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Table 2 Composition and content of organic acids in supernatant and secondary condensate (g/L)
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k= _ _ _ _ _
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Note:"—" indicated that the sample concentration was lower than the detection limit
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Effects of Supernatant and Secondary Condensate from Industri-
al Waste Water on Fuel Ethanol Fermentation

ZHOU Yong
(Cofco Biotechnology Co. ,Ltd. ; Bengbu, Anhui,233010,China)

Abstract: In order to study the feasibility of reusing the waste water from fuel ethanol production,the organic
acids in the supernatant and secondary condensate samples produced during the process of fuel ethanol fer-
mentation were taken as the research object to analyze the compositions of organic acids in these samples as
well as to investigate the effects of single organic acid,water samples before and after D318 ion exchange res-
in treatment on the growth and ethanol production of S. cerevisiae NJ-2019. Results showed that acetic acid,
lactic acid, propionic acid and citric acid were the main organic acids in the supernatant,but the main organic
acids in the secondary condensate were acetic acid and lactic acid. Lactic acid and propionic acid showed signif-
icant inhibition on the growth and fermentation of S. cerevisiae NJ-2019, with the minimum inhibitory con-
centrations of 7.0 and 1. 0 g/L,respectively. When the supernatant and secondary condensate samples were
reused directly.the supernatant presented stronger inhibition on ethanol fermentation process. However, re-
moval or partial removal of organic acids in the supernatant and secondary condensate samples could increase
ethanol production by 10. 11% and 9. 85% , respectively. Therefore, both the supernatant and the secondary
condensate produced in the fuel ethanol fermentation had potential for reuse, which was conducive to energy
conservation and emission reduction in the ethanol production process.

Key words: fuel ethanol, supernatant, secondary condensate, reuse, energy conservation and emission reduc-
tion,organic acids,fermentation

AL Bl

(E#% 181 ® Continued from page 181)
Optimization of Enzymatic Hydrolysis for Rice Protein via Re-
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Abstract : In order to improve the degree of rice protein hydrolysis and extraction rate,response surface meth-
od was used to optimize the hydrolysis process of rice proteins. In this study,first of all,the single factor ex-
periment method was used to analyze the effect of enzyme addition amount,temperature,pH value and enzy-
matic hydrolysis time on rice protein hydrolysis. Furthermore,on the basis of single factor experiment, Box-
Behnken method was used to design the experiment to investigate the influence of the above four factors on
the degree of rice protein hydrolysis and protein extraction rate. The results showed that the optimum condi-
tions of enzymatic hydrolysis were temperature 62°C , enzyme addition 2. 5%, pH 8. 2, and hydrolysis time
10. 5 h. Under this condition,the degree of hydrolysis of rice protein could reach 41.5% ,and the rate of pro-
tein extraction could reach 93. 1%. The research results can provide references for the industrial application of
soluble rice protein peptide prepared by enzymatic hydrolysis.

Key words: response surface method, rice protein, enzymatic hydrolysis, degree of hydrolysis, protein extrac-
tion rate
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