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(Saccharomyces cerevisiae) LAl §yad 7 W) Cig ks AL
Llaiud) gobw dagia aladiub jall juas by o

M i Alaly @) gats cupedy (1) Cilsi tana
e (a8 Andla el dunigl) LS A2V e s (1)
s ¢ (bhad Amala cuell) dunigh AUS (gl N dalal) digll .(2)
(lamanyyounes996@gmail.com : g S 2l ¢ uigy Sl dlalyall *)

2024/06/26 :Jsill fyls 2024/02/19: D) o

oadlal)

2023-2022 5l DA (ed daals b gl Akl Lela) Aigl) jolia 3 Gandl 13 2is

Lgall ANy (Kae Jane ol Z Y il juadall Cagyla aad s Gandl 3a Cana S

Ayl pladiud &y L OenSll amg JaasS ) juac ahiaul S.cerevisiae A 5yl

Cagylall Jeadl aaail (RSM)Response surface methodology ailainy) Cobe Lnglia

aasll gl AESH 3930 &l Cam chpedll gl ABQH (o Aien BpeS el Y

¢/e° 30 Bhall dnyy AnY) Ll peasl) Cagylh B pednll (e Aol 24 a0 (J[§22.54)

5 culS LS L pedtl) dlee oL 8 AR8N 8 550 200090 Aoy xie ¢f(5)pHJ) da)yf

2900 il Coa ans ey 31 duyguad) Al ddaslsal) Cen Silinn Aailil) dugal) ALK jea3

(em’)

) uac gl A ((Saccharomyces cerevisiae) Al syas 1daalidal) cilalsl)

PHY dnpn plyall dap
:daakall
e ol ddle @ligpiay 48138 ala€ Saally Blly 58 delia skl Bale (Sdal) ainalls ol Loyl Gl 2o
Bradl) LAY 1Y) cllaadla) ae de aludl )il Caaiia b claiall 03gd @ilig Sl ale Ty 3 ple 5000 Jsa
-(Querol and Fleet, 2006) dlsguid & 53l (s2lsell allal) dasslsy
dSis dass Ay cdzall dal) UKD (o 8)inn Sakas A gana ddaulsy alad) Dgall (goin Sl Joal (o sl Jiag
Clasiall daily )5y g uens Laa Sl sl B Sley cNpaSy Adan Galeal ) Sl digas o palad
-(Palla et al.,2020) o=l 8Y) lajee Jiasg 8yeiiall
GhlhY) aaie ae il Gk e La spad IS A saag Gilbyhad e Bue Saccharomyces cerevisiae HLAl s
Csbs ey Aslshaud ol JSAN duslimn of JSAl dig S dupnsll WA (0S5 (REIAS) () ok oo Luias
(Stewart, 2014) glacas palal mhad) (5 Lainy a X
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41 2025 w555 Us¥ o sl 5040 :(5) 12 e i) Epail! &y pd) Anall — g 805 il
delia (e dals Bredia Clatia delim & (ulad b S.cerevisiae $ed daling iledll Lun gl iSigull Clanlaill ¢ 5w
Jeasll elly 8 Loy «l$Hall (0 degiia deganay (Perez- torrado ef al., 2015 )ssal) Jgaslly duilly syully 5G]

((Stewart, 2014) s pial) 5f daaladll Gpall aileadl) b aals A (alaally clawally cipayls

Lo (o saill Chgyla oSl Lgihadsy o Lign Glpedia pladiuls S.cerevisiae HUAY 5edd disal) ALl - 1) S
-(Saranraj et al., 2017)gsle l Ay pHJ) ad)s B Ay

B8] ulee (8 Ragaall S 1Y Ug pem CpimnsSsV) i a3 Alsn gyl 8 o Bnadl Auganll A 1) Alee (g
-(Bekatorou et al.,2006) 8yl

S.cerevisiae ¥ plaza gaii 3 .pHJ) Ax)29 Bhall 4a)1 tlgie Jalge s2a JLAll Byadd dogaal) ALY o L) jufj
o ple USE 055 DL e sai Jana (eaf Sl Blall dap adiady dagie 4502 40 55 0 Bbs A gl
(Stewart, 2014) s 45,0 35-25 Jlbw

aaa) oLal) oeS.cereviside uaa o) g G ilaall WA sl 1Y) 58 5.5 - 4.5 ¢ pHU) @lays Jlae e
Gl e opSdll Gl Qe el My 353 on pHJ clap s desi ol 55
-(2005¢ 3ala) e licall

Bhae & edandll b JESY) Al e gy (all JESY) Al pa s Jalal agae SR 8008 Ayl LS ) pary
(Rai,2010) Caialy A 5illy gl i Auoctlly esppadl Syt padil) Bl 3

Sl Y90 JLle 6.1 G dostt o pBgiall (15 <2020 ale 3 Spal Voo JLle 3.9 saty duallal) yadll (3ous dad aiig
.(Fadel, 2020) % 9.6 53 e (551 5 Jana Shaesa <2025 ole Jsla

2y Al b Uls dessiead) 550l ciaalal HIS) Haainl lady 5S il Spaeall Lugaal) A alla 53L) o
AL Byiee 5:S) Jiass el Lard )y Bigie Bale 4380 s ¢« Sl deliva (e @3l Nl 8 S.cerevisiae syes
Arshad et ) Liy) Joasl zlaly calilgaall 22355 8 aeladiod dai 5aY) Slsiad) 3 Gasall jau g i) oSy - opaal
sall b} Sl Gand ojlisly G Sl 1< cledaly 2l gyl e adiad 3 By 43S 55 «(al., 2008
Perez- )(cxtisally lifisillly 2alillS) Suaal) gai il DU lisaliadll (mnss (%3 e ) (g 52illS 800
eas aladin) LlSa) Ay Gand) 138 b s @l 4l il o iy dawg e Gl ads (torrado et al., 2015
Baad dlaclyy juedill LB g5 jo Sl 2 ol juac b DLl Sl L 5pedll dogial) ABSH (e da 35350 Z Y ) Jad)
(B3)oaaliilly (B2)oaiddsuylly (Bl)omeldll ciliwlié e goiay WS ((Khomich et al.,2020)S.cerevisiae
%6 4 Cyn gl dusis cassalislly ohallS (alaall (med ALl sl e §100/a0 (0.260.02 <0.04)cssy
-(Sharma et al.,2012)

Clay Gus uall juae b o Buedll Ligal) A -y (Sawsan et al., 2021) J& e Ase Sy 2iD
Bl c(fasie Ay 30,11 Bhall dnyy) Al A8 Cigylll b asil (e Aol 12 3n (il 41.44) L) dunlisy)
(4.75) Fungrngl
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WY el Cagylall of amg sad Jaws€ pall aladiuls LA spes 2l (2017)0s0als Al Aacdsy A cupal LS
il (e Aol 16 2 Jfg 40 Lgaal) ASN 35050 abig 5.35 = pHJI 4525 » 32.9 8)))a da)n Jiah digaal) ALY

2ol seas Jaws e SEAY sedd digial) AKH ALY Afle Sluls o siell 2 ol

DU & S dalae dae gy ilall galea@y) jlaally Conll 858 DA Gua Lalai) g Liag¥ Lygm pal i
O¥sall Ll ol st DL g Al Ay plaa¥) S5 QIS 1A L 8paeal) s aagily Buedl) Jalae Cigs Ay i)
aliall o 2aally ol ddlia) pedall AL LS o S B ggina 4 5all saac HLad) w3y . 8pedl) z b ae
Jsall e ax3 Al s Lgiag allall eladl Citine 3 3l delyy Sl ) ALyl cheadl WA sl Lo} 2012a1)
(o0 il Ayl claleadlly Aald by e 2016-2021 &ilan) deganall 3 siell a3y o) ) jall davidl)
dsasll pH da)35 Hha dapa Go il g hall jlas) 5 duhall sda 4GSl amsll jaadll il juae licls
RSM L3 sl dungio pladiul LAl 5pedl dugaall ALK (o 35350 Juadl o

COalaall 220 i) (g paiiaall (K ) cplall (st (oalueg digymall JlaadY) ool e JolSIL RSM aciny
Cial i) Cagylll paaty il a8 el ) dleall uskis Gpeaiy cagally Cll s A Qi Il
2aal) Jalae PIA ez 3pail) AaDhe (520 3387 png Alail) (g SN oY) ) 235 o K A 7z dgail) DA
.(Reji et al., 2022) zisaill DA (e dadgiall galially dubedl) mibill G llad) Goldas sae ) juds 3) R?

radihhy Cal) dlga

i) b dariional) Lolasl dsall: (1) Jaad

daiuaal) 4s il Laadtcal) 3 gal)

Bmad aldicg
Sigma- Aldrich, Germany. A s
Himedia, India. A S sle
Scharlau Chemie S.A, SPAIN. ‘;#E! Jsas

(0.1N) slal) )5S aaa
(0.1N) NaoH a s pall Cilsla
Losa
p.9 3aY) Al il g8 g
Kol Cu sl paaa
AN Cadls
a sl gal) ) S g g alua 1) COUA 9
Beially Lilisd 8 pecaiall Ll ,820)2023-2022 853l PUS (3o el Dubadl) Ggadl (30 3all 5l e Jpumnll
cdiilly 4818 Blas aladialy juaad) (adlaT @ lgaakaiig s lelut s a1 A1) cacy (CnSlgionall J (pa Rasepall s

A LR Casaly ol ABY llee (51 (a5 oy ilsdlly LYY Y

2> 105 B A0 die Cabanll O (& Chogatl) dilee Cadiy (Dlaygr Abs A Aall e g S 24 tdaghdl i : 1-3
1Al 5dy Lighyll Cuwag ¢ (AOAC,2005) Osh) wlds Ss

dghyll A adll
100 X ——F—— = 9k ) duus
duall )9
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Yodashll duwi — 100 =28l salall docs 1AL Aalall salal) dows s Lgiag

Ol (sl e Jsaasll s 0 550 Bha daye die Baeyd) aladial Auall aep S otaleyl)  pai2-3
1AL aloyl) At Cuss (AOAC,2005)

Ayl O3s
100 X%

= %pale)ll o
el i

ANl sl aadialy (Rgsdall  dualandl)  Augll dnplll AdS LSl s :3-3
Fla plan & Ciengy Ll Ca Ghia) eldl (ga Ja 50 dilals Hiall juae e g 0.5 3L LaaVl 1 eha) &
Cindig asalisd) CVBSH e ¢ 0.1 5 alall DA (e Jal Canaly 38a0 B dajs ) iy o5 323 20 saal iy
5 LS g ) CaslS sl KN L) okl Aaligl e e 13 L lad) el o 50 ) paal) Jesly disal
v gl galaial) Gulds (ppm)osadall & eix 180 (A 10 e zsli 3850 (Al GsSolall (o skl Jnie juaas
.(Dubois,1956) Jasco V-530-Japan Sgall <ibball jlea Jlariul jiagili 620 dage Joh

.(AOAC,2005) Refractometer-KRUSS jiasiShill lea alaaial : elally 4didl) Al dlgall sl :4-3
(AOAC,2005) pH-meter jlea aladial 8yalue Hiall juaed lguld & : pHA i :5-3

1dgand) ALSY o ) L) -6-3

tlghndiiy toald) A Ao Jguanl) —1-6-3

Lasd) a5 Saccharomyces cerevisiae (ATCC20408/S288¢) (pyiis dasla U (e 53 )5k L3 ADL Creddiad
paliivne) (e d3gSall (Bpedl) Tandill duclia i) YPG Osinlly 5Ssball an 8adl) aliions &y o DL cilail
200 ghso Aoy o 30 Bha daps e duhea Bie didalay s 5 (JfE 20 5555k « Jfg 100550 « JfE10 srea
.(Kocher,2013) 8y JS 8 aan/pns %2.5 il duciy jpedill Jabusl il (3)al) 138 paiioly delu 24 52aly 4283/5)5
(Lol seac) saill oy st —2-6-3

assalisll L Classgdy ¢ % 0.12 Aty Lysall) cbiiall 4l Cadpaly adill ey e duaniall il juac aadil
Jlesialy 4283 15 53405 % 121 Bha dap Lo Lawgll a2e &3 (5 5 4.554) xic pHY ad cilaacay (% 0.34 duwsy
.(Ramos-Andr’es et al., 2021 )DSaY! Slea

:raddl) dulee -3-6-3

JS (2 e 200 Janar Ja 500 daws dadag jia (Blsd & (Abad) ilbdadd) ddla) ams pjall aeac) suedill iy aujsi o
Aol 24 53l 40 Blps Aialay Cuicang ¢ pan/pas %2.5 Lty YPG iy b Al jileally Glsall candl 5 (30
-(Acourene et al.,2007) dzdl & 5,53 200 Olys0 depus

el e Jpaasll () pHJ) s cphall dap3) guilebaal Bial) Cagylall i)z b Lo by dllall duball cusal
RSM a3y ohau dingia pladiuls S.cerevisiae WA gai (e Laaliy]
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2(Agall) Adlad) dygaad) ALY 3aa3 —4-6-3

b il Aoty jaedil) oy Byal A2 15 saals 428/8)90 5000 (3Spal) 3yl 5yeasll Ailal) & genl) AN a3
Aol 24 5aa) Ligie A0 60 Bys Ay e il bl ity cilpe GO jlazall slally WIAY il &5 Lig 9 (535
-(Acourene et al.,2007) ubus e Ao cuiyg oS

: paddl) B8 (bl -5-6-3

~Fermentograph jeaall 88 (el Sless jaedill 568 (uld 23 (Aall) ABSY Ligon LAY jedil) 568 (eld lasl (gl
d b Swfdyale g1y shie cle U150 5 380 §280 N caluais (Godll dlaje (1) Bysed 2.5 335 G ¢ SJA
& damaidll GO clialall (8 jeanll 58 ald (il lgase 220 pedill 58 b8 e Baa (A aagiy (el
D Co2 e @BDUail Jare cawny Ao 3550 Hleadly clela 3 5ad leall dae saiuny 2% 35 Bls daps die lgal)
(2016 ¢14328) Lysual) Lacslidl) Aealsall) ol

: (Alany) Jalal

RSM Llaiu¥) sl Langio zisad 5i8ly Suaall Ligell ANKI -l iyl 46y Design Expert galiy aadic
A ral) abedl) bl dallas e 3l Slasy) maliyll b (e dadgidl) adll 08 ¢(response surface methodology)
)

(2)dsaad) 335 (+1,0,1-)Sbisine EDE Nie yaaia IS uyds

dgptall cpsiall ciligioa @ (2)J gl

1+ 0 | -1 | A g pal) il piial) iy giess
30 25 20 a® 3 ad) da s
5 45 4 pHJ

s oAl many Laldl) c)laay) gl
eo il 038 iy e8ypadll gail Janeg 23 llg Alaally AU lySudl (e das (5inl ial smas of Jsand) Cow
(%1.1)3Lo)ll5 (%5.6) ZSH s Slly (%88.8) y3adl b dushal) Zas of 2n5 3) (Sharma ez al.,2012) s o5 Ay

oA Cagylag Aadial) cOlalaally Al Cagylall ik )5all Gilial s ) a8 CDEAY) 138 3sa
25 suand Al uCal (3)J gl

(%o)Aaidl | dg 2l el g1
0.11+89.32 dgh
0.02+10.68 Lalad) salall
0.02+0.823 ala_ll
0.06+6.391 A4St ey Sl
0.02+9.4 elally A1) Aulall 3) gal)
6.3 = pH) 43 1 4o

L) Sa EDE Tausgia i) puill ¥

Pl meas (e dagaal) ANSY 2 L) i g b ] il -2-5
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:(4) Jsaad) e Jsnnll 5 ABY) ¢l 2ie
2N suas by Ao JUAY Byad gl cig b Abial gl 1(4)Jsaad)

B:pH - 43 é:‘:‘zé
dad gial) dagdl) A adl) dagal) -
1.89 1.901 45 25 1
1.06 1.127 4 20 2
1.40 1.45 5 20 3
1.89 1.901 4.5 25 4
1.89 1.901 45 25 5
1.93 1.933 5 25 6
1.39 1.272 4.5 20 7
1,51 1.453 4 25 8
1.89 1.901 45 25 9
1.89 1.901 4.5 25 10
2.29 2.254 5 30 11
1.76 1.751 4 30 12
2.19 2.235 45 30 13

Ll S DAL Jace gie Auladl) dal) *

O SIS S8 Lgle Jgeanll 2 ) UL S A dapall e B8 235l of (ANOVA) coball bt ekl
Banli) b (olsall o ally cJalgall gapng c52m le e JS) g yaall el s (5)dpanl) smg ol s Jpon
ok LS 8psaall i) ALS)

: (Linear effect) 8paall Ligal) A0Sl Lol (b Jiiusal) Jalal) il -1

0.05 (e S8 pHUls sl day3 e JSI P da of Jsaall (e Jangl 38 o(pH) dds Shall da3) Culsle Gaus® ag
conlelad) 38 (e XU (gsina ad il s

:(Squares effect) Bpadll Ligual) A0Sl Laliif B dayyal) Jalgad) jili -2

)75 (Ball 4309?) e JSIP e o Jgaal e Dy ¢ (PHU) das9)? 5 (Bhal) 4509)? (pae nlsle e
ALa) (8ypeal gl ALY Aali o cplelall (3] (ggina Ll ) el 1385 (P<0.05 ) 0.05 oy J8 cslS ((pHU)
O Al Al e Al 3sng5 cdgn (o dusand) ABSH Ay pHU) da)0 mope G A5l Al (e dlolas 252 )
(oAl den o gl ABQI alily sl day gse

:(Interaction effect) 8aall Luigial) A1) Lali) b Ald)aial) Jalgal) 55 -3

delis ang (g dugina e Ao Lol Jgaall G Lasdliy (shall days X PH) Ay Guwiial) om J315 Bl Gauaiiy
<Oyl Cpaaall (g (gsine Jaliie

Aogaal) A Dalyy) B SV Y L IS hall das of Jaagl G ¢ F dad DA (e Jale JS duaal daas g
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AN uas by (e g paall Jalgall il (ANOVA) Galss Julas 1(5)Jgaadl

-

p-value F-value b gia cla g saxa

g 52 4 Al Gilay jal
Clay yal df
Significant <0.0001 67.37 0.2797 5 1.40 Model
<0.0001 229.52 0.9528 1 0.9528 A-3) Al da
<0.0001 68.48 0.2843 1 0.2843 B-pH J) 4 2
0.2052 1.95 0.0081 1 0.0081 AB
0.0376 6.55 0.0272 1 0.0272 A?
0.0045 16.97 0.0705 1 0.0705 B?
0.0042 7 0.0291 Residual
0.0097 3 0.0291 Lack of Fit
0.0000 4 0.0000 Pure Error
12 1.43 Cor Total

(6)d}l;“ ‘..53 Ome 125 R’ 2l Jalee ddalug Gl}«ﬂ\ 5. eS< ?3__333 &

A0 Ao (e panl) BES gisal B Jlaaly) culsil (ANOVA) ¢kl Jolas £(6)J saad)

B_madll 4 gaal) ALict) Aali) @ Jnal) Gl adY) Cul g
0.0644 + 1.77 5 knal) i) £ Jas ial
0.9796 R? il Jalas
3.64 %C.V <Y Jalaa
28.1531 Adeq precision «uiill

) 4 it ol Alpdall ABN ) Galy 2 3sadl) ) oy ) Alaia) il dagial) dseal) ) sl dalea ad
O G (B chugal) ALK Ale b sl ke (e % 97.96 0o Wi (PHU days cihall da)3) Cougpad) galalall ¢
1 P e ot (Ko Y (s Dugual) A dali) (o) laia¥) dale 8 Ll Jia ally % 2.04 dkiiall deil
Lol (DY) dales b el 285 .Ul cids e ) (C.V) GO Jelra jading chg jaal) alsall (51 7 35aill
%20 Hslai of s Y (s3lly Jsaiall 38l e (IS (C.V)dasual) A<

Cagall of ISl (e B s (1) JSAY 3 dasll cajglas (Response optimizer) abie¥) jlad) @l ae (gl
i) Sl et Cagplal) oda ¢ 5 = pHJ) Aa,05 30 Bhall daps & 3all srac Jaws e dugea) AN Z Y B
JfE 22.54 Caghll sda vie 3505l dad il (LAY dae 8 Laspes 50L) Mllg paadl) LDIA
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Design-Expert® Software
Factor Coding: Actual

Yeild (g\100ml)
Q Design points above predicted value

© Design points below predicted value

1127 I : 254

X1 = A: Temprature
X2 = B: pH value

Yeild (g\100ml|

25l as Jaug ¢a dugaal) A< L) & pHI) Aagag Bhal dags il 1(1)dsa
Z 1Y) Jagyd Auhall Cyelaly o dsaill 5eliy Andia ey Lae Aadgiall asdll (o s Ay Algake il dunatll 0l o)
ol Lygual) AESH 1) o5 Sy ¢(2)dSA & miase 98 LS %0 30=B)a da)ds S=pH ad) (a5 dusall ALS 400
Je100/£2.29 Zalidl dxdgiall Lol cilS pm 3 ¢ sad Jausg Jo100/£2.258 ZoalitY) i€y dad giall LJal) Lug )
Auahall 2Bl aadiedl z3gatll G e Lkl adll ce Loyl gl C)li Jo Cua ¢ gl Jasg

L L

20 30 q 5

ATemprature = 30 B:pH value = 5

I

1127 2.254

Yeild = 2.28943

S5l s g b LAY Baad g Y Basaall (il dag pil) :(2)JSi
s paddl) 38 A gail) Jawy il il -3-5
AN B3 ek g B (1) eas) sl T Ll 5(7)J s
2 Coz 4as (cm®) 4 Coz axa

A cle L) A de L) ) de L) RS
2900 1125 1050 725 IR as
‘(Cm3) 2700 _?LM SO e Ll gsana e g8l Coz aas oS Jls & BHlias el dalee (688 ddialgall Crnng

Baedll WDAS dugen o s aag
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Ligeall ALl Z LY JacsS Ga¥sall e il Juac 350 Lol Ogialdl 4d) dagi Lo pe lll oda 43)ke o 2Ly

Okl 5yadl

die Gpall Jausy ol Bpdiosall Chuai Akylally AN 8yeal gl ALSH 2Ly (2010 ¢3obins (gokin) cufinlll Ay it

AW 3505 el G (BT oiisadly BOGwSgyud) caelid ccllal) aliins) cliieall Gy dila) pa 5.57 oy

(Jfg 5.23) dugall

Bhall dayd & Ga¥Vsall o L) Byedd Ligaall ABSY £y il Cagylall of (2015 c0os aTs LY osialdl ang LS

.Ja100/¢ 0.1672 Cagykal oda xie 3535l) das Cualsg (AR [550 200 Gy deyes 4.5 pHs ¢2° 30

La¥ 3 (Bl)oelall (alid dialiy cilisalialls sliad jall jauame dawy o dogall ABSH (e Jladl 2525all 252

Yo 6 e dy Jaa dogaal) ALK Aaln) sy l/ale 0.6 1S peldil) (pelid dilia) o) (Acourene et al.,2007)

posalisdly )otessilly 20alIS Galeall (ansg (B3) Gaslatl) Gaalidy (B2) pfdldsull calid e il juae gimn WS

18- U lealmy AU cpadl iy Aailil Byaetll LpasiiY ) Aladll (g 25y (gpend) g libaua¥) dlee a3l Ay pucal

sall Aie i Alde dge o dllgial aie Sall jueae dalilal dilia) cdpalal) dall 8 dele 24 e Y Aelul6

AN

Cliaaliaally ) shessdll (maaS L33l Jacy ) Adliaall udaall dgall o M (a¥sall Blia) JacsS 3l juae aladiul

Mgall S maias by (s oalailly 2allS Galaall s #Oly capedlSl cilidisuby Gaeldilly (gl

30 pfinlall uny 8 Adlide oy Gsally 3all jaae (e IR alatiuly Glld Laagl 559) L5ueall 4,385 8 Aerdiicud]

(e o> Jdl

s claliingy)

- OGad) Baesd dagal) AESH (e Jlo 35050 ellae aDle Jawg il juac -

Aisie Ay 308 dusall ALKl Z Ly Bl 5hall da s -

. 5ot Augall ALY Zluy ) pHJ) dap —

tGluagill

- Baedll saidansS jall juac aladiu) -

-Ohsll Aoy pHU) Aapds Bla A2 (e el sl daclial) Jalgal) Jana —

)

Caliiene Ay aladiuly SLAY Byiadd dgaal) ABKH 2 ) Cag yha Al L (2015) oask lias o0 lasl) v Gl ¢ aSY)
L3ed daals el S (A Y) asle and ¢ inale Al (asally saill

gl el Genlially lialsall Aia —deliall 85 . yedil 568 .(2016) 143 48 & yseddl Zswelil) diaalgal)

S Bpaianal) Chami Aapphalls SUAN 8003 sai & guad) i€l (mns il Ay L(2010). Bala iyl Aoy cgolin
((4)23x) (8)alaall el asball HLY) dlaa ¢l sully Abbas duigl
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Abstract

This research was carried out in the laboratories of the National Commission
for Biotechnology at the University of Damascus during the period 2022-
2023. The purpose of this research was to find the optimal fermentation
conditions to produce the highest possible yield of biomass from
Saccharomyces cerevisiae using carrot juice as the sole carbon source. The
Response Surface Methodology (RSM) method was used to determine the
best conditions to get the highest yield, where the biomass of the yeast has
reached (22.54 g/L) after 24 hours of fermentation, in the following optimal
conditions (temperature 30 °C), pH (5), at a rotation speed of 200 rpm during
the fermentation process. According to the Syrian standard, the fermentation
power of the resulting biomass was excellent, as the volume of CO2 produced
reached 2900 (cm?).

Key Words: baker's yeast (Saccharomyces cerevisiae), Biomass, Carrot
juice, Temperature, pH.
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