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BE RGN LIRS DR E EF02, & )5 % B 5 iR Chyaluronic acid, HA) ) f= ik 3. 05 g/L,
Wt A E ML I R A S R 2 15 L AL . AR HA MR N 3.47 g/L. 5
EF02 b AL SRR AE b, 3 8 T 13, 77 % s WAl b R W& Rk . K BEJG HA =54 3. 66 ¢/L. 5 EF02 ki
PHRTHI L 328 T 20.0% ., 728 HA BEAT40BS2lifh , HA 4R HUR A 98,36 %, HA 43k 91. 28 % , /& 1 i 5% M
FH0.97%,

KA BWIRRR: DEREERE LB etk

HESERS  Q939.97 X EAARIRAS A XEHS 1000-2421(2010)05-0648-06

BB R Chyaluronic acid, HA) fb2% 4 F1 R b
e (B R . 2 2 LA D-7) %0 0% B R AN N- 2 Tt &8 2
] 2 W A R S5 AR BT B B-1L 4 B R E A
B i MR MU SRR 4> FRR MR R 20 . HA @
WU T KA TR W k55 A ML R, BA R
M P TE ISR IIRE . )2 T H AL AR
[ 24 4 AR A P2 2 5, HA ZE 254 vh il /R S 24
PR AR LA A% 2 24 W I e 2 g B BLAT
PEB IR G M —E YU AR A TR

FERR A A ™ HA LA RHE BRI A BRI 1R 28 1,
AR 2RO L SRR G B R B 0w M
AT AR TS, BB LL Streptococcus equin N H
R BB ARG IO B 1 & 7 W Ak EF02, 48 15 L
W 2 T L 0 O N & R 9RO R K W A AT A
7 HA ™ 48 35 48 i 5 8] B X6 e I 00t A7
AEFRL X H B HA 04T T o0 B 4 AR i 5, AR
W—BTEY REFFR o 2 42 | HA 7 & s 5
KB T 2,
1 #R5FE
11 AR

DM, Streptococcus equin EF02, i 28 3 Fr 1€
S EPF LB RN LW 15 L A REHE

DEIREE, MR ST NG 20 ¢/L. &
MW 10 g/L, NaCl 3 g/L, NaHCO, 2 g/L,

Wi B 19 :2010-06-07; & 1] H #:2010-08-22
x 46 A SRR 2= 5 435 B (2008CDB063) % Bl

Na, HPO, 1 g/L,#%i#% 10 g/L; 7 pH{E N 7. 4,
116 °C K 30 min, ABERiFREE . HEME 50 ¢/L IR A
A 100 g/L. # %M 10 g/L, MgSO, « 7H,0
2 g/L,Na, HPO, « 12H,0 2 g/L,NaHCO, 1 g/L;
P pHE K 7.4,116 “C K 30 min,

12 EFRFE

DR PR FE . BURHE B R 1~ 2 2556 52 38 W
N 50 mL /300 mL =, 37 °C, 200
r/minR % ¥ 3% 16 h,

AR (i S i S O IR 1 N A 4
1076 M FERD 55 3L 53 AH 100 mL K R F7 1Y 300
mL = f#H,37 °C.250 r/min, KEEREFE 44 h,

EPY. 4 E R L S SR R AR i L N A e
L0 R i 32 5] 15 L R B, 37 °C, 250
r/min, X R 3E 44 h,

1.3 MEHZE

DB RS &/ E ., R A Bitter-Muir (K
R L

2) % B TR A X 4y 7 O R 0 E . R H
Laurent Z£5°7 i 751,

IIHA BRI,

HA 3% (%) = (b B 5 HA & &8 X FE 5l R
O/ GhEERT HA & 8 <R IRERFD < 100

OHEHAFTEEMNME, Bradford 3k 45 & i
(dye binding method)™ ™,

VEVLE, B3 ,1962 4R A4, @208, WF 98 Jr 1) R B R AL 5 K. E-mail: j1212b@ tom. com
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Table 1 Multi-factor orthogonal optimization of fermentation medium g/L
; ERAE O UDP (F) P ,
P ‘M*E(A) ﬁ‘ﬁjﬁ(3> Compound Na; HPO, (D) NaHCO;(E) Uridine ‘ﬁ%&(b), HA =&
No. Saccharose Glucose i . Glutamic acid  Output of HA
nitrogen source diphosphate

1 25 5 55 1.0 0.8 0.01 0.01 1. 36
2 25 10 75 1.5 1.6 0.05 0.02 2.18
3 25 15 95 2.5 2.4 0.09 0.03 3.05
4 45 5 55 1.5 1.6 0.09 0.03 0.97
5 45 10 75 2.5 2.4 0.01 0.01 3.01
6 45 15 95 1.0 0.8 0.05 0.02 3.29
7 65 5 75 1.0 2.4 0.05 0.03 0. 67
8 65 10 95 1.5 0.8 0.09 0.01 1.53
9 65 15 55 2.5 1.6 0.01 0.02 1. 46
10 25 5 95 2.5 1.6 0.05 0.01 1.21
11 25 10 55 1.0 2.4 0.09 0.02 1.08
12 25 15 75 1.5 0.8 0.01 0.03 3.09
13 45 5 75 2.5 0.8 0.09 0.02 3.37
14 45 10 95 1.0 1.6 0.01 0.03 3.23
15 45 15 55 1.5 2.4 0.05 0.01 2.72
16 65 5 95 1.5 2.4 0.01 0.02 0.54
17 65 10 55 2.5 0.8 0.05 0.03 1. 54
18 65 15 75 1.0 1.6 0.09 0.01 1. 87
k1 1.995 1. 370 1.522 1.933 2. 380 2.132 1. 950

k2 2.798 2.112 2.382 1. 838 1. 837 1.935 2.003

k3 1. 268 2.580 2.158 2.290 1. 845 1. 995 2.108

R 1.530 1.210 0. 860 0.452 0.543 0.197 0.158

1) k314 Mean value; R:#% 2 Range. F[Al The same as below.
P 1 Mtk 22 R K/NGHr il 45, e f A e 3 5
FE/CT M ALBC, D E Fy Gy, B 2Y & B 1% 97 55 b i
BRI 45 /L Wi AT HE 15 ¢/L. & BLAUR 75
g/L.Na,HPO, 2. 5 g/L,NaHCO; 0. 8 g/L., UDP
0.01 g/LEA%EM0.03 g/L A, Heli B HA & B4
77 FEBLIESSIR B A A0 J5 1) A e B 3R 6 S RE 1
T 15 L AR & B S HA 752 3,42 g/L,
5xt B OEFo2 it fb Ak BEET AH b, P E R T
12.13%.,
22 ERBFWEES HAK

FE b3 T A8 00 A A5 B g5 A F & e s R Sk 1 S
fill b, BREEEF Mg \Mn” [Cu”" X & Bl 77
7= HA W52 800 & BESs SR 2,

R 2 W2 R KIE BT ol 159, B A
A,B Cy, BIY & e g 35 3 rh MgSO, « 7H, O &
H 2 g/L.MnSO, « H,O } 0. 2 g/L, CuSO, -
5H, O 0. 05 g/L B e fE 7 1R 45 4, 8 i & e
W4T HA =8l 3. 47 g/L fEP R 3. 42 g/L LAl
b HA PRRAESE T 146 %, SEINRETA 3. 42 g/L

x2 EBEF MI M0 Cu" IR BT HA B I

Table 2 Effects of metal ions Mg? © ,Mn> ©,

Cu? © to HA fermentation g/L
¥ 5 MgSO, MnSQO, - CuSOy HA 7= &
No. TH, O (A) H,O(B) 5H,OC(C) Output of HA

1 1 0.2 0.05 3.13
2 1 0.3 0.10 2.41
3 1 0.4 0.15 1.37
4 2 0.2 0.10 3.42
5 2 0.3 0.15 2.54
6 2 0.4 0. 05 3.15
7 3 0.2 0.15 2.26
8 3 0.3 0. 05 2.85
9 3 0.4 0.10 1. 44
k1 2.470 3.137 3.210
k2 3.070 2. 600 2.457
k3 2.183 1.987 2.057
R 0. 887 1. 150 1.153

ol 25 5 NI 88 1 SR Dy B 3R SR 4R
23 KREBIZHEHMRNL

1A [a] 4 1 W BV 480 i (D) X 7 HA B9 5%
Wil o AR AT L 0 R R R 3 A By Bod i
AR e e R 1) 7 3O AR P S X A HA Y
LR IR 3, HIER 3 W2 R AT AT LIS, A



650

o gl K

529 45

R4 A0 ALB, G, JHEILAR AL & T HEFE & T fS
WA HA J= 58 3.49 g/L, 5% & EFo2 fit b4k
FRTAH L P E i T 14, 43 %,

R3 ABTRAMBRAEE(BE)XNEZBEF HA BT

Table 3 Impact of the amount of dissolved oxygen (speed)

on the production of HA in different stages of fermentation

- R (A IR (B)  RIE(C) HA &
No Early speed/ Medium Late speed/ Output of
' (r/min) speed/ (r/min) (r/min) HA/(g/1L)
1 150 200 180 1. 16
2 150 250 230 1. 89
3 150 300 280 1. 96
4 200 200 230 3.01
5 200 250 280 2.57
6 200 300 180 3. 44
7 250 200 280 2.37
8 250 250 180 2.81
9 250 300 230 3.05
k1 1. 670 2.180 2.470
k2 3.007 2.423 2.650
k3 2.743 2.817 2.300
R 1.337 0.637 0. 350

x4 AEXREHBEEEIT HA K0
Table 4 Impact of temperature on the production of

HA in different stages of fermentation

o BOBRRECA  PHPREEB)  JEMIRRE(CO HA MR
5 .
Pre- Fermentation Post- Output of
o fermentation/°’C medium/°C  fermentation/°’C HA/(g/L)
1 33 33 33 1.48
2 33 35 35 2.41
3 33 37 37 1.43
4 35 33 35 3.04
5 35 35 37 2.16
6 35 37 33 2. 89
7 37 33 37 2.07
8 37 35 33 3.54
9 37 37 35 3.52
k1 1.773 2.197 2.637
k2 2.697 2.703 2.990
k3 3.043 2.613 1. 887
R 1.270 0.506 1.103

2)pH HXF & W™ HA B2, A Rk 56 % 2%
B ARG S pH (B X & B P2 HA 52, Ho 4%
BE 1 Frw,

4

—

=)

L8

=

==} 0 . . ) . . )
6.3 6.6 6.9 7.2 7.5 7.8 8.1

pH
1 AEVHEB pH EX Z B HA B
Fig.1 Impact of different initial pH value

on the production of HA fermentation

M1 R, HA R B pH (E 28 f Jo i
B el fe i U TE pH H 7.5 Ak L pH {H K
7. S Rl A AR 7 HA L pHAF D e 55 A 5 32 52 00
R A K & HA A 0 36 1

3) AN[R] A 1 v Bl B X HA R, 7Rk
T PR A0 400 v 30 e T 300 i) oA A L R L R X A R 7
HA B I35 4,

Hi 4 il 22 R 2Pl 5 i, el & =
AsB, G, BIA BEIR EERT ] O 37 °C . 10 35 °C L5
W 35 CHy A EE™ HA fifi B . 78 AL IR T
PERE K DN E HA =804 3. 55 g/ L. B Z Rl A
RPE vy o AR e & 0138 37 °C 55 5% ml LU
PR B3t A A BB, O K T8 v S AT 4 IR S Al
S b S 13 2 R AR EL R A M T HA B R &
ME,

DIEFE X R B HA B350, fh 7l i% A
[ (AR B B0 B 42 3] 15 L G e, R ) 43 )
ME HA By /=, a5 L mE 2 prw,

25
20
15
10

L%

Inoculum concentration

0 1 1 1 ]
0 1 2 3 4

HAJ# 4t Output of HA/(g/L)

B2 EMEXNKXES HAKNHIN

Fig.2 Impact of inoculum concentration

on the production of HA fermentation
Hi 2 Y, 45 A fE 500 ~ 2020 IF, HA
7 A 3 1 T L FE AN A 15 0 HA PR A
ey . SRR A A D B R SRR 9 T 4k
Fftf i 22, 2% 3 BT 7 5 R U A 8 IR W R Bk
Z AR B R A A, BE TS R HA 7R AR R

T

5) AT I ) X 2 W 7 HA BYSZ 0 . b 5 e
FEF 15 L A IERE IS % A [8] s 1] 1) 2 19 380 5 1) AR
D5E XS HA P B2 i 45 R A 3 FR

HAJ™ 4t/(g/L)
Output of HA

S = N W B

34 36 38 40 42 44 46 48
KIS E] Fermentation time/h
B3 ZRERENZE HA KM
Fig.3 Impact of time on the production

of HA fermentation
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M 3 af LA L HA Y 7= 6 e 2 Bl %5 & 1 A
Vi) Py 348 Ji0 7 356 184, 7 % R 1R 5 44 b B3k 31 35 7K
- B R R R DR R e T T o R T
HA & it i & HA 5 B .

6)ZH R IELIR B & B4, pH {H .4
Foft bt Je 22 B 0] 45 3 PR30k & g A 1R AR AL AR R
FZ 3 HRMIEL AL R E 5. hFEs5
WMl 15 e A A AB.C Bl pH {E N
7.5, REERTTE] A5 h, B2 Rl iE 14 %0 B, Sk e A & W 45
PF . TE I feAE: 2 8 45 1R 0 d £ % T i % 6 4 1 F 3o
TR W, HA P13k 3. 66 g/L, % EF02 fifb4b B A
PR T 200 0%, HJE K Z pH {EAH L & B2 R ) K
P2 i Xof T R 2 AR5 e A KL kT B2 g HA
TR OF7 T =

%5 JEZETRBRUEBEHN

Table 5 Optimization of three orthogonal

factors for fermentation conditions

Fe R B) Ziﬁ%ﬂ#l‘rﬂ(p) HA j” &t
No pH (A) Inoculum Fermentation ~ Output of
’ concentration/ % time/h HA/(g/1L)
1 7.4 13 43 1.53
2 7.4 14 44 1. 89
3 7.4 15 45 2.07
4 7.5 13 44 2.44
5 7.5 14 45 3.62
6 7.5 15 43 2.85
7 7.6 13 45 3. 64
8 7.6 14 43 2.18
9 7.6 15 44 1.93
k1 1. 830 2.537 2.187
k2 2.970 2.563 2.087
k3 2.583 2.283 3.110
R 1. 140 0. 280 1.023

24 ZERHTIAIE

DR BB TR LB, 05 5T R B R
PR R Y R o A A B UL B L AR b B YL pHL (.
B0 R AT T B A5, I 4 ) I A 4l
HA 1455, Ha5 R 0LE 4 - 5 KX 6,

100
§ ; 90
3 80
‘;—; 70
T = 60

50 1 1 1 1 J

60 65 70 75 80 85

k% Temperature/C
4 FAALEREE B X HA BRI
Fig.4 Impact of temperature on the yield

of HA during heat treatment
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Fig.5 Impact of pH value on the yield of
HA in the acid treatment time
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5= 80
E‘;;E"g 70 //\
< 60
= -~ 50 L 1 )
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Eo6 BOEREXHABRNEIM
Fig.6 Impact of centrifugal speed on the yield of HA

mE 4.8 5 ZE 6 nf F L 2o R
75 °C B AP pH {H 4. 5, 5.0 % 5 000 r/min I,
HA 3850k 8l e m . XL E 4. & 5.8 6 h
HA (915 3800, FR A 30K 4 F A b 31, 34 bE B — B
DAL, Hop iR AL BEYE pH (R 4.5 Y,
TE 3 K BRI ROR fedf .

DR E A B EER ., R E T LRE
PR VR B P ST T R A i T L R T 1 TR
& A AL RV IR e, 40 AT T R 2R
B, IF 43 AN 2 AR HA A4S R M5 A R0 £ B
FOHAERME 7.8 8 E 9 i,

MG 7~9 45 0 B2 [, 3 R & 1 Ty ik
W R PRI PGE R IRE 90 °C L RUR A .
25 HAHWISBEIRK

D OREILTE R . I % 4 T S BRI IR AR
B BUVE BT )X HA $2ICE A HA 26 5 i 5% e, 3
ZERE 10,8 11 iR,

g —— HAf % Yield of HA

¥ > 110 [ -m— ﬁ['[}uﬁLliﬁt—% Protein removal rate

=2 e

mg§ 100

HIs 90

Moz 70

iz Tj 60 1 1 )
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SN Heating temperature/°C

E7 BENEAREREHAGENZMN
Fig.7 Impact of temperature on the removal

of protein and yield of HA
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Fig. 9

of chloroform on the removal of protein and yield of HA
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Fig. 10
added on the HA extraction rate and purity of HA
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Fig.11 Impact of multiples of settling time on

the HA extraction rate and purity of HA
HRAEIEN 10,11 4528 al . 5%l £ B2 DLV vk 70
PRI HA W LA IR RN A e 3 A% L DL I
]2 18 h i, HOR B b

B PE T NaCl ¥ JE  pH {H . CPC Jit & 73 %L
B BT 4 4 INZRAE N CPC &4tk HA 1215
PhLo (3 BT IE RIS, IR0 T H 5T HA B4R IR
R AR B B B R
FR 6 W CPC L HA MY 4 BE 3 KERIEIT
Table 6
three levels on the effect of the CPC purified HA

K& Factors

Experimental design of the four factors with

K NaCl # Fg CPC it sr % eI ]
Level Concentration pH Mass fraction Standing
of NaCl/(mol/L) of CPC/% time/h
1 0.3 6 3 1
2 0.4 7 4 3
3 0.5 8 5 5

E AR IR 25 R 5 40 Bl HA A3 BOR 46 5
FIVER 10T 0 5% B R TR S AR AR 22 0 BT A5 L R R
NaCl ¥ 0. 3 mol/L.pH i/ 7. 0.CPC J& 4%
Bk A% #E A 1 h A B, TEE S
T HA #EBCR ik 98. 36 %, HA 4liiF ik 91. 28 %,
FEEEEE RN 0. 97%., FHH X 4 F &k
1.02X10°,

3

Xt Streptococcus equin EF02 Y K B B 3% 3 i
THRHERRR k2 W R IEZ RTG53 & 44
AR R IR R AT 15 L 2
WE S e AR HA P25k 3,47 g/L. ALE FUZ X
RS IEIAT T Ok, 7= 2 8 Tl A A 7= 2R b
FEFERE S 22 00, AN fig 1 — 25 X TR 8 3% A% 1R R AT F
78 4 i B Rl AR KOO & HA B9 & R RE J1 . s ir T

%
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TP R BEAE R . ARIEAEN AR X o [
Fgm%ﬁﬁﬁﬂﬁﬁ?ﬁ% PFHEAT DAL B9 BF 5T b L A5 H
B E A [ 15 37 2% 1 AT LSO T Rk 9 AR ROIR B0 DL e

CIR- AL Rat Y N 0 @ N = 3 L O e 2
oy b B
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B AR R BEA W4 pH E 7.5, b i
14 %, K BERT ] 45 h; & BEHT 4% 3 200 r/min,
11 300 r/min, J5 8] 230 r/min; & BERT IR E 37 °C,
] 35 °CLJE M 35 °C. HA e ibfbiisem T
20. 0% AH 7= B AT SR MR AIG , JE TR 2 4 it % 1 7 b R
AT S TS P A o) | 5 2 W A5 A e LA 55 [ A, AN 3
{a‘%U\IﬂUJcB‘Ji%FEO 1R 7l S50 X 3 T O IR A 3
A&l T 28047 T WF 98, & B0 3 4o 41k % Jin 4 25 0
B AR BERT HA J= i35 90 %0, R, A7 78 7 %
*h Rk el 22k W7 T EAT A G SY . A it — 2 T
W Bl 1 2A AR X T A R 4 e I S RO LR
KR 25 P A PR, 38 o B R R R I IE 22 iR
e, 15 HA &S aifb B ik d b
H R CREVIVE L UUTE HA, S BER IR TR 3
% OLUERS A R 18 h, Fé&“lbﬁx?ﬁiﬁ%?ﬁ%ih?ﬁ?&*}:,
PRk CPC kit — 2 4lifbk HAL 255 % &, 1
NaCl #& &4 0. 3 mol/L.pH {4 7. 0.CPC Jﬁié}
Bk A% EREEIE Y 1 h BFRCSR SAr . HA 4B ik
91.28%, HEHU K ik 98. 36%, HHFK B KN
0.97% .CPC ¥ H F B ULTE & e F 3 K A
s IR GBI & 2 AR E R & 42

ﬂL,EﬁTTﬁFEﬁ?MKﬁ%ﬁEL 1151J6QHA&F5‘1EE
A 7 AR 7 TG HEAT 3 — 25 BF 5T s SR HT R BT
T % L e 5E ﬁf?ﬁTaE’JI_JEIT LS N o
e BRI BB R Z B A5 B 0 1 BOR R R AT 7 s 4l
b T AE,

2 % x #
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Fermentation and Extraction of Hyaluronic Acid

WANG Jiang-bo  HUANG Jin-ming ZHANG Jing
The MOE (Ministry of Education) Key Laboratory of Fermentation Engineering ,
Hubei University of Technology sWuhan 430068 China

Abstract  Streptrococcus equin EF02 yielding 3. 05 g/ HA was obtained through mutation and
screening. After optimizing with single factor and orthogonal experiments,the fermentation medium was
put into the 15 L fermentor. The yield of HA was 3. 47 g/L,increasing by 13. 77 % compared with EF02
before optimization. It produced HA 3. 66 g/L under the optimized fermentation conditions, increasing
20.00% comparing with EF02 before optimization. HA products were isolated and purified. The results
showed that the extraction rate of HA, purity and the residual rate of protein was 98. 36%,91. 28%,
0.97% srespectively.
hyaluronic acid; Streptococcus equin ; fermentation; isolation and purification
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