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W E: & FEIAE Lp.R3 (Lacticaseibacillus paracasei Lp.R3) R —HEH KR ARG BZ AT, HFEAL” Lk
RRAMAZTSEREERARSGEFAR. AFRLAITEREZERAE K BRA, TRTIERLEARSY ., #5EK
EUHUABRRBM T LS LpRIFHAK N Hrh, AL THRLBHRERZ KA T AR HHE30gL. BEFEH
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Optimization of High-density Culture Process
of Lacticaseibacillus paracasei Lp.R3

FANG Shihui'?, XIONG Yao?, ZHANG Zhao®, LIN Junfang', CHEN Tao>", GUO Ligiong""

(1.Department of Bioengineering, College of Food Science, South China Agricultural University,
Guangzhou 510640, China;
2.Guangdong Longsee Biomedical Corporation, Guangzhou 510535, China)

Abstract: Lacticaseibacillus paracasei Lp.R3 is a probiotic strain with excellent functions. In order to realize its industrial
application, high-density cultivation was carried out to increase the number of viable bacteria, the effects of medium
composition, static culture conditions, and fermentation tank processes on the number of viable Lp.R3 bacteria were
investigated by single factor experiments and orthogonal experiments optimization. The best result (4.75x10° CFU/mL of
viable bacteria number) was achieved when Lp.R3 cultured in the medium supplemented with 30 g/L glucose, 50 g/L yeast
extract, 10 g/L anhydrous sodium acetate, 0.1 g/L. manganese sulfate, and 1 g/ Tween80 under the culture conditions of
1% inoculation level, pH7 and 35 °C, which was 2.91 times greater than that cultured in MRS medium. In terms of the
production in 5 L fermentation tanks, the best result (2.56x10'° CFU/mL of viable bacteria number) was given when L.p R3
fermented under constant pH of 5 neutralized by 25% ammonia, continuous variable feed of 75 g/L glucose, and agitation
without aeration, which was 15.51 times greater than that cultured in MRS medium. In summary, the high-density

production protocol of Lp.R3 was optimized in present study, providing a promising guide to accomplish large-scale
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production of Lp.R3.

Key words: Lacticaseibacillus paracaseis; high-density culture; constant pH cultivation; process optimization; viable count
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HULEZLIR B, | 24048 T A E™ LK 1 g
HRCL B P AT i R RIS A R AR i 25 e 25
A B R FEFS, [EIRsHd A i o A ST s LT B ok &
AEMEA VLR, a0 L-FLIRS 45, ASFA &I T 2L
PR PR ARZRILI TE M A B Re M Y 22 57, S EOHAE 7 By
JHEIAE] . BT ESFLFFE Lp.R3(Lacticaseibacillus
paracasei Lp.R3) ZHIHANSTIEH HAA 5716 R AE
SN, B vErfeEE T . BuIE T AR, B I
RS A2 . HAT Lp.R3 VR PTHsE i—3&
B2 2 43815 T NMPA 258 RS HEAED,
T 2D I PRS2 A R DL R DI,
AR SE Lp.R3 I T 2 R BT,

1o R SR EOR R AR IE X B IR I |
DIEFEEEAP AN R BERE T AT, (LR pel 40 e
1A% B IS 3R 10 A5 DA _ BB oR . FERE
FRIL ST 7 L, EEAE S MRS Br 3Rk Ak,
an 2= By W 45 PV O Ak 04 35 3% LB O S B R SR B
16 g/L. ZEFIR 13 g/L. #i%t% 30 g/L. 4~PIF 5 g/L.
CH,COONa 4 g/L. ik 80 1.5 g/L. MgSO, - 7H,0
0.25 g/L. FFEEIR % 2.0 g/L. K,HPO, 2.0 g/L.
MnSO, 0.2 g/L. FEMALILIEFRIEE T, REEPEFLAT A
LP216 MIE U MRS TERE 2.71 f% . Bbahe
AR T B4 il A S 2509 5 Tl in T
Y AR SR AN SRR, Vb T A R AR . T
AR RS, X FLIR PR TR B B0 M B i BRI 2R 3
SRR . WIUR pH LA R R, FIeAEN sl At e s
IS T IS FRIRE | 5. Ui pH — -2
Z XTI T FLAF I FM-LP-4 B R K & & 52,
e BUH =R N 3R R B SRR, IR 2T UR pH.
KT REERE T 204k, & WA 2 el s 3R
A R DL R B Fas ek A . Sl g S fkskh
vk BT AN B s, B A AT B FLAT
W TCS M= 2 T 10.01 lg CFU/mL, f&{ttk
B 9.3 fir. UEHE AL TR L0 1l . # A BE 37
FAFFN R IRERE T 2 ARG, G 0077 20T DL &3 = PLR
TR P B AN

ALy S B A AL R 2R S A E A IR A R T
Lp.R3 HAEMIEFRILAC T A AR S 1E F2 44, LA
AL G B35 IR FEAER S I IR 4 3=l .2 H 4 A
3 5 L BE R BEREHAT 12004k, 3RA5 0 55 3 R 1
Lp.R3 MIAE T2, IR S Lp.R3 FEA AT I3E B
L, BEARAE T WA o
1 MR5RE%

1.1 #R5NEE

®l T 1% ZLFT B& Lp.R3(Lacticaseibacillus para-

casei Lp.R3)  Mf@EEEELZSfE P43 2515 21, (R0

528 CGMCCNo0.22008; #jZ5HF . JEbF . nhii 80. &
K. EEEAREN . EAEARET . AN TS ETE B
P T AEABH AR A RS T JoK SBREN . AR A
TR SRR ST . BRI E N, Bl a8 i
HZ R MR G ERA R AR, KEEH
. SR . PEEFE JEET Solarbio BHEAFR Y
Al BEEHERY . AR RER R IR AT A TR
(V) Bt A BROS Bl IR e . Wiledds . Tifeer oo
SR FRA T Tt Wi

GL-21M E.0HL AR DU AT FRA 7
MB-820 3524 Wit ERE{U AT A PR 7]; SW-CJ-
2D B TAES BRIUSRO D iSRG BRA
Al; UV-1100 2840 A] DLA-S66EE T RSk L
w+A BRZN 7 ; Bioscreen C 4 H a4 K gl 2R 52 1%
Oy Growthcurves Ab Ltd; BLBIO-5GJ-6 B 1 & P i

HCAEYRHLABRAE; FD100A K UM
I DAFRARR A S
12 LWHE
1.2.1 BEFIECLL AR ZRME  ¥F-80 C H
PRI TR R AR B [ MRS BEgadt I, &
37 °C EHIEFEFRAA TP E B 15 3% 48 h /5 PEHURE 75 5
MRS AR FRIE P 37 °C # B FE 24 h, TEEPHIR
HIFS & R FU o BEFP IR 2% (v/v) I 3ERP a2
FRENB AR MRS 15555800, 37 °C F#EI%SE 48 h, &
% 2 h FHS OGRS HNE RIAALE 600 nm ALMDGE
1.2.2 BEFRFELECHI DA SIS B RE MRS KSR
FEFL: WIZEIHE 20 g, TEEME 10 g, 4 REH 8 g, 418
N5 g, FEEFERY 4 g, BRIRE 81 2 g, AP A 40
2 g, FilREE 0.2 g, HlRid 0.04 g, iR 80 1 mL, JinZ&
187K 2 1000 mL, T 118 °C FKH 15 min,

MRS [FE{ABE 322 1] MRS ARG FERE A
1.5%~2.0% (w /v) Bk -

TE TR GB4789.35-2023 (& 2 4 EH 5
T B A E AR S ZUBR A IO Y I IR 7o
1.2.3 FAREZEIL
1.2.3.1 R &R TCHLER AR T2 Fh it
SN TR B, LI MRS B5 3R 3L 3L,
P L IR A3 R e B B DR 20 g/L 1 (RT3
WEHE . ZZZERE . nIVETETERY L RSN B i A
VR (BELERAS . R AR 24 R 4358 e al vk B2
Sy 20 g/L By (BERZ MY . AR, RN . KEE
HR . BEERE R . IREE R , B Hrb iy gz apdh (TToK
RN FPEEIR S AL . BRI S ) S I e ik
BEN 10 g/L 19 (TO/K RN . AR e 4% . BB &
TR BERE N SRR EAH), P iR TR
(BRAR4ER . BRAREE) 43 B e sl 0 0.2 /L 19 (i
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M4« BRBREL . AMIRES . AR ARIREE(1: 1)), PRFF
HAt AT A, M 1%, WIhh pH A 6, 7E 37 C
TERE RS 20 h JERRYE 1.2.2 B0 RN R
1.2.3.2 BRIE . AR, TEHLER iR e K i E o
FZife S DRV 0 PO e, MRS 1.2.3.1
PSICIG 2 L, [ a2 55 3R IL AL M A A9 b 20 g/L . el
A5 20 g/L. JC/K Z RN 10 g/L. WiliR%h 0.2 g/L.
P AT B (10, 20, 30, 40, 50 g/L) UMK, BELE
ERyHRIR (10, 20, 30. 40, 50 g/L) BUHE, Jo/K 2R
FNFZRR(S. 7.5, 10, 12.5. 15, 17.5. 20, 22.5 g/L)IH
R, iR % 1E.(0.05. 0.1, 0.2, 0.3, 0.4 g/L) AUk
BEBEATOUAL . 1R RN 1%, ¥I4A pH S 6, 7E 37 C
TFEREREFE 20 h JFRYE 1.2.2 AT TR L.
1.2.4 IE3ZREE  ARYE kP4 FE 2 s hn i
PRI OIS SR, BEBURIE . SR . 2 R FndaE T
2 DA PRI 2R 1 F5s TR I Y IR 7 DU PR 3R — KO
TEAZIREG, HABSAEAAE, LATG B ECATE i TIERS
150, G P FE R AR 1 s,

* 1 IECKEAHER 5K

Table 1 Factors and levels of orthogonal tests
KT A JE B Tk L1t TR
(g/L) (g/L) (g/L) (g/L)
1 10 30 10 0.05
2 20 40 12.5 0.1
3 30 50 15 0.2
1.2.5 FRESEFRAIIGY TEOCALIS fEs IR L LAl

I, BB WIGRRG IR A RIRRE 37 °CL #27hE 1%, %)
7 pH6. PRFFHALIZAFAAR, B IRITAEA R ]
(1%, 2% 3%. 4%. 5%) . ANEHIIG pH(5.5. 6. 6.5,
7.7.5) . ANFEHREE (30, 32, 35,37, 39 °C) ks
7 20 h JE NG L BB RN T —26 .
1.2.6 KEERET 240
1.2.6.1 S AHERE  7E b2k RE R s
FESMHELAE B B 5 L iR EERECE SN 2 L)
S ERGEANE A TCPE 25 P« S ATC R A S
FrE = A IR 07 A Lp R3 16 BB R2 0, (i) &
T A T 2= S RE R IE 2 0 0.04 MPa, $i RS
A7 100 r/min, HAMSSARFE—3, 152 pH 2l 5.5,
FIF2E°A 5 mol/L NaOH, & R FF i Bif— ik PR ACH
70 g/L FIFEZTHE, K% 20, 24 F1 36 h A5 U7 HUEE
)52 96 BB, K B B P S S T R — 28
Hh, JE S0 R
1.2.6.2 18 pH 53¢ 18 pH &5 st fb=k i ik,
ifiit BLBIO-5GJ-6 & PEREM A s Sk s s
Hr RN ZERE pH THAE o XFEEAR SN BRI E E pH(S.,
5.5. 6. 6.5, 7)IEFE, HA SRR —2, JhAIw S,
5 mol/L NaOH, & BEITF AT —WMH#b AR 70 g/L 19
TEIRE, JAE R BE 20, 24 F1 36 h A UEF T HUREDI 22 16
[

1.2.6.3 AIFIFEMEERE  TPORGHFNISTENE pH 1%
FrEI R B 2R, 7E1H pH 5535 T, 20 RS T
25% 447K . 5 mol/L NaOH. 5 mol/L KOH > 15
B Lp.R3 16 ARG, CRAFHA AN, RIFET
MR — W MERN AR 70 o/l MR EIRE, IF7E & BE 20,
24 FN 36 h B HEFT BURE I A2 36 PR BOR 1861 1
FFIFPE,
1.2.6.4 #PRREFPISFIGIEILL S50 E asE
PRI IR IER, IE Lp R3 1R BERE 1B pH 1%
I, AERPEIET AR 2R, BB 4 h BORE S 43 5000
TEPREL . ODggo TH LA MR L, Il liA: il 2k
o XA KRR ) R R T LA/ N 3.4 g/L
PR E R S SFR R NI LA PUF i B A R A G 1:
PR G2: M EIBEAFE AT . G3: A WE - B R
(4:1). G4: ifb)E At g dd, IF7ERBE 20, 24 Fi
36 h B THUREII GE TE BRI . PR IR 8 45 S v
DL MR A S TS IR AR, MR I Es N &
SRR 75, 60, 45 g/L.
1.2.6.5 BT AT RS R R
LU IR IR T . SRS Il SR A U7 2K
18 pH 555% Lp.R3, #MENRE N 75 g/L M9 %0% . 530
bl 2 S 1 S AR (B 1) | 43 A R kbl
(B2) . #ELAR AN (B3) 43t — ik kbt
(B4) PUFFAS [F] i ¢l Jy =Xt & 1% 20, 24 F1 36 h i
Lp.R3 IGBREEAYRZN . SHb Rl 3 50 A it
BRI BB T, 28— B B2 At 3%, B
AT MR E IE & 1535 XU E R AR, 55 A BB
PEATRMEMEAE; RSB FE NG — BB

2 ST B PN AN R B1: & BEIT BA wk L & /Nt
3.4 g/L MIEE BRAGA MR IN S & I

SrfbEEE R INENEE B2: 04t gR gt o 5 LAE/N
A 3.4 g/L BYPEE B MR I 2 & i b

HELEASHRUINENEL B3: & AR wh Wit i«
Jebik R 2 MR B & R, ZRFEEC, {5
FUE Y H SE S AR METHAE, SRFHZE R s
P IR TR, IR RS HERE SRR B0 2 iR
/N 1.5 o/L OB MR IR, FE ST LR IR R B K
REAJE FHIEH AL 2= A/ NaF 4.5 g/L .

FESE— U MERMNEL B4, I UA SRR MR —IR
MR &
1.3 #iEAIE

By 4 Graphpad Prism 9 2[5, SPSS 27 3EF7
PAK 2L 7 2% 5538 (Duncan Test, P<0.05), SA{FIESZ5H
FYER T, FESE U T IR E R, R ERE =T,
SEILH I EERREEE" R .
2 GBR5HH
21 Hikphzk

Lp.R3 £ MRS 5 3#3Er 37 °C K538 48 h, R¥E
4= H B A ZR U AE S I e 25 SR 2 il A R R 2k
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FEnE 1, R3 #E 0~2 h AbFaR AR, 2~20 h 4bTF X%
AR, 20 h P ABEREW], 48 h PR IR Y,
e, WA Ttk r=.

147
12f
1.0

208t

[a)

S o6t
0.4
02

0 I 1 1 1 I L 1 1 1 L 1 L 1
0 4 8 121620 24 28 32 36 40 44 48
ISFIA] (h)

1 LpR3 Kk
Fig.1 Lp.R3 growth curve

22 BEERXE

XoF FLIR PR 35 30 RS PR MRS R,
SRS R A E SR S N SRR S FLIR e, (H R
WAER &, HAREHX R AR T & SR SR A A 2L
S IFASIER . T RS SR b 1Y RS SR Y T
AT — B AR = LR B TS B AT R B,
2.2.1 IR, EIR . TCHLER AN e R A ISIRE
PR SEAE Y A R AN S O RE SRR, ARl X
ARIFRERRPPR A A EFIASR], B K 2A AR5 R
MEBEOBE AT L IR T Lp.R3 A% B (P<0.05), 1M
WRENE . 22 ZE0E | RCR IS Xt Lp.R3 JCH] WA
HEVEH, M Tl A 25 fEase PR AR AR i AR 25 1
ME—BRIE . TTWkEREERYD IR L. reuteri IMAU10240
Xt 22 ZEAE IR SR AR i, EBHAS [R] 2L B X R 1
F AR IEFAS—FE S

FIET A VEIEA T AT . BRI TESZLAF
T A Sl R R, B 2R e LR & ks, Hae
MAFLEREL, RNy . 4R . TR AR EA L
FIRE AR . Z R3S, fenh B A AR T i I
I iy RPN, | & 2B n] 04 [A] e B il iR
Bl MRS 8535 1 B G AR (B EE A L B R
T4 R ) XT Lp . R3 1 A2 25, ATaT A
7RBC Ty LA R SAS 7 e FHAE Sl AR B R S v

& 2C AT HITC/K L2805 Lp.R3 G A EA
B REVEEA, S53ERE0 MRS AH I TC B 2
5, AT DLAIWTE MRS $Egeftrh i g vhh F22 oK
RN AR, MRS HL 1 iy HoAth B4 A0 i g &
TARFIFTREEIR A AT Lp.R3 W O W
fEFH . Parecha 26 11 & BLILAE Y MRS #5352 3L
FAAE IR BB H AN S AR i A i . oAt
PHFPE DL SR R, BETR — SR F iR S Nt
BEECTC R I E R . BRI nT LLSE FH JC/K LR EN N
ME— 2% gk .

& 2D AT A5 RS IRl {8 oG 3 i 2H 5 AH

A 20
o
E
=)
-
=
"
i
0
N
& S S
h & E ®
<>
B
=
£
=)
s
&
et
"
Jaut!
0
R K % F K K &
SIS
& VEFEL
C 20

—_
W

TG %L (10° CFU/mL)
=

TS (108 CFU/mML) o

PRI RFNE
K2 wRIE(A) APR(B) . TeHLER (C) A TR (D) Xy
Lp.R3 T w1510
Fig.2 Effect of carbon source (A), nitrogen source (B),
inorganic salt (C), and trace element (D) species
on viable Lp.R3 bacteria number

T ARG TR R R 22 53 .35 (P<0.05), 18] 3~181 7, &1 9~
&l 11 [,

e, 1R FRIEHF A MnSO,, 5% MgSO,, F#B%f Lp.R3
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BT B ECA 3 P AR (P<0.05), 1T ZnSO,, 5
AR G2 X RELH AR G i 35 25 5 . MinSO,
5 MgSO, Z M G2, 5 & 1:1 fl 1:5
(MRS) W E BLH G WA WEM 25 el
— T AR R T, e S LR O S 1 £ R S,
SEMH IR AR A DS I 1 T 771 . Poddar 45
WA KM L. paracasei TE MRS ¥53535:(5%%) F1 MRS
BEFRIL ORGSR ) h153% 18 h 5, 4 & 53 513k
F] 9.26+0.21 F1 8.70+0.19 1g CFU/mL. ViIH4H B+
X RIFESFLAT B 00 A KA W PR VR, G
P ME— TR T 3R

2.2.2 FAERE . WERHEKY . TOK LREN VG IR b 8N
HEHREZEMA BRI S L mus g st T LR
PR AR B 2 0GR 22, R i IRAs, 8 32 ot
THFEDR, BRI T ZLRR P 2B K 0 . (F S Es g
B, B b 2 e 23 Bl 2 T, SE R AR I PN 7K
GG AR AR | AR TS T AE A S A A B
P AN (132 AL R 4 SE SR 3 G - S Rl W 4P O B == S
T3 N2 ) T 358 S0 S 58 S AN [R] 3 22 1) 6 45 0
BEEHE R . oK ZBRAN R R 4R XT Lp.R3 7% PR
S

FH I 3A RN, BLUARFE S S AR BE S 0 Lp.R3
W B ESETHE JE BRI a3, (HAE 10~50 g/L i
FEl AT 5 P25 5, DARRAS A 5 25 LR PR A R s
INEFEE S 10~30 g/L. & 3B nl Al R R
AR BERIRG N, Lp . R3 1S RS TS R, 76 40 g/L
M. HIE 3C 7T43, Lp.R3 MYIE B A ToKk 2
PR BE s inse S I, HeEERS i 10~20 g/L
X IE AR RE I G W 2 22 5, HUE KT 20 g/L
BF, 15 RIESOT ARG, FAEE 00 2 I B AR ARG SR A
R INGE thER AT LI — e BRI T RS X B A g
HVEFH, AH L & e AT BR (S pH R AL DS Ay,
SR HEEAK . & 3D Al4E, BEZE MnSO, #)E
PR IN, TEEEEUE B BT TR, 24 MnSO,
Nl 0.1 g/L B, Lp.R3 WG 50 & o 45 74
W TR . TO/K CFREN RN 5 11 B N I Y
FEl5351°4 10~30. 30~50, 10~15. 0.05~0.2 g/L.

2.3 EXRE

MRYE R PR R SIS 45 0, s B IR P
LRSI | FERRR | JOK L RN R R AU T
DU RIZR =K EAE1RES, HA AN AE, 153005 TR
Bl Ao e R S0 Hrunsk 2.

MR I A 0 25 R o, B4l & AyB,
C,D,, RIF498% 30 g/L. BEREEHY 50 g/L. Jo/K LR
£ 10 g/L. MnSO, 0.1 g/L. FEILAE R iG G H|
T 4.57x10° CFU/mL. i IbafhE n b gs 3t
A AT OIS B A . # AR 30 o/L. EREIR Y 50 g/l
JC/K ZBR4MN 10 g/, MnSO, 0.1 g/L., itiid 80 1 g/L.
2.4 Lp.R3 ESIEFREHMML

TEFRASBE IR, WG pH . IR A2 Fh am ER T B

>
~
1

1AL (10° CFU/mL)

10 20 30 40 50
IR (g/L)

[o3)
~
I

T H%L (10° CFU/mL)

10 20 30 40 50
B BB (/L)

o

G HI%L (10° CFU/mL)

0
50 7.5 10.0 12.5 15.0 17.5 20.0 22.5
TR CBRAMHREE (/L)

o)

1AL (10° CFU/mL)

0.05 0.10 020 030 0.40
MnSO, & (g/L)
K3 HAHE(A)  BERHEH (B) . Jo/K ZRHN (C) R iRk
(D) AR IR B2 Xt Lp.R3 1 B AL 5200
Fig.3 Effect of different added concentrations of glucose (A),
yeast immersion powder (B), anhydrous sodium acetate (C)
and manganese sulfate (D) on the number
of Lp.R3 viable bacteria
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Table 2 Results and analysis of the orthogonal experiments

et A B C D TE AL
(iR (BERERRY) (FoK L BRHM) (Wile4E) (x10° CFU/mL)

1 3 2 3 1 4.00
2 3 3 1 2 4.57
3 2 1 3 2 3.26
4 2 3 2 1 4.11
5 2 2 1 3 3.77
6 1 3 3 3 2.63
7 1 1 1 1 2.06
8 3 1 2 3 3.12
9 1 2 2 2 2.36

K, 7.052 8.442 10.400 10.175

K, 11.143 10.127 9.591 10.194

K, 11.689 11.315 9.893 9.514

k, 2.351 2.814 3.467 3.392

k, 3.714 3.376 3.197 3.398

ks 3.896 3.772 3.298 3.171

R 1.546 0.958 0.270 0.227

BARAKT A B, C, D,
FZEFK A>B>C>D

PEEAER, ERGE A RKIREE T, s gE At
WIRAEAZ B, TERAR AR HA U2, 2=
Ktz 2 hnH= . PAESS G 45 A5 2 i et
FRH M LA, S ERGEAS R . WI4G pH FITREE
X} Lp.R3 IG R AFEM . MRYEE 4A 115, M fpa
SN 1% S B8O =, BEAE 2Pt 2 iy TR B0
Il RAF, 1% 5 5% AH EbnT L 35 B w0 R A
(P<0.05). Kl 4B AT, 2745 pH & 7 BHE B4R
=1, fBHE 6~7.5 BN TC B E 2R . Kl 4C ATLLE
HISUREE N 35 °C BN Lp.R3 B4 K BAF i E e v
Y, 2SR R TFHI/INT 35 °C BHHEECESH B T B
A RRARG, SEBIIREEXT Lp. R3 A K SEmafR R, 25
I Lp.R3 e M 55 32 S M R 4B R 1%, W1 4R
pH R 7, 8~ 35 °C, 7EILAM T Lp.R3 Wi B ¥iihx
®i 4.75%10° CFU/mL, & MRS 353%114 2.91 1%,
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2.5.1 W ESHERENT Lp.R3 IGE B FLERE
SRR B DR B, RIS TR 5 LR
B AR, (RS PRk AT — i AU 32 BB 1, JIF
AP S AR 0T BE 25 i LR o i A 1 T Pt
A DU A S 55 R P 0 E SRR S AR s ik,
P EAR A . BT Lp.R3 23R A W i A
Yy, FEA EIC SR T RRREAE R, PRI & 5 A
T 2 AR FEX A SRR3R T 48 . IRl 5 A4S
e 5 L WA RN A8 H &9 20 h B, AEERIEFIE 0017
MR, 385 AN A B Lp.R3 3% B 50 3 B I%
(P<0.05), Ua.BH [n] & Pt v LUE XE 1% & 77 (0.04 MPa)
1 A TC R 25 2 i 3 P Lp.R3 MG AL, 7E 36 h
AP S EVE AR L Lp.R3 3% A EA 1R
F+(P<0.05), UL DAL Lp.R3 AUTEH FRIEL, B
Ja SR AR R AN E S 7 =
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Fig.4 Effect of inoculum (A), initial pH (B) and temperature
(C) on viable Lp.R3 bacteria count
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Fig.5 Effect of the culture mode on the number of Lp.R3
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Fig.6 Effect of pH on viable Lp.R3 bacteria count
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AKX Lp. R3 AR PR AR S 28 e 1 A P Ah
AN (P<0.05) o SR HZKAE Ry ANFIASA AT LA
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Fig.7 Effect of the neutralizing agent on the viable Lp.R3
bacteria count
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Fig.8 Lp.R3 growth curves in the bioreactor
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Fig.11 Effect of feeding mode on the number of Lp.R3

viable bacteria
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