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HE. RAENQET CBATROSEYHE BB TR A S, AaBhaERek, AREGRER Gi8F s
TR S, AL AS IS F AT H ( Bacillus tequilensis ). = 5.5 AT (Bacillus aerius )+ T BRARE LA+ ( Clostridium butyricum subsp )
3B IR BRI RATIHE KB TR & B = BRBURETHY SI-1. SJ-3. SI-8 b Bk G R R F T AT HATIR L 8%, #)
F B F RIS RAC AN B K B = DB A T BR A K B, i3 A T30, RIRJRIKKEE A= Box-Behnken A2 B iXEI T ARANL,
T BT B AR BIE AR, AL R A B8 3%, IR 28 C. ABEIIA 12 d. pH 6.4. &M 5.10 g/L. LBER4h 5.04 g/L
FaTBR4N 445 o/L, FESEAFT SBATE T 25504 115621 mg/100 mL. 2345.84 mg/100 mL, FARALHTIRE T 33245, 322 42,
AR VAR A 3R 5 & B R R An B I dp AL IR BARIE.
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Abstract: The content of hexanoic acid and butyric acid in Luzhou-flavor liquor affects the content of ethyl caproate and ethyl butyrate,
which affected the flavor of liquor. In order to increase the content of hexanoicacid and butyric acid in Luzhou-flavor liquor, three strains of
Bacillus tequilensis, Bacillus aerius, and Clostridium butyricum subsp were used in this paper. The acid-producing functional bacteria carry out
cooperative fermentation; SJ-1, SJ-3, SJ-8 and high-quality pit mud-enriched bacteria liquid were inoculated in equal amounts for cooperative
fermentation, and single-factor test were used to optimize the fermentation conditions of synergistic fermentation broth to produce hexanoic acid
and butyric acid. The fermentation medium of hexanoic acid and butyric acid was optimized by fractional factorial designs, the steepest climbing
test and the Box-Behnken test design model in response surface method. The optimized results were, inoculum volume 3%, culture temperature
28°C, fermentation time 12 d, pH 6.4, peptone 5.10 g/L, sodium acetate 5.04 g/L and sodium butyrate 4.45 g/L. Under these conditions, the
output of hexanoic acid and butyric acid were 1156.21 mg/100 mL. and 2345.84 mg/100 mL, which were 3.32 times and 3.22 times higher than
before optimization. This research aims to provide a theoretical basis for improving the flavor substances of liquor and the maintenance of pits.

Key words: acid producing bacteria; cooperative fermentation; response surface methodology; hexanoic acid; butyric acid

G0

ARG TR 2,2 R S IR A TR I e B T D R AR R AU (0] B i BHE,2021,37(1): 54-64

WEI Chun-hui, ZHANG Lan-lan, LUO Hui-bo, et al. Optimization of synergistic fermentation conditions of acid producing bacteria in
Luzhou-flavor liquor mud [J]. Modern Food Science and Technology, 2021, 37(1): 54-64

WiksHEA: 2020-08-04

EEWH: WIIERTESHEATIE (2018JY0509); FU)II&RHE TR AEMFATIE (2019YJ0462); EREEMRARMAN)|HESIREFAHESTE
(NJ2018-04); BEsymRHRBIFEFIIEWME (2019CXMZ07)

&N DER (1980-), &, SREWIT, WHE: REEHARER

‘R A (1988-), 5B, SKIUA, FAAE: EREEVIRARRNA

54



MK EmBHL

Modern Food Science and Technology

2021, Vol.37, No.1

rh [ e MR IS AT SR 2R, IR E
B EHEAT RN S, AECRARE S
) —3p 2, W A B T I S AR R R B T2
FUBRF I KRR, AR RS L) o e B
70%Lh b, FEATH A BB A0, AR
WAL, HASEERET KB, AR AR,
FERARA 53 26 K HR 7 AL KR B A, e K AR
Hh ORHEE 2 AT s T2 ) BB R B 23k 420
AR = AR T A AR
PR HAEIRE B, PR AH AR LA
W 2 REE X i S B R, KM T
ZEAEERESR TMREZ . IR R0 o T IR
R E DR, PR R B B A R TR
—, WMCREAT R, HEERZ /D LIRERSS E
PERA A K i PR Rk R Y . (A
FELMERIB R A SR TP ORI, & DhREM A B A
BRI BRI A T AT R AR R T, gk igsE
I AR S0F QR TR A B R HIN
BFRNTEG, KIMEMAYEE R B B, &
A IR SR A RS FR R I N LR T-alibh iR
HHEFRMAN TR TP R RfE, 2 H
FRINAER, CUREE BLT-BO3 P2l 2.50 g/L. | R
BLT-B02 /™ R# 3 g/L, ¥ 5B LA 2 55wl
R TRk, Sdsais, BrEmb 4= ge
JICEEE 10 B IE BT T8RS
R ReE MR E A TR, FERHARFERE IR
TR E G YIREHI, B E A D RE R IS
FHES TAEPIHRNR AR G ik B, 35 7RI
RVRICE AR KUK & RS R AR B R
R, KRR D RE BT B, X HaE R T7 12
ITRACE TR WEE, AR T SR ik & A
I ) o

PR R R B2k A CRIFERESRIE) e ik
VIR BERI A=K, A K= T AR KA
JE BRI SFAT AN, AP R i
BB RC HLAA = 4642, B R e rh IhBE 1
WIS A TR kAT 4y Bk SN T B FR A, WD)
RE TR -5 B BRI T T 35 77 L 2R B FEAR XS
BUb A AL e B B0 R P IR DD RE bR 254
W4T P E KB, K H Box-Behnken Design (BBD)
e )87 T X6 1 o L CURR AN T R W [F) 280 SR I A L 4.
G FFATERFR A RGBS F R
WK EI R, DA IR E AR, R R
AR XA ) & &, T s SRR AN T IR ™
&, AUREE N T EMRTE . N LEeRE I A E

MEABOT T PR AR TE T, AT R BRI
855, TS m A L A R B

1 MR5RE
L1 AR5 A

VLR 2R (Bacillus tequilensis, SJ-1). =
KA # (Bacillus aerius, SJ-3) T BRI B LAY
(Clostridium butyricum subsp, SJ-8), FHERFAEYH:
AR VY A B p S 2 MR Y (N e Hh 40 25
T IR TEo
WA MES F1 L-FRtafgshmesh. BillshE (4=
RFD, ¥ H Solarbios FALEN. BEREKY . BEREE
HIERE. DREREN. TREREN. BRRRE . BIER .
MgSO, TH,O ZFAH (o3tfrai), S0 H AR 3Rk
WEAFIARA ) 2-¢8F (Eagal), pE SCRhA
FRFEBRA A B8 TR (154D, Dr. Ehrenstorfer
GmbH A ].

1.2 Hx#

12.1 RCM 34k (gL) P

FEAME 10.00. 4P 10,00, BERERY 3.00. F6i%4
B 5.00, ATFEPETER) 1,004 &ALEN 3.00. ZEREN 3.00.
L- V&g £k 0.50. 35 0.50, pH 6.8, Z&MH/K 1L,
121 ‘C’KI# 15 min.
122 REERA (gL)

MES 0.50. R S5 0.50. BREREN 0.50. &tk
4 1.00~ MgCly'6H,0 0.40- FEZE4H 0.30+ CaCly2H,0
0.15. F#EHZH 1.00. AN 1.50. #%H% 0.50. &
FRAEN 3.00. FIVATEVERY 5.00. THREN 3.00. L-ftE
FRELIZ 0.25, pH 6.8, Z818/K 1L, 121 “CKE 15 min.
123 FHEIZAHRA (gL)

K,HPO, 040+ To/K LBF 20.00 F#EFE 1.00. 4
%N 5.00 MgSO,-7H,0 0.20. fiifizé# 0.50. #7K 0.10,
pH 6.8, ZEW/K 1L, 121 CK# 15 min.

13 M#ES%E

IR FEAE (LRH-250), EifF—ERHARA
4 H s s KE® (HVE), Hirayama; R TAFRS
(AW200SG), EIntiRH ISR EIRA R A
# (GM-300), Retsch; ZSMIRZE{X (BF-2000M),
Jem )\ JF AR S AR - FEEHX GC-MS
(7890A-5975B), ZH#EAT].

1.4 F&x
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PR K SI-1. SJ-3 il SJ-8 45l #RiT RCM
WAk E R TIN L, T 34 CIRERFR 10 d; KE
Vet 3%FF T B R 7oA, T 34 CIRERM Mis
72 10d, % EEFER-
142 EHAAR

BEALJG B RE SI-1. SI-3 1 SI-8 23 Ak 10°
ANmL R, T 80 C/KIBALTE 10 min, 4r5I4%
S% M AR T R e R B AT U R R, T
34 CHAEEFE 10d, HBid GC-MS A& SRR AT T RN
PR PR AR SRS SI-1. SI-3 1 SI-8 I
HNEMMAFER, 58 LR NIE St E i,
TR B AR YY-SI B ks R, T34 °C
RESEFE 10d, FEortrkKEER CIRAT T R & &,
143 REEZAKA

TERFHEFRFE AL -, Rt E. REER
P RBE T AT B R B e . RS A TR BRI
YY-SJ T 80 ‘C/KIALFE 10 min, &+ YY-ST A1k
FHEMED N 1% 3% 5% 7% 9% 11%; K
FEIRE 73 908 24 28, 32, 36. 40, 44 °C; K]
PRI 4. 6. 8. 104 12, 14d, FEPRELM T KEE,
DACRRAN T R & % S dabrn AT IR RS, e
H R I e R AR A
144 HACK BT F AR I %2
1.44.1 o w T

K5 R B i 7T s R A T IR &1 5
AMEEFRE SR T W46 pH (A). ZEF (B). RAM
(O LI (D) AT (BE)o AREH B
DL 0. K D ZAKT, PLEERATT ERI
CEAE Y VM NAE, RIGETT KRS IR 1 TR .

=1 BoEFIREEITTERKER
Table 1 Factors and levels of fractional factorial design

S EP aaliis
-1 0 1
pH A 5 6 7
TB% /% B 0 1 2
& M/(g/L) c 1 5 9
LA/ (g/L) D 0 3 6
TE /(gL E 0 3 6

1442  HBEES AL

R e 211 S e W A G o i s R RPN TR
Kt B BENEI RIS PP KA 7 1m), - DA BENEH
TRI6 45 B 1) B R AE 1F A Box-Behnken 056 43T 1)
s 28,
1443 WA T

56

R SETCHAIR e T R CIREN. T RN
3 ANMRFERUER LR, TR K IR AR A |
12 | Design-Expert.V 8.0.6 2 f#1 Box-Behnken Design
(BBD) Witmaiis, s»nlblEE R ZEREAF
TR INEAE AR, HERUE YK, LAORKR
AT RRIIZREME Y mRAE, Wit 3 BER 3 /KPR
MRS, RIS T R Z KT R w2 2.
< 2 Mo 2 iR 36 B 2= ROk
Table 2 Factors and levels of central composite design
G K
-1 0 1
B M/(g/L) A 42 5.4 6.6
TEAh/(g/L) B 42 438 5.4
TE4A/(g/L) C 3.8 42 46
145 HEaErE
010 mL KFEE, FRACACERET pH 2 4, @0
15% 1 T07K CEMERZERGER, 78577 % 15 min, &
EIYE 2 h, FIREB 10 min, AP TR
BRI, FErE 8 h )2 W FEEHUAE T 20
&, LL6000 r/min B0 10 min, WKL E3EW, &K
W46 0.5 mL THEREE A, IIA—E =1 2-FEE AN
PREST, HEHT GC-MS 7.
14,6 T8ife LT AT 07 £
KA (GC) 41F: DB-WAX (60 mx250
umx0.25 pm) g 202 He, Hil# 1 mL/min,
HERE RS 230 °C; R FHE: VIMGIRAE A 60 CLR
1 min, 2R)50L 8 “C/min HFHEHEEAZE 180 C{+
2 min, FFLL15 C/min 3230 C, f£4F 5 min.
i (MS) 2&fF: BB (ED, 70eV T
Aot SREERACONAHE, ETEH 20 u~550u, BT
TR 230 °C, PUZATIERE 150 °C, B2 230 C.
EMETTE: KT P S NISTO05a.L ARk
Eoxsf, EREUCELEE KT 80 (I KAE A 100) HHFES
BT VT
SER I WhRE. LL30 mg/100 mL [ 2-E
RRAER), RRPE A1 H T IR ORI & & .
AsxCi

1

A& Py

(D

Cs =i x

Kb, o ARER T, EF icw=0.98, iru=1.12; As:
HRPPERAR, Cii ARERE (mg/100mL); Ai: AFf4s
@A, Cs: FMRE (mg/100 mL ).

147 FdEA 2

KH Design-Expert.V 8.0.6 #4354 7 M N T 56
Wit FERIA SPSS 16.0 Guil A FxHRIe4: Rl T2
B q e, #HHE 3 K.
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TEMA RT3 HT R, 6 CURRAN T BR RS Am K FH
Hassan /7%, ¥&5FaFRH—10A 0~1 Z[AIE. 0
~il2:

_(di —d min) 2
Dmax = (d max—d min)

AP dir BLLRIEPTRIF) AL FAE; dmax: KITLEF 49
RS dmin: XIRLE P 89 RAKAE.

Z RER O T BRI WA B I 1 32 2 X))
FIHiAR. PR, R R T B A EAE A 0.5,
RBCRAM T RNZEEE Y, WA 3:

2745l Y=Dmax zs*0.5+Dmax 1 ¥0.5 3

2 HER5HH
2.1 AR R R BERCR A 4 R AT

2000 @ SJ-1/81-3/SI-8'& Wi
aEEH
~ 1600 8SJ-1/8J-3/SJ-8
= aSJ-1/8J-3
(=1
g 1200 8SJ-1/8J-8
B 0S8J-3/SJ-8
£
=~ C
= 800 S
4 \
400 gi §
N N
N N
NN

Cetrw Tm  ETM OB IR
B 1 FREIENE LB R L M S 2 R0
Fig.1 Effects of different bacterial strains on the volatile
compounds content of the products by collaborative
fermentation

E ERMEASY . TR, ETE. LBRMFUKREER
HREESANAKXEEXFH, PEEIFE. ABFE. F
T EFERBELFHEERT, AHRAFHEATEREE
(p<0.05).

T T S B TR R T 1) AU A2 s 0 ) I e 5 SR 3R
W], SI-1. SJ-3 A1 SJ-8 M NBRA S, HEA R
e, HAKRER 5l ERIRA —E R oTik. H
SJ-1. SI-8 F= TR, H SI-8 THRM & A 378.63 mg/100
mL, SJ-3 /7R LBEA TR 1853 )4 36.73 mg/100
mL. 34.63 mg/100 mL; KRtk SI-1. SI-3. SI-8 1EN
AT S & LRI R KB, PR IS
Yo, CRANT MR & B2 v T HA & TR b [R) A A
EERPIKREE (p<0.05), LR 5HEEN. Yo
AP o PP T 5T 2R IR IR A B 7R IR
BT BB TR AL KA PA_E A
REFFRATER “HAN AEH, ANFEIBERE AR A
e, AT R SRR EONFIE, AR T4

(IR BRP2H . AR BRARA A 1 b ) R A 7= ik

S5 1 TR
22 WARWE KB EORAE
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Fig.2 Effects of inoculation amount (a), fermentation
temperature (b) and fermentation time (c) on the production of
hexanoic acid and butyric acid

P R 1) 22 /0 5 0 A P A IR O R v ) A GO
£, M BB AR, B 2a WA, O
BRI R ETHE NS, HAEREM R
3%}, CRREEFIRAE, N 658.13 mg/100 mL,
PO R m T H MR (p<0.05); THRE R
AR R LI TR EEY, e 3%
i, THERE N 871.96 mg/100 mL, T FR& R LFEE
ToE 7S5 (p>0.05). IX Ut BHTE B EFh S 3%H,
PERRAN TG 15k, PR REIMERTIAR) 1 R A, ok
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PN 3%,

&l 2b RIS, R RO ORI 8 s BT R
TR, MRBEREN 28 CH, QAT IR~ &
kB, 43N 692.09 mg/100 mL. 933.34 mg/100
mL, FOBRERESTHEARHRE (p<0.05); T
RERMABERENEKE BT E&TRE

(p>0.05) o WA AL RS R B IR B — AN & T
35 ChA, i i B R B A o = R A Hi A AR
WREE, AT DI REBE PR BRIS . B AAH, A
T HE R A AR, XUt A % AT A s A 2 1Y
oK. WukFERBERE N 28 C.

1400 o Bl
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& / (mg/100 mL)
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B RS
B 3 JMIEFFHIIEER
Fig.3 Verification results of optimal culture conditions
E: RARAE: BAE 3%, ABRE 28 C. KBERHIA
12d; #1344 F 3%; AR 2 KABHRE 28 C; xR 3:
AN 12d; CBRATREZLZFIZMSANAXE T
ELFHRT, RARFERTEFZE (p<0.05).

HHE 2¢ A%, TEREE4~10 i, CRRAT RS
b A BRI TR RIS N 52 BT (p<0.05); 7E 12~14 d
B, CRATREGEETREHREST 4~10d 7
&= (p>0.05), fERMENEY 12d, O] B &)
KB, AN 593.68 mg/100 mL. 937.35 mg/100
mL. JX 7] AeSE RN A BT R 3K, Re B )
EIRYI D, HRE R EEARSd 2 mT REAH] T
PRI E R B FPY . SOk B R B RN 12 d. 38
N allR e vect S P 3 2 S LS T /M v G AR
TERACRAEELE ST EAIRA (p<0.05), K
3 PR

23 REEERIw N EREER

23.1 2G5 HEFRE

IR N=5. RIS ECN 16 KT
5, MR IREEM BRI, R Rt S e £
RIWEK 3, FTEMTNE 4,

3 3 I 4 a4, EEMR (O MLZRAEHEY 1)
BAWREZER (p<0.0001), pH (A). ZFE (B).
IR (D) AT AN (B) Xeafl Y BARER
M (p<0.01); FEAIFFIAZ H I AE F1 BD X 45A1H Y
BAME R (p<0.0001); KFEB4 RT3 45 B ik
FFIENVASIMT, BRI e 2% R7=0.988, & HA[EI 5
EERA R IR R, SR, T IR LS
6 Y NiEfm, pH. 4B BEEARMLEAE Y i

2N

% 3 MO EFREEITT RN ELSR
Table 3 Results of factor test design and measurement

Std Run pH B ZEal B4 TR TE/(mg100mL) TH#/(mg/100mL) Y %44
1 1 -1 -1 -1 -] 1 0.00 1414.01 0.239
4 2 1 1 -1 -1 1 0.00 1656.77 0.330
10 3 1 -1 -1 1 1 497.81 1707.45 0.597
3 S | 1 1 -1 -1 2.88 781.28 0.001
12 5 1 1 1 1 -1 636.19 1236.12 0.487
6 6 1 1 1 -1 1 764.44 1177.43 0.530
5 72 B 1 1 -1 -1 813.38 1091.23 0.521
16 8 1 1 1 1 1 1005.75 2105.43 1.000
14 9 1 1 1 1 -1 857.25 2021.07 0.890
7 10 -1 1 1 -1 1 34.09 1676.28 0.355
8 11 1 1 1 -1 -1 852.19 1705.62 0.773
2 12 1 1 1 -1 -1 391.50 1039.88 0.390
9 13 -1 1 1 1 -1 426.09 1417.68 0.452
n 14 - 1 1 1 1 0.00 1777.15 0.376
13 15 -1 1 1 1 1 16.88 1852.34 0.413
15 16 -1 1 1 1 -1 918.00 2074.25 0.945
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F 4 BOEFREHEDR
Table 4 Factor test analysis of variance

% ¥4 F{& P{E  2EM
AR 0.520  7214.03  0.0001 *
A-pH  -0052 369691  0.0003 *
B-Z8  -0.066 5993.56  0.0002 *
C-Z@fk  -0.120 19492.98 <0.0001 Ho
D-Z&4h 0031 135676 0.0007 *
E-T&4h 0017 37959  0.0026 *
AB 0012 20135  0.0049 *
AC 20.041 227676 0.0004 *
AD 0.031 136762  0.0007 *
AE 20.100 1520178 <0.0001 o
BC 20.020 56394  0.0018 *
BD 0.160 35341.89 <0.0001  **
CE 0.071  6914.38  0.0001 *
DE 20.027  994.82  0.0010 *

E: *ATFEE (p<0.01); **EFHEZFE (p<0.0001).
232 mIRRIEIKIE

Wi 82 TR 40075 77 F R AE R d AR A 28 4% X3 A
FLSAESL, T S S T AU A T AR s
BRI, P B e TE s e T e A X 37 [
oA T KRR AL T BN LR = f 1 S, 1%
pH. LN, T RRANFIER ARVE N TC ClESRAT T AR
=, EUFHEEARHE. pHE, ORI TR
M HE. SR ILE S,

CERATTRISGREE Y MR & H S &N
BRI EAE NS 54 A 5 Hiki

CiR. TERINEGEDAIERIHRRME, HAE 4 258
HEREE Y N 0960, RFERImE R, K& E
FUR R RAER SR S0 105 B OB IR
. B pH A 6.4, RN 5.4 g/L LFRENN 4.8 /L.
TN 42 gL, VLRI N btk ir v —5
Box-Behnken iR36434T .
2.3.3 Box-Behnken iX35% 3t

JEIT Design-Expert.V 8.0.6 #4347 BBD i3 1%
TR EHE AT 2 0 IR BELE, LY SR E AR
H, FrRERRE: 12 W, At ES R IRECN 5
Ko BBD RIGEIT AR WK 6. AL R /K 1)
ZRENE R R

Y=0.86-0.044A-+0.19B+0.21C-0.056AB-0.12AC-
0.056BC- 0.29A*-0.21B%0.17C*

B3R 7 2RI R % IR B AR p<0.01,
IR BRI F IR B AT p=0.0654>0.05, K
RIITAEE , YiIIZARIOAA 0] LLARRT 20 R 17
MEANREE Y GAMHEZ KSR BT RE R
1 R™=0.8992, HixEHIZ R%y=0.7697, it %k
AR Q0% A AR AL, B Y LA AR LA 90%KH
P AR B R R AR 288N, T RN 3 T
Ao B EE RS I A I, BB E
JRER TR LR S, T R R AN T R HA R
SEAVEEMEE . EFRES C. A XHEEAVE
IMENZRE (p<0.01), B. B W4EaiTor B som o2
(p<0.05), A. AB. AC. BC. C* A& (p>0.05).
A AT &N, & RIS TR AT T B B A Y s
FEPE BRI A : C>B>A, BT BRAN> 2 > 25 1 -

=5 REERHAIERIT RER

Table 5 Experimengal design and results of steepest ascent path

%5 pH &EAMAgL) TEA(gL) TE4(gL) TE/(mg100mL) T&/(mg/100mL) Y %&&14
1 7.0 9.0 3.0 3.0 916.95 1712.04 0.445
2 6.8 7.8 3.6 34 1007.10 1919.28 0.684
3 6.6 6.6 4.2 38 1008.28 2181.54 0.905
4 6.4 54 4.8 4.2 1042.88 2217.31 0.960
9) 6.2 4.2 54 4.6 842.06 2264.94 0.853
6 6.0 3.0 6.0 5.0 538.31 1729.76 0.183
7 5.8 1.8 6.4 54 469.49 1771.64 0.168
8 5.6 0.6 6.8 5.8 358.77 1667.81 0.000
% 6 BBD I IT REER
Table 6 Box-Behnken design and corresponding results
Std  Run EaMAgL) CE4A(gL) TE4M(gL) CE/(mg/100mL) TH#/(mg/100mL) Y %444
12 1 5.4 54 4.6 1074.62 2298.45 0.674
6 2 6.6 4.8 3.8 967.80 2104.24 0.271
TR
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BER
14 3 5.4 438 42 1167.28 2359.74 0.902
17 4 5.4 48 42 1108.17 2302.58 0.736
4 5 6.6 54 42 996.00 2313.76 0.557
2 6 6.6 42 42 908.32 1996.76 0.048
3 7 42 54 42 1147.56 2289.45 0.788
5 8 42 48 3.8 957.28 1956.87 0.086
9 9 5.4 42 3.8 942.43 2054.54 0.172
1 10 42 42 42 906.79 2004.22 0.054
10 11 5.4 54 3.8 1002.57 2167.20 0.402
8 12 6.6 48 4.6 1024.20 2191.02 0.466
11 13 5.4 42 4.6 1099.54 2253.93 0.666
16 14 5.4 48 42 1162.57 2267.23 0.789
15 15 5.4 438 42 1199.74 2339.32 0.934
7 16 42 48 4.6 1123.67 2307.87 0.768
13 17 5.4 438 42 1152.15 2397.62 0.919
7 BBD IIG HFED L
Table 7 The results of anova analysis of Box-Behnken design
IR B dE )75 e H) 7 F & pia BEM
AER 9 1.430 0.160 6.94 0.0091 Hx
A-ZAMR 1 0.016 0.016 0.68 0.4360
B-L#4h 1 0.270 0.270 11.95 0.0106 *
C-T B4 1 0.340 0.340 14.70 0.0064 Hx
AB 1 0.013 0.013 0.55 0.4819
AC 1 0.059 0.059 2.58 0.1520
BC 1 0.012 0.012 0.54 0.4875
A? 1 0.350 0.350 15.16 0.0059 Ho
B’ 1 0.180 0.180 7.84 0.0265 *
2 1 0.120 0.120 535 0.0540
KA 7 0.160 0.023
K AR 3 0.130 0.043 5.56 0.0654
#hiR £ 4 0.031 7.7E-0033
BAa 16 1.590
A% A&k R’=0.8992 R%,;=0.7697

E: *EFRFE p<0.05; **EFMEF p<0.0l1.
234 BEFRZKFMAL

N1 EEM SR EPRA) SEREAB) T RN
(O INEZ AR HAEFXNSEEE Y s, FIH
Design-Expert HF221i H & R 2= S SR 2 7] =475
Vi) pH 2 PRI RN 5 i 2R ], P 4 e S T PRI (4 i S8 A
T ARG R T AL B A C WIS BEAEFT, Mo
FESHURN S-S A [ A EAE H Bk s i i s ot
THIFERBENE, DRI 20T e A I s bk 2 s [Rl—%%
gk FI A R ARMEUEA R, SRR AT
SRS R R 2 ()48 ELARE F SR e, S5 R NI

60

MRS R 7 A2 BAEH 22 et B2, N EE I 2
S A B,

FABA AR S A AR AL ZIEA B TR
BN C IgRISE N 5100 5.04. 4.45, MEY 254
B4 0.962, CLRANT BRI 5477179 1184.21 mg/100
mL F12387.84 mg/100 mL. EJ4EAME. 2T
FRENII A N2 HM 5.104 5.04 F14.45 /L i, %A
RITMER Y ZE5EN 0962, R T BRI &
AR THE S B8 118421 mg/100 mL 1 2387.84
mg/100 mL.
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3.1 AW AL IE I R S M B ( Bacillus
tequilensis, SJ-1). TSGR (Bacillus aerius,
SI-3). TIRRE A (Clostridium butyricum subsp,
SI-8) 3 #REK S A e & SRR A% 5% HE R
EATRERC; 8 PR E I A N I A 2 e
R B 3%, HEFRIE 28 C. KM [H]
12d. pH6.4. AW 510 gL, LIREN 5.04 gL F1'T
FREN 4.45 g/L: T RRANT CRRAN T BRIV B SN
= (p<0.0D), LR MEE (p<0.05), it Hk
AEZFE (p>0.05), {HIE HMK I R IR AR 5 2%
(p<0.01). TEALAL G IR AR A TR AR e
FRAN T BRF B3 N 1156.21. 2345.84 mg/100 mL,
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RET S AN T 3.32 i1 3.22 fif. 45 REH: KA
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