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AEBSEE RN E B %/NKEE KRBT

o 2gE S A EY rwmaE L ERE ke T

(L Z e kA S mER, #dh 58 443002; 2. H b Tl K RIFE 5 FRF A 0, #dh RN 430068 ;
3. RN AFAF AR FRE, #d KX 430072)

FEE: WA= PSS, FR T A AR S L% 2R /N E ( Chlorella vulgaris) A B 520, #4)2 T IR S LL
F5 D, b Co BRI . SCIVET 0% 2% 10% 20% 30% 50% \70% it 7 BT HR, 7E 1 000 Ix
JEIRAN 20°C 4548 N, ok H BG-11 8 G /MR B e AR K . 4R R G T RS Re fR i /N ek AR K i

TR RN 20% , 1 B2 A A /N ER O AR G B U EE R () 55 0D, (€

o A TTREST AN O, =

max

0.0521(0 < x <50% ; R =0.9285) .y, = 8. 12026 — 11. 428 + 4. 4963x + 0. 1173 (20% < x <30% ; R* =
0.8581) ;50% <x <70% KRG FFHE—HRAE, IR RIES R/ Nk A K s m, v AR 5 5

BEUALA R AR s
KA : 3 /RO s I LR HUB R R
FESZES:Q689  TEKIRER:A

INER B ( Chlorella vulgaris ) R4 ¥E 1] . /NBR
J& A FRANIIROK B AR R DB AE
PR B E CO, HYRE T 3R, BEAA A5 il i % 4L
B ( Chiu, 20083 Du, 2010) ; MU E & HH B AEY
PR BT LA K o O 3R S5 2 FhE SR W T, W2 0
ATEM B T2 A4 (Shi, 2002 ; H4R
75,2012) i HaR g8 A4E 7 Kt 1Y = BRIt H- b F g
1% (Hu, 2008 ; Liu, 2008 ) , J& il & £ ¥y 08 o} i) o 22
J5Ukk, Lin 45 (2007 ) BF 58 & B, 7Nk o8 REAR 4 3t 25
BR BB U8 1) 2R IEBERR SR A COD, 7E4E W)
RE IS AN BR 5T O ST R A ) Il g oz I 24 i (A
TFRE,2006 ) , 2 — T H J 2 e e I

/INBR BRI B AR AR A AR 5 R B e LA A o
AR R R Ak e ORI 9 DG, o S XY i ol
W — D E G, HAT, B AT /R B,
FRAAF BB 5T 32 A P AE B K 1 (Cho, 2007,
Miura, 1993) & F% £h (AR T B, 2010 ) 0 K; 77 452 =X
(Liang, 2009; 5 06 ,2011) 25 7 T , ¢ T B0/
B AR K S RIS B0 AR ISR LR
Fhi AR (Chen, 1991 ; Sukias, 2003 ) K H
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AT (X, 2006) 5 HLAK IR TR KR 2E4T T
PUB , B AN W 3t S I e VAR T , i fof 2 7 9 T 1)
WA RS, et T 0, By f% 3 Ay i (40 L%,
2001) , EXS /N Bk e ) R i B 9 4 ok ULl A i
R ARSCEEE T HURIE 3 5 28 TEA 2 FhJsak,
RS A R 5 R A R il e R T AN R B S
U /INERBEAE I RS2 IR, 15 16 D9 HAAE B IR 5 5
TEAEA AR LB AR -

1 RS

1.1 EFEESR

ANER BRI T R A B K AR AR W BIE 5 e
CEAEEDBL) |, SEE ATy IR 1. s IR a ik
FE R EIR T E.080F, LA 3 000 r/min B0 5 min, BE
2 B HIEZ D 15 mg/L Y Na, CO; ¥ UH UL
JE B, AL 3 W, AT 2l K B 5 T T e
(FE%E%2,2008) 5 3wy ZH A B I7 A WA RE
S L, 1A AN [ A6 B /N IR G 1) A A 1O, S 5
K H BG-11 %535 3L ( Bhatnagar, 2010) ,
1.2 NWESE

BR/ANEKBEN AR NI EA0em, N 2R
3.7 em, KB 70 em P KA, B T SLEEANAT
FEFRR bl S AN 4 A PR R R, Bk
A IR 20 ~30°C (#7440 ,2009 ) , DA ik it 2 15
BN 20°C, RHAZHEESE HOCI T B EHDE IR,
Z: i Kohji (2003 ) i 5 125 , O BR5R B 24 ok 335 H Ot
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1.3 gt

TE B A AR B A TS BRI, o3 )l
FI BG - 11 ¥ FR W #2200 mL, B & BTN
0% 2% 10% .20% .30% .50% .70% Fi 7 4%k
JEZ (Xin, 2010) ,0% g ANBg IR, 2% N B
INBRBEA TR Y I R LR . BB L B
AR B IR A AT R . SRR S S, KT A
WIRETE.0%,3 000 r/min 2.0 30 min, {85 |
TEW, T 80°C HLA , 24t 30 h ZH (3¢
¥ ,2010) .,
1.4 $ERRAE

SCGHTR] S 2013 4E 8 A 30 HE9 H8 H, 8
J130 Hoysesess 1 %,9 J1 8 H sEgss 10 KX, bR
FKAEMF(9 : 00) Bae, I 7E 2% 2L A B2 193l B2, >R
B 7K R BRI T TE 5% DG IR 5 JE R ] JCO7 -testo
540 Y HERE I A TE XS B A AR I E o SLWIREIA
el E B AR YR R T 10 2 — LR A ] B A A
st fE /D BEA A 1T PR it R A s BB
FH (1986 ) 7E i 1< 680 nm Hf 75 B W6 B 1 5 /1N
BROBEAN M B2 A W 35 YRR R AR, BB AR 4 L J
JOE/INEREE A A A B0 5 R I A P 20 06 06 BE 0 i
£ 680 nm Y5 FEA{H (0D, ) ( Griffiths, 2011) , KA
B b2 W A Arono 32410 7 it 2 38 (Chl. a) ¥
J& (FRIEH, 1989 ) 5 25 J& 28 A1 n] ULy ' 6 BE T )
R A SE R TR 2 AF R HORE 10 mLL, i B 10 £
JE I 5E ODggy \Chl. a 5 PE G (DTN) V3 A 12 6L
W (DTP) S48 45, DTN 5 DTP AR 4 (K R K s il
OIMT 0T ) AESE IR A RN 2 (1 IR SR
2002) , VA T & FRER RO FEIE DL s 73 5h, 75 18 0% Hi
JEAIEA, /BB T B B E AR TR, e UM i
XA B D s ORI IBOR 5 o T HURERIZR &
PR RERREUR , IR BEAS RG £ T

FEAK AP R 2 200 mL, FRELO 13 0. 1 g ZEFR S 135
8, o AT 15,20 .25 .30 .40 .50 ,100 ,250 ,500 mL
MK IR E HOL R M, K E (w) 5
YNSWAE

w=(lnx, —Inx, )/t

Ao TR R v, 8 ¢ ROCH EAH: %,
NV G FEAR 50 IR 226 ¢ RAINE] . A48 e
TS A0 B, 158 B0 B /N IR e A R Y L 3y
KA,

R FH L2 o FE 3 SOXBIL, 38 2 8 755 i SR T8
P HEAE TP DR A [ AR B B i, T B AR AR B o
PEATIR E 4y L RD RS LL A (AR) ¢

AR =AV/V

VBRI IR AR AV S B SUE SR
B iR,

2 HREHH

2.1 &¥E
2,11 OREmEAE  diE 2 R, AR R AT

TOCE B 2E R . A RIRIG 0Dy, (34
1.27, SZEa I E], BR 0% % HRAb, 286 B ODgy, 221k
RAFAHIT , G 55 I7 18] A 3501, OD gy, 42 22 8
o Ho 1856 2 -8 K, 20% BT HUR/NERE A KA
HY K, ODgy W2 7 T HABAE BE, MK 20% >
30% >10% >50% >70% >2% >0% ., 0% ¥ JE i
TOKAARLE S, WU & B BE L K i
B CO, S, RIS 1R A1 0, A5 1
M i AR AR T A R (R 53,2007 ), /NER
BALT RN T A RH R, AR AR, BRIRETH
5 OD gy AR ZE 0. 84511 2% B AT BLE RN T 54
W I X LU (2% 2718 WA DR UE 8 98 P /N ER A
DU T IR , TG T g A 1Y 25 S UV IN Bl DA
WA M 2 0] AR 3, R /D ERE 9 A KA B0
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Fig.2 Daily variations of optical density( OD, )

for each test group
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2.1.2 HRFaREREGAEFRARR NAE
3 AT B, A5 00 AR R a WAL AE 4. 52 ~
89.91 mg/L. SEIGHIIA 2% 3R a Ye BB A A
553 KR, MR R a YRIEE BTG R (0% BB EERRAD)
20% BRI 2R R a WS i T HABBR I, 30% )%
5RO ; 255 9 K, 20% B T 43 a WkE
i, 8 F89.91 mg/Ls 55 10 KAAHRIE (BR 10% 5
50% ) M2k R a W BE IR, 10% 5 50% H )
IR a WSS W 25 9 K, /M Bk
WA R E B TRE ; KA 2% BT 4R a
JERE AR M B2 /N T HAMBE EE 0% B T /NEREEAS 11 AR
K, Mo a LT B Al a5a1E 2 al g, i
ZRR a WK ODg A % — 2, i@ 1 [l )3 73 A7 Al
M HRLRIER R (K 4) 2R a WEREE
OD 5o F 384 1T W 2 TH 155
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Fig.3 Daily variations of chlorophyll concentration

for each test group
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Fig.4 Correlation analysis between chlorophyll

concentration and OD,
21.3 mRTESRFERENK R WES P,
INEREE T () 5 ODggo fHL (3 ) WAFAE B35 IR AE G
Z:y=2.6337x +0.2815 (R* =0.9922)
2.2 LEHERE
MIE 6 nf LI Y, JCIRR (0% ) 4 F T /N Bk

PE LU R IR LI AIG, LR R U, 3R NER AR
WAHBEAIEN T , SR KRS EL 2 WET 1
Xof JEAE B 2% ) 522 30 AR AR EL AR E 1) L G OR i
Rl T E T s A S R AR,
A ARG 2 AR HE O, TEBE W fL i S
P, SCHRHET 6 d /KRB U KN, TR B
20% BT LA 1) /NEREE LU IS KR — FL R R dRe i, T
10% \30% 50% F11 70% W<, Lt 22 1 /N BRE LU 3 K
RAMEFERIERIATK B T RIFUR ,20% B L%
R/ INER 5 HL A A 3 R S i AR E L DL & T
7 ~9 R R AT T f S K, ol LA H6
ANEREEAY EE K R R HOR 5 X 2 R R % vk
JEES R SRR B T A K, 1 1 R AR
FEUNREOCEAE WSS s BR T 0% 2% F1 70% #
FER/NEREE BT K, LA B g/ L R
BIKT O LRI e RS AL i 5 72 451 R, /e
B RS — HIRRTERE .

200 226337x+0.2815
| R*=0.9922

FE/g-L"
Dry weight
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Fig.5 Correlation between dry weight of Chlorella

vulgaris cells and OD,
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Fig. 6 Daily variations of growth rate for each test group
2.3 BEFR#

P 7 JE25 10 K A% B0 B 15 i 1 B 0 ( DTP) AN
fiEtE ER (DTN) B & 4 SE3 AT AT BG-11 B3R 2k
HL,P & EN 713 mg/L,N & &k 247 mg/L; DTP
FARIE N 0.41 mg/L, DTN H{K{E K 138. 58 mg/L,
PR S, SR A 2. 1.2 piteR o i
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Fig.7 Content of DTP and DTN on the 10" day

for each test group

2.4 pH{E

BRI 1 pH (E 2R/ BREE K 05 1
X RICHLURR (149 RO, [7] A a2 52 i LA o 7
P FEA PR AR, pH R SE IR A (AR Y
HENTZ—(F3,2010) . K8 AANFRETLILR
pH {HIN AL #5B ) pH f£ 8.51 ~11.55, 10% .
20% \30% \50% 0% ¥~ pH ZALH N — 2L, i
0% 2% BHRES pH i T AR, Lk il
A CO, AMUZ:5 B0 M i A PRI 3l , i HL2k
ARKEFR W pH, 5 0 20 i N I A 35 1 ( Tsuzuki,
1990) . 0% 2% Hf B UL , CO, & BEED, SL80
0] R pH B, B TS A R AE K
Fl, PRI 0% 2% RBJE T /NERER AR I DU 2%

127
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Fig.8 Daily variations of pH values for each test group
3 g

3.1 MKEFREBRSIERIOHE

T P B AN DU 1 KA SR AR R, 83
UK EIE S T H CO, Ry El s oK ik 0,
1 CO, 15 1 4R (FhNEE, 2001 ) 5[] A e <t %o
AKRBERT T I8l st TR TR A RO, 3 e 2

5 i Bl A B A2 48 7 3 AR 7 ) B 3, AN
WA 198 R BB L, BT A 7™ RO
Y% ((Grobbelaar, 1994) s - REFAIREE (4 ] A A
PR (KT, 1998) o fE—E T E N,
RHE UL AR RE I 56 40 L 1) 2E IS, (EL R i g UL
R HBOS BB, W 2 18] 7 A BR 1 1A
BV S5, 3o e 240 M 3 B4 473 ( Merchuk, 1991) , [ fif
BRI TR, i B SOE I B HOB I A
SPEOGA T AR A PRI, L 2 Ul 55 A4S 1 P 0
I5%,2010) , AR T A AR <. L, AN R IR R
Xt/ NEREE AR AL PR 52 M0 AN (] 0 5 A7 AE B 1 B
IR,

MG 2. 1.3 AT ODg, AR R,
AR A5 B0 BE A R R 2 T3, ATIAS  H AR
GEIT 250 B Fr R ODjgg, | HUME R p AT H A 7= (1
W) 5 AT WA FIBEEE T /NERBE O, s C o 22
S

®1 AEBSEEETERRX ODg,  JRELL
BRE(u) URBEFE(C)

Tab.1 The maximum values of OD,, growth

rate and daily biomass concentration under

different aeration rates

B R/ %
0 2 10 20 30 50 70
0D, 1.295 3.850 8.535 10.850 10.315 7.730 5.730
HEEE/d 5 9 10 10 10 10 8
oD 2 0.025 2.580 7.265 9.580 9.045 6.460 4.460
Memax 0.046 0.228 0.560 0.649 0.520 0.600 0.432

i H

WHE /D 6 4 2 2 2 2 3
Coa/g * L™1 0.006 0.197 0.606 0.828 0.615 0.579 0.570
WEE A 2 4 2 3 3 3 3

FBHBBEE (0% BRAM) T 1) ODgy, B B[] 22 4 75 7
Bk, 10% 20% 30% I 50% 6 B ¥ 7E 4 10 K ik
Fdg K AE, 0% # £ 1y OD,,, ) Blds B, & 6
0D, K/ AR H 20% >30% >10% >50% >
70% >2% >0% . TEA S5 RS L RTEE N, 20%
FERETR 1Y /N ER B ODyy, i K, 5 W) IR 18 25 57 35 3
9,580, 4= M 5 d K3 30% BB EEIR 22, M 9. 045,
I, 25 LL 0D, A PEMT R R ,20% F1 30% B H R
Hedd G /NER B AR K, UL 20% RS R R AE

S E] 0% BT 1Y w0 /N, 55 18 6,
1578 REEAMK, AT HERTAERK
W BRI w. RANBFAR IR R 20% >50% >
10% >30% >70% >2% > 0% ; 5 ,20% F1 50%
BEEE T 1 o EH, 20% 14 e, o5 F LA BR BE, K
0. 649 ; K, 45 LA s W IR HE AR, 20% HYBES
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FERTR /BRI KR R DR

0% F1 10% BpEE T 1 H AR AR5 2 RikF iR
K,20% ~70% 3 4 BB H PRI AES 3 RIAH]
R T 2% BEE A 4 KA B C,,,., HHAHT/ N
BB o KANBFARIR A 20% >30% >10% >
50% >70% >2% > 0%, # LA C,, KT 465,
20% FYHE TR T /NEREE H = R

LR IEA TN TR IR, 20% F L A B
B JEE B B/ N
3.2 BSIRSNHREKEERALMUTH

T RGO R /BRI R TE O II 2
PRI OD, ey o BEATHLE (B 9) o T
RS 0D, Cof g, 3905 3 THPIEA, £
2R, 5 22 I AT IO R AU R RT L IR
WA [F] e R8RS/ NER R R Z RN A O R

y=170.63x"-231.83x"+84.341x+1.8439

2
® R'=0.9850

H
m
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Fig.9 Regression curve between aeration rates

and OD,,,, Sy s Croax
B RTE 0% ~50% i), 0D, SEsf K |5 K
6, W (E H BRAE 20% ~30% [X 8] ;50% < x < 70% R}
AL S I 2 27, 0D, AR 2 — & 6 )5 K BT,
{HSZE 508 7R OD,,, JC 1 FH B4R, T 4k 22 2 R AIG
G IO R A R — Ik, BRI
(x)7E0 ~50% By RN

OD, = 170.63x° —231.83x" +84.341x +
1.8439(0 <x <50% ;R* =0. 9850)

BEARY C,. G [H oD, iy #l4 il
LARACRUREARARL, DAL 10 BRAE 20% R 3k, MR LE
(x) 5 C HIRRKXN:

C.. = 15.844x" —19. 803x" +6. 8594x +0. 0521
(0 <x <50% ;R* =0.9285)

BRI w. LG M2ty 3 WO
9 IR, o 22 FEIE K LT REAR B A, WA B
20% ~30% IX[], 5 S5 A A AT s B R (2) 55
Mo IR R AN«

Mo = 8. 120227 — 11. 4284 +4. 4963x +0. 1173
(20% <x <30% ;R* =0. 8581)

4 B

(D ARFEBES R, MR EEA K 255K,
TR MR A AR A N ER BRI A K AL R
0% ~70% I} ,/NERE OD g 28K a WK PR 1R
SR JE PR I S ST K R N AR AR A, HHR
AR 1 Y RAE 20% ~30% o ABES (0% ) A 4 7)N
BRUEA K, OD gy % 2 a W 2 75 15 7 B9 [0] N 350 57
REAIR 5

(2) BES R M /NEREE OD g A4 a
WeBEAR A, T H SR B SR pH. MR R BN
I, B IR pH 5 5

(3) MR HL 2638 B 1 /N R B EL Y K S/ IME
=0, PLIHERE IR 5 R B IR AL, N BRI A K 2
—HAL TR E

(4) AR VPEM T8 b5 1) e 18 LR & 5, 27
2 AR/ INER B R MRS LR 20%

(5) B HHRYS w, fFE 3 g4 ik,
L RBR 1 S5 7 B < 5 /N BR i A B2 G &R T
50D, 1 C, AFFH 3 I A LR (0 1 7E
A FR DX [ P 2 i A S /N BR R AE KOG R, T
DX [] Z I B 6 R A i — 25 Rk
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Effects of Different Aeration Rates on the Growth of Chlorella vulgaris

WAN Xiao-an', LIU De-fu'*?, YANG Zheng-jian'’ , FANG Li-juan’,
CUI Yu-jie’, ZHU Xiao-ming' , HU Xue'

(1. College of Hydraulic & Environmental Engineering, China Three Gorges
University, Yichang 443002, P.R. China;
2. College of Resources and Environment Sciences, Hubei University of
Technology, Wuhan 430072, P. R. China;
3. School of Water Resources & Hydropower Engineering, Wuhan University, Wuhan 430072, P. R. China)

Abstract; The study aimed to investigate the effects of varying aeration rates (0% , 2% , 10% , 20% , 30% ,
50% , and 70% ) on the growth of Chlorella vulgaris. The experiment was conducted under 1000 Ix light intensity
at 20°C , and the Chlorella vulgaris was cultivated on the BG-11 culture medium to stable condition. Fitted curves
between aeration ratio and the maximum optical density (OD,, ), the maximum growth rate (u,,. ) and the maxi-
mum concentration of daily biomass (C, ) were created. The results showed that appropriate aeration promoted the
growth of Chlorella vulgaris, with the best aeration rate of 20% , while the excessive aeration inhibited the growth;
the mathematical relationships between aeration ratio and OD_, , w,.. and C_  simulated by cubic curve equation
were shown as follows: OD,  =170.63x" —231.83x” +84.341x +1. 8439 (0 <x<50% ;R* = 0.9850), C,, =
15.844x —19. 803x” +6. 8594x +0. 0521 (0 <x <50% ;R* =0.9285), w,.. =8.1202x° — 11. 428x" +4. 4963x
+0.1173 (20% <x <30% ;R> =0. 8581) , the correlation coefficients were 0. 985, 0.9285, and 0.8581. Our

research provides the theoretical basis for optimal cultivation and resource utilization of Chlorella vulgaris.

Key words: Chlorella vulgaris; aeration rate; growth rate



