RMUTP Research Journal, Vol. 15, No. 1, January-June 2021 51

http.//journal.rmutp.ac.th/

LUUINIABINUHINBUAUBIUATAITNIEA TR SNNU T ENF NI
nrsunIseannsawnnun-lalutatinlunesa Physcomitrella

patens 1ag g5 NURINDUAUDS
Noe lyan*

ANEINEIMEARsLamMALULAE UMNINeIRET VA NTEUATATOL5Y

96 auNUTANULEA Fualsedy dunewlomszunsAtoysen JwmianszunsAToysen 13000

SUUMmIIN 14 g 2563 uAlyunAnu 10 woainIgy 2563 mausuunmaIy 17 sUIAu 2563

UNANE?

’?Gli}ﬂi&ﬂﬁdﬁ%adﬂﬂ‘iﬁﬂ‘tﬂﬁﬂ%ﬂiﬁaﬁ%’mLLUUﬁi’laadﬁ’m‘%’Uﬂ’]iwamﬂﬁmm‘uu’l—iaimaﬁﬂ (GLA) gegnlag
wed Physcomitrella patens fap3siuRanauaues (RSM) N159Aa83Raeds RSM $auAUN15919UKUNS
naasuvudunianeulndn 3 Uade (Arududuvesglasa nunaleulumsn wasngmium) uag 5 sedv
(-2, -1, 0, +1 WAz +2) Usznouse 20 mavaasailelimgnsemnsivanzay naannsmaass wuindeya
nnsmaassannsnildldaianuuiaemyuiniidaesdisdudseavinisdaaula (R) uinnd 0.95
dmfunisndn GLA n153AsgsiauuUsUsIu (ANOVA) wandliidiudnuuudiassieddydmisaia
(p<0.0001) wagALTNTUYDIYlATE (20-100 NFUFRERT) Wagngaun (0.5-2.5 nSureding) dnaren1Inan
GLA athailifedfymedda (p<0.05) Fen1swan GLA ity 4.61 wh Tugnsovnsiuuusdimnzaude
35 RSM (glasa 62.92 n3usiedns InunaGoulumsn 0.80 niusiodns wazngnun 1.42 n3usedns) le
Wisuifisuiugasemsiugiu BCD Saiildainnisvanesdl (16,37 fiadn¥u GLA dedns) IndiAsaifurnd

Tea1nnsviaune (16.20 Jadnsu GLA #aans)

ANEnAsy : wad Physcomitrella patens; NsawnU-lalwalin, NUEINaUAUDY; N3P NUNUNITNAABILUY

Wunsaraulndn

ada &

* funusyszarusru ns: +668 1578 9980, lUswaldaiannseailng: pichit_chodok@yahoo.com



52 9158153915485 598 ums.wszuas Tl 15 aduil 1 unsieu-Aguiey 2564
http.//journal.rmutp.ac.th/

Response Surface Modeling and Optimization of Media
Nutrients for Enhanced Production of ¥ -linolenic Acid in
the Moss Physcomitrella patens Using Response Surface

Methodology

Pichit Chodok*

Faculty of Science and Technology, Phranakorn Si Ayutthaya Rajabhat University
96 Pridi Banomyong, Pratu chai, Phranakhon Si Ayutthaya, Phranakhon Si Ayutthaya 13000

Received 14 April 2020; Revised 10 November 2020; Accepted 17 December 2020

Abstract

The objective of this study is to obtain a model that maximize production of y-linolenic acid
(GLA) by the moss Physcomitrella patens, employing response surface methodology (RSM). The
RSM with a three-variables (sucrose, potassium nitrate and glutamate concentrations) and five-level
(-2, -1, 0, 1 and 2) central composite design (CCD) including 20 experimental runs was employed to
optimize the medium composition. Results showed that the experimental data could be
appropriately fitted into a second-order polynomial model with a coefficient of determination (R?)
more than 0.95 for GLA production. Analysis of variance (ANOVA) revealed that the model was
highly significant (p<0.0001) and the effects of the sucrose (20-100 g/L) and glutamate (0.5-2.5 ¢/L)
concentrations on GLA production were significant (p<0.05). The GLA production with the optimized
culture medium (sucrose concentration of 62.92 ¢/L, potassium nitrate of 0.80 ¢/L and glutamate
concentration of 1.42 g¢/L) by RSM increased 4.61 folds when compared with the standard BCD
medium. This experimental value (16.37 mg GLA/L) fit well with the predicted values (16.20 mg
GLA/L).

Keywords : Moss Physcomitrella Patens; y-linolenic Acid; Response Surface Methodology; Central
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Factors Unit Level
-2 -1 0 +1 +2
Sucrose (A) o/L 20 40 60 80 100
Potassium nitrate (B) g/L 0.4 0.6 0.8 1.0 1.2
Glutamate (C) o/L 0.5 1.0 1.5 2.0 2.5
Runs Sucrose Potassium Glutamate GLA production (mg/L)
(A) nitrate (B) © Experimental Predicted

1 40(-1) 0.6(-1) 1.0(-1) 10.48 9.85

2 80(+1) 0.6(-1) 1.0(-1) 12.01 12.47

3 40(-1) 1.0(+1) 1.0(-1) 11.75 11.32

4 80(+1) 1.0(+1) 1.0(-1) 10.99 10.76

5 40(-1) 0.6(-1) 2.0(+1) 9.03 9.08

6 80(+1) 0.6(-1) 2.0(+1) 10.76 11.01

7 40(-1) 1.0(+1) 2.0(+1) 11.46 10.82

8 80(+1) 1.0(+1) 2.0(+1) 9.12 9.57

9 20(-2) 0.8(0) 1.5(0) 9.18 9.92

10 100(+2) 0.8(0) 1.5(0) 11.85 11.29

11 60(0) 0.4(-2) 1.5(0) 6.62 6.47

12 60(0) 1.2(+2) 1.5(0) 6.18 6.51

13 60(0) 0.8(0) 0.5(-2) 10.04 10.37

14 60(0) 0.8(0) 2.5(+2) 8.55 8.41

15 60(0) 0.8(0) 1.5(0) 16.23 15.96

16 60(0) 0.8(0) 1.5(0) 15.78 15.96

17 60(0) 0.8(0) 1.5(0) 16.36 15.96

18 60(0) 0.8(0) 1.5(0) 15.68 15.96

19 60(0) 0.8(0) 1.5(0) 16.09 15.96

20 60(0) 0.8(0) 1.5(0) 15.42 15.96

GLA fia nsawnuu-lalwadin (Y-linolenic Acid)
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Model) 1lea5urgmnudunusseniteaIfnls
19 9 (Anududuvesglasa Inunal@eulumse
UAENGALNM) AUAINITHER GLA Uy \iosandian
R winffu 0.9835 wazilfeninuiiowtisafunis
wuzih (Sugeested) wielwlduuusansil sousadl
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fAa Anududuvesylasa nunadenlumsn was

ngaum anuaau Smbeduniudedns

3.4 NAN15IATIZIANNLUTUSIY
Ha9InN15ILAS1zR ALY USIUL D
ATIVABUANUVIZAL UATAMNAINYBILUUTIADY
neadginaransluaunisi (2) n15n539d0UAIY
wanzanldaluina (Model) uagerauaugy
(Lack of Fit) wansfan15197 3 wudnanlunases

o

n1INan GLA laewwad P. patens AtudAgydinig
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adid (p < 0.0001) waziiionsrsaoualangy
wuiuuSamsadamansluaunisi 2) L
YIAURNITaNeETdud Ay n19ada (p =
0.0739) Jsasuldduvuitasmendaaiansly
aun1sil (2) awnsaldvituneainisudn GLA 1a
9EYNADI
AIUAMNINYBILUUIIADINADAANEAS
dw¥uniswdn GLA (aunisil (2)) ansnsnuszduls
9NnA1 A2 dAvinfu 0.9835 (115199 3) wanein
YoyafiliaInn13mnaniase (Experimental Data)
dnAuldfudeyadiliannnisviiute (Predicted
Data) f9¥e8ar 98.35 wansfaguil 3 Flei3y

dnsnavndadens 3 laun arudutduvesylasa

59

Tnunadeulumsn wagngaungedisiosay 98.35
drufiwdedndovar 1.65 Wunaandasedudild
annsamunuld Turnigiian Adjusted £ \udni
1457980 UAIINLLNE198 L UUTIaBINT
adamansluaun1s (2) wanaisnsed 2 wuinas
HAR GLA §le1 Adjusted R? Wiy 0.9687 (m137971 3)
asuneliuuusiasseadinanansluaunisi (2)
fanauaiugilunisiunegainisuadn GLA geiieies
ay 96.87 d@un1 C.V. (%) wuindiiniuievas 4.91
(M15797 3) @ansaesuiglainaifildainnisnaass
93¢ warAfldannsyweianuuanansiutios

1N (giﬁ‘i 3)

M19199 2 HAATUNNEDAYIMUUTIARINAGIRANERSEmMSUNISHER GLA lnewwad P. patens

Source Sum of df Mean F-value p-value Remark
squares square Prob > F

Sequential model sum of squares for GLA production

Mean 2727.98 1 2727.98

Linear 5.73 3 1.91 0.16 0.9233

2FI 5.33 3 1.78 0.12 0.9453

Quadratic 185.62 3 61.87 188.07 <0.0001 Suggested

Cubic 2.52 4 0.63 4.95 0.0416 Aliased

Residual 0.77 6 0.13

Total 2927.95 20 146.40

Source Std. Dev. R? Adjusted R? Predicted R? Press Remark

Model summary statistics for GLA production

Linear 3.48 0.0287 -0.1535 -0.4511 290.18

2FI 3.81 0.0553 -0.3807 -0.6307 326.10

Quadratic 0.57 0.9835 0.9687 0.8878 22.44 Suggested

Cubic 0.36 0.9962 0.9879 0.8722 25.56 Aliased

A15719% 3 N15LATIENANULYSUTIU ANAUUSEENTANNITNIS0M00Y WATANADAVDILUUTIADINTS

pRnAERTEMSUNIIHER GLA lnelaa P. patens

Source Regression Standard Sum of df Mean F-value p-value
coefficients error Squares Square Prob > F

Model 15.96 0.23 196.68 9 21.85 66.43 <0.0001

A-Sucrose 0.34 0.14 1.89 1 1.89 5.75 0.0375
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A15719% 3 N153LATIENANULYSUTIU ANAUUSEENTANNITNIS0M00Y WATANADAVDILUUTIADINTS

pRnAERTEMIUNIINER GLA lnslad P. patens (se)

Source Regression Standard Sum of df Mean F-value p-value
coefficients error Squares Square Prob > F

B-Potassium nitrate 0.01 0.14 0.0016 1 0.0016 0.004863 0.9458
C-Glutamate -0.49 0.14 3.84 1 3.84 11.68 0.0066
AB -0.79 0.20 5.06 1 5.06 15.37 0.0029
AC -0.17 0.20 0.24 1 0.24 0.72 0.4149
BC 0.068 0.20 0.036 1 0.036 0.11 0.7461
A? -1.34 0.11 45.00 1 45.00 136.79 <0.0001
B? -2.37 0.11 140.82 1 140.82 428.03 <0.0001
C? -1.64 0.11 67.86 1 67.86 206.26 <0.0001
Residual 3.29 10 0.33
Lack of Fit 2.64 5 0.53 4.10 0.0739
Pure Error 0.65 5 0.13
Corrected Total 199.97 19

R? = 0.9835

Adjusted R? = 0.9687
CV.% =491

Predicted
o o [ [ [
S e B Ee
\
N
N\
75
K
AN
\@
AN
AN
\
N\
. %

6 8 10 12 14 16 18
Experimental

JUN 3 MsUSeuidisuansuan GLA 7ildannis

NAaBIIe (Experimental Value) AuAfIlaaInnIg

YUY (Predicted Value)

dunsiinneiduuszaniaunisannes
wygavesiladens 3 18un anuidutuvesylasa
A Tnuna@oulumsn (8) waznganun (O lu
wuvdtasaneadamansluaunisi @ 918

dnsnaren1wan GLA laeiwad P. patens Wil

18215019 NIUTUEY (Linear Terms) Watl
dn5nasu (Interaction Terms) LazWaLA1aIdD4
(Square Terms) waAaRan15137 3 Wiofiarsanal
TunuudraemeadnA@nsUeINSHaR GLA WU
nau A, C, AB, A2, B? way C2 1Junaviiinanenis
WA GLA agsfided1Agnisadd (p < 0.05) Tu
\ad P. patens @unatdu q liun B, AC uag BC
Wunadildiiveddynieadd (p > 0.05) fe
WUUT1INIADIAAIEAATEIRSUNIWIBAINISHER

GLA (miwﬁ 3)

3.5 NS 19NIINNURINOUAUDIVBINITHAR

GLA lunswnzideaiwad P. patens
Pnuuuasmsadamansluaunisi )
Branadrensmitui 2 §6 (E‘Uﬁl 4A) uay 3 36 (31J‘1‘7i
4B) oS usAnudinius srrnse st uve slasa

wazlnuna oulumse (AB) Aon1SHIUNISHAR GLA
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Tunsiwiziaewaa P. patens lagfiAUIUNTIUTD
angawm (O) eglusedunand (1.5 niusedng) lng

aaa

glasallagndasaionisisaufisenvesoules-

GLA production (mg/L)

B: Potassium nitrate (g/L)

E

3
=

tion (mg/L)
T

—

GLA produc

&
|

JUT 4 nsmiivuilaneuaues 2 17 (A) uag 3 17 (8)
Muananavesnudutuveglasa Inunagesly
W0 WaZNaRadanISINNSHER GLA luiwad

P. patens

fe fg/{?'ﬁ 40.0
JUT 5 nsiauiianelalagsiuvesnanauaues

WUU 3 4R

dunesva (Invertase) Wwémﬁ’m%ﬂuﬁmwaﬂq‘lﬂa
waz$nlana ion1uddlnalalada (Glycolysis
Pathway) n3o3dwulnanodin e (Pentose
Phosphate Pathway) aglanansauaiidueans Acetyl-
CoA i @ ¢ Nicotinamide Adenine Dinucleotide
Phosphate (NADPH) 3 sa15%adeswiailsndu
dmsuniaissiserveeuleingy Fatty Acid
Desaturases W@ g Fatty Acid Elongase Lagn1s
funsrzinsalodulidudlaneein [24], [25]
Tuvaugilnunadenlumsnduansiitionsedunis
Mauveauaniouleyd (Malic Enzyme) waznis
d1A312% NADPH [26] 910HaN15VAABY WUIINT
LﬁummL%m%umaazjiﬂiaiuawmsmm BCD 210
20 Wu 62 n¥usiedns (JUT 4A uay 4B) Srufuns
dinanududurednunadenlumsnain 0.4 u
0.8 nsuredns duavinliiwad P. patens wam GLA
I¥iunnTuegraiideddaymedn (p < 0.05) uax
Han GLA ligegamindu 15.88 fiadinu GLA #e
anT @0nPRIAUIIUIBYEY P. Chodok [23] WUl
ihaaglasa uaslnunadoulumandy 2 Jaduiid
Hanan1sfinn1suan DHGLA Tuiwad P. patens
agnafifadAynaada (p < 0.05) oAty
vosglasaluavnaimeisaead P, patens Ly
910 20 U 60 nfuredng aufun1sfinalm
Wuduvodlnuna@enlumsnain 0.4 10w 0.75 n¥u
fodnT Wagndn DHGLA lawindu 11.11 fiadndu
DHGLA siadns usieghslsfimuiiosesuainundudu
vosglasa uarlnunaidenlumsaluomanzides
49011 62 wag 0.8 NFUAAAT AUAIRY dewalil
a8 P. patens Nan GLA anasludeliisy 2.20
fladnfu GLA siadns (U7 4A wa 4B) 1losann
glasa uazlnuna@onlumsaiianuidudugs o 4
nalunsdudinsiedey wavanniswan GLA Tuwad
P. patens [23]
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3.6 HANISANYIAIIUYNADIVIILUUIIADY
neaaA1ansansuldniautenisuan

GLA Tuiwaa P. patens

MMTAATIERTEAUAMUTLTUTDILAaE T
lawd Anududuresglasa Inunadoulumsn
LLaanmmmﬁﬁmasiamsn,ﬁmmimam GLA gsanlag
wad P, patens Tnen1sSeuifiouaniilaainnis
VAA9I939 wazATliannsTuessLUUsIans
nendlnmansluaunisi (2) wudndlomnzides
\wad P. patens Tue1m15malgns BCD 7
Usgneumeglasa 62.92 nusiedng Inunaigeuly
w3In 0.80 NTUABANT Uazngalum 1.42 niuse
ans 1waa P. patens wannsalusy GLA lavindu
16.37 findnsusodns dudialndifsaiuainisuan
GLA 18910 n15¥ U8R 1ILUUS18 0991
adinansluaunisyl (2) widu 16.20 fiadnduste
dns lefieansunAdesazansniuianain (%
Error) nudndanvnnuieeay 1.05 wazilAianudi
welalnysiuvesnanauauss (Composite
Desirability, D) w111u 0.967 (gﬂﬁ 5) epnmauiia
WolIUDINANBUAUDINA1DETEVTIN 0 e 1 f1A1 D
Wiy 1 udneimanevaussiulfuniufianela

e AuYysal

4. &3y

N3AnINaveIATNTUYDIglATa
Tnunadoulumsn uazngaundianzaudenis
dinnswdansalufu GLA lunsiisidsswad P
patens #7835 RSM $2UAUNITINLNUNITNABDS
WUy CCD wudwlasa wazngaumduiiadeiing
Ron1suiun1snan GLA luad P. patens ag1adl
TodAymeada (p < 0.05) Taamnsouandlugy
YDILUUINBDINNADAAIFATAE 98098195 U

YINUNYAINISHER GLA A28A7 RZ W1AU 0.9835

Imaqmmmiﬁmmsamiaﬂ'lil,ﬁmmsmﬁm GLA
Usgnoudaetiniaglasa 62.92 niudodns
Inuna@oulumsn 0.80 nFudedng wazngmiiun
1.42 nSumedns 1waa P. patens uan GLA g
Winifu 16.37 Sadndu GLA fedns delalndiaes
fuAin1swan GLA Aldarnnasvitunesae
WUUTIARINIAMAFEASINAY 16.20 Tadnsy
GLA floans TrusediAAnuianan wasiA1AIw
fanelalpesinvesransuauauiniuiosay 1.05
waw 0.967 mudfy Kaduaindeyadildansn
ilutszgndldlunamsdedussiugnamnsa
ol

5. inAnssuUsENA
navinideluadsdidovevevamdringu
ANENSIUNIMTITEuS (9. Tilsatuayunuide
UsgdnUaudssann 2560 wagUavouANaIvIIv
walulagnisndniiy augInemansuazmnalulad

IINYIFYIIVAYNITLUATAS YT AR ULATIZY

\wiestlauazaunsaling q dmSumsaiiunside
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