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Abstract

The ethanol fermentation capability of Schizosaccharomyces pombe from inulin was investigated. The
effects of temperature, inulin concentration, and initial pH value on the ethanol fermentation were
studied. The ethanol production from Jerusalem artichoke juice and flour were further studied.
Experimental results showed that S. pombe demonstrated good ethanol fermentation performance. The
optimum initial pH value was 4.0, and the optimum temperature was 30°C. Under the optimal
conditions, the maximum ethanol concentration of 74. 58 g/L., equivalent to 81.24% of the theoretical
yield, was reached from 200 g/L inulin concentration after 72 h of incubation. Higher theoretical
conversion rates of 84.02% and 86.09% were obtained when Jerusalem artichoke juice and flour were
directly used in fermentation, respectively.
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Ak, w146 pH {E 2 FH A R R 18 95 2 4. 0, 115 C K
35 min,

5 LR IBERE : 567711 4977 By O L 55 97 5, D
R IE T YI G pH {E % 4.0,115°C K1 35 min,
L2 RBHE
L2.1 Fb7 il

BERR R AR B3R 2P, 30°C ki B 97 48 b, i
AR R E) 1 x 10° 4~/mL Lk
1.2.2 S, pombe i LWE K BEVERE

B =SS A 100 mL 200 o/L 358 K B
Or R COWE R R R, N 5% ,30°C i Ik K

It B FR A, 0% CO, R AN IF R BERD . & BE
GG, 2B A S PRSI AR AT S 2R W e
LR X E S, pombe Fll S. cerevisiae W) £ W K& W
PERE

1.2.3 RN 2B K A R

B il 200 g/L 44 ¥ & Be L, 5 A S. pombe, 43 Fl
5% 4y BIAE 25 .28 30 .33 1 37°C 1535 72 h, #E T
GO R T, 75 5%k B2 X 0 T K T W i, 1 o e A R
1.2.4  Wf pH X £ B & 15 52

Pic il 200 g/ L 25 k3 75, ¥ 46 pH {E 43 31 H 3.5,
4.0.4.55.0.5.5, 850 5% ,30°C 155 72 h, %%
pH X} £ B & 10 5 ), B 2 JeFE pH o
1.2.5 20 o o vk B X & B K I 1Y) 5% T

e 150 200,250 F1 300 /L 4 Flt 25 # i Bt vk
BEHEAT IR, $E A i 5% ,30°C 1538 72 h, W9 2 B
(CE VeSS EALY SN g i
1.2.6  37FE T kKl

i 25 = 0 3E 5K, R BE AT 3K, 20 A ik 2 R gk
#2570 80°C A 15 min K, LB # 48 , 78 & Wk
a5 2 SONE BT Wk B O 200 g/ L, 5 R A 4 R o
5% iR BE 30°C , % 33# 200 1/min,

1.2.7 ZEKEE

PL 100 H i 50 % 2k RIS AT Bk B, 4
Sy B B 200 /L, 3R 30°C , % 7 200 1/min,
LR 5%

1.3 SHAE

(1) ZEEFuRv i rgiE " HPA890D “ A (4
% T ARG, R} Porapak-Q $7)JF 80 ~100 H ,K 2 m,
HhE 3 mm, NAE 2 mm, SALE O TR
FEIYIREE 43 514 150,120 ,150°C

HOE LR

L=0 51y
K C,—— LW RK A, /L
C——45 Ky SR 452 vk 1% L g/ L
S B Ry 545 S R ) e SR BT AR
B0 R T 3 B0 SO JRRE R 44 0 A
A DR 5 BRI S 44 A A
OB B A B T5% | BT A Ry N
90% )
HoA i i 4 ol B R B RO 0,51,

(2) 340 g WE R0 SRS A A I 2 A R I R H
DNS Fefa s ik s ROl & DLk JFOR I, 58 1
AL T 0.05 mol/L HCL o, s 7K ¥ v [n] 378 7K fi
1 h, 0. 05 mol/L, NaOH ¥ i th 4",

x 100 %




108 gk ML % R

2010 4

(3) BP0 5E 0.5 mL MR (A5 0 B 3E Y
W) A E] 4.5 mL JFURE 7 50 2% 19 RENR I (pH
{E 4.8 /9 0.2 mol/L 1§ R Z% it B ) , 55°C S Jif
10 min, Pk K iF o DNS ik 50 S5 & &0 b U1 %
Wy B 3R SR - LATERE R 9, B850 Bl /K A 1 pumol
TSI 1) 8 Sy — A Tl ) A6

(4) BERE B s 1 SR A R AT AL
240 e B S SR 3R 22 e

2 HRSWR

2.1 S. pombe W) Z B2k B2 1ERE

S. pombe Fl S. cerevisiae K W55 ¥ 1= £ WX H i
BaE R,k 1 s, & 1 AR, S, pombe LK
[EfE J1 & T S. cerevisiae, J & T JiT 5 Wk JiE 5
73.64 g/L, PR AL R Jy 80.21% ; 1M S. cerevisiae
() & T o v B2 R0 B B8 1k A8 Kk 3] 40 ¢/L F0
40% fity, HIH R BT[] LS. pombe £ o H BLIX Ff
MEPER 2 H T S. cerevisiae /S fE B 12 & B2 %5 1)
7 OWE, HA K. marxianus 53 1 A0 4 25 % S U) il
SeE A Ry o R R M, SR )G S. cerevisiae T T S A
A OB TR XA i B, K marxianus 53 1 55 B3 b
VIlG 5 S. cerevisiae J& [ 5 WE JC 13K B WA — 2, 1M
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Tab.1 Ethanol production from inulin by SSF using

S. pombe or S. cerevisiae

B A ST
{3 N
WEE/g- L bR/ % B 7] /h

K. marxianus + S. cerevisiae

39.02 42.51 168
(thermal-tolerance )
K. marxianus + S. cerevisiae

37.85 41.23 144
('sugar-tolerance )
K. marxianus + S. cerevisiae 41. 89 45.63 120
S. pombe 73. 64 80. 21 72
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Fig.2  Ethanol production from inulin using S. pombe
2.3 BEMNZEXRENZIE
T B2 2 AR AR K B A2 —, AE
S S. pombe MM EEAH , ] F AL 52 Wi £ 1 I il



513

TEARIC 55 - ST A W B R I 4 3 A 7 Rt 2 il 3 109

F 053 WA G PR, T LABIE 53 BE X S. pombe 1E £ i
RE R RZ I 0 48 & R B A T MACR R T E
R X B3 A, S pombe f5i K TR E A
30°C , Z, L & vk BiE 55 74. 12 ¢/, 28°C 1 33°C b B
AR L OWE BT R B, 43 D 6412 g/L A
67.49 ¢/L, M 7E 25°C F1 37°C 47 R eI, Z i 2

e A 42,98 o/ il 46. 41 g/L,
801

LR fg L
P [
o (=)

[
(=]
T T T

0

25 28 30 33 37
g e/c

&3 BRI BE X £ R I Y R )

Fig.3 Effect of temperatures on ethanol production
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Fig.4 Effect of initial pH on ethanol production
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B2 R IR B LT LR L R 5 81.24%
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Tab.2 Effect of inulin concentration on ethanol production

R R R /g L7 BRI/ gL HHEH LR/ %
150 61.22 88.91
200 74.58 81.24
250 84.79 73.89
300 91.97 66.79
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Fig.5 Ethanol production from Jerusalem artichoke

juice using S. pombe
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