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Abstract

In probiotics production, lactic acid bacteria (LAB) are cultured on a large scale to
achieve efficient processing through fermentation optimization and scale-up. In this
Current study, the LAB strain Lactip/antibacillus plantarum WiKim0125 was isolated
from kimchi and optimized the production. The optimization strategy for cultivating
L. plantarum WiKim0125 consisted of investigating media components, selecting
physiochemical conditions to enhance productivity, and scaling up for pilot-scale
production. Each process condition was evaluated based on substrate consumption,
lactic acid production, and viable cell yield. As a result, the final viable cell and
lactic acid vyield of . plantarum WiKim0125 increased by 38.6% and 19.4%,
respectively. This study provides an overview of fermentation optimization and
scale-up processes for the industrial application of . plantarum WiKim0125.
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Lactiplantibacillus plantarum WIKim0125 239 &g M3t 2 AAY o 2H

ol AR ot 229 T2HP]QEA AR 20219 6319
1A 229 A fEeH, 20309714 o Hd s
(CAGR)O| 8.7%2 A&411 “d74o] A HGundogdu er al,
2023).

FPH O ARGEDL Q= ZRHO|QE AL HofRE FRFY A
w3} Bifidobacterium, Streptococcus®] Y dF= FPHTH
(Zheng et al,, 2020). 18|3L Bacillus spp. @52 L= AU
o] o 21 A9 F e TS /NICE LgHlo|eEAR
AREERIT (Lee et al, 2019). 1 Qol% Saccharomyces
cerevisiae, Akkermansia muciniphila 9 "EEE T24}
oleElAR ARRE|AY ARFE|ATHZhai er al, 2019; Sen &
Mansell, 2020). 9I9+ 22 Tefst Z2rlo| Q8 A= e, A,
w2 59 ot FEE AlTE7] Yol A% WS B =
T AFoE 7RFEIL §lom, o] I F A &= WA
ol trehalose, skim milk §2 BZEHIAAZ ARgsich
(Borchers & Pieler, 2010; Kang er al, 2017).

IZZHpo] QEIAY] Jld 1 ARRISlo] QlofA] a3t S-S 77 o
ol ket wliR] 244 A, e v, AR SR FLEEH
of7|A #iA= RS TSAIT s QUL IF vEEA 52
o] RAQE) o= #59] EAol wet 2 a3%t ¢ 84
I} B B9 Zol7t 27] wizell, ZH2e] £l et A 24
9 i 24 Aol AAY A THS B9l WAMS 5
St Park er al, 2019). YRHHOE AMGE= FANE A
MRS HiAl= &a}k=]o] QA $a1, 7HAo] oA LEH[o]|QE
A9 HEAEE gt HiR|RE o] 870 W2 Agto] wETh
(Moon et al, 2013).

2 AoME AN Bt #R20  Lactiplantibacillus
plantarum WiKim01255 Z2HO|QEA ARRlo] 383 4=
UEE AV S 2 714 B4 35k flof oA 24 HaS
ol M= 8RS e, 5 L 29 v 1E S5 2149
iy 24S A% 3 50 L 729 ti=huidol &8st 1
I &3} 8ix] 2@ MRS 8RN 8iFSt Lactiplantibacillus
plantarum WiKim01258 5271305 1 BE8E SRlsioitt.

=z 2 U

Mg #5

B 90 ARST B FFeA HEAIA TFofat u
Ao\X B3t Lactiplantibacillus plantarum WiKim0125%
ARgatodeh A Bl Y8 MRS agar®}t broth(Difco, Detr-
oit, M, USA)E ARSI, o5 HEZ 9fsf o Hidelol

©

“KSLAB®

glycerolo] 17%(v/v)7} E=E 2A45}e] -70°C o4 Haishy 4l
ol ARSI, L. plantarum WiKim0125 ¥iFH-2 1%(v/v)
=& GarE MRS brotholl &3510] 30°C, 24417t v sttt
2 iR B 2] wiRo] 5L 2710 HiFelyitt 7k o
A A iigHolt £ 2 5143 & MRS agar plate©]
Lok, 4847 visto] SAslh

H =2, 712 AH|, tHARNE YME

r
r

A & E AR A HH0LE Rt A RE ajgH T
4 {7AE G- BG5S Bl HE 0.22 pm filterE AMESH
T 714 A E AREE ik S750] ARSIt
ZF =42 high-performance liquid chromatog-
raphy(HPLC)2} RI detector(2414; Waters, Milford, MA,
USA), Shodex NH2P-50 4F A& Akoom, 49 2=
80°C, o842 2E 70% aceotonitrile, 81 455 1 mL/min
< ALSIHKim er al, 2023). f714F 3% 5782 HPLC
UV-vis detector(2414; Waters, Milford, MA, USA), Aminex
HPX-87H(Bio-Rad, Hercules, CA, US) AHS ARE5F3OH,
AY 2L+ 50°C, o84 2+E 0.6 N sulfuric acidE ZE&3tH
water, 29 84 0.6 mL/ming Z-85to] 43I HKim er
al, 2018).

x| [l - i T S ES
HiX| =4 B

oA & 9 24 A FAE Qlef B, Faee] SR
T2 wjF EAJS H|wolch 712 wiRAdE(sodium acetate
0.5%, KoHPO4 0.2%, MgSO4 0.01%, MnSO4 0.005%) EtAQ0
2= ddS(glucose, fructose, galactose), °]FdF(sucrose,
lactose), TYLET2F(sorbitol, xylitol, mannitol), ZHEF
(soluble starch, corn starch, potato starch)& AR5} .0H,
AAYP0ZE soybean meal, soy powder, soy peptone,
bacto peptone, beef extract, malt extract, yeast extract,
corn steep liquor, ammonium sulfateZ AM3ICH 24 &
A 9 AagZ AT & 7| 2uiR] R A8E Sy A
2L 272 1~5%, 0.5~10%F F7I5t viRS AZxso] eadnt
A9 BlE&S Aot AlRE HiAl= 121°CollA] 1521t E
st} ARESIGIT. HiA] 24 ' 39 tiR HiAl= MRS
brothg AHESIGt:. & wioke A ®iYE L plantarum
WiKim0125 o Hi¥HE 1% (v/v)Z skl Zyoick.
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\ H
- 4
Y = X8

vk 27 HHgk= v Y 5 AR S0l 9 v &
e T THS} WY 2=E AHsH] sl 5 L sg7Iel
3 L9 4 A& HL&5to. 3 Lo 2R oA wijA] 24
gHAllo A A wiR] 2AJQ glucose 2%, yeast extract 3%%2¢
718 B AES E3lsto] 121°CollA 2587 Bt A3t
Y 371 S5l T YAl FRlsh] sl Akt A4rt
AREIRA, BiF 2% AL 27, 30, 33, 36°C7F A-E=[9iH
B oajore A wioFE L. plantarum WiKim0125 o ¥4 1%
(v/v)E Z3Esto] 2t

CHZF AMARS ISt 50 L pilot scale HHQ¥
oA L 2 A HH5E S Bl A8 24 7I9EeE 50
L 7529 tisduiorS Agsigict. ek 50 L sz 5
2/49] Wjz] 30 L& AlRsl] SUt 20 wiFetal, 5 L vk
< HEO =2 ARSI 50, 5 L ¥ 2F2 300, 30 mLe]
ot MRS brotholl A Wi L. plantarum WiKim01255 &
Zsto] Aoyt

i 2Y Y F dds 9ot

L. plantarum WiKim01259] tj5p34t & 5271% 22 A3
RAZ8-S vwsl] 5l B S5, 10% trehalose, 10% skim
milkE BEoAZE Aslo] AEES FUIItHChoi er al,
2019). L. plantarum WiKim0125 HiFolS 241E2](9,000
RPM, 10 min, 20°C)sto] #AIE E2slgitt. 59 dAl= 2
T 5H5E AR 5%10" CFU/mLY] B2 deslo] 52 |
SARE 1112 3tstal, -80°Coll 4AIZE o BBAIXl & 72A1%E

54 Azsle] AELE vlwsigct

HiX] = =X3}

Hix] 2/ A= BAE sl 2 ¥iA|oll L. plantarume wisted
TA & L A ARRE SRIgE AT}, ©®AYUO R glucose,
galactose, mannitolS AR&SF HiAoA 3.2x10° CFU/mLY]
A g0l ERIFHJUL, o] F 7P B2 FY FARE Akt
glucoseE 24 ©Ago s AHolqlrkFig. 1). ¢ A+=9 F4
%, Leuconostoc citreum® 340l B A&o] 7F o] &=
o gRIE|gl o, AXERE E2jE fAkto] tigt AP testE
AgYst A7} glucose, fructose, maltose 59 Jof st &&
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Fig. 1. Cell mass and lactic acid production of Lactiplantibacillus
plantarum WiKim0125 according to various media components.
A, carbon sources; B, nitrogen sources; C, C/N ratio.

gASS 918 4 UthHwang er al, 2014, Lee et al,
2017).

ojo] & Hjx] Aol AREH AAYE AA517] Yol 95 i
A& AREoto] HiRIE 2t AAYS A9t HAYo R

2% glucose®} 7| a2 /gES ARgsHTt. 2+ vix|ol L. plant-



Lactiplantibacillus plantarum WIKim0125 239 &g M3t 2 AAY o 2H

arum WiKim01252 wigst 23 AAYOC R yeast extracts
AHEEE 73S 3.0x10° CFU/mLY] 71 9<gt ¢4 =80 2l
EHFig. 1). dAY &7l WE Leuconostoc mesent-
eroides?] "4+ 2 A2t9] 79 peptone, yeast extract, whey
% yeast extract® AMEE W 7FE =2 582 HYl=H, E A
oAM= 22 2HE HEIT (Lee, 2007).

XA A SAYT AU 7IREe R A HlES A5 ] ¢
3l glucose 1~5%, yeast extract 0.5~10%2] HiA|S A3t
o} 7o) AR mEdAs Y9t SYsHA JEE L
plantarum WiKim01259] ¥ 23}, A4 & L ZA4F g
< a9 st SRRl wet S7lske Aae] EIEg o,
Hiz]9] 712 AA S 18sto] A glucose 2%, HAY yeast
extract 3%2] HIA] %A Z7o] AA=U} (Fig. 1).

b
b

AT

1 B X2 B
A 24 WREAS TR 5 1 iebrlo] 3 1] s

A A
Azst] L. plantarum WiKim01255 ¥idstH, 0, 3, 6, 9,

MO,

o

12, 18]31 24A|7t vk S =50t oA =83 24t BARRS
slolgt A3, 1. plantarum WiKim0125% @7] 4ol 244
7} 712 6.1x10° CFU/mL] 44| 483} 18.9 g/L9] B4+ At
o] FIFAY, 5712AL FA| 82 4.1x10° CFU/mLe}
19.3 g/L9] A AAkgo] SRIE|THFig. 2). & Aol A
$89 SIS A ExE Aolr|o] d7] 24 A7gsilch

[¢]

o] % 7V | 580l ¥UT 30°C 2AL HA vjF 2A0E
A ol WO GaRe] B7] Hefol 2] wiogel
%

| =
Hgf o B2 S o= A Aok AFS ERIT & AT
(Kim et al., 2002).
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WA ARE F7] 24 7I9ke R HA ik 2= TAoh] Sloh
27, 30, 33, 291 36°Ce] 4olA L. plantarum WiKim0125
£ HigsSitt. ZF 2AdollA 2441 Bt A, 27, 36°CY] 83
A L. plantarum WiKim0125+< 1A Y] F& AR AW
53t Alo] gRIE|lom, 27, 30, 33, 18| 36°C 3004 B
% L plantarum WiKim01252] o4 &2 7+ 5.5, 6.1, 5.3,
1831 3.2x10° CFU/mL, 24k AARRS 7121 19,9, 21.5, 22.9,
I3 19.2 g/L7F ERIEIQI (Fig. 3). ol b AgAoflAl
L. plantarum < 25, 30, 37, 40, 50°ColA] vl A}, 30°CY)
HiF 270 7P} =2 w4 A5S B A} YAk 2ot
(Kim et al, 2010). Wt & dtoile 71 w2 74 &2
SFES 4 Y A B 252 30°CE 4Gt

A x| /g3t v 24 A3 T MRS brothet] HWE
flstod 5 L iF7lol 3 LY &AL}k MRS brothE 27 A%
T F7] 24, 30°CellA] it AL vlastyict. 2Auix|et
MRS broth®] 24417+ 8% & 4] &2 42 6.1, 4.4x10°
CFU/mLE SRI=|%la, ZAF APilege 7k7F 21.5, 18.0 g/LE &
QlE]o] 7]& MRS brothe} H|W5lY] 38.6% w2 oAl +&3
19.4%9] =2 Ak A/do] 7153 ARQlst vijx] 2/ ¢ HjeF =4

S et

M H{X] ¥ Y =S 0|35t i HHY

L. plantarum WiKim01259] tiegA4ke el 50 L o] ui g
71l 30 L9 #jAIE AlRstar, 71& 5 L el Ak} H]wstoi.
ik Ay} 50 L 70 vk 5 Lo vk vsf] 718 A%
&%, 24 A, dA SA0IA B =2 A ERIE 5= A
ok 24A7¢ 8ioF Aol 242} 6.2, 6.4x10° CFU/mLe] w4 &=

—@— Glucose
-0 Lactic acid
—&— Cell mass

Total cell (x10° CFU/mL)

Incubating time (h)

. 2. Cell mass and lactic acid production of Lactiplantibacillus plantarum WiKim0125 according to air conditions. A, nitrogen; B, air.
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Fig. 3. Cell mass and lactic acid production of Lactiplantibacillus plantarum WiKim0125 according to fermentation temperature. A, 27°C;

B, 30°C; C, 33°C; D, 36°C.

21} 24.0, 23.3 g/LY ZAF AARRS Hol 5 [ e} fARSH
HHO]: 731_14_ _th‘_cé. A O]%E}(Flg 4)

fitd SZUX BY MES Hlw
Wiz A0 WE L. plantarum WiKim01259] AA&E&S v|wst
Aglol ZAil= Fig. 598 Zth MRS brotholA sigst 7.
plantarum WiKim0125 459] 4%, ESAIE H7FelA] o2 7
2(EH E5) 21.8%, HSAE 10%9 trehalose 2 skim
milkE AR89 64.6%9F 51.1%9] AHE&S AT = AUt
231 A3k viR|of| A BiSY . plantarum WiKim0125 #522]
§ HIAE AWM kS A 23.8%, HIAE 10%
trehalose -2 skim milkE AR 4% 69.5%%} 52.1%2] &
S BHtHFig. 5). ©] $*= ¥4 Leuconostoc mesenteroides
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£ o2 Xt Akt 28 Al & A&} v 292
S1I5}9ITHChoi er al, 2020). 0] WL ro 2 Hjx]
Z/30] T FAN SEAX BT AP A& Aol= ERIHA|
Aokont, Hiz| 7t Aol W BAMIY] SXZ 7| 4= Sl
20

2 dFMe AN Bt fANE L plantarum
WiKim01259] AF1st A-8-3 915t 24 wix] 24 9 i =4

S 251, 50 L & scale-up 378 A3t 1 Ay}
uiA] 249 E ek 24 24 A4 AH glucose 2%, yeast
extract 3%= 2AJE HiXE F7] &Hol4 30°CE HiFsi=
Al MRS brothE o83t vy AutEtt 4] =&} At AJ/do]
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Fig. 4. Cell mass and lactic acid production of Lactiplantibacillus plantarum WiKim0125 according to fermentor scale. A, 5 L jar scale

fermentor; B, 50 L pilot scale fermentor.
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77k 38.6%, 19.4% SXEACE 50 L 729 disfidolA 5 L
B} fARE 2221 6.2x10° CFU/mLe] 4] 9 24.0 g/L9]
ZA} =88 SE3) 2= QJojrh B AL yjulo 2 MAE HjokR
AL I plantarum WiKim01252] AH1s} A-80] tf-9- 5854
289 4 Y2 Zow ek

=0 =2 T M=

LA 2
2 A7 AAEA T4 718 RAA(KE2301-1-2)9] AH]
A e ot P eH, ol HAEHY.
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