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Abstract: Fermentation of glutathione was studied through the. ways of batch fermentation and fed-batch fermentation by YF (ZnCl,',
Eth") , a test strain, which is mutant of Saccharomyces cerevisiae. The results’show that the optimal fermentation condition: culture temperature
30 C, pH 6.0, inoculation 20%, rotate speed 150 r/min, ventilation 250 L/h..The effectsof shz:ke-ﬂask culture and fermentor culture on GSH
synthesis were studied in fed-batch fermentation. Conditions for the shake-‘sk culture methods are: initial sugar 10 g/L, fermentation at 4 h, 10
h, 16 h, 22 h, 28 h, respectively, glucose 25 g/L, 15 g/L;5'g/L, 5 gL, 5 g/L added in fermentation solution, the final total glucose reached 65 g/L,
the maximum cell dry weight reached 12.75 g/L, and the maximum GSH concentration and intracellular GSH content reached 76.49 mg/L and
0.59% respectively. The conditions for fermentor culture
the final total glucose reached 160 gwe maximum c
GSH content were 68.49 mg/L ai

ods are: initial sugar 20 g/L, 12 h fermentation of sugar begans to fill up to 24 h,

eight reached 30.95 g/L, the maximum GSH concentration and intracellular

.3% respectively.
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Fig.1 GSH fermentation process of different shake flask culture
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Table 1 Effect of initial concentration of sugar on the GSH
shake flask fermentation

AHEIRE BAE mieFE GSHKRE GSHA
I(gL) (gL) IgL) /(mg/L) /%
5 34 8.78 4532 0.52
10 35 9.38 49.82 0.53
15 36 9.57 48.07 0.50
20 36 9.36 47.09 0.50
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1 TR AR AN [F T S A ZE AN 220
R 30 h S5 GSH IR EEATS EAEANK, WK
WIEN 10 gL B, GSH IRE i miAS] T 49.82 mg/L,
JH GSH &E&EthimAN 0.53%, AT HEEE 9.38
g/L. M GSH HIIREZHIE, H# 10 g/L AR EZLL
BOEH
222 FRIAMETT SO0 RS REAE K J™ GSH [5Y
Mg
2221 FEPEREEXN A KA GSH & U5

R P AT AR AN, 8% 30 h 43 GSH
W, 4T, K19 GSH 245 R W& 2.

R 2 BREPIEEEFEREXT GSH FERA BRI/
Table 2 Effect of glucose concentration of culture medium on
the GSH shake flask fermentation

¥HAFEH  GSHHKRE  wmhfE GSH 4

MRE/gL)  NmglL) Ag/L) /%
25 49.88 11.23 0.444
30 5532 11.34 0.488
35 68.79 11.78 0.584
40 60.52 11.65 0.519
45 57.68 11.57 0.499
50 57.45 11.49 0.500
55 56.27 11.42 0.493
60 5035 11.33 0.444

MR 2 R LVE H, AR R R A
BT, AN A AR, GSH K E
FHEME BTG # RN 35 g/L I,
W 40T ) GSH & & 4 68.79 mg/L 11.78
/L. 0.584% K. P REMJE A : FiaA R SE R (A,
ANRET R AR KT, iR KEANE, AT
) GSH WREE . 21 2 MRV SR I 35 /L I, Bty

IR AR KA GSHL & o= A3, GSH L)
SEHL NN GSH HNKSE TR, KELrTHisE 35

KFAVIHRR A 10 g/L, 16K 4 h #Mi0 3 Y4
B, A EBHAR 35 o/L, BN FI RS IR TR AN ik
Hek B0 GSH &R . 858 W TR 3 Fivn:

MR 3 PR A TG M 3E— D¢ & GSH &
B — € MARRAE A, 0T 3 Lo B B
TERI% 40 iNI0 15 g/L UR IR ETHE, 5% GSH KkJE
AT, RIATHRESE 4 h NAMINE > 15 o/L 4 bE,
I HAEAM M AR K BO AU S R AL A 0, (L)
ke BT AE KA GSH & a2 il

Wi 24 4 h 800 15 g/L. 20 g/L 1 25 o/L #i&j A,
4 GSH RIEMZEAR, HAUUKE# 4 hy 8hy 12 h
YRR 15 g/Ls 5 g/L. 5 g/L I &% GSH ik A F
BN 63.19 mg/L, {H GSH & IR, Pk
% 4 h. 8 h Z) BRI 20 /L. 5 g/L #i%&i M) GSH & &
LB T e 0.558%. VEHIARRE 4 h JTaaAM e i &l
AN B, (HAMEE LSS . LA GSH IRIE R m N

G5, BE AUKEE 4 ha 8 hy 12 h 43 FIFR IS g/L. 5 g/L.
5 g/L PIANET I N %rﬁ%% FIANE T 2
BN 35 g/l R 5E AL AR I GSH )&

o DRLERs SRR B i v 2 AN [RL okl g XA [E) A A
Xt GSH & 52

7 3 TEAMET ExT GSH FE#A & a@%z)m
Table 3 Eﬁect-ﬁluwpplement ol GSH shake
er|

flask: i ntation

sk AT AR L) mIFE GSH AL GSH 4
Elg) 4h 12h  AgL) /mgL) &/%
35 0 0 0 9.86 54.53 0553
10 0 5 20 1298 4877 0378
10 0 20 5 11.76 50.66  0.431
10 0f, 25 0 10.69 50.66  0.474
0 5 5 15 1121 5492 0.490
10 5 10 10 1401 5515 0.394
10 5 15 5 10.26 57.05  0.556
10 5 20 0 11.55 50.19 0435
10 85 85 85 1086 5601 0516
10 10 5 10 1353 56.34 0416
10 10 10 5 12.52 5279 0422
10 10 15 0 12.77 5277 0413
10 15 5 5 12.39 63.19 0510
10 15 10 0 11.98 6248  0.544
10 20 5 0 11.32 63.17 0558

10 25 0 0 11.86 62.71 0.529
2223 ANEFNERTT AN [E] S BE AR X 4 i AR KA
GSH A R 520

WIFEAREE 10 g/L, 12 RIEMIAS RIS R0 — i = 11
BN, R PENIREEA R — e E. HAREM RS
F| GSH W E M THE, GSH S EMERNE 4. N
F 4 AT LUE H AR T DR i AR A0 GSH &
W BEE SRR RN GSH IKEA GSH & BH4 7t
e, A SR R = & A GSHOBRAF . SUp
WEER 65 g/LIF, 43%I#E4h, 10h, 16 h, 22h. 28h
Y RIAMIN 25 g/Ly 15 g/L. 5 /L. 5 g/L. 5 o/L Hi#mih
i, GSHREE. 4ifT 5 GSH &5 A 76.49 mg/L.
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12.75 /L. 0.59% K. TRMAMEXT GSH G —E
HOR, (EREMRRECE RIS, IR R h] .
I8 25 200 L 5o T A R BRI ISSCR U, R pHL AR PR
MRS, AT T 40 ) — A KA
¥t SIAMERERKIEIAET N AL GSH ZURAC, B4R
L AT AR AT LIS BB 2, HUR B VA A
SRS e A DA A2 4 PR AR AR SR R R o T ] R
A A R R R R S B R
3= 4 TEIRFENT GSH 2R & B2RUSZ M
Table 3 Effect of total sugar concentration on the GSH shake
flask fermentation
Bk AMeR EAERE(gL)  GSHK @ieF GSHA
JFE/g/L) 4h 10h 16h 22h 28h E/mglL) E/gL) E/%
45 25 5 5 5 5 6323 1129  0.56
55 25 75 75 75 75 6857 1204 057
65 25 15 5 5 5 7649 1275 0.59
80 25 15 10 10 10 6845 11.79  0.58
85 25 15 15 10 10 67.85 11.87 0.57
95 25 15 15 15 15 5490 1046 054
104 25 15 18 18 18 4503 10.01 0.45

110 25 15 20 20 20 3716 9.78 0.38
115 25 20 20 20 20 3554 934 038«
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Fig.2 Effect of inoculums dosage on the GSH concentration and
dry cell weight
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P ERVINRE TH GSH KEEFESHGHATIE & G600, FBE B GSH & RIE0, #hieEd]

B, HERsE R E 5, BEAREE Y 20 /L B A& i) o RIS AT BUAC IR T
5 TEWHERE TH) 6SH REETFZS B AR A= KT GSH 1A B 43 P R AR S I ek FE
Table 5 The parameter comparison of GSH fermentation of EERNEA S RERISG—, KiE BERZERMNE
different initial sugar concentration RE5E 7% 5 0S8 GSH =77
Ak LR 242 AMINBIIEXNS GSH K150
AL T E MBS/ (/L) 10 20 35 45 WEATRRREE N 20 g/L, FEA L REEEITH] 12 h

3T )/h 24 24 28 3R BF, NI A S 2 R 2 70 g/L+.100 g/L. 160
RA T E/(gL) 465 578 682 901 g/L. 210 g/L. HAKAN GSH%W@% 6. M
%K GSH #R/E/(mg/L) 1257 2534 29.08 31.23 * 6 FA LA A AN R SR T
RAJA GSH 4-8/% 028 044 042 034 SRR T NS R e SFE9.160 g/L £
AR E (LY 125 25 269 225 377 AR R GSH R FEAT GSH A= 7= 5 e B

BB N sk B! 0.125 0.121 0.082 0.06 K, (Hi K4l =, éBﬂH@XT%EJ%*/}%% QHﬂE@’}Eﬁ”

A Kk L 0.083 0047 0048 0.042 o P AN S e SR A k- GSH fabg, &
¥ GSH A A bbit % PN 160 g/l MR GSH & i m T . 4
1048 1267 1213 1.092 A , oz
[mg-L"h™) Ja PR 25 GURB AN AT AR R IR IR % 52 e
mfost F B4 S R A5 (g/g) 0465 0289 0.195 0.200 ozt — i D8 e
GSH *f &) )45 = % 4 4
MBS R AR 1257 1267 0831 0.694 3 g
/(mg/g)
s A FRRE (gL hY) 0194 0241 0244 0282 A TCE T T R R RS 77 05 2T 4t

GSH A Z3%E/(mgL"h") 0524 1.056 1.039 0976 AR P~ GSHIT! ha/ﬁ AR R FEAE P2 GSH AT LR
M 5 AT LAE R K GSH &6, T4 GSH Sl ARI I REAE KRG GSH A . KA 4R
SRLEZE, GSH MR R A2, GSHA ~mE /i LA iR %, GSHIREE, LA GSHH
IEIIEIREE N 20 o/L iy AR ES S o AR, 2 MSIGSHE A BOT L, X GSHA T
349 B K 5 RV R 26 2 2 R KRR A b E P 4R R
10 gL e TIPSR REAUR R I Hy 45 ﬁ’*

4 CFN GSH & AT FES BIHIEL R

* 6 FREEFAT
Tabl‘l’i\e p eter comparison of GSH synthesis and auxesis of different culture method

™ EABRIE/(g/L)
” 70 100 160 210 20 (RANAEEHE)
%kéwﬂ@%é/(g/m 19.18 24.42 30.09 30.45 5.78
SH R (mg/L) 64.79 65.37 72.49 44.98 2534
GSH/\ % 0.35 0.29 03 0.26 0.44
S hitiEL S 54 54 54 54 24
fest %) 84 = £/(g/g) 0.29 0.24 0.19 0.15 0.29
GSH# # 48 * %/(mg/g) 0.97 0.65 0.47 0.21 0.27
il A =52 (g L h 0.36 0.45 0.56 0.56 0.24
GSH 4 /%5 & /(mg-L"-h™) 1.20 1.21 1.34 0.83 1.06
sz 1,2029,37‘(3):55-57‘ L
31  PIyoo, 2 4 e, 5 e e 2 B BRI R A P2 4
(11 BE0UFPF e ra AW H k2 BRANIG PRATE 583730 f [J]. 2L FH JOEH R[] 1 AR 2741,2005,5(6):327-331
RIS 541,2009,26(3):238-242 [4] BRI BE /N Bt A SRS A I O A s v 0] B R R,
[2] Tk HRHA, 5KV, 5 R WL IR Py e R A0 R (0] 4k 2007,191(9):219-220
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