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Potential of Ethanol and Biogas Production from Oil Palm Frond Juice
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AT gUszasdfievhnsfinudnenmmskanenueauarfeiing (Biochemical Methane
Potential, BMP) 9101 a un19U1d s (Oil palm frond juice, OPFJ) LagthAuguUldy (Ol palm trunk juice,
opPT)) Ingldide S. cerevisiae taldiundsnumadon nanismaaaswuiilutag 48 daluusnuasnisviin
Unaunglaagnldluagnesinig endniduiemuea Tasunaunglaalu OPFJ anasain 31.26 wie 5.09 ¢/t
uaz OPTJ anAIn 58.65 Wi 4.95 ¢/l FsuSunaunglaagnldluilondnevuoaaudnganinzasil (Steady-
state) fi93luafl 96 voensTUIUNIMIT AuNsanAAYNLeAlAgIEA91N OPTJ LAy OPFJ YNy 31.28 uay
11.50 ¢/l MuEIRY 91NNSAUIN Ethanol yield wudn msndniemueaann OPTJ I yield @ndn OPFJ lay
Ethanol yield 983 OPTJ dlA1vinAU 0.48 g-ethanol/g-glucose @11 OPFJ diAiien 0.39 g-ethanol/g-glucose
whif (lesanUszAvsamnsviin (Fermentation efficiency) 783 OPTJ g9is 93.42% Tuvauziiuszansam
n1smsnaes OPF) fid i Be 72.14% n1swdnfedanimainuiinindives OPFJ uay OPT) lnsldinadia
Biochemical methane potential (BMP) Wan1snaaasnuInuIunaiiinuasaugegaves OPF) uag OPTJ dei

v

WinAU 997 way 1,068 ml 91 71.53 uag 71.18% i FediailnaiAssiuunn denndesiuawananilinu (yield)

Pl

AlAlndAgetuTedlavindy 314 uay 336 ml CHy/g VS anwan1snaasswdnslitfiuinuinnndiues OPFJ uay
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Methanobacterium sp., Methanofollis sp., ez Methanosaeta sp.
AAARY: Lavuea MTINN WAUNIUIAY WAuaRuUEL

ABSTRACT

This research aimed to study the potential of ethanol and biogas production from oil palm
frond juice (OPFJ) and oil palm trunk juice (OPTJ) performed using S. cerevisiae for alternative energy.
The amount of glucose consumed quickly to produce ethanol in 48 hrs. The amount of glucose in
OPFJ decreased from 31.26 to 5.09 ¢/|, and OPTJ decreased from 58.65 to 4.95 ¢/l. The amount of
glucose consumed to produce ethanol until steady-state at 96 hours of fermentation processes. The
highest ethanol yield from OPTJ and OPFJ was 31.28 and 11.50 ¢/|, respectively. The calculation of
ethanol yield found that the ethanol yield from OPTJ was higher than that of OPFJ. The ethanol yield
of OPTJ was 0.48. g-ethanol/g-glucose, while OPFJ was only 0.39 g-ethanol /g-glucose due to
fermentation efficiency. The fermentation efficiency of OPTJ was as high as 93.42%, while the
fermentation efficiency of OPFJ was only 72.149%. Biogas production from distillery slop of OPFJ and
OPTJ used the biochemical methane potential (BMP) technique. The maximum accumulated methane
production of OPFJ and OPTJ were 997 and 1,068 ml at 71.53 and 71.18% of methane composition,
which were very similar. Corresponding to methane vyield (Yield) was equal to 314 and 336 ml CH,/g
VS. The experimental results showed that OPFJ and OPTJ of distillery slop have the potential to be
used as raw materials for biogas production. Three Genera of archaea dominant founding were

Methanobacterium sp., Methanofollis sp., and Methanosaeta sp.
Keyword: Ethanol, biogas, oil palm trunk juice, oil palm frond juice.
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dnifuundu iielifhduAvdmsunisuussuidu
lulefien (Biodiesel) Tnsgmanunsauundutingudl
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Tueafuiiguugil 20 ssanwaiea tilenanm
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(Fermentation) sialy

2. AinwresAUsznounaaiiues OPTJ wag OPFJ
wu nglaa, Winlea, glasa, Wedy, lulasiau waven
oy 1Wudu

3. ANYIANUATNAITHNE ALENIUDAIIN
nszurumsuintAuanadulrdutsiu (OPT))
wazyeUnduisiu (OPF)

thieghahsuandduuduini (OPT)) uaz
matduthstu (OPF) Tude 2 Wiudedad S.
cerevisiae 588ay 10 (V/v) Yeast extract Sovag 1
(v/v) (10.0 n¥usiodns) LU gumad 37 aaen
waldua ynisnuiinanusa 150 seudewd 1y
a1 48 Flus g5 (Serum) aw1m 500 mi Tnefu
fog19ulUTIATIER T a0 0, 24, 48, 72 LAz 96
Falug hn1sTeseiUsinainasing uavusuna
lenuea

2.3 nsudaf e Fan meIniinina19es OPFJ
uag OPTJ

Ynnd1ves OPFJ way OPTJ Aeudeainds
ndnvwn 200 dns TuesdJuRn1s ndanseuiuns
n&u (Distillation) ielildenuea 95%

L. ﬁm%ﬂmamﬁamqLﬂﬁsuamf'm'mdwm OPFJ
wag OPTJ i pH, COD, nsalusiuseinedne (VFA),
Ysunaululasiau (TKN), YSunaumanuid uduves
vosudwionun (T5), Usuavesvedeszsinedne
(vS), Wsfu (Protein), a1slulawnsn (Carbohydrate),
lgiu (Lipids) wagdnsnaiuaisuauaslulaiau (C/N

ratio)
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2. Anwdnenmnisuaninedaninainiiningn
Y99 OPFJ uay OPTJ IneldinAil A Biochemical
methane potential (BMP)

nmsAnwdnennlunisudniiedanmlueie
Yndevuna 500 ml luvsinestday 200 ml s
A Nd@1ve3 OPFJ waz OPTJ USuAifiions udude
NaHCO, Toglutiag 7-7.5 uasifnnddeliususes
ar 80 (Hanududuvesvaidiviuasssengls
(Volatile suspended solids: VSS) 15 nSua9dn3)
vealsinasnaaes Ingldsnsidruinnaidendide
$ovay 20 : 80 nauldidfuf anduLiuuia
lulnsiauuazarsveulaneeonledonsidiusasay
80 : 20 \unan 5 wiit devil¥ngluratindesy
Tuannzldenia Javantindedisqnensuags
ogfiilonsny Hand Crimper thluuuiianzgamgdl
35 paangaldoa 1Wunan 45 Tu lagsening
N3EUIUNTUANALIINNTATITTARaNARTnUlaenTS
SouUSmsmsuanineTanmlnenisunudiva (5] uas
F1As1EW oA UsENaUVeIR 19T 0 MR 181A5 Bl
falasulans vl [6]

2.4 Fnwilpsasinusyyinsgaunse

Anwlassadielszynsydunidalomadn
Polymerase Chain Reaction-Denaturing Gradient
Gel Electrophoresis (PCR-DGGE) [7].

2.5 353A5129 (Analytical methods)

1. JiAs1vsinadUsenaumaaiiveinningn
Aas1eilagldioves Standard method [8]

2. Ainszvitana (Total sugars) Sias1eilagld
High Performance Liquid Chromatography (HPLC)
§%0 Shimadzu $u LC-10Avp 14 Refractive Index
Detector at 50°C, Column (SH1011, 8.0x300 nm,
Shodex), 0.04 N H,SO, wag Deionised water 1Hu
Mobile phase #8n31n151¥a 0.8 mU/min warldioan

Tuns@afiegne 15 Wi
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3. TwAsnzvitoniuea 1aeld3s Dichromate
reagent method

4. AATILAITININ ATIZ0IAUTZNOUVDY
g5 101wlneld Gas chromatography (GC-8A
Shimadzu equipped with a thermal conductivity
detector) kg 2.0 m packed column (Shin-Carbon

ST 100/120 Restex)

3. WALAZINTINANIITNAADY

3.1 svAvsznounINAlves OPFJ Uag OPT)

p3AUsENDUNALATYDY OPFJ Uag OPTJ Lansa
as1a7t 1 USinaswesinaues OPFJ waz OPT) mds
sheLa3ssfiuuuuangsn (Screw press) A1y
550 mi/kg OPF waw 950 ml/kg OPT thenanglaa
WuesAUsENOUYEY OPFJ WAy OPTJ dmanuidudu
WU 31.26 waE 65.65 mg/l MUAINU mﬂgﬂ‘ﬁ' 2
LLamiﬁLﬁmﬁU%‘mqumaﬂqiﬂaiu OPTJ d@n
17101177 OPFJ Useunad 2 i1 Langa1 OPTJ Ay

$UNINNT1 OPFJ dunslaaindueainy fasun 1.

U

v
o

Yasin et al. [9] 51897437 A1ULTUTUVBIUIAA
nglaalu OPFJ 1indy 23 ¢l Audutuiiana
nglaadadudrdglunszuiunisiunived Ju
(Metabolism) 84 S. cerevisiage Tun15ua aLdu
LONUDE 5’11J§1J'1m1§'1maﬂg1ﬂagqﬁwgﬂLU?{auLﬂu
tevusalulSunaiguduifieady UoNINLIAA
nglaauds OPFJ uay OPTJ §adesAUsznauvas
hmangslaauazelasa ddlu OPF) fidwviniu 4.69
way 2.81 g/l uazlu OPT) dlA1 VAU 12.66 uas
8.25 g/l AuFURY (AN51971 4.2 u,azgﬂ‘ﬁ" 4.2) OPFJ
waz OPTJ danududuvedlusiuuarlulasiau e
Tur19 3.75-4.58 wag 0.47-0.65 ¢/l wazdan pH
WU 4.43 war 4.48 Feiaumnzauiunisudn
tenuealaeldide yeast Wiewindn pH fwnza
lun1siasaiaulaves yeast lun1swdnieniuensy

Tureuszanas 4-5[10]

(A) (8)
sUfl 1 dnvazveshdunndaedidumis (8)
OPTJ ua (B) OPFJ

A157199 1 aerUsEnaumaAilves OPFJ wag OPTJ 7

91gUnau 25-30 U

Type Volume . Total
Glucose  Fructose  Sucrose Protein
of  of OPFJ nitrogen  pH

jice (k) (0] (/) (gL () (mgh)

OPFJ 550 31.26 4.69 281 375 047 443
OPT) 950 65.65 12.66 8.25 4.58 065  4.87

M OPFJ ECPT)

Concentration (g/1)

12.66

281

(e/0)

(C] ’ (e/1)

Glucose Fructose Sucrose

3U#l 2 Wisuifisudiinaniinaues OPF) uag OPT)

flongundn 25-30 U

3.2 mMsanenIuea1n OPFJ uag OPTJ

U7 3 uanINIsHARLENILEATIN OPFJ uAY
OPTJ 1neld1d e S. cerevisiae wan1snaaasNyin
Tutna 48 $aluausnvesnisntn Ysuanglaagnld
Wetasansa il endmdutoniuea Tnsusua
nglaalu OPFJ anasaIn 31.26 wide 5.09 ¢/l uay
OPTJ anas91n 58.65 nae 4.95 ¢/l aUSum
nglaagnldluiiendnienusasuiiiganinzad
(Steady-state) 7italuafi 96 vosnszuIUnITNn Tng

A0 S. cerevisiae @NTOHANBVIURALAGIAADN



OPTJ Fandnld 31.28 o/l usindnan OPF) éites
11.50 g/ 1ifesanndFunaunglaaisudulu OPT) ge
191 OPFJ Uswanay 2 wh Sedwwaliide S. cerevisiae
HAMLENIUEAIN OPTI LA UTu1augendn 910013
AU Ethanol yield WU71 NSNAALENIUDaNN
OPTJ 191 Yield g4nd1 OPFJ lag ethanol yield ¥4
OPTJ A7 1A U 0.48 g-ethanol/g-glucose &2u

OPFJ ANt 0.39 g-ethanol/g-glucose 111
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Vil @aenUsedns aannasuyd’n (fermentation

a

efficiency) U049 OPTJ g e8¢ 93.42% luvmg
Uszandnmn1sumiinues OPFJ SALies 72.14% ¢4
wanelun15197 2 Abdullah et al. [11] $1897U17
Ethanol yield 21an151n OPFJ diA1ivnivu 0.38
g-ethanol/g-lucose G slndiAsary Ethanol yield

Tunsvnassil

A15199 2 1WSeUBUANULANATSYBINISHANLENIUBATEWING OPFJ way OPTJ lneldida S. cerevisiae

Media Sugar Max.ethanol Ethanol Fermentation Ethanol yield Fermentation | Reference
Utilization | Concentration Productivity time (g-ethanol/g- Efficiency
(%) () (g/Lhr) (hr) glucose (%)
OPFJ 94.23 11.50 0.12 96 0.39 72.14 | This Study
OPTJ 96.72 31.28 0.33 96 0.48 93.42 | This Study
OPF juice 86.39 18.67 0.25 72 0.38 74.51 [11]
Sugar beet 100.00 59.89 0.77 78 0.43 78.80 [12]
juice
Sugarcane 98.00 67.00 0.93 72 0.40 78.43 [13]
juice
Sweet 100.00 72.43 1.01 72 0.48 94.60 [14]
sorghum
juice
*Theoretical yield of ethanol is 0.51 g-ethanol/g-glucose
80 35 40
5 33.48

/%ﬁﬁl 30

=¢= Glicose (CPFJ)
== Glicose (OPT)) L 20
=A= Ethanol (CFF.)
=H= Ethanol (OPF.)

s
=3
.

N
=
.

Glucose concentration (s
=
s
Ethanol concentraton

Time (hr)

SUR 3 nMsldiimanalauwas MSNAReNIUea

U u

ASYUIUNSVEINWUUNE (Batch) laeldide S.

cerevisiae U831 OPFJ Wag OPTJ

Concentration (g/1)

OPFJ

W Experimental ethanol (/)

OPTJ

B Theoretical ethanol(g/L)

JUN 4 WIguigunSHEnLeNUeaIINNTNAGRTU

AMING YR OPFJ Uag OPTJ
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uonand 1l evin1sUF UL sudsuns
lenusaitndnldannnismaassfuAmiangul na
N15NAABINUIT NMINEAENILEAIIN OPTJ Indifes
fuAmMIamguiuINg 93.43% dau OPFJ IndiAesiu
Amquiiiios 72.15% (U7 4) wanadn 1o S
cerevisiae anunzaldinnialu OPT) I#nd1 OPF)
a5Un15WARLBNIUDA9IN OPF) uaz OPTJ Lile
WisusuiutngAu uiild s. cerevisiae ¥iin
enfugnuanstilumsdl 2 wannsdniuansli
Wi OPFJ waw OPTJ dnnmlunsidusanaisi
auysaldmiumsuiinienmuea waglilvingaviign

nnldduemsdwmsvayed Jsdanudiauls

'
a

iesnnifuveadsiiinanmsinumsyszanuida
ihifudaduimasugiavesneld FailngRuiitonds
\Huienuealdnaenarisd

33 qaiguiFniundveaining19e9 OPFJ
Uag OPTJ

thmndweamaiiviedisannszuaunisndy
wovuea fdnwasdudiimady gunaiigs amnu
Hunsags dwalvirfiowsh ddlofgs udideds
Fesfimsdanisegnamnzauuazgnieaiieaniym
dunndeu wihnndrdaududuresdlodys
Fonmgeanmnsavsinaeldaniiglfomendteliils
fratanmamaunuisiunld auauimaadves

N Nd@1wes OPFJ waz OPTJ Wandayaninisnain 3

A5199 3 BerUsEneuMALAiivesi N nad1ves OPFJ

waz OPTJ Malunsneaes

aeAYsENDY OPFJ OPTJ
pH 46 50
COD (g/L) 130 176
VFA (g/L) 3.85 6.65
TKN (g/L) 11 15.55
TS (/L) 21 36
VS (g/L) 15 21
Protein (g/L) 9.8 11.28
Carbohydrate( g/L) 75.85 84.58
Lipids(g/L) 3.55 6.76
/N ratio 12 15

3.4 AISHARI1YTININDINU NN 1989 OPFJ
uag OPTJ
Usunaudnuazan nananilinu (yvield) uagson

a &

axUSinaufeinu (%) 7ildannnszurunisusini
n1nd1ves OPFJ LAy OPT) uanadsguil 5-6 wanis
NARRINUINUTIIMTNUazaNgIaAves OPFJ uag
OPTJ fifwinifu 997 wag 1,068 ml fauanasluguil 5
(F18) donnd oefuAINARART LN (vield) AdAN
TndifeaiudaiAnviifu 314 waz 336 ml CHy/g VS
é’fagﬂﬁ 5 (121) M3evazUsumfeiinu 71.53 uax
71.18% Sy mudru (U 6) Fedienlndideedu
110 lnedngarnlunisuaniiedimunilaainnisin
Usinatedlmuiiad uluwsas Sundounsa
Usnafimuazaumuszognaniivinismaaes (U
5) KardNIAIUINIAIANEATNATSNAN D 193 LN
(Specific Methane Yield) TugUuuuveasdunid

seen Aeaunsh 1 [15]

Specific Methane Yield = 1funnaeinalimugsauianun (mi)

(1

BunougnsBuvizeiseimeding (mg)

1NNANITNABBILANI LA LI 1UININE VB
OPFJ waz OPTJ fidnaamlunislididuingfuiie

a o v o =
Naﬁm’]ﬁnmﬂﬂwiﬂ GNLLaﬂx‘ﬂum'i’NVl 4

2500 700

600
2000

500

1500 400

300

// 200
100
o «=@==OPFJ (ml) «=@==OPTJ (ml)

- «=@==Yield (OPFJ) e=g==Yield (OPTJ)

1000

Methane yield (ml CH,/g VS)

Cumurative methane production (ml)
2
s

13 5 7 911131517 19 21 23 25 27 29 31 33 35 37 39 41 43 45
Days

SUN 5 Usunauineilinuasau(dne) wavnananiiiiu

U

(methane yield)®71) 31nATEUUNTUNA

11mnd1wes OPFJ uag OPT)



w
=3

~
S

Methane composition (%)
o )
=

=
s
t

«=8-=0PF) =—#=O0PT)

=3

L i e B T T R T T

1 3 5 7 9 11131517 19 21 23 25 27 29 31 33 35 37 39 41 43 45
Duration (day)

JUN 6 FowarUSunamailinuainnszuiunisulindd

AN@1vas OPFJ wag OPT)J

A15197 4 ANEAINNISHERR19TININALARINDN

ATEUINNNSHENEININE1989 OPFJ ag OPT)J

fogne | Final | Total | CH, | CHgyield CcoD
pH | biogas | (m0 | (mlCH/gVS) | Efficiency

(ml) (%)
OPTJ 7.33 1,465 | 1,068 336 78
OPFJ 6.96 1,401 997 314 72

3.5 nansanwilasias nersiaelunseuaunts
winhmnawes OPFJ uas OPTJ 1iufraanin

nan13AnelAsIas19UsEEInIesLAe Tu
nsvuaumsviniinnd1ves OPFJ waz OPTJ nudn
wuUsesinsensiaena'y 3 9dd Ao
Methanobacterium sp., Methanofollis sp., W& ¢
Methanosaeta sp. Usmﬁﬂimmmﬂ'uag 2 3Ua Ao
Methanobacterium sp. Wag Methanofollis sp. (3U
i 7) Fsasrafimuanuyudaluluanassdiamn Tng

nuindivuannguiiunnninfesar 70

4. ayu
ANSNAMBNIUBAAN OPFJ waz OPTJ laaldae
S. cerevisiae wuUsIanglaagnldluenasimsa
= a ¥ =
viendadueniueaswdiganiizasi (steady-

state) N97LU9T 96 VBINTLTUIUNTTHIN LAaTile S.

NIENFIFINTTUAENT U INeduASuASUNIILAl

U 19 aUU? 2 o WwIgU — funey n.A. 2567

cerevisiae @1U15ONAMNONIUBALAE AN OPF
wag OPTJ MAU 11.50 ¢/l waz 31.28 ¢/l linandn
1eN1U9a (ethanol yield) ¥83 OPFJ wag OPTJ Wiy
0.39 g-ethanol/g-glucose e 0.48 g-ethanol/g-
slucose Lilasn1nUszanamn1svin (fermentation
efficiency) ¥o 9 OPTJ g 489 93.42% luvmzdl
UsgdnSarmnisudnues OPFJ dalies 72.14%
OPTJ fidnaninlun1snsuaneniusauinnan OPFJ
\esainusuanglaaisusuly OPT) ganin OPF)
Uszanad 2 Wi nsKARRTaawaIntInnE e
OPFJ way OPTJ fiAlnalAeeiu donnaasnuan
KanAnTnY (methane yield) aidwiiu 314 wax
336 ml CHy/c VS wandlddiuininindives OPFJ
wag OPTJ FdnenmlunisléifuingAuiiendnineg
Fanld Watfu OPFJ uay OPT) Fuduingiiuvde
famensineasiadlaiidnenmlunswaundu
gAaIMNTTNATUNS I UNALUR AT UaY unIS

JuimdeauAsugia BCG lunavasusenalvals

[
M3 3
40%
40.0-41.0
41.5-425
42.4-43.5
44.0-45.0
46.0-47.5
47.5-49.0
49.0-52.0 1. Methanod iwn sp.
2. Mot lis sp.
52.0-53.0 i
53.0-54.0
54.0-55.0 — ———————— 3. Methanosaeta sp.
70%

JUN 7 TssaaseansesiAeannseuiunisvin

1hnnd1ves OPFJ uag OPT)
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5. AnRnssulsenie
YauAMEINIUAMENTINNTITOUMTIR (39.)

Uszddauuszana w.m.2560 A ln1satuayunu

dmvenidvlundsd ausditovoveunnfidau

U

¥ v
o I3 {

Helilasansideddnsaqanluieinnau My
TolaualUENINIVINIG UINIU N3 061UIEAY
azaanluduias esdo an1usi 190 ansine
vavounsyAmdusg 1vgsdmsuamine desvdy
asvauazumInedevinsa Ineunsings 14

°

aduauuanIuiyiITelargIwEANaEAINtUNNg

v
a o o

#3Fevililassm A Tedaunsasniunsuanasa
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