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Box-Behnken 5 ##% 3 3tiX 3 ANB F 3478k — AL, s 08 AR A 6 Bk A e 21 g/ L, B4 11. 26 g/L, &
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1.1.3 HE3fdk
LB #5555 : NaCl 10 g/LvEEH’iﬁ 10 g/L, [EaHs
¥r 5 g/Ls

A AT TR A R IR B R A R R 20 g/
L. BEBkRy 10 g/ L, AIEEVER 20 g/L. KH,PO, 0.5
g/, MgSO, « 7H,O 1. 0 g/L, CaCl, 0. 1 g/L,
NaCl 5 g/L. FeSO, » 7H,0 0. 005 g/L.
.2 ik
L2.1 #mIGFRERE

BRI AR pAUsp-ega/WB700 H il R TE K
LB 55 3 [ A A B TR 55 12 he PRECR
MREEHEM RS 3 mL 19 LB By i, 78
37°C,200 r/min FERFIEFE 8~12 h, A 1 ¢ 100 [
P4 2% 50 mL LB B3R B nysEE b, & T
37°C,200 r/min £ R KGR LR IR 24 he &k
B T 4°C .5 000 r/min B0y 5 min WA B35, U
EAYEZR EGA TG J1. AR T PR R AR e P
B RIEFRIP I BB LIRE N 50 pg/mL IR R
2 2 (Kanamycin) ,
1.2.2 RIEERER:FARME

H 07 18 1 pAUsprega/WBT700 Ff v B TR % 56
MR ER 3 mL 1y LB, 7E 37°C, 200 r/min
HIFEIRREFE 8~12 hy Fidg 1= 100 By LL e mp 2 7%
50 mL LB ¥ 32 2 4E T, 148 37°C, 200 r/min
iR 12 h e 25 5 LAk ss I 5k 0 A e i v
AT R R IR AR R IR IE N 37°CLpH 2 7. 0. %%
# 800 r/min, il &N 10 L/min FFRE S HAT
TSR S I A) By — 2 B 1) i TS o A IR » 900 B
VB S T T
1.2.3  £FHERM EGA BHE 1 E

R LT 4k 2 4 (CMC-Na) &t L S5k %
H LA R 1 (CMC-Na) % T 20 mM 11 pH 6.5 [
BREBR AN % oP R R BE R 126 (w/v) R385 B 180 puL
1% CMC-Na F 65°C 244 T Fi#k 5 min; Il A 20
pL 2 EGA B, 78 65°C #E47 g K 10
min; SRS HILA 500 pL. DNS 25 5 min £ 1k %
5 HE S E A 500 pL ddH, O F 26 6RE
K 520 nm GAE . ARG R 728 O R

TG 15 S 7R W L4 4k R 1 (CMC-Na) £
Dk v C— NS J) 57 4 1 min K g A4
1 pmolids JFUWH T 75 A T
1. 2.4 Plackett-Burman 3258

R I B R 2R S e 4 R B s I E N
9 AR 2R 43 e B i 7K O 17 3800 AR K F- (]

“—17F ) 1T Plackett-Burman SE5G ¥ 1, 4%
SESIERE S
£ 1 Plackett-Burman 3236 1% it

K/ (g/1)

—1 1
A TER 15. 00 25. 00
B 2R3 10. 00 12. 00
C & H 15. 00 25. 00
D NaCl 2. 50 7.50
E {VHREEN 0. 00 0.50
F Z=H - -
G CaCl, 0. 00 0.10
H MgS0O, » 7TH, 0 1. 00 2. 00
] FeSO, » 7TH,0 0. 005 0.015

1.2.5 Box-Behnken 55

1£ Plackett-Burman SZ 50 1% 11 (1 LAl b, X H
rh i R 7 R 0 B 2R R S A3 R H 3
I GEACE 17 R K 07 s Ak
S —173 ) #47 Box-Behnken SZE 35315347 »
TEAHHUE L 2,
% 2 Box-Behnken 3EI&i%it

K/ (g/1)

b4 K2 _— 5 !

A ST 15 20 25

B P )4 10 15 20

C MgSO, + 7TH,O 1.0 1.5 2.0
2 & R

2.1 Plackett-Burman 325651531485 S
e 1 BBUE #E1T Plackett-Burman 256 25 5
W3 3.
% 3 Plackett-Burman LI &5 R

sy wrm 0wy P P
i b
Model 153912.4 9 17 101. 38 32.054 95 0.0306
A 46582.13 1 46582.13 87.31388 0.0113 1
B 36927.49 1 36927.49 69.21716 0.0141 3
C 7132.613 1 7132.613 13.36942 0.0673 7
D 8130.037 1 8130.037 15.23900 0.0598 5
E 48.10673 1 48.10673 0.090172 0.7923 9
F  48.10673 1 48.10673 0.090172 0.7923 8
G 4754.243 1 4754.243 8.911388 0.0963 4
H 42451.27 1 42451.27 79.57098 0.0123 2
J 7838. 4 1 7838.400 14.69236 0.0618 6

R?2=99. 31%, R (%) =96. 21 %
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% 3 {45 el i Design Expert 7. 0 X% g/L.MgSO4 « TH20 1. 52 g/L. 3R15 Bl 7= 7= il o
PEHAT M. 2 PEH/AINT 0. 05 B WK WEHE K 1052 U/L,
MR AT e Rl L. A B H Sy 3 B % 4 Box-Behnken SZI& #1E
W2, R %O g 96. 21 %4, /% IR H] DA - % .
FE 96, 21% B S04, AT 4. S B ¢ W
2.2 Box-Behnken 3Z5G 11145 1 —1 —1 0 748. 6
Box-Behnken SEIHHRES £ 30040 H7 1 445 51 00 - ! ! 0 1617;)- 9
RARA S PRI 3 AR B RERERRLE X A
L 1—3 . 5 —1 0 —1 706. 2
L e 2 PR B A A T U I 5 BN TR R Z AT Y 6 1 0 —1 819. 3
LHAE R I 2555 i 2 R0 (BT DU 14 B 7 0 0 0 1038.4
PR RZ ML EEAAREE., HE 1K 3K 8 —1 0 1 642. 6
O T 26 725 2 T A 00 52 e 4 45 PR 22 2 il fg 19 ! j 1 jgj -
SRR AR M . . o
. TP 1 — 3 M T <7 A S B T g 7 12 0 . . 7810
it P e KA 122 T00 A0 ) AL B (L U] Ay %o 1 e A ™ 13 1 —1 0 706. 2
M&RENBE, o2 A=0.2,B=0.08,C= 14 0 1 —1 713.3
0. 03, X MR BE R AT s PEVE Ky 21 g/ L, BB 11. 26 15 0 0 0 981. 8
%= 5 Box-Behnken LIS EIREIR G HHER
B3 T B i ¥ F {8 P1{a
MODE! 254 448, 28 9 28 272. 031 7.789162 8 0.0180 e
A 24 002. 405 1 24 002. 405 6.612 8479 0.049 9
B 1 053. 405 1 1 053. 405 0.2902212 0.6132
C 505. 62 1 505. 62 0.139 3022 0.724 3
AB 15 289. 323 1 15 289. 323 4.212 326 4 0.0954
AC 612.5625 1 612.5625 0.168 7657 0.698 2
BC 49.702 5 1 49.702 5 0.0136934 0.9114
A? 85 780. 1 1 85 780. 1 23.63308 0. 004 6
B? 76 108. 003 1 76 108. 003 20. 968 343 0.006 0
C? 83 766. 039 1 83 766. 039 23.078 19 0.004 9
Bk 2= 01 18 148. 312 5 3629.662 3
J 4 8 654. 905 3 2 884. 968 3 0.607 783 6 0.6707 N
TRZEI 9 493. 4067 2 4746.703 3
J=¥ i 272 596. 59 14

R?=91.34%.R* (J#%)=81.36%

BT Bk MR R

W 7 P Ak P4 7 70 25 12 2
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2 JERFN MgSO, « TH, O 520 7 -k i Wi 1 A4S 5 28

K3 EERERIRT MgSO, « TH, OS2 7™ B i i W H1 45 e £k

2.3 KREFEEK

e R 1A R SER 1SR /N % e R 2
PP KRB IR, PiEE N 37°C RIS HCL An
NaOH #% il & Bl # pH Jhy 7, 485 8 55348 800 r/
min, A 10 L/min, HUAS [R] B[R] 504 00 A
TR TR AR % B L Wl ) LA R 4 R

357 1 1400
30f n 1200
251 114000
=
= 201 1800 2
z =
o e
= 15} 1600 yz
4 E
10} 1400
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0 . . . 0
] 4 8 12 16
H:J [r)ih

——0Douy, ——NgiTh
P4 RBER ]S AR KB B RLT4E R
fitt EGA 7 BHE 10 ¢ R b2k
WA AERTE 8 b P 52 B B0 Ky B e []
I 2T AE R BTG ) DS s K B2 8 h I IR B B K
FoEEE 1264 U/L, 25, WA KEEH AT G
1 R Z v K SR I B AR T Y R

EGA YR figt . B S Rr2ef k.
3 &

LT YEZ T R —F = 8 A A ) L
BAERTEYCRhY AT RS Tl ARk Tl A s 2517
A BRI AN 21 4 2% B MR AL K A 7 Rk S B
B ST A T A FH o AR S 3 ) o 1 1 %
ARG R 2 A T pAUsp-ega/ WB700 7 £ 4t % il
EGA #H17 k B R 752 5Ll EA T4k i i Plackett-
Burman SR S 35 5 BE 21 43 v i i 2 5% )
PR NTER BB I MgSO, « 7TH O, FEXFIX 3 4>
K3 i — 2] Box-Behnken IR BT 58, 45 54K
FE5AT SHf RE FRRR R 1 e DL ) 5 DR 2R A (L 73
FRTERS 21 g/ L. Bebkdy 11. 26 g/L, 81k 25 g/L,
MgSO, « 7H,0O 1. 52 g/L,KH,PO, 0. 395 g/L, NaCl
3,25 g/L, CaCl, 0.1 g/L. FeSO, + 7H,0 0. 005 g/L..
TEICEEA F SRR TERED G 5%, A bE 38 1 F2
S L RE A AR 2 PR S RN i o A TR S 6 2o i
A LUK HER bR 2R 110 pHL A R AE FR 0y, R T8
PP YER G EGA I SRS 1]k 1264 U/L,ARLE
AR R Y P WS S8R T 6 A R AT R
fit gk i, |z T Tk e = A S .
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Research on Cellulase EGA Production through
Optimization and Recombination of Bacillus Subtilis Based

on Response Surface Methodology
CHEN Tao, ZHANG Man-li, LI Jing-hong , WU Cheng-yu, ZHAO Fu-kun, CHEN Wei
(School of Life Science, Zhejiang Sci-Tech University, Hangzhou 310018, China)

Abstract: Response Surface Methodology was used to optimize the fermentation conditions for secreto-
ry expression cellulose EGA and recombination of bacillus subtilis. Plackett-Burman experimental design
was adopted to evaluate and analyze obvious effects of 8 factors (including starch, yeast powder and pep-
tone) on producing cellulase EGA by bacillus subtilis. 3 factors with obvious effects were screened out:
starch, yeast powder and MgSO, * 7H,0O. Then, Box-Behnken experimental design was used to further
optimize the 3 factors. Finally, the ratio of optimal culture medium was confirmed as follows: starch 21 g/
L, culture mediumll. 26 g/L., peptone 25 g/L., MgSO, » 7H,0 1. 52 g/L., KH,PO, 0. 395 g/L, NaCl 3. 25
g/L., CaCl; 0.1 g/L and FeSO, « 7H,0O 0. 005 g/1.. Under the optimal conditions, a small fermentation
tank was used to enlarge cultivation of recombinant bacteria. The highest enzyme activity reached 1 264
U/L.

Key words: cellulase EGA; bacillus subtilis; response surface methodology; fermentation
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