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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

Composite Design
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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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3.4 NAN15IATIZIANNLUTUSIY
Ha9InN15ILAS1zR ALY USIUL e
ATIVABUANUVINZHL LaTAMNNINYBILUUTIA0Y
neadinaransluaunisi (2) n15n53980UAIY
wanzanldaluina (Model) uagarauangy
(Lack of Fit) wansfsn15197 3 wudnanlunaves

o

n13Nan GLA laewwad P. patens AtudAgydInig
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adif (p < 0.0001) wazidonsrsasuauaugy
WuUTLUUSIanInadinaiansluaunisi (2)
Y1AUNIraNeg 19l dud Ay n1eata (p =
0.0739) Jsasuldduvuinasmendaaiansly
aun1sd (2) awnsaldviiuneainiswdn GLA e
e 9gNFBY
AIUANNINVBILUUTIADINADAANEAS
dSunsnan GLA (@unsil (2)) anansauszdiule
91nA1 R SAAU 0.9835 (1151971 3) wanedn
YoyaflliaInn13mnania3e (Experimental Data)
dnAuldfudeyadiliannnisviiute (Predicted
Data) 95088y 98.35 meﬁagﬂﬁ 3 F9ldsu

dnsnavndadens 3 laun arududuveslasa

59

Tnunageulumsn wazngaungedisiosay 98.35
drufiwdedndovar 1.65 Wunanndasedudild
annsamunuld lurnigiian Adjusted £ \udnil
1457980 UAIINLLUE198 L UUTIaBINIT
adamansluaun1sd (2) wanaisnsed 2 wuinas
1AM GLA §lA1 Adjusted R? Wiy 0.9687 (m137971 3)
asuneliuuusiasseadinanansluaunisi (2)
fanauaiugilunisiunegainisudn GLA gediaies
ay 96.87 d@um1 C.V. (%) wuidiiniuievas 4.91
(M157971 3) aansaesunglaanfildannisnaans
939 wazAdilgannnisvwedanuwanaisiutos

1N (g'ih‘/'i 3)

A19199 2 HAATUNNEDAYBIMULTIARINAGIRANERTAmMSUNISHER 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 N15LASIENANULYSUSIU ANAUUSEENTANNITNIS0A00Y WATANADAVDILUUTIADINTS

pRnAERTEMSUNIINER GLA Inalad 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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A1579% 3 N159LASIENANULYSUTIU ANAUUSTENTANNITNIS0A08Y WATANADAVDILUUTIADINS

ARlaFaRSE s UNIHER GLA lnaiaa P. patens (5i0)

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
\
. %

6 8 10 12 14 16 18
Experimental

JUN 3 M3USeuidisuan1skan GLA 7ildannis
NAaBIIe (Experimental Value) AuAfilaainnig

YUY (Predicted Value)

drunsiinneidulszaniaunisannes
wygavesiladens 3 18un anudutuvesglasa
(A Tnuna@oulumsn (8) waznganun (O lu
wuudtasansadamansluaunisi @ 918

dvsnanen1suan GLA lasiwad P. patens nio kil

18NATUINNNAULTUEY (Linear Terms) Wail
BN5nasau (Interaction Terms) LagNAUAIRIFDS
(Square Terms) wanuRan15197 3 iofiansama
Tuwuudaesmeadind1a@nsvoanIsHan GLA nuan
watl A, C, AB, A2 B? uar C2 WJunavififinadenis
nan GLA ag1silfedrAgynisadd (p < 0.05) Tu
\9ad P. patens @wmandu q ldun B, AC uag BC
Wunadfildddeddaynieads (p > 0.05) 6o
LUUTIB0INIADAAIEAATE RS UNIWIBAINTISHER
GLA (ma’mﬁ 3)

3.5 NS 9NTINNURINDUAUDIVBINITHAR

GLA lunswnzidsaad P. patens
Pnuuuasmsadamansluaunisi )
Branadrensmitui 2 §6 (E‘Uﬁl 4n) uay 3 36 (gﬂﬁ
4B) oS usrnudinius szrinse st duveselasa

warlnunaw oulumse (AB) Aan1SEINNISHAR GLA
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Tunsiwiziaewaa P. patens lgfiANUIUNTIUTD
angaws (O) eglusedunand (1.5 niuredng) lny

aaa

ylasallegnaeaionisisaufisenveseules-

GLA production (mg/L)

B: Potassium nitrate (g/L)

E

3
=

tion (mg/L)
T

—

GLA produc

&

JUT 4 nsminuiloneuaued 2 97 (A) uaz 3 17 (B)
MuananavesnNudutuveglasa Inunadesly
W30 LazNgANUARaNITNNSWER GLA Tulgad

P. patens

€ g 16400
5UT 5 nslauiianelalagsiuvesnanauaues

WUy 3 4R

dunesva (Invertase) Wwﬁmﬁmsmﬂuﬁfwmaﬂqiﬂa
wazn$nina Won1uidlnalalada (Glycolysis
Pathway) n3o3twulnaneodin e (Pentose
Phosphate Pathway) aglanansiaaiidueans Acetyl-
CoA i @ ¢ Nicotinamide Adenine Dinucleotide
Phosphate (NADPH) 3 sa15%adeswiailsndu
dmdunisssufiserveseulasingu Fatty Acid
Desaturases b8 ¢ Fatty Acid Elongase Wagnng
danseinsalafulddudaisenn [24], [25]
Tuvaugilnunadenlumsnduansiitionsedunis
Mauveauanieuleyd (Malic Enzyme) waznis
d11A519% NADPH [26] 21nNAN1SNAGDY WUIINIT
LﬁummLﬁm%umaafgiﬂiaiummimm BCD 210
20 ¥ 62 n3usiodAns (3UT 4A uaz 48) $rufuns
diupnududuvednunadedlumsnein 0.4 15
0.8 nsuredans dnavinliiwad P. patens wam GLA
I¥iiunnTuedraiideddaymsedn (p < 0.05) uax
Han GLA ligegamindu 15.88 fiadinu GLA #e
ans @0nARRIAUIIUIFBYOS P. Chodok [23] WUl
ihaglasa uaslnunadoulumandy 2 Jaduiid
HaRenISNNISHER DHGLA luwwad P. patens
agnafifadAynaadd (p < 0.05) iloaruiduduy
vosglasaluavnaimeienead P, patens iy
370 20 W 60 nfuredng saufun1sfinalm
Wuduveslnuna@enlumsnain 0.4 19 0.75 nsu
AodnT Wazndn DHGLA lawindu 11.11 fadnsu
DHGLA siadns usiegnslsfimuillossiuainududu
vosglasa uarlnunaiBeslumseluomnsmiziass
49n11 62 wag 0.8 NFUADANT AUAIRU dewalil
a8 P. patens Nan GLA anasluaeliies 2.20
fadn¥u GLA siodns (U7l 4A uaz 4B) 1esann
glnsa uazTnunaBenlumsaiiannuidudugs « 4
nalun1stiudsnisieiey waranniswan GLA Tuwad
P. patens [23]
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3.6 HANISANYIAIIUYNADIVIILUUIIADY
neAlaA1ansansuldiautenisuan

GLA Tuiwaa P. patens

MMTAATIERTEAUAMUTLTUTD LA U T
lawA Aududuresglasa Inunadoulumsn
LLaxﬂqmL@Jmﬁﬁmaﬁiamﬂﬁmmimam GLA gegalay
wad P. patens Tnen1s3euifisuaniilaainnis
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\wad P. patens e 1m15malIgns BCD 7
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wIn 0.80 NFuABdAAS Lazngnlum 1.42 nTuse
8n5 waa P. patens nannsnludu GLA lawindy
16.37 findnSusodns deialndfsatuainisuan
GLA 714910 n 151U R IBULUUS 180N 19
adinansluaunisil (2) wihdu 16.20 fiadnduse
dns lefiarsunAdesazansniuianain (%
Error) nudndannnnuieeay 1.05 wazdlaianudi
welalnysiuvesnanauauss (Composite

=

Desirability, D) vi1Au 0.967 (5U7 5) Fapnaruiia
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