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Optimization of Fermentation Condition on Furanone Production by
Zygsoaccharomyces rouxii QOR6 and Its Metabolic Characteristics
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Abstract: To clarify the conditions and furanone production by Zygsoaccharomyces rouxii, the fermentation conditions by
Z. rouxii QOR6 were optimized through single factor and orthogonal experiments. Then the types and relative contents of
volatile aroma substances were determined by gas chromatography-mass spectrometry (GC-MS). The results showed that
the fermentation temperature of 28 °C, the initial pH of 4.2, the incubation speed of 180 r/min and the inoculation amount of
20x107 CFU/mL were the optimal conditions, in which the yield of HDMF reached 2.90 mg/L, 1.09 times higher than that
of before optimization. There were 41 volatiles components in the fermentation broth, mainly including alcohols, aldehydes,
esters, aromatics and hydrocarbons. Among them, alcohols indicated the highest content, accounting for 81.13% of the total
volatiles. Other metabolites with higher relative contents were phenethylacetate (3.48%), formaldehyde (0.34%), 2,6-di-tert-
butylphenol (8.77%), chloromethoxymethane (0.20%) and 3-ethyl-2,5-methylpyrazine (0.70%). This study might provide

technical support for the application of the Z. rouxii in food.
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B KA B (Zygsoaccharomyces rouxii) J2=Wg 155
BIE AR, PRSI S i R DT
AL G LA B B A SRR I R (4-hydroxy-2,5-
dimethyl-3(2H) furanone, HDMF ) £E, iX LE4%) i ‘1 9
VERFEA], X il RUBR H AR R igs2 a2, 5 Ul
1RigHE i HDMF BRItRA &[G R | BeaRiRE): | FLAR
WP, & WS B RTHOE TH A 45 1 HDMF
e EE A BEAR, FEASIN D-SBEFN NaCl fy 35 3k
K5 4, & BB G i HDMF 7~ &2 7] ik 5
6.77 mg/L¥ . HeIREERERSFE 4 d B HDMF F=&hx
2N 2 mg/L, FLEREHETER 3% 3 d B} HDMF F= i3k
F| 1.17 mg/LP W R, & [CEER: AL B ST
T B e et JCRERIVE ISR A eIl &
P AN T R B A SRR T, 5 QR R
WAl & A I E RS XRE, E ST TR
BER A IS 2 R D EA G Ge s A B, 6T
HoAth g Sk BN FHFRIE AR . FFHASAH -
FUEIFH (GC-MS)HE ARV T & GRS 510 A
P ] e TP ARE 5, RO 1 A8 2 T v ) e B L SRAR AR
T IR AR,

AR S 2 R FHIE A T RR B AR, I FHBR A fbid IR
fitf(Quinone oxidoreductase, QOR)¥J%E Z. rouxii QOR
TR T AL, QOR S PRA B SR ME- 1,6- R
( Fructose-1,6-bisphosphate, FBP) 1t if &5 5. HDMF
iy B ARG EE T O B4R 3 19 5 77 HDMF I &
QORG6, QOR FEH Fik EAH L T H R R = T
4.8 fFCRAREGEH) . (B G L HDMF K145
P B ACERER LRI . PRI, AR SCER AT FQ 2
BETEH QOR6 K4 il HDMF 2514, 45 R T6& Gl Bk
TG XU, HESh A B S 7 h i
1 MRS
1.1 MREEE

EIRBELREE QOR6 ARSI FE A4t YPD A4
BEFeHE: 20 o/L FE MR, 20 g/L #4568, 10 g/L BER-E
HUr; YPD [EMARE 3R 5L 20 o/L 35 H R, 20 g/L Fi%

B, 10 g/L MeRE$2EUY), BUflE; HDMF 45 5 381
Sigma A\ F]; FlE, EAMER(GIES)  HREF

FARRAF]

MLS-830L 7 xR S 28K B FA fdt R
EEI7 48 (_ 1) A BR 2 F]; Opti-Clean 1300 & B
WEETAES  SEHHES (L) A BRA ] SB25-
12DTD MR IIEVENL T AR IR BR
ZNF]; HI850R Ui B0l E L OV UES A
PR A Wi L AKBDEHANERE BRA Al
ZQLY-300V XA RIR G an RS BR
INEl ZXSP-B0270 AARIESRAE BRI AT IR
FEA R PB-10/C IREET  JLEZE 2 MRS

REGAFRA T 1290 UHPLC BUHE B ROBAR i
LHERHR AR BRAAS T ITQ 1100 AUASFE (A 335 5T 35 ¢
FAL FEBR I RBHR A BRAF] .
1.2 KWHE
1.2.1 WERERSERFE =% Liv 07 ik ItF
YEM B . BURAEI S [CHEEEE T QORSG, £E K s Y
YPD [EAIEFREL R, TIEIR R F5E T 7 28 C
PS5 555 3 do PRICR TR Y 2 22445 100 mL
YPD #AR: IR 5L 250 mL =M, T4iRRS
ZRHAE 28 °C . 180 r/min 254 F 1537 3 d, S 40T
Brik#] 2.5x10°~3.0x10° CFU/mL B 45 H. B 5 mL
EE AL I B R 2] 100 mL YPD B3R REvh, 78
SR PEF R 28 °C. 180 r/min 5514 F#%53% 27 h 1k
AP F RS
1.2.2 HDMF il #R4E Li 880 iy 58 7 ik 9f
THIEB M., W FRFE W AR IE 4 C &4 T
8000 r/min E5.0> 10 min, BRAAEHEKEL 2 mL 3%
W, 28 0.22 pm JERR L U8 S5 R A HPLC il %2 HDMF
T . MWAHETE 414 UPLC BEH-Amide( 1.7 pm,
2.1 mmx=100 mm), FBIFHN 0.1% H R (A) F1 i
(B), BEWIARREEA: 0~10 min, 5%B; 10~15 min, 20%B;
15~20 min, 100%B. ¥%ii# 1 mL/min, }£35 25 °C, ¥t
BRI 10 pl, #3287 nm, i HSMREE = .
1.2.3 & [CEEEER QORG6 Al HDMF F=E 1) A BEs%
Witk AR BRI RN YPD Bigrdl,
SRAE RIS AT B R 2S00, LUR TR 28 °C..
pH4.7 . 43 180 r/min. #Fp 20%10" CFU/mL. &
FEEsHE] 3 d FERIEARET SR T 22807, 5 2R
(24, 28,32 F1 36 °C) . ¥Iis pH(5.7. 5.2, 4.7. 4.2
F13.7) . #3533 (160, 180, 200 Fl1 220 r/min) . EFP&
(2x107, 5x107, 20x10” Fl1 50107 CFU/mL) %% [X 2
Xt QOR6 & HDMF F= 145200 .

AR PR SOG4 R, BT 4 N 3 KSEAIIE
22, T E QOR6 M A WS4 . 1IE3SIEH
FARTILEER 1,

F 1 OIERIRE Ly HEKFR

Table 1  Factors and levels of Ly(3*) orthogonal test
SES
S — \ N
WECC)  #hpH  $5#(/min)  HEAPEE (<107 CFU/mL)
1 24 4.7 160 5
28 42 180 20
3 32 3.7 200 50

1.2.4 ¥ & PEY) RN E
1.2.4.1 FRIAEES S B0 I 0 A R P I A
SR R B A R, FREGE S M AR &, T IS



- 180 - £ Tl B4

202345 1 H

LA 2 g MURTEREN, RGBT 80 C K-
5 20 min, FRE EARTEAE BRAETFLIE T AS o, dRE2RRA
80 °C /K¥EH 20 min, EAHLAE
1.2.42 GC-MS MxE &1 GC & A1F: TG-5 MS &
A4 FE (30 m=0.25 mmx0.25 um); F2)FTHIR: FITATR
BE 50 °C, 3% 3 min LIS, 6 °C/min By F i3 38 B T
% 250 C, £ +F 5 min, Z M & i &K, ik
1.0 mL/min; JFEER: 1.0 uL o

MS Z&A4: g 7 =Ch EL L FRERN 70 eV, 2
FEEE A 250 °C, B FIRIESN 230 °C, UKAT IR E
S 200 °C, T FILER, 7 =X, FaEiHe
40~650 m/z.,

FE A Jo i P B 43 BT s SR AR B 1 B [ )
JH NIST 3SR TR SR, S8 A b b 48 2 M il o,
FER TR — A7k T 25 B AR &
1.3 HELIE

SRR 3 A TRES, 5 RS R v 2E
KR o M SPSS 25.0 AT EL I 43 AT Al Prism
8.0 Hill &l RIHBARFE I 24347 & Duncan #3560 Fb3%
e EdE, P<0.05 FonkEBlEA G247 .
2 HBRESH
2.1 AMEREXEKESE QOR6 &/ HDMF =8
oA

R 5 2 TR T B PR 3N, R 2 ) HDMF = 5
ST S E AR E 1) MABERE N
36 C W}, K h1iY HDMF &g fiih 1.56 mg/L;
MR BEIR Y S 28 °C BF, HDMF & £k 2l f% 5 N
2.65 mg/L, 3 & TIHAMRES (P<0.05) . KL, &
P BE AR 28~32 °C Bl FE [CIEBE B QOR6 A= 1K,
X R ZEAENY W s Al — 3. WP R, 7R
Pt AR v, R TR R T2 B o S R AR PN A TG
PR A R ARG PR, 21 K i R o s s, 4
JHe P T P4 R A A 32 3T ) U R = S BRI
I, &[G R R QORG6 7= HDMF 1Y e fE: & I 1R B
A 28 °C, IR E T PR e 225550 .

HDMF (mg/L)

24 28 32 36
I (°0)

Bl 1 RREEBAEE AT QOR6 154 HDMF i
Fig.1 HDMEF production from Z. rouxii QOR6 under different
fermentation temperatures
TE: AR/ING bR A0 BRIA AT 1 251 25 53 (P<0.05) ; 5] 2~

P 4 A,

2.2 % pH M E KB E QOR6 &A% HDMF ==
0=

Wik pH Xt & [ EE T QOR6 7= HDMF & &t
MISZIALNIE 2 Fros . BfE R BERRILs pH g, &
182 % P Y HDMF 5 8 52 B0 L 5 T o s B 1 84
. TEWIMA pH Sl 4.2 I, KWk P H9 HDMF & &
o 2.18 me/L, B3 = A SE G 2H (P<0.05) o
MY s pH S 5.7 B, K& EER P A9 HDMF & & B
o PRI, 5 FRRERS B IS SRR A 257 R A
R, 24044 pH N 4.2 A F T& [CELEE QOR6
KT

3_

[
1

-

HDMF (mg/L)
n

3.7 4.2 4.7 5.2 5.7
pH
K2 AE#IEG pH 2T QOR6 )il HDMF j* i
Fig.2 HDMF production from Z. rouxii QOR6 under different
initial pH

IR 2 BH, e L et B b, 38 BRI LR pH A F)
T R B AR P E P P e, MO A
KA, & [CEERF BRI T #E pH1.5~10.5 IITE BN
K, BEG@E R KIEETE 3.5~5.08, X S5ASCIIRFsT 4h
SRARZEML, B, KRR pH = 4.2 fE AW UG
pH HTFIRZ5T.
23 HREMNERBEESYE QOR6 & A HDMF =&Y
Al

Bi IR A% X & [QIEEE TR QOR6 7 HDMF 77 i
MISEIR AN 3 s Bl 3 0N, & Fem v iy
HDMF & &5 2 3 SeTh SRR s fEs55R0%
A 180 r/min B, & W P 1) HDMF & & i
2.6 mg/L(P<0.05) ., T 45385533 N 220 r/min B,

Al

DN

\|

160 180 200 220
7 (r/min)
K3 AREFEEZACET QOR6 £l HDMF j* i
Fig.3 HDMF production from Z. rouxii QOR6 under different
agitation speeds
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KR ) HDMF & 854 1.76 mg/mL.

B RIEREE TR AR, 7FA ST iE H
AR, I8 M AVFRIRS IR AT DA IR A R R 7 AU
R, FITRTIHAEAEEL B RN, S e S EUR I
W h HDMF & i BRI A4 I A T RS i TS Fe e
B, A B 3, R, BER PR A it
Wh=s U R, SR SRRSO 180 r/min.
24 EMENEKESE QOR6 = HDMF =2/
20

FEFh X & U RE B QOR6 77 HDMF % 1Y
SENETNE 4 s . BlEE SR E AR, &R Y
HDMF & &t S 3 SeT e e KRR a3 . ZEdifhi
>k 20x107 CFU/mL B, & B2 " 1) HDMF & & %
=12 1.54 mg/L, W35 E T HARSL I 2H (P<0.05); >4
Pl 2x107 CFU/mL B, Z B H Y HDMF &
K. N, 243280 N 20<107 CFU/mL i, A F) T
B CIHREF QORG6 1R, ot i, Mrtkiefh X
AUHE A A AR B B R VR Y, RS R R
AP E IR N, &R T HDMF &% S Se
= JE B, TRER T HEFh IS, R An g e /b,
AR B bRr=9/ . e B s, 4UREI s m
| = D = R W AT o e B e e oo Lo

3=

1 [

17

2 5 20 50
PRI (1x107 CFU/mL)
Kl 4 AFEEEFHEZCET QOR6 A5 HDMF j* i
Fig4 HDMEF production from Z. rouxii QOR6 under different
inoculation amounts

HDMF (mg/L)

25 EXRAELER

122 E 45 R (58 2), 32 QOR6 & Ak,
HDMF 14 A 25 A I8 5 (A) >5L 3 (C) > Uh
pH(B)>ZEFP (D). Jr 225 ai BRI (58 3), i
S | BRI UG pH X QOR6 A BE4: 5= HDMF HA
2R (P<0.05), A% HDMF 7~ JC i 3%
M (P>0.05) . 1IEASIRISPEAAS BN S50 KRR
BE 28 °C. Wlth pH4A.2, 7 3# 180 r/min, $EFh i 20x
107 CFU/mL. 454 F, 45 HDMF 7~ & & ik
2.90 mg/L. B FZME D-SRAE A NaCl X4 [ClE+;
77 HDMF H.A5 12 #E/E A, Btk 5 aif A 52 45 21
6.77 mg/L IFAEZERM,
2.6 FEEAMYIRSH

AL TR, FIH GC-MS AN &4
P B PR QORG6 fRIgH& eI LMW o, 45 5 ansk 4

£ 2 IEZAEEIR
Table 2 Result of orthogonal test

S ABE BWIMpH  CHE DH:FE HI()MFF &
mg/L)

1 1 1 1 1 2.18+0.26
2 1 2 2 2 2.31+0.41
3 1 3 3 3 2.15+0.24
4 2 1 2 3 2.78+0.54
5 2 2 3 1 2.65+0.36
6 2 3 1 2 2.61+£0.29
7 3 1 3 2 2.43+0.22
8 3 2 1 3 2.37+0.39
9 3 3 2 1 2.39+0.25
kl 2.19 2.44 2.36 2.41
kz 2.68 2.46 2.49 2.45
ks 2.39 238 241 243
R 0.49 0.08 0.13 0.04

A>C>B>D

A,B,C,D,

®3 TTEPES

Table 3  Analysis of variance

(SN WM AmE By Ff T8 i

R 1.078 2 0.539  89.391 *
WihfipH 0.031 2 0.015  16.838 *

L3y 0.112 2 0.056  61.470 *
e 0.019 2 0.009  10.202

R 0.016 18 0.003

#2513 (P<0.05) .

TR

2.6.1 FERIERYTHT  BEISY) T 3B R
R DR o OME R A O A e AR, RO I A R AE R
Frlo2U BEA AR HAGII Y 7 AR (R 4), S RAER
P 81.13%. FZA S T EEGERE ) . S
(HEFF, KR o BUSISE (AR I 2, e (i S H P B
BREAETE ) EP, Hp & ERZ0EIRANE, 5B
R 56.58%, S AN 2 A i H i —Fh HLAT 3¢
BT AR 11 55 A I, S G P s R A o, S RV v i DL
MIAEFSIEMED R, R AT G 24 Y
WA 2 B, B 1) SR B ST IR £ A S+
el i, & IGEEEE TR QOR6 HLREAE S N6 54 19
R, TN H TSR EE .

2.6.2 BRISHERYS ST BRISY TiE R R R P
() 2= AR A FH B B S AT LR 14 Wi ke Sz o A=
P, RS IEAGIN 10 FREESE (3R 4), 5 RIELAY
B 6.49%., EEGAIRLIELERIER, MER) . LR
KR AEF IR | 2-FHE TR, 2- K Ll (H ==
AEAT | B R ol =) 5529 Horh Z RIS BRI
5 LU RN 3.48%, J2 AR BT HH B SRS 2k
Vi, FERIEY BT PP RS il BLAT TR S, AN
EANESTES BT AN 1 ST SN arens = o N [ el =28 7/ G R A
SRR T AR R DT ST, BT RS
AR CHGEY P R R P RI, PR
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4 FERMEEY GC-MS e 453
Table 4 Results of volatile compounds by GC-MS detection

REmE Rt RS R

A FR feer (min)  (Da) (%)
1 5T Isobutanol 2.30 74.07 1.69
2 5t ¥ Isoamylol 3.86 88.09 16.64
3 BUKE 2-Methyl-1-butanol 3.93 88.00 5.77
B (TR 4 2,2- /8 ZF¥ 2,2-Dichloro-ethanol 13.59 113.96 0.06
5 7% 2, Phenylethyl alcohol 15.32 122.07 56.58
6 (R)-3,7-—H3L-6- 34 (R)-3,7-Dimethyl-6-octen-1-ol 18.37 156.11 0.31
7 L0 3k £ FEBE1H,1H,2H,2H-Perfluorooctan-1-ol 30.71 364.01 0.08
Ait 81.13
¢ 21 ﬁi'J(;E-3,22,26-?@-16-[2-%1{%&35!;]-3,26-:&@E‘é3,22,26-Tri01—cholestan- 16-[2- 217 564.39 0.05
thiohydroxyethyl]- 3,26-diacetate
9 1,2-9 W — H 215 1,2-Propanediol diformate 5.04 132.04 0.06
10 K .TR . igBenzeneacetic acid ethyl ester 18.87 164.08 0.49
11 LTRIR 2T Acetic acid 2-phenylethyl ester 19.21 164.08 3.48
( ;ﬁﬁﬁ ) 12 2-HFET R, 2-7K 41§k 2-Methyl-butanoic acid,2-phenylethyl ester 21.93 206.13 1.52
13 2-KHEZHET R Pentyl 2-phenylethyl butylphosphonate 23.12 312.19 0.27
14 T(2- KL HE) BEERIE Bis(2-phenylethyl) oxalate 25.55 298.12 0.14
15 AR — F R IR Pentyl 2-phenylethyl phthalate 25.68 340.17 0.27
16 LB H iz —F i Dimethyl phthalate 36.06 194.19 0.08
17 &F% Wik — 28§ Dioctyl phthalate 37.85 390.56 0.13
&1t 6.49
18 [ & #%2-Butenal 2.58 70.04 0.07
19 S 3-Methyl-butanal 2.64 86.07 0.10
20 2 H ¥ Benzaldehyde 10.20 106.04 0.34
. 21 7k 2. Benzeneacetaldehyde 12.82 120.06 0.19
22 T-®Nonanal 14.71 142.14 0.20
23 4- 1% )7 WE4-Pentenal 16.71 84.06 0.06
24 3,4- - HIIERHIEE 3,4-Dimethyl-benzaldehyde 18.19 134.07 0.19
25 3L Z IS Propanal, (1-methylethyl) hydrazone 31.40 114.12 0.17
&t 1.32
26 2-ZFEMIE 2-Aminopyridine 5.97 94.05 0.07
. 27 2,5- " HI 3Lk ¥2,5-Dimethyl-pyrazine 8.55 108.07 0.27
)é?q?)@ 28 3-2.3-2,5- I ELnE % 3-Ethyl-2,5-dimethyl-pyrazine 13.79 136.10 0.70
29 PR IR Cyclopentyl-benzene 19.67 146.11 0.06
30 2,6-— H 34 FLNLIE 2,6-Dimethyl-4-pyridinamine 20.87 122.08 0.09
At 1.19
31 A H 4B H St Chloromethoxy-methane 3.35 80.00 0.20
o (4F) 32 T HIFEZ)5E Decane,2-methyl 27.36 155.30 0.06
33 1,1- B BB 5-3-4% 1,1-Dimethyl-germacyclopent-3-ene 17.92 158.02 0.07
34 428 3E-1- A L Jfi4-Phenyl-1-cyclohexene 2435 158.11 0.17
A1t 0.50
35 2,6- AT BT 2,6-Di-tert-butylphenol 25.96 206.33 8.77
36 S 4 H 2k Chloromethoxy-methane 3.35 80.00 0.20
37 3,5- A4 HIR 3,5-Dinitrobenzoic acid 31.68 212.12 0.07
el (7R 38 N-2-H FEXIR[2.2.1]5F-2-5L) ZBEREEx0-2-methyl-endo-2-(acetylamino ) norbornane 17.18 167.13 0.1
A H FAEL FAHL = =n 7 E
39 (2E)-2-FHE-N-JF2 F3-2- (R A 3 Lﬁffféiéii;i-Cyano-N-hydroxy-2- (hydroxyimino) 1737 128.03 0.07

40 2,2,3,3,4,4,4-EF-N-(2-K K 2,38 - T BERE2,2,3,3,4,4,4-Heptafluoro-N-(2-phenylethyl) -butanamide 37.22 213.05 0.09
41 6,7,8,9-Tetrahydro-2-amino-4-(2-fluorophenyl) -5H-cyclohepta[b]pyridine-3-carbonitrile 10.67 281.13 0.12
&it 9.42

SRR [CRERE T QORG, AT LIMEIIEr S IAES: WS S ma Ve T, BIEEAT, BA RS &<, ke
. Sl AN ] 8 RIS (K 4), 5 AIEE IR 1.32%.
2.63 WEKIERWIFSONT WA ETRET  FEAE OB SRS 1558w
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R IR H S (7R R A IR A ) | R 2 AU E
TAEA FNER AT ) | Tl (B . A4 Ay B k) .
3,4- SRS R (V) AT 4- i t>o 25, Horp o
FRE Y o Fe e RN 0.34% A B R AR SIS i A2 il
B, AU DTIRAR R . I e IR
AR T AR XU (R 2 I 28 1, A 7N T B AR,
LA AR AAR A XU B B RE . 2Rk NG FE T
ARSI E T, B AR AR TR Y F shaa b,
B AR, X &R R RAT DTk, X
PHPFEER E X A PR XU A2 JoT 000 i ), e B 2
fe B KUK TR, FLr S R o i de i . PRI, &5
EQPEELETR QOR6 MYHNIN, RIS SR £ S VAR A, n7E
P S 3TN o
2.6.4 FFEIGAEYSIGTFERNET T RIRER
R R 5 RO IAAG Y (R 4, HEERYIN
1.19%, Horh 3-2,3-2,5-FH FENEE & 5 i =i 0.70%.
FFE WA A B A T — 2L 2k
SR FINERE . R I P A B 4 Pl ds i
(3 4), RPN 0.50%, Horb G0 i 4% 4
TrihoE N 0.20%. K& FEERIE TN RREEA
Fer I B A IR T B A, — e T iE e ke Uk,
A B AR A A AT B BT B AR K34, s
JRRBEIEIE R Z R TN 0, 12 & BT, nlfE
SHEFER, GlERE R T A RIS JR
2.6.5 HAMIELRVEYT AT K b= A 0 HoAth
VERTEY)T, RIS 2. WS Mmes,
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