESOCHE
BE, BN REERHON = FITREHHTHE.
1.3.4 O-Deso{H R E M

KB RP, B ah B--KHE, T 40h B I DIRBEHM M FREZA R, RA7215
FXE it FE K 650nm ZME O-D . ‘
1.3.5 RESUMRAE

PH EHH Il & K A YXQ-SG41+280 B it ¥ A& R B NDJ — 1 RUBEHE MG B it 4"
¥ F, 6rpm; R AE A B R A ¥ € B R RA EE RN NS R A B E & TR MKk
% 1999].

2 HR 30r
2.1 Btk HL— 99014 ¥ £ 22 i =
2.0

ME LT R, % 5 5 A (A Fo8h 24 &
BB R K R AL TS S REMnRR O 5
fh, TiZEL 12~ 28h KBTS M, BAE AR 1o}
— R B W AT (AR 1)) o, B B Y 3

0.51
BREATEREZ RBENBIVER BRBNIE . <
B mts WEaTFE.5EILREXHE 0 4 8 12 16 20 24 28 32 36 40 44
3R o R 45 45 B 55 SRR ] 5 B e ] R/
5T R IRN B v B T SR A (R B 1 HL—9901 8 # A K i 2R

% 28h, Fig.1 'The growth curve of strain HL—9901
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2.2 BAEREEREFENTE

2.2.1 IEXREFLGT

LA AT PR Ve N I B & A Bk . (NH,) . HPO, .K,HPO, ,MgSO, .CaCO, . F7 BB 1E h R B
HE.GIMEERZEREAKTE, HE L, GHEXRITH2TARKRABRR, BHMIN T
1. T HRLET.

®1 EXRRB|LIGIT
Tab.1 Table head design of the orthogonal trial

kWit A B C D E F G H |
.- 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 11 12 13
A AIEEHREN A3 Azd AjS
B WiE B2 B,1 B;0
(ol-:3=1 3 C)0.3 C;0.2 C30.1
D NaNOj D,0.1 D,0. 2 D;0. 3
E (NH),HPO, E0.1 Eq0. 3 Es0.5
F K,HPO, F,0. 2 F0. 3 F0. 4
G MgSO, G,0.5 G20.3 Gs30.1
H CaCOy H,0.1 H.0. 09 H;0. 069
1 Frises L0 150. 1 150. 2

¥ : 30h A &M VR BE N1 S MM ERIE . TS M 1”6”7 IR P B TFER N %",

®2 EXEL,G)
Tab. 2 Orthogonal table L,,(3"*)

iRB 5 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 11 12 13
A A, A A A, A A, A A, A, A; A, A, A,
B B, B, B: B B B, Bs B B B; B; B, B,
C Ci. C C, C; C, C. Cs Ca Cs Cs Cs C; C,
D D, D, Dy Dy D, D; Dy D; Dy Dy D: D; Dy
E E, E, E, E, E, E; E, E, E, E. Es E, E,
F F F F; F, F, F; F F, Fa F, F, F2 F3
G Gy G, Gy G, Gs G, Gy Gy G G, G; Gs G2
H H, H. H, H, Hs H, Hs H, H: H; H, H; H;

1 I, I, I I3 I I, I, Iz I ¥ I I3 Is
14 15 16 17 18 19 20 21 22 23 24 25 26 27
A, A, A, A, A, A; A, A; A; A, Ay A; A; As
B, B, ‘ B, Bs Bs B, B, B, B, B, ‘B; Bs B; B,
c G C. C. C. o C; Cs Cs Cs Ci C Ci
D. Ds Dy D2 Ds D, D, jol D, D, D, D, D, D;
Es E E. E; E, Es E, E. Es E, E; Es E, E,
F F, F3 Fi F. F. Fs Fy F, F, F, F2 F3 Fy
G3 G Gs Gy G: Gy G, Gs G2 Gs G, Gs Gy G2
H, H. H; H. H, H,3 H, H, H, H; H, H. H, H,

Il IZ ! 12 13 1\ Xl 12 Ia Ia I] Iz Iz Is 11
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HRITULKH, ZEZHEPHRK=BRENI. 996g/100mL, B /N=BHE K 1. 700g/

100mL,
*®) FHRMRBHTRKE
Tab.3 Xanthan gum productivity of each group shake flask trlal

RRFS 1 3 4 5 6 7 8 9
e B 3. 391 3.323 2.215 2. 301 3.179 2. 616 1. 700 2.334 3.526
RRFS 10 12 13 14 15 16 17 18
PR AR 3.912 3.371 3. 600 3.475 3.396 3. 301 3. 845 2. 832 2.947
iR F S 19 21 22 23 24 25 26 27
o & 3. 996 2.794 3.785 3.114 3.412 3 374 3.711 2.035 3. 000
T 84. 485

T2/27 264. 360

2.2.2 RBERSIH

B 2R 18 LIRS0 A T4 7 e RS R N K3 B 2 /7 LG R WL A IR EE R 7 2 HT L
R5 MR G A7, R A B 3 57 ) RAEBL T N9 : ALB G, D EF.GoH L JHIZA &
ERINERZRPHRER U, ERFIFFEAGREHZXEZ KRBT BRATEFEF

B PR UE .,

mMFESAHEFARERE.HFEMIEE, HRETFARE AL R ERUAREE
RIRBH & R EXRER EFERES BB EIRBN & R H R K Ak
KA — A BoE IR, TR 1 B3 3R & R P BGE 2 1 R & i | R S
XE S E RG] AR TFRENSR ASREBRKR P RA, MRULERBHSRESE,
KB EXR AR, KARANRBESBRT2Y . MBLKB#BIR% LY AN RERN7.5%

B4 FRESREITIAR

Tab. 4 Statistic analysls table of Xanthan Gum productlvity

A

B C D E
1; 24. 585 30.387  28.483 27. 847 29. 445 25. 48)
I, 30. 679 28.168 27.725 28,295 26. 676 30. 227
B, 29. 221 25. 930 28. 307 28.343 28. 364 28.777
12 604. 422 923.370 811. 281 775. 455 867. 008 649. 281
12 941. 201 793. 436 768. 676 800. 607 711. 609 913.672
| 853. 867 672. 365 801. 286 803. 326 804.516 828.116
(1,24 12+ 0;2)/9 266. 610 265. 463 264. 583 264. 376 264. 793 265. 674
Cr2+ 12+ 02)/9—T2/27 2. 250 1.103 0.223 0.016 0.433 1.314
F G H 1
27. 150 27.791 28. 090 29. 042 30. 759 29. 882 29. 547
29. 505 27. 851 30.103 29, 396 28.035 26. 828 27.954
27. 830 28. 843 26. 292 26. 047 25. 691 27.775 26. 984
737.123 772. 340 789. 048 843.438 946. 116 892.934 873.025
870. 545 775. 678 906. 191 864.125 785. 961 719. 742 781. 426
774.509 831. 919 691. 269 678. 446 660. 027 771. 451 728.136
264. 686 264. 437 265.168 265.112 265. 789 264. 903 264. 732
0. 326 0. 007 0. 808 0.752 1. 429 0.543 0.372
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Tab.5 Matrix analysis table of the test results

HEFW W21 A HlE. V¥ w22 Y- F0 F ¥
A SaA=S;=2.250 2 1.125 6. 818 *
B Sy=S,=1.103 2 0.55¢ 3. 345
C Sc=S,=0.016 2 0.008
D Su=S5=0. 433 2 0.217 1. 315
E Se=8s=1. 314 2 0. 657 3. 982 * 5
FA Sk=8;=0. 326 2 0.163

GA S6=S4=0.077 2 0. 039
H Su=S8,=0. 808 2 0. 404 2.448
1 S1=S;=1.429 2 0. 715 4.333 * 4
% =3 S =S3+S1+S1:+Si5=1. 890 8 0. 236
=8 = 2a8 Su=Su+S,+S;+Ss=2. 309 14 0.165

L (DFe0s(2.14)=3. 74, Fo.o1(2.14)=6.51.(2) » , XRIZ AR B F: »  LRIZNER Y.

B o (R % 70 R A3 R AE 2 S FREE O, RS RNE & AT 4ERR 220, 5000 A1 B BE+ ANA)
13 5% 3% B oy $ 5150 A T S B R R IR T 1R FLRL L (R W LA 33658 O bt 18 s R B 2 0 & AR
PR E XBYEIE A X349 Flores %[1994 1 Herbst % [1992 |1 iX K45 RABFF & .

2.3 BAERBEIEFFERN B E K A S X &

W ROF LR ERBIEFERF ABCDEFG,HI % IE 20 %R % i &4
TEAEABRR. A, EFRXBLEP, FReh B KR ME L pH B WEE G H#T,
6rpm) R BESEER N EABAERGH =RE.

2.3.1 RMTEPHBETHER

ME 27 0, 7E18h~48h 2 [6] , ¥ JF i &
WK E R ETHEY, Nash IFEER BT TR, Q’°°°°'
R S % [ BE 2 — o S R 1 1B 0 1 L SLYRMR g 4o000f
K BB VDR G S P2 R T e E 0l
HPHR— MR 7L R BT R 180 7 K
A 35 4 38 nBEHE 56 , LAY By Y15 R , PR AL
B NTARTFEANZSSRBER T EM, 100
SRR, LR T B & UBTRRL. TR R R
2.3.2 RMTEPEXANTHER B BRI /h

F3M AL B BR, FFEARI6h KL HIER o BRI 5 B 2 A
ﬁiﬁﬂ)ﬁ%*%mm%%%ﬂﬂt(ﬁ?&&mﬁit Fig. 2 Relationship between the viscosity of
x # JEL‘A ﬁﬁ;ﬁiﬁ IE 1%%“061'1"‘3011 N, &/ broth and the fermentation time
BB E ARG TR, R E A RAERE.

B 0 AR A BB S 0 7= A B AR5 P4\ 30h~agh  RE N R TR A% 4 G E2P A
BEVBOKS S LR L A R 1 A B A A I B 4R, T B ML B B B LA T AR BB 2K & B IR 4 %5 )
BT R L 7E B M FE 1. T AN 48h EREBRLE R, A XA T BME RN,

2.3.3 BIRABTIEPRMER E T ik
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B4R WL, N 54h ZZ T FF 86 2 R B4 oK, R B P SR BE & BB (LD

0.20T

AEEXE/g 100mL !
o =] =}
o — —_
RN =

e
e ®

0 6 12 18 24 30 36 42 48 54 60 66 72
R Rt 6] /h
E3  REELLR R AR AL
Fig. 3 Variation of amino acid nitrogen

during fermentation

2.3.4 ABIZEPEFRENT LS
MESH AT LAE R BE LR P B = B 4%
WK, H E54h &, P REA FIEEARN L
SE . [A] B 43 5 AR 3% (1 2., (&) 371 (K] 4 ) % B BOKG JE
FERERT MR T ML, X 54h 5
72h BB 2 R LA KX BB 9] B T B A BE
U8, B 200 HL — 9901 i Bk i) &K BE B (B8] 8 <€ M
54h,
2.3.5 HRIRMERNTRE
HRAMEEWBRERBESFRERY
A.B,C:D\E,F.G;H, 1, #) 7™ B¢ 2R 7€ 800 ) 36 UE iR
36 & ] LA 3% %) 4. 063g/100ml., H 3 A (R 1% f&
EREH LR NS4, 173% . B T IEXR2PFT
51 A %% 2R 58 ) B = B &R 3. 996 /1000,
BT EXREELZHANRBTRAET R

g
%)

ﬁﬁﬁﬁ@qmms
= w o
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B0 /h
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Fig. 4 Relationship between remnant sugar

and fermentation time
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Fig.5 Relationship between productitvity

and fermentaion time

AL, BB L R TS B B % K P2 R AR AR R A ) KRB 8L, 3F B T AR R AR B
B I3, T L BE A% HEBT L 7 AT O 5 0 B FK PR B M B R T E &R A4, L 7E RS R B H 1L

FIARA .

BN 7E L5 P A B, 4K R R G B B URAY LU, 7 B R Y R W B0 I A T R M R
RERT2%, N BRI A, A& T 4G R IR LL ), T LA7. 5 R A B i&.

3 45k

it BRI, B E BB R R W Ak HL — 9901 M BRI XS F- 2 0 v@ M4 U0, W B 0
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2%, ®HAMO. 1%, NaNO; 1%, (NH,),HPO, 0. 3%, K,HPO, 0. 3%, MgSO, 0. 1%, CaCO;
0. 09% ,30h Bt % HUVE BE Ay 1. 5% I B B BEVE R

HTFRRRARANSEE FERERRAR, MARME~MNBRABIA —EMEE,
APk, IR AR MRE U TN RBRERR. OREBE# A PHREREMNREES R
RGE R ; QKBRS M MK SEE 280 A LA % O A BT T i 3R B Tk th %
RERRN ML R R, €5¢h £/ E72h 2 0], —ERMSBELRIFES EREES
BRERSREBRKE.
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OPTIMIZATION OF FERMENTATIO~ CULTURE MEDIUM
FOR HIGH YIELD STRAIN HL-9901 OF XANTHAN GUM

HU De-Liang, CHEN You-Rong, LI Bai-Lin, QI Feng-Lan,
LI Shu-Xia, ZHANG Xue-Hua
(College of Food Science, SFU, 200090)

ABSTRACT The strain of HL —9901 induced from Xanthomonas campestris was used in
the experiment. with orthogonal design and statistical analysis, the optimal prescription for
fermentation was composed of 4% starch, 2% glucose, 0.1 %peptone, 0.1% NaNO;, 0. 3%
(NH,),HPO,, 0.3% K,HPO,,0.1% MgSO,, and 0. 09% CaCOs, and 1. 5% glucose was
supplemented after 30 hours fermentation. The final productivity of xanthan gum was 4. 063
g/100mL, the transformation of carbon source was 54. 17% and the time of fermentation
could Le shortened to 54 hours. Meantime, some relevant parameters were measured in the
course of fermentation with the optimized culture.

KEYWORDS Xanthomonas campestris, Xanthan gum, orthogonal design



