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dlwingavlunsnandannatiast Saccharomyces cerevisiae WaLANHNBNTNATBIAHT
A1l N AU TN LI AN EAF UL AL TINNA NANITNABDINLINLFNI DI LT
Razaneldvianum (°Brix) Aanudunsasng (pH) warAnudnduresdasann (Yeast
[ % dlala a 1 = al = s 9; 1 ] a o ] o

extract) utlaqeiianinasan1suandoniadafannidsindesuileatraliadAny
NNADA 1aglAaNN1TNIAADIR NS UNIUIL AN NN ZANAD WNNTNTINIRE A6
(NFNEDART) = 2.38 + 0.36A + 1.13C - 0.021D + 0.052AC - 0.10AD - 0.042CD — 0.18A?
- 0.76C%- 0.28D° Tasdani1nziivunzanAa Urunnaastdsnazaglaianuamagy
16.73 DIANLTNT ANHLTIUNTAANWINGL 4.84 LATAINNITNTUIRSEAFAAALYINAL
8.78 nfuseans IaaliTanagegawinfiy 2.95 NFNFBANT LATNIIANHINITUAATINIA
fladludaudnauisa 5 ang WUINEAIINIFIIRINIANENENARAN1INARTINAAEAGA AN
% v aa @ = %)/ o al 'S %3 a =

ansnigliannie 1.0 38u (wm) Juutin@aunatiasgege LazdnsINI1sNAATINIG
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= 6 1 dl o v aa @ 6 @ 6 - "
AasgegannnInnansnisliaanis 0.5 338w Uszanns 10 wWefidusl uas 75 wlafidus
ATNAIAL BENANTUTINLTILU LU Logistic kazihLLYulszensiue Gompertz 414130
Tfluns@auiuunsas et as luAmindesuilelfiduatnem

o o > Sol 1 = = o R o %
ANHIAT: wintatuil dAauiatias Saccharomyces cerevisiae 8R31N131%ANA
WULYUNNAIAAIART

ABSTRACT

The aim of this research was to study the utilization of starch hydrolyzed
waste (SHW) from glucose manufacturing as a raw material for producing yeast
biomass Saccharomyces cerevisiae. Moreover, aeration rate of the yeast cultivation
in fermenter scale was investigated. The result showed that total soluble solids, pH,
and yeast extract affected to biomass production from SHW significantly. In addition,
the quadratic equation for predicting the optimum condition was Biomass (g/L) = 2.38
+0.36A + 1.13C - 0.021D + 0.052AC - 0.10AD - 0.042CD — 0.18A% - 0.76C”- 0.28D".
The optimum condition was total soluble solids, pH, and yeast extract for 16.73 °Brix,
4.84,and 8.78 g/L, respectively. Under this condition, the highest biomass was obtained
for 2.95 g/L of shaking flask scale. Biomass production in 5-L fermenter demonstrated
that the aeration rate influenced the biomass production. The maximum biomass and
maximum biomass production rate at 1.0 vwm were higher than at 0.5 vvm for 10%
and 75% approximately, respectively. Furthermore, experimental result denoted that
the Logistic model and modified Gompertz model could simulate the growth of yeast
in SHW as well.

Keywords: Starch hydrolyzed waste, Yeast biomass, Saccharomyces cerevisiae,

Aeration rate, Mathematical modeling
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fafatltd Saccharomyces cerevisiae Lﬂuaﬁﬁﬁﬁﬂuﬁ’mﬂ%ﬂﬁ‘ﬂﬂmﬂum?
HARPIRIANLAANagad e Lazllsluledn (Capozzi et al., 2015; Nuanpeng
et al., 2018; Pinpimai et al., 2015) dasanniianulanade wazaunIamnziaesl
svdvenerunalddng (Fadel et al., 2017) wanannigiainnstiidaniates S. cerevisiae
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Wi uenmisanwaze1usdnd Inanamiuaisainanndas anNsiiusaTmluenyig
wazlismumadinen (Najafpour, 2015) kaz L udwInRaNin171N TN 298 AN 14
Tunnsindnlanzutinfiesanuiiareaasa st afnans Waa tnwuuii (Phosphomannan)
Wludaudszneu uazfanuvgasuania lansenda aiu Weams lalasdalws nlilsmiu
UFnaaagTaannrnauiulanssin Double Valence 16 (Veglio’ & Beolchini, 1997;
Zou et al., 2006)
granunssuuilsiudlzudanadlugnaunssuninandAnniapssgia
wastlszmalnglunisdududideeen daqiiualssnunaniilaiudilzndssiuauunn
AN ARTINUA1L A UsRAaTl (Pilot Plant Development and Training Institute, 2003)
Tutlaqiiuinisduilaiudlendimnnanlaniwdegtidun@nsineising < (Starch-Based
Product) Imenszuqunistasmaetaulay Wy Nealpandmsu dinnanealng was
urmnanglea waldiludiunanlunandusiauisuazinzasns Taaluszudng
nIzURUNIINAATuAr ANt e L ilsNmaaaNnNszuunINanaaasgsuinig
Y oA e e vy oy e e A e - . Y o
Udeietntaseld Helidmingesnilasananadaniasdlszneunanuisntinunlddlu
1 & 24’ = 6 dll a = % [l [~3 dll tilj = 6
wuadAFUaUluNTNILReNERMNanNARTaNaale a9 lsRn NN NI ReaE 6
TuwuasarfuaunuanseiugasnaziniaasyAulnLasnandaulalauLane9iy
(Ferreira et al., 2010; Li et al., 2009; Taccari et al., 2012) wananiifatiladauaraaiin
Ndauasianisiastyresdas [y wnaslulngauw arudunsasis g waznsli
£ [ i// = o U = ==® dl d’l = I
ANA LHUAY AIEURIR T UARIRNNITANEIAN1ZMUNIZAN LN TN S LA N E 4 B
dl b2 o a a a a 4 1 = a Aa a o d”d 1 =K
waldtiasarunsnsyiiuTnuaznandonaalhatinedllssananin 9 uddatiasges@mnem
aniazimnnzanlunisinsiaestds el AsEn g e nil9a1n s UNARNIAS
WULUaIANTUAUNAN INBaAN1T2845eULLNTAUNLAY LAZINNYAAITDITDILUAD
AMNNITLIUNITURR LATHIMLLRUNWNATIAAARS (Mathematical Model) N1 ldiAsWLLIL
(Simulation) Nnsiastyaasdas (Dodic et al., 2012; Zajsek & Gorsek, 2010) LNaaLNe
W ANsINNTsATEYIAL IR avEas LuAEintas il

q8n1s
1. BasldlunsAnmn
Saccharomyces cerevisiae var. montache
2. NABTENIRYAL
1lnﬂwﬁﬁﬂ@ﬂuﬁQQWﬂﬂizuquﬂﬁiuﬂigﬂuﬂqﬁuﬁwﬂzuﬁhﬁQEWRHmﬁhﬂﬂ
u?ﬁ@1é1n5@g%% A71R (WGC Co., Ltd) 8MN2ANNNINU AaninuasLlgy snTuwies
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wannInuilenAINLEa 10,000 saUA AW WK 10 W iuaulaldngmuugd
20 agATaLdEed W lElunimeaaasdnl
o = o dld 1 a = =l v o (=1 [~3
3. N7AALARNTARaNNNARBNITHARTINAATRAA28N1TUTNLLLIALE5A
TuAsingaeiils
ANZLALNEIAR U1 TALNN AT YM Broth TaeimauiAng gl 30 @90
o . Y o X 4 odns y o X
wal@ed 1Hunan 24 99lue antuanendnd@eti@asn baasludmingesuilanlasside
FaustutladaniaaliaznienIn Aaudaalun1s9f 1 Tag19uEUnIINAARILLIL
Plackett-Burman Design (PBD) (13199 2) (Zhou et al., 2011) "nn1siwiziasaiduingn
72 daluauaziiusiaa19u1dnAIANY W (Optical Density; OD) #1 600 w1TuiNAs
AN AT RInsdRiNmInTaNtagasiAaaNnng Biomass (g/L) = OD_ /1.736 Balpiun
mnmm%’wmmz‘@ﬁu{i:ﬁm’wm"]mmﬂmmzzﬁmﬁﬂ%qma%m‘ (R* =0.9930)
WATANUIAINeE D A28 TUIWNTN Design Expert Version 7.0 Aptaanilasaniuasanis
a A o 1 Ao o o A = o o o o o
WwrnyreviafeteltadnAty WeAnesziuNnvnnzanaastiadaiulunimeansdinld
4. neAnEszALNmNNzanaasiiadanNansnasanisasA LI e as
WZIALNNATeEAF IWa1119 YM Broth 19uuni 30 avAgaLiea
Wuman 24 F2lue annudnanandedasdaaludstindasutlanam@owdn daudlsiu
aqeping 9 Aam13199 3 TAeaN9uLNRNITNAaaILLL Box-Behnken Design (BBD)
(Aslan & Cebeci, 2007) IlaAUgANIIIWNZIALNT 72 daTue 1fufnatinandn s ziTunm
TNaaBas LazaZ1aluLu (Model) Aaai@unis Polynomial Quadratic Equation waz
Y1aNN1FRIMNENERmNzaN U zasaE assald

al o -dl = a a 1 a = o
A1F19N 1 ﬁ@@ﬂ%imuﬂ’]iﬂﬂ‘]ﬂ’]@%ﬁm@m@ﬂqﬁ\m?ﬂ;’lﬂ‘ﬂﬁﬁl@IF]

Experimental value

Variables Symbol
Low value (-1) High value (+1)
Total Soluble Solids (°Brix) A 15 28
Ammonium Sulfate (g/L) B 5
pH C 3.0 5.0
Yeast Extract (g/L) D 0 5
Shaking Rate (rpm) E 100 200
Inoculums Size (%, v/v) G 5 10
Temperature (°C) H 25 30

Dummy F. ILJ, K -1 1
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A15199N 2 LEUNIINAAAILLL PBD Larn1INandanaatiasntilstiutladesas PBD

Run A B CcC D E F G H / J) K Biomass (g/L)
1 28 5 3.0 5 200 1 5 25 -1 1 -1 1.751
2 15 5 50 0 200 1 10 25 -1 -1 1 1.926
3 28 0 50 5 100 1 10 30 -1 -1 -1 2.219
4 15 5 30 5 200 -1 10 30 1 -1 -1 0.668
5 15 0 50 0 200 1 5 30 1 1 -1 0.381
6 15 0 30 5 100 1 10 25 1 1 1 0.776
7 28 0 30 0O 200 -1 10 30 -1 1 1 0.586
8 28 5 30 0 100 1 5 30 1 -1 1 0.763
9 28 5 50 0O 100 -1 10 25 1 1 -1 0.583
10 15 5 50 5 100 -1 5 30 -1 1 1 1.613
11 28 0 50 5 200 -1 5 25 1 -1 1 2.644
12 15 0 3.0 0 100 -1 5 25 -1 -1 -1 0.117

F, I, J WAz K Aa Dummy 1, Dummy 2, Dummy 3, ag Dummy 4 ANNANAL

5. ANIANHIANTNATBINITLIHANNARDNITHARTINIAUAIEAF L UGS 5 Ang
a18nAT@a3NMe 400 Aadam? adluAmindasuilanlsuasdilsznaulfiuunza

a '

a =3 o ndl o -dlda a a = LT
(RanseuIaINNITANEIsTALNmNNzanaestadenNansnasanisiasy AL inueseas)
o o = N oA O | =
WAZAYLANEMNIINNTLNRINAT 0.5 338N 178 1.0 BN FeldRIIN13NIU 400 FRLABUNTN
Wudaatuiluscazundnainugu wazinuiAw e minGouatias
6. NNIANHIAAUNAFAIAASNTIAITYUBIEAFAQELLUYUNNATIRAARAS
ndayanlidainnismaass (Experimental Data) Tufanmsinuniszannian
'y = % aca 9 2 dl e ¥ o
AquUNAAIARTIaNEaRRatRan1IUEUTANIMNNZaN (Curve Fitting) Tnelduuudnaes
NWALAANARTIUNIANEIERIINITATYANUNIZEIEA (Maximum Specific Growth Rate,
p ) ieasunansLastyIaNEiafmaa L LUUIaAaRN (Logistic Model) (N9 (1) LA (2))
max
(Zajsek & Gorsek, 2010) WAZANHIAFINNITNARTINIAGIZA (Maximum Biomass
Productivity, r ) Lﬁﬂ@%mﬂﬁmﬂmmam%qmaé’hﬂLLumjuﬂa‘zgﬂﬁmm Gompertz (Modified
max
Gompertz Model) (Dodic et al., 2012) (a1n19 (3)) TagnIn19Llsuean poowazr

Rnnnzansnefaridu (Function) Solver Tulilsnss Microsoft Excel (Version 2016)
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A19199 3 NNIINULRUNAAENLLL BBD LL@tN@ﬂ’]ﬁ‘Naﬁ]‘dﬁ’)N’Jﬂaﬂﬁ@ﬁﬂLLNHﬂ’]?VIﬂ@‘ﬂQ

Uy BBD
Run °Brix (A) pH (C) Yeast Extract (g/L) (D) Biomass (g/L)
1 21.5(0) 3.0 (-1) 0(-1) 0.257
2 21.5(0) 3.0 (-1) 10 (+1) 0.303
3 21.5(0) 5.0 (+1) 0 (-1) 2.470
4 21.5(0) 5.0 (+1) 10 (+1) 2.347
5 5 (-1) 4.0 (0) 0 (-1) 1.243
6 5(-1) 4.0 (0) 10 (+1) 1.398
7 28 (+1) 4.0 (0) 0(-1) 2.652
8 28 (+1) 4.0 (0) 10 (+1) 2.405
9 15 (-1) 3.0 (-1) 5 (0) 0.182
10 15 (-1) 5.0 (+1) 5 (0) 2.487
11 28 (+1) 3.0 (-1) 5 (0) 0.308
12 28 (+1) 5.0 (+1) 5 (0) 2.822
13 21.5(0) 4.0 (0) 5(0) 2.484
14 21.5(0) 4.0 (0) 5(0) 2.302
15 21.5(0) 4.0 (0) 5 (0) 2.459
16 21.5(0) 4.0 (0) 5 (0) 2.234
17 21.5(0) 4.0 (0) 5(0) 2.425

(-1) AR 3TAUAN (0) AB FTLAUNATN LAY (+1) AD TAVEN
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Xo€XP(H paxl)

o (22 )it-et 0] 2

max

rmax-ex
X=X+ | X, exp [—exp (—"(”) (z‘L-z‘)+1] (3)

max

o ]

09) | = 6 a
UNNUNTININEAR (NTNRIDAGT)

Sk
]

1
4 o 1

UinTontatidafBufy (NFuFaanT)

XX
o))
]

6

minTanosdasgeqn (Nfusedns)

>
ho))%
©

1
1 o

ANIINITATYINNTGI4R (Fatalua)

=
po))!
o

-

ARIMNIINARTINIATAAGIGA (NTuFaARTsiadalu)

-
o) s
D

FTEZIANNNGY (T2109)

=
po))s
()

~
o) s
»

g o
FLELINIZIALN (T2T049)

NANISNARDILALIANT L
o = o dlda a 1 a = rdl z 901 ]
1. nadstaaniladaNNananasanisasyastdaininiziassluAeindaa il
o A o dld 1 a a = o‘d‘ 291 90J 1
niaAadaniladanlnasanisiasyiAuinrasdasnniziaasluidsingas
LINAREINNTI19 L NN AARNL UL PBD TaaitladafiAnunianus 7 tads nan1snnaad
WAAIAIANTINT 2 WL NNIIWIZIRENE AR TUANZALANANTUAzAIHasanI1Tasty AL Ts
A o . a = = Y o o = =
WRRAE TALANIENANNNIONRFTINIAEARLAGINAR LA NIgA ABN1INAABIT 11 AT 12
AINAIAL TIRNNITONAR TINIAEAF AWINAL 2.644 NFUARANT WAz 0.117 NFUARARNT
1 v 1
ANNATFL AN UAR TN BN FIENNUINNN TN L AENE ABT e AR AL AN AT WAL AN
FlanszuaunITmIsEAiinfalulsadaasaneiuin lgasiinisasoyiAulaLmans19iu
(Trigueros et al., 2016) WATNANITANEIBNTNALRITIAALNHABNTUANTINIAURIE 5T
WamnziaesaeAsingasuila Tnanisaiaszinisnnnes (Regression Analysis)
(113797 4) nuqn TadatladelfacaialansnafanITHARTINIAUDIT R LANANTL
A a aa \ o aaa o . a o PP = v o
Wanarsammeaianudnilade NNaNEnasan1suaRTaNtaevtiafgengaae ANt
R9EAFANA (D) 799A9HIAD ANHITILNTAA (C) WAL FNIUIBILTINazA Y L ARINNA
(A) AuaeU Tpatladeisanainilan d41928n5 (Coefficient) Winffu 0.99 0.87 wax
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0.57 ANHNAAY hazAnTludngiuaa9dnsna (Contribution) ANABNINANTINIRT RS
WINAL 31.95% 25.03% WAz 10.62% ANNANAL

al = a a 1 o 1 a a = L% aa a g
ANTINN 4 NIIANHIENTNATAILAAZTARLADNITNARTINAALAFAILITNI1TILATIZY

nI1TnANaE
Variables Coefficients Computed t-value p-value Contribution (%)
A 0.57 1.462 0.262 10.62°
B 0.11 0.282 0.817 0.38
C 0.87 2.231 0.115 25.03
D 0.99 2.538 0.086 31.95
E 0.35 0.897 0.467 4.02
G -0.095 -0.244 0.838 0.29
H -0.29 -0.744 0.541 2.78

‘Independent variables which were selected for Box-Behnken Experimental Design.

gasanmdulnasaunse lulnsian (Organic Nitrogen Source) TN@IN1T0
) dy = % dl = a c a a A a a o
Yt lunisnnsiastiaslaiiasannineaaziiy wWilng 9anfu wazinasaiunde
Wuesddszneu Tnagafainnsainldldlunszuqunisasraldsiundudoulssnavues
iad wazieulaldludfisamisdawinnaluadaas (Li et al,, 2017) Asiuied
a = & o 96/ 1 49( = =R a a a a
naRniasanmnaslUlursindeauiloaunniu gafasarunsomsimulnuasnanionng
% zg 2 [ % =8 ﬁ:ﬁ' 1 £ U al & v aa a
1A UNTL ADAPRBIALNANITAN DTN LI AN NI NI UTesEafa i Nananaluniauan
Wy ] a A = s
(Positive Effect) BIaN1TNARNTAINIANUDIL AR
dl a a a 1 1 d‘ 3 d’l = o
WWana1sunaninaresAtAntLilungamne (pH) ae9a1unsh nnsiasas 45
I a a o dl dJ = = c QI 49{ dl
NUINBNTNA LN19u9n (Positive Effect) (13197 4) TITINIAURIEL AR LANTLLND AN
W{unsAA191e991 TN TWANN 3.0 1w 5.0 TassAumnsiunsAf19re9an s b L
ANFNNZIAENE AR ANNANTUS AU NN lalnsianleaaa (H ion) Waallsnay (Proton)
FepruaNANNdduelalasauneluEmad wazauatnnnlunsTuwaas 89
a196114 | (Cell Permeability) Tneivinliaasanunsnmsoumuinldfndwuangeluaniay
d” dl o val a dglj 1 dgj = v
nnzasiunge nilERlentainanisUuenlussudinanisinnziassdasues
(Limtong, 2006) AauilunsamsaasatmsnldlunisinnsiaasiafaalununéAny
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siafanssnaeaenlodsd Glucose-6-Phosphate-Dehydrogenase (G6PDH) luidnlnalalada
(Glycolysis) Taifendaaiunisnandauoauesiias S. cerevisiae (Trigueros et al., 2016)
Lﬂm’iw’@mﬁﬁmﬁ@mnm@mam’iﬂm@ﬁ{iwm@ﬂq‘ﬂmLﬂumﬁﬂizﬂ@uuﬁﬂ
FaAEiNe e LT9aINAINNITLAUNTNARGINA19 T B e L TeRazan el danu e
ot/ lugavtlsznnns 25 - 28 agALTNd ﬁmﬂummLim%’ummﬁmmmﬂmﬂizmm
180 - 200 NiNFANT LLa:ﬁﬂ?mmmmLmﬁwﬁmﬁlu@gﬂizmm 70 - 80 NfNFABANT
annasflaznatimmindesuilaadinanumunzaniaztinun i uumnsaan fueulunis
wnzidesdas esann S. cerevisiae amnsnmuelar (Metabolite) {i’]maﬂ@uim
TunnsasoAutaldd (Limtong, 2006) ADAARBITLNANNINARDIHEINLT1 U
saeudeiavanslfiamuntesamintdeauil iansnasonsanginoatesiasesann
syaumnmlunsasNeLasEafane
aginslsfnnauilafiansnnaninavewanluifoudamn §nsanisiaen 1By
néae WATRUNN LITORE ETRPRAPPe (Experimental Level) NuqNRaninamnans
LARTaRaT artaandNdafatn AnuElunAfie (pH) waviBunaesLiiazaneld
Favua 1eTidngauIasBNENAWINAL 0.38 4.02 0.29 war 2.78 Llefifud AuadL
FaaaRentafann Anufluneane wasiFunnaesndefiaraneldianun unAne
sedURmuNTduTasLsazadelunimaanadell
2. nsAnEsAuRmInzanaesiadeifiavanasenissiivinuesdad
N17AENLLILNTNAREILLL BBD IHifleAnunseiuiimunzanaatiade
ﬁﬁ%w%wmﬁi@malﬂ?ﬁy Fulnuesdas nan1snaaeLdn e sfiazaneldvamn
avsdunsasng wazANdnduge g afaiaiiuansneiiy AYHARANITLAT YU A6T
Tnganaziianunsanandaunadanldteniian uazgeiigapenimaanedi 9 uaz 12
T N3 NNUTINIATAMVINAL 0.182 NFUFABART LAY 2.822 NFNABAMNT MINATAL
(A13197 3) LtﬁlﬂaLﬂ?ﬁtﬁﬁﬂ@;ﬂ@ﬁ]ﬁwLLN‘Hﬂ’W?VIﬂ@ﬂQﬂ@Q BBD Iagldanni1sniasaas
(Quadratic Equation) LﬂuLL‘]JU‘I/juLﬁ'ﬂZQ%‘INﬂ%ﬁmﬁuﬁuﬁr?twj"l\ﬁﬁ')LLﬂi‘ﬁﬁaV}QﬁW@ﬁl’@ﬂﬂ’i
LfeﬁtyLﬁuimﬁumm?ﬁﬁqmmm%ﬁ@xiﬁﬁmmm@ﬁ' (4)
Founatad (NFuFeaRs) = 2.38 + 0.36A + 1.13C - 0.021D + 0.052AC
- 0.10AD -0.042CD - 0.18A% - 0.76C”
- 0.28D° (4)
ile A C war D Ao Bunnaesudaiiazaneldvonun anuiflunsasig
wazANNENdUIRIE AR AN R AR
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WANAINHULLANA89193a1N137 (4) (317 1A-1C) arunsatinld g lunsmn
4 D . . 4
AN NUNIZAN LA TN ZLAENE AN NARNTANIALA IANLINEN1IERLNNIZ AN
A9 Usunnsaegundaiazane LaRanuaminGyu 16.73 a9A1LENE AuiflunsaA1WwinNGL 4.84
LALAINHLT NI UUANEHRAFRAAAWNAL 8.78 NSNARARNT L ANTINIAUNE A YN FU
e 1 _a = o o \ = Y A = a a
2.950 NSUFABAMT ANUNANINLAINAIINIATHN AU AL TN ANHIBNTNATD
N7 1ERNNARBN1TNARTINIAUBNE A I s A LTI NILIA 5 Angsa bl
3. NNFANBIANTNATAINIFIANNIARBNIINANTINIAUDID AR L9usin 5 ame
a = o o dlda/ v 1 [ % aa @ [ %
niaLasyaesdas lutaminnddnsnisldiainiAwingy 0.5 waz 1.0 18N wanasagl
= ! a A oA o o A @ o
7 2(A) HANINARBINLINNITATYLRIERFNEMTINTIHANA 0.5 BN azaRT
nsstylAulnlugag Log phase fawsdalueil 4 D9 d2lue?l 72 aa3n19wiziasg
] o = . o o A @ o
newdgszazaed (Stationary phase) Tuanuzdnsnislieania 1.0 38N LEagnIg
iwstyidingdae Log phase Tudalush 4 D9 dqluen 36 wazdanudnndrnsinisliainie
0.5 A8u gasninasyAninladindnd 1.0 Mdn Inaflinsuandanaatasivingy 6.11
(A 72 F9l14) waz 6.13 (N 36 d9lu4a) ANNAAU LEAIINNITMTRINANANENARENIT
a a =l v [ v tﬂl [ oI = o v a
WwItylRulnuesdasls lnadnsnisldanianszaumlnaniliiinnisazanaans
aandiauluatuiainiziaesannlddasiasyianuinlddaandianiaziidnsinig
1Ha1n1Age AYUNIIANERIINITIHaINIA AzaINITNNERIINTTaT19TaN At asT
TeunTu (Yen & Liu, 2014) hazsaln1sAne18nsnasedl3uiaandiaunazans
Tuarunsiaasi@a (Dissolve Oxygen, DO) saniaiastyiiulnaesias Candida utilis
o o PRy ! A o X o a o P
PamIIN171ERNA 1.0 28N WULN LHAAN DO ANTUTAIINIINARTINIAUDIE 26
C. utilis NALANTUAE LATARFIINITHARTAINIAUDY C. utilis THNNALHAAY DO NIAAIN
50% LHa4AINNERIIN17 I HaINIASINAANENNAAAN1THAR Crude Protein Ua9LGas
MlFmas ldivnzwiiald DO lussAuiiiune (Excess Level) (Rajoka et al., 2006)
[ o a o tﬂld tg .. v A 27
AAARBNNLNUATENANHINNTINIZIALN S. cerevisiae fntllalnslatmmuadilannualeini
(Hydrolysate of Empty Fruit Bunch) Taawuanluaniaznfinisldennid 0.5 2918s
= & a a 1 dl 1 v dla/ U 1 [ aa @
fadaziasyulngandnaninzilaiinisliannis wazndnsnisliaaniewintu 1.0 9918
asadarin1sasnyBuladngdas Stationary Phase 139n9198m31n15lannis
0.5 8N wazliiaNIagagaLYiniL 1.04 NFNFaaRT (Hermansyah etal., 2015) A1NN"3
AdamananraziulddnnisldenniAlusziunivunzanazdaasuninasybuinaasgasd
inldadaivdanaalige uaznisliainiauininuldlalidedeaiunisndndonas

= & o a (% o a ¥ v
AR AR LL@?JF;NLWNﬁ]uVJuﬂqﬁ‘ﬂ’]Luuﬂ’]ﬁ‘x‘]_l‘]_lﬂ’]?slﬁ'ﬂ’m’]ﬂ‘ﬂﬂﬂ')?;l
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Biomass (g/L)
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4. NNIANHNAAUNAAIARASNNIIATTYTBNEIAF AL LLIYUNNAIRAIART
HANNFIALIULLILNFLATEYIDIAFA L LUWUNNAIAANAAT LA WYL
Logistic kaz uuUuilszensaay Gompertz WAASAIZLIN 2(B) WAz 2(C) WazAAaUNaAans
N1TLATYLDIBAFAINULLYUAINAIIRAAIAIAITNN 5 HANITNARDINLGIU LU UIIADIULIL
= a = % 1 = v o % a Qr a
ANNNTOLRL UL LNy avEas AT uae19h TaeldAduilsz@nsnnseiuny
(Coefficient of Determination, R*) N1NN31 0.98 ARG LU UINABIAINI TR BRI
n19LastYavias LaslssuiiAIRaUNAANARF LA NG LALNALNANITNAARIATINAN
iWaNansauntniinTaNaatiasgIg e (X ) WaERIINTATYINNIZGIgn (U ) WU
o o AN @ A oA e o as @
fn9n151eNIA 1.0 BN BAFNAY X WAT p @andINgmIInagiienA 0.5 8w
max max
Iaennsdszannidnx  fidmaanisliiannid 0.5 99i8x uaz 1.0 3918u AeluLsju Logistic
WLINTANINAL 5.802 NFNARANT WAL 6.362 NTNABART AMNATAL WAY 4 NAIWINAL
max
0.108 sladalus waz 0.164 sadalus AINAAL wazidaRaTIINITLIzNI AN X
pasuLuullsegnsaes Gompertz fwudnlinaAREAAITY LazaNLULYUAINETD
o | AN el o a o oA X A4 o o X =
dewudn Badddnanisnantoniagege (- ) Wnawidednsinisliainidgeau Tnad

ax

AN r ) WiNAU 0.157 nFuseanssadalid way 0.274 niusednssadalue Auday
Lmem'ﬁLLumjummtﬁmmmmﬁ“’%mmLLuummana%maﬂ%ﬁw%mwmw?qm%qm@
lhannndasiv ﬁﬁlmﬂu@gudﬁﬁmqmﬂﬁmmﬁmm@ﬁiﬂm@w?m@uimm%ﬁ

e s AR RAN TN T AR (t) 209846 LUgaaL TN RN TIA3eY

wulmnaudngdae Log phase wuduiladmnannislieniAgaangadaziszazioanlunig
4 .

ANAININTVU TINARIINTLHBNNA 0.5 338N WAz 1.0 328N ANWINAL 9.20 Galue way
12.84 40Tuy pawua1Ay HasannileanuaniAdngdaudnsaadnsinisluanganuld
ludqusn agvinliszaziaanaasanniangniufiuienldneludwudnduasmsizannia
wasuNaanaNiainetemaiig aanalidnsnisunsaaseandauliliqauridias
LLﬁiuﬁqmﬂﬁuﬁmmmmmﬁmma@ﬂ%LW‘ILL@’]W?LEWL%%Qﬁu (Doran, 2013) N\
ARIINITLAIYRUNIZULAZARINNTHARTINIAL DTG FNNTU TelvnFasnsliaandiau
aran8 lUeN U ALNITANINTRAITANA R TINITNIUNANLDITINTN A e

dll =l 3 ?; 1 1 I3 d’l = &

WawFauiigunislfirmingdesuiluduwnasansuaulunismniae s a s
% al a dl dl 1 al '8 a al s a 1 a 2
Augedningy (119199 6) wWud1 BasaufsananTanaaludanauLsazaiinle
wANFNNAYL IsEiaAd N7 NAR ToN0a lsindaannniseiaslell (Bamboo Wastewater)
(Li et al., 2009) NMUAARAINNITNINTZANE LAY Hydrolyzed Cheese Whey Permeates
(Trigueros et al., 2016) lAWINL 14.67 WAz 8.20 NFNFAAAMT ATNANAL TIZININNIT
I rwindasuilafuingau Wasanniiaglas (Cellulose) lutini@sainniseias e
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A5 5 ANRAUNAANARTNITLATYINE AN LAAINULLIYUNINAIRANART

Logistic model Modified Gompertz model
Parameters
0.5 vvm 1.0 vvm 0.5 vvm 1.0 vwvm
X (g/L) 0.273 0.130 0.070 0.353
X (g/L) 5.802 6.362 5.972 6.070
Mo (1/h) 0.108 0.164 NC NC
I (g/Lh) NC NC 0.157 0.274
t (h) NC NC 9.20 12.84
R’ 0.9885 0.9968 0.9931 0.9933

NC = Not calculated

gneesaatasaseulmditagaa (Cellulase) vinliRlFuumangina wazlalaa
Wnau Taadaosduduyindy 15.58 way 21.64 nfusiaans nuandu lunmeh
@n9azang Hydrolyzed Cheese Whey Permeates T96N1n32 191NN seiesnealmadiusin-
nuantading (B - galactosidase) Hinmangtaauaziisnanianlnasuiuwingy 180
o I a = =R a a % a o 1 v a % all
ninsedans BasasanisnasnALInludingRuAinanlinuazuandonalige luaneh
wnrtngdaautlsduinianglaaegivindy 118.57 nfusedns usiielsauiauiy
nslfilaenaalduiia (Empty Fruit Bunch Lignocellulosic Hydrolysate) Neinunissias
% " = L7 9: 1 o o Aa
potieulaiiaagiaa Haonudnduresinmanglaawiniu 14.7 nfusieans (Hermansyah
= & ' o a a =KX o 2SS c a A v v dl 1 <
etal., 2015) GtipandnludngAuatinauasinldtadnan Tanoalatieangn adngleinig
UBNAINUNAIANFUAUNHIUIRNALLAY AxFaIAITaDee1AR 1M ITHADUNT UAUETN
a a = v % a o dg/ [~} 7 & [ % a aa a
nsseysuinvesdasdlaandon anauddeiliiulddnesdlsenauaesingAulanana
FanIaasALIALATNNTNARTaNIAEAR AetiuAdTnTstenviTalfuan nteeding sy
v dl 1 o d’l = & 1
poanszuaunsiwnizanneutin iUl luntsmnzinestasseld
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a = a o = Y 2 a ' @ o a
M1FI19N 6 L‘Lr‘is‘ﬁl‘]_lL'VIEI‘Llﬂ’]?N@mﬂQNQ@ﬂﬂﬁﬁﬂﬂﬂ’Tﬂﬂm‘ﬂ\‘]Lﬁﬂﬂﬁuﬁﬁﬁ\? °'| mvﬂmmqmu

o _ Biomass
Carbon Source Optimized Variable (g/L) References
1. Bamboo Wastewater Initial pH 6.1, Fermentation Time 69 h 14.67 Lietal., 2009

and Yeast Extract 1.17 g/L

2. Hydrolyzed Cheese (NHA)ZSO4 1.93 g/L, l\/lgSO4 0.04 g/L, 8.20 Trigueros et al., 2016

Whey Permeates KHZPO4 0.06 g/L and Hydrolyzed
CWP 40 g/L
3. Empty Fruit Bunch Temperature 30°C, Fermentation Time 24 1.04 Hermansyah et al., 2015
Lignocellulosic h and Aeration Rate 1.0 vvm
Hydrolysate
4. Starch Hydrolysate Total Soluble Solid 16.73°Brix, 6.13 This Study
Waste pH 4.84, Yeast Extract 8.78 g/L

and Aeration Rate 1.0 vvm

aq1
= o Aaa o : a  a N - ' <
anNN1sAnEladenNansnasanisasyRuinresEas wudiTuiniaeands
Nazaaldvianun (A) A1ANduNIAAIe (C) wazatsainantas (D) Naniwase
a N & = : a N e <
NIFHARTINIALAAGIGA IALANITTUNITANFADNITHANTINIALAAAD TN
Nazanslaianun windu 16.73 a9an Usnd Aauilungasng winfu 4.84 uazasania
anBas Winfiu 8.78 niuseans Tnuaunsnuan danaalagegawiniu 2.95 nfusaans
WAZAINNTNAFINANNINNRIAB LAAIANNIN (4) TINA1 R Wi 0.9624 ANNN9ANEN
fanwud1dnsnisliainiAlaninasednsINIsNARTINatias luiaudnIuIe 5 ang
Taandmsnisliannie 1.0 36N Aruin@annatias uazdnINIINARTINIALIAFEIRA
gend1dnanigliennia 0.5 78N winAu 10 waz 75 wWafidus auandu wanainiuy
FANUIMULYUBDY Logistic hay wuujulseensdaes Gompertz 41379014 bung
a a = % o P 1 = ¥ a o :if o ¥
@aukuLNsEs et ludaminlaiduesned uasdeyaainanuddeilannsoinld g
Wuuuwamiglunisiznsdanisuazivuyafiaeamaeisainisanugpainssui ldudls
duingauls wazddaaannisznisnindnpasimaaialaanniamil
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