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Screening and Optimization of High-efficiency Demineralization
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Abstract: Shrimp shells are currently the primary source of chitin, and demineralization of shrimp shells is a key step in the
preparation of chitin. In this study, two acid-producing strains, GXUN-XS3 and GXUN-XS8, were isolated from abandoned
shrimp ponds. They were identified through morphological and molecular methods. The optimal fermentation conditions
were optimized using single-factor and response surface experiments. SEM analysis was used to characterize the
fermentation products. The results showed that the isolated strains GXUN-XS3 and GXUN-XS8 were identified as
Enterococcus faecalis and Exiguobacterium aestuarii, respectively. The optimized GXUN-XS3 was fermented in a medium
containing 2% shrimp shell powder, 3% glucose, and 1% sodium chloride at a temperature of 30.5 °C, an initial pH of 5.6,
and an inoculum size of 3.3% for 3 days. The demineralization of shrimp shell reached 96.09%, which was an increase of
6.29% compared to before optimization. The optimized GXUN-XS8 fermented in a medium containing 2% shrimp shell
powder, 2% maltose, and 1% sodium chloride at a temperature of 30.7 °C, an initial pH of 5.7, and an inoculum size of
3.9% for 4 days. The demineralization of shrimp shell reached 95.73%, which was an increase of 6.17% compared to before
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optimization. SEM analysis revealed that the products had a fibrous structure with pores, more intact than industrial chitin

produced by acid-alkali methods. This study provides microbial resources and references for the microbial fermentation

degradation of shrimp shell waste.

Key words: shrimp shell; acid-producing bacteria; demineralization; process optimization; response surface methodology
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DM) 2l LT R R IR . FEIZAFR LR
TR, BP AT AL T RS, JL T JEA DL
PR G PR AR NG PR, R A R 2 B L AR
SRR B )z B B, X HAE TR B
S AR P,

BRI BEIRSE DM 18 32285 15 Rk A= 4
KU o, BRI DM R /KA R AS 5, BR5
faFER, ARITFIIREW I, Tifd by R w4+
TR P A A A v e A P LI R S T
IS5z iR e vh A A I AN R R, AT 3R AL T o .
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SRR A RRE RIS . XA SIS P KR
JERETXTHRTE, 268, oF 65 Hifii( B2 250 um);
AU 3R (g/L): MRS Rz R 3R 4L 52.2 g, BF58
B 5.0 go pH5.7+0.2, 118 °C KB 15 min; & EFR57
F(g/L): KF5THr 20.0 g et 20.0 g E4kHN 10.0 g
pH H#&, 121°C X 20 min,
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£l Thermo Scientific 2\ &) ; Bio Rad T100 Master-
cycler nexus 3G 6% X 2 WL £ [E Bio-Rad 2%
Tl ZXMP-A1230 HRBVER BT FRAE IR P
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1,34 °C .| 180 r/min £55% 12 ho B B35 R AL
1072, 107 F1 107 3 /AR B AR, IZB IR A T
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Fe g% 3~5 do Kb ]y 2 a7 B R Y B Rk, R A
30 mL & BEREFR BT, 34 °C. 180 r/min #5337 24 h.
TEREFEWINE], 4 2 h ME — RO W pH, ik pH
BARM TR A T, I8 HhAE h-20 C L.
1.2.1.2 & HREITHE TS FRAR, $25F 2 30 mL F
T IEFEH D, 34 °C. 180 v/min ¥R I% 1k 18 h,
H ODg, 7 0.8~1.0, FFLL 3% F2Fh L, $:FP % 50 mL
K WERE IR R, 34 °C, 180 r/min 1555 6 d )5, 4 C
4000 r/min Z5.0> 10 min, BUTHE, X8 T /K EZ GV
P E| =, HREUTREY P EA R AR, BT 65 °C
THLTEEEL, W RE DIRE Y K S, I LA
DM% MifiehrifE .

1.2.2 BERRERE

1.2.2.1 BEMRIEAS R AEBAAL R0k H A B ks
FhE] MRS EUAREFEEE |, 34 °C 1HIRREIE 48 h, WgL
AR TRVEIE S SO T 2L IR B, AR B AR
225 (AN T 2 2 TN ) AR TLAH TR R e 2 e T
Y, XF i 38 B AR HEA B AR TSGR R
5 FRELTREE | PIRALIREE . R SRS . AR
A5 L e S i .

1.2.2.2 BEER 16S tDNA JFH 58T & RGE K B WA
2 d MRk AT U T IR TR AR 16S tDNA P
¥, I PCR P =4ik T4 T2 TR i) ik
A BRA VN . S 7213238 Ezbiocloud, 5%
22 v AR = e A T T e XS . [ MEGA
11 BAM49EFT 16S rDNA FFA ) Fb XT38, FTFF &
ESW =

1.2.3 HHFZEIE WA KRR FEIE: 2% WRFEH; .
2% MIEIHE . 1% S48 . WG R IE A 3% Hafh
=, WG pH S 7,34 °C. 180 r/min ¥EIR K
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1.2.3.1 KEEEHRIPEIL  EWIGG R R 33k W LR
KBS L, oA AR R IR 1. 2. 3. 4. 5,
6 d. K459, 4 °C 4000 r/min 250> 10 min, BT
T, BB TR EFEPENE =i, HEILRE P Rea
WA, BT 65 C FHtT R IEE, 1HE AR 8y
DM%, 78 R Bz 2 P =08 GB 12456-2021 &
HH R B0 ) R PR BRSS9 2 I R R TRV P
RS (total acid, TTA)!M,
1.2.3.2 KEEEEFRIEIN R BERT R0 Sl ih
RPFEEA IR L, DLW ih A TR FR 3k T a MRSk
BE(W/v): 1% 2%. 3%. 4%. 5%; b. IR Phs. FLgE.
FZZENE . TR, RIENE . RIS TETERY; o FERRIE RIS
AR EEL F A TR BEOL b (W/v): 1% 2% 3%.
4%, 5%, KEESSHIE, B0, BOihE, X8 KR =
HYE, BT 65 C THLT=IEE, i1 IFEH DM%.
1.2.3.3 KBRS A R IR ML I & i
FEEAALTERE b, il bs R EE S ad R iE
(VIV): 1% 2%. 3%. 4%. 5%; bW 1A pH: 4. 5. 6.
7. 8; c.XMEIRE: 28, 31, 34, 37, 40 °C. K¥4h
J&, B, B, 28 TR EEBE, BT 65 °CF
W+ ZEE, TRARTER DM %.
1.2.4 WL R A Box-Behnken H02H A3
B atAT s A, LAUEEE (A) . WIhh pH(B) . 35
= (C) M, L DMOY) AN AEBEH 3 K2 3 7K
FakEe, 50 7 S T A IR AR ANk 1 fiEk 2
iR o

21 GXUN-XS3 Wi sy P4 2R 57K

Table 1 Factors and levels of GXUN-XS3 response surface
experiments
K
(S-S A
-1 0 1
A HEE(C) 28 31 34
B #IhpH 5 6 7
C it (%) 2 3 4

2 GXUN-XS8 M i i i 50 P 22 57K F-
Table 2 Factors and levels of GXUN-XSS8 response surface
experiments

L KF
-1 0 1
A WEECC) 28 31 34
B WihfpH 5 6 7
C Hefh (%) 3 4 5

1.2.5 KOS ERE MERIFREL 0.2 g FEM ORI E
0.0001 g), I-ZM GB 5009.4-2016 L 5 AR S3im
RE ) H R AN 5 SRSk HhOR A3 B U RS
(SRS 2 =R/ W

CoxM,-C, xM,
T CoxM,

A DM IR KT LBR R, %; C, 2~ K BERT

DM(%) = x 100

WRFEM P K Ar B i, %3 C, TR KBRS URFely b K5y
T, Yo; My TR K TERTERFERY TR, g; M, Fon K
JEURFER TR, g0
1.2.6 JLT BERAESHT  FIHE b7 B
(SEM) WLEL AR AN FRERSE 5 A4 LT R mE A, I
AT EREE
1.3 B

JITAT SR8 Sk = ZHVA T, SEBG 25 SR LY H A
W22 (S.D.)FE R, FJH IBM SPSS Statistics 21 X512
B o B R 2R 7 225381 J7 15 (One-way analysis
of variance, one-way ANOVA) #1725 55047
(P<0.05) . K JH Design-Expert 13 14, ##E Box-
Behnken HUZHG N, 1T =R =K. B
FAMH A Origin 64 A
2 RS9
2.1 HEHRBFESEE
2.1.1 BERRMIGTE  ARSZER AT PGS M X R 5
WRBh IR Y A LR e Y 8 BRPF IR BEAR . LR
A pH 28 L W & 1A 7R, GXUN-XS1. GXUN-
XS3. GXUN-XS4 Fl GXUN-XS8 #% T H A i #k pH
YL, BEEIAH R pH BT BSR4, 2L 1 16 h
J&a, pH #2208 TR 8 T HERFE 4.5~4.7, oL T HAh
kR pH. 7ER BRI pH G 2 A
W= T A PR, WX Eef e B 10 r= A AR S el ik

A 7.0
6.5
6.0k —= GXUN-XSI
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T 55 -+ GXUN-XS3
2 —+ GXUN-XS4
sol - GXUN-XS5
: — GXUN-XS6
-+ GXUN-XS7
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02 4 6 8 10121416 182022 24 26
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90 - b a a
C
g 80r
=
5 70t
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K1 AR AR pH 2216 2 HF7E DM% 45
Fig.1 pH changes and DM% results of shrimp shells during
fermentation of different strains
TE: A-R R R pH 22 1E; B-F5E DM%; AN[A) 7 BER 7R 22 57

B3 (P<0.05), ¥ 4~ 8 [7].
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KRR 1 OIS, S T #2500 g e TR e )
S TR R, XF IR 4 R B BE — 2B T i, IR S
DM% &% 40 & 1B ff 7x , GXUN-XS3 fll GXUN-
XS8 [ DM% 43 5] ik El| 90.40%+0.02% . 90.18%=
0.50%, .35 (P<0.05) /& T HAW PRI AR . Fitk, &5
BRI pH M IFSE DM% 4559, &% F GXUN-
XS3 Fl GXUN-XS8 A HIRFEREAR T .

2.12 HEEEMI%E GXUN-XS3 HEIERME 2A
iR, MEFLA L R EST I RTE | B iEDai HARE
BH, 2o 2 Oy g SR anE 2B Fiow, R BEvE, it e
RS, AP R A | i S aEHES 19 BB [RITE Bk
P, JCEFEAE . JCHE R, 122 P T 0 S 1 Sk 1 BR A PO
GXUN-XS8 R IESUNE 2C iR, ks, JEih
BEFFIRITE | SR HASE I, 2o 2 QYL tagh )t
Wi 2D, S BHM:, 4HEE LA AR, 5 RS Bk
R, TCEEAL . TOME R, % AT W) 2 R S N T
BREYS R R A A AR SR 45 R L3R 3. GXUN-
XS3 HA AN ATRE ST . WL G AP | fEdd e
JRRE T . BRI N, S B0 H Fae v ) R A R RR
Pk, HREM s 2P bEZS . 1 GXUN-XS8 ¥4 7L
KIFERES ), (BRE R UERy, HIXA e iARee S, B
N AFEIAEHAE, 7T ReFEA I = A i 4= 7= 1
5 GXUN-XS3 A FiAIAE].

10" pumy

K2 TEHRAE MRS AR IR FRTEIE S K
22 U AR
Fig.2 Colony morphology of the strain on MRS solid agar
and the Gram stain results
TE: A-GXUN-XS3 F 7% £ 45 ; B-GXUN-XS3 #5 4 [Qe f4; C-
GXUN-XS8 7% JE 2 ; D-GXUN-XS8 #: 24 [RYefa

GXUN-XS3 &gtk a7 MK 3A s, GXUN-
XS3 5#AmERE AT CC 19433 ( Enterococcus faec-
alis) [FJIETER 100%, IR, 45 G2 E VI R TE
LA E LR, INE GXUN-XS3 FElek
;s GXUN-XS8 R4t Ak 7 &l 3B i n, GXUN-

#3 GXUN-XS3 Fl GXUN-XS8 FfkAE HA: (e

Table 3 Physiological and biochemical characteristics
of GXUN-XS3 and GXUN-XS8

AR GXUN-XS3 AR GXUN-XS8
A + Ciken
E32 + E3-
s + sl
bk + LA -
TEH - TER +
AL R A R - R KR
L2136 + R LTI -
Bl g AR + I W A0 +
b R - AL -
AR IHAL PR BE A YA TR
HE LR + FE LA -

T+ AR /B, 3R AN AR /B o

XS8 5=/ TF-16(Exiguobacterium aestu-
arii) [FIEAE A 100%, [FIF, 4552 E Y R & TE
A SRR SR, IAE GXUN-XS8 A1
TR

A 100] GXUN-XS3

100 Enterococcus faecalis ATCC 19433(ASDA01000001)
Enterococcus termitis LMG 8895(MI1JY01000036)
100 Enterococcus ureasiticus DSM 23328(MIIZ01000009)
Enterococcus thailandicus DSM 21767(JXLE01000039)
Enterococcus pseudoavium NCFB 2138(Y 18356)
99 Enterococcus durans NBRC 100479(BCQB01000108)
100~ Enterococcus hirae ATCC 9790(CP003504)

0.01

100 GXUN-XS8
100 Exiguobacterium aestuarii TF-16(AY594264)
Exiguobacterium aurantiacum DSM 6208(JNIQ01000001)
95 Exiguobacterium alkaliphilum 12/1(EU379016)

I: Exiguobacterium sibiricum 255-15(CP001022)

100 Exiguobacterium soli DVS3Y(AY864633)
[ Aneurinibacillus migulanus DSM 2895(LGUG01000004)
100 “ dneurinibacillus aneurinilyticus ATCC 12856(KE952670)

0.01

K3 RFEE KR 16S IDNA R4 H
Fig.3 Phylogenetic tree of 16S rDNA of different strains
IE: A-GXUN-XS3 R4t & H#; B-GXUN-XS8 RGLAER .

22 BREARIWERSHH

2.2.1 FAEREEREAHE  GXUN-XS3 K EEHTH]
X HF 52 DM% 52 Wi Ul & 4A JIF s, 1~3 d B, H
DM% PG, A 7E i 35 1 22 55 (P<0.05) , DM%
TERBE 3 d XK 90.60%+0.02%, £ 4 BEHTH]
3d e TRE, A BREFEZIP>0.05); TTA R
% 2 d )&, B A& st a) id) 2E K i 2 19 (P<0.05) .
JRRTET R B AR pH B, o BRI B ilean
JHORBERZ A%, 24 DB T Ao T 0o P R ARG, B i oA it
T Y 18 Y. GXUN-XS8 & 19 i 8] %f #F 5% DM %
SNl 4B s, 1~4 d BF, B35 & A a) FE 4 =
DM % PG, £A7E W 3 25 5 (P<0.05), DM% £
554 dIRFE K 90.34%+0.48%, Z )5 T E, %
1 W FAR(P>0.05), BEEH BRI CIERCE T4 5
SHRBE I O AR T AR TTA fERERS R
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EAR I T I, H MDA TR, TTA TEEF5E
DM% A2 RJF4kREE FTT, BaHZ e A S sh7E
XA A B RS AE HLAFE ™ IR, X -5 8 e aF5e4h
BRI KBEEWIY], BRFErP YT E ) TR A
S AR, X EEEYUIR SR W P B A
N, BT W BRI RUBEREY . R AR R B A
HLIR R 245 /0, PRtk TTA 5K H K 2812 2qiRst
DM% ik Z T, AHLERAI LR IZWiEaE, TTA R
BRI, LT TTA KB DM% BA R A, K
L5, GXUN-XS3 Fil GXUN-XS8 & iz i [a] 43
Sk 3d il 4d.

(A) 92¢ 128
- DM A AB b a
90~ TTA — % |
B AB _
& r E )
S 88 1 20 E
= C <
o 86 16 E
d
841 o 112
D e
82 1 1 1 1 1 1 8
1 2 3 4 5 6
RTERTIE] (d)
B) 95 a oy
-~ DM
90| =~ TTA A\‘f {21
B
. 18 ~
i\c/ 85+ C s @
<
E 80 - E
C 12
75} 4 ]
}\e 9
d
70 ID 1 1 1 1 1 6
1 2 3 4 5 6
R EERTIE] (d)
Kl 4 N[EIE R & B AT ERSE DM% &
KR TTA I

Fig.4 Effect of fermentation times by different strains on DM%
of shrimp shells and TTA in fermentation broth

TE: A-GXUN-XS3 % B[] Bz TTA; B-GXUN-XS8 % B [11]

K TTA.

A 100

DM (%)

80

60 r

401

20+

0

222 WAL FEIENHE  INTTEENEA
JoE AT AR SR B AR IR R P A ME— SR . BT SAL
&l 6A T 1, AN [F]HF 72 455 W BE 4 18] 22 57 48 55 (P<
0.05), X HR 5285 R Ik 1320 B B AR R 1Y 2% BT,
GXUN-XS3([# 5A) fl GXUN-XS8( ¥l 6A) A & K
DM% 43512k 90.37%+0.24% F11 90.02%+0.67%. =
J5 Bl 25 WRFE A BE B I DM % WA, X 2 ih
FURSER R BE RGN, S 30Uk R AR e L,
HEEA RE, B se A B I, A ALR R E
BEAMRFENER 5 K53 NP AR e B AL AL X
KRR Y A i B A W 352, GXUN-XS3
(& 5B) LA Z M AT DM% B, 2432 ags
Tk e B RAARFR A 3% Bk (& 5C), FH: DM% 13k
#l] 93.93%+0.58%, SHLALHIT(90.40%+0.02% ) #H Lt
ST 3.91%. GXUN-XS8(& 6B) 1 & Wit #i b
AT AR A 250 AN 22 200, I DM % Z [AIFE7E 35
T (P<0.05) 22 5%, (B LISE 20 i IR AT e s DM %
1 91.21%+0.38%, 437 2P MER IR N & AR TR
By 2% AN 3% Kt (& 6C), PR~ 2 (8] DM% JG itk
EME(P>0.05) R, FRRASHE ZE, K87 200
HRBEN 2%, 5 Duan %8P HRE H BN 15% IR S
SRAH L, AR SCS6G T T e B B AIG, A AR RS Tolk
AR FH P EIRHRRL, 5B St O AR = 2K

Z AR E Ak, GXUN-XS3 KRB 32 5k .
2% URSEH . 3% %I . 1% & 1k; GXUN-XS8 &
T 1% IR AL F: 2% UFFEHT . 2% 22 2505 . 1% &
s
2.2.3 BAERBESRAFIHE  FREERNE AR bR
UR5E DM% BISZIE K. HIE 7A. B 8A W HIl, A~
[FIEeFh A5 40 2 M i 3 22 5 (P<0.05) . GXUN-
XS3(E 7A) EFEAE 3% (v/v) BT, IIF5E DM% Kk
A 93.10%+1.26%; GXUN-XS8( &l 8A) 3% Fh B 7&
4% (v/v) B, BF5E DM% 3 KN 95.31%+0.72%. 1%
AP AR, IR ER B RS, K IR TA I ; Befh i
TS, EARDGETHAR S IR T, DLSe T s iR
fig . K& PIUE pH M FEAL, GXUN-XS3( &l 7B) Fil

B 100 C 100
b - c d = *b— ~ <

] 80 80

e b .
—_ d —_
?\i 60 § 60
E 40+ E 40|
[

20+ H 20+
T2 3 4 s T S L LS 0 > 3 4
RS (%) ¥ N FES BRI (%)

Fig.5 Optimization of fermentation medium for GXUN-XS3

RIULIES

B 5 GXUN-XS3 &Essi4b

H: A-BRFERRIE BRI C-RIKE
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A 100 a B 100 a b C 100 .
b [ ] a3
80 | 7] ¢ d 80 - c 90 | b
—E —-—
—_ -~ d -~
S 60 ‘Z\i 60 é 80 .
€
2 40| 2 a0) 2 70} d
(5
20 ¢ 20+ H 60
e AR e e e e I
Py A gice 2N bs 5 -f'ﬁ}é\ R SIE e [
ERTERITRIE (%) g A & & o BRURHEIE (%)
Sl S
K16 GXUN-XS8 KEER:FRHA AL
Fig.6 Optimization of fermentation medium for GXUN-XS8
TE: A-BRSTHIVR BE s B-BIEAN S, C-RIFIREE .
A 95, a B o5, a C 100
—1— ab b @b
b = ] 5 951 b & ¢ be ¢
90 i 90 | ] I
d
g ¢ 2 g 0|
Z 85 =85 =t
2 | d 3 2 st
80t 80 sl
75 1 1 1 1 1 75 1 1 1 1 1 75 1 1 1 1 1
1 2 3 4 5 4 5 6 7 8 28 31 34 37 40
Rt (%) WthipH RIEREE (C)
K7 GXUN-XS3 ZmE&MAL
Fig.7 Optimization of fermentation conditions of GXUN-XS3
HE: A-HEFP L B-WI4G pH; C-IRJE .
A 1001 a B 100 C 100
b CE a a
90| <[ < 0 b ] L o5t b B,
S 80 S 80 S 90
d
2 70} d 2 70l 2 sl
60 60 80
50 Mo — 50 bl e L 75 b bl L
1 2 3 4 5 4 5 6 7 8 28 31 34 37 40
it (%) FhfipH HRJE (°C)

18 GXUN-XS8 KBk
Fig.8 Optimization of fermentation conditions of GXUN-XS8
H: A-HEFP L B-WI4G pH; C-IRJE .

GXUN-XS8(E 8B) & [FUFFE DM% 35722 B 5534 i
JEFEAREY A, 5 Rao ZEP7 HiRIE LS RAH— 2, 7ERE#
R I LG pH(6.5) JHAT FL AR ) i pH(5.5)
& B DM%. GXUN-XS3( & 7B) TE#I 4G pH N
6 M54 TF , RIEEHFSE DM% 15 F B KB 93.89%+
0.31%; GXUN-XS8( %] 8B)YEWI i pH N 5 FlI 6 I},
KEEERFE DM% JC 35 (P>0.05) 225, 3R
WS pH A 6.7+0.2, VH 7T F AL pH WIFFHFETE £
I, 2161k GXUN-XS3 Fll GXUN-XSS8 #] 4f pH
¥k 6. KIS RAR R A I RE 77 i)

K2 P8, pEEIEE TS, GXUN-XS3 (& 7C)
Il GXUN-XS8([E] 8C) K FEUF5E DM% 5 8 Se
TS B A S, FEIRE R 31 °C BsF, PHRRTA HA B
K DM% 4351 8 95.61%=+0.43% Fl1 93.40%+0.66%,
I35 (P<0.05) i T HAIR A

2.3 MEEREERS S
2.3.1 Box-Behnken {38 ¥ 545 K087 7EH

RO A LA I, PRI D 2R A Y 38 B AR XTI
F& DM% U2 . R FH Design-Expert 13 %] 3£ 4 F
2 5 g g5 Rk T Z oo H iy B BLE, 15 3
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GXUN-XS3 [\JH 512 Y=95.82+0.3525A—0.5100B+
0.4500C+0.1475AB+0.4325AC—0.4575BC—0.8302A%—
0.9352B?—0.8353C?%; GXUN-XS8 [EH 572 Y=95.68—
0.3100A—0.5050B+0.4350C—0.1125AB—0.3825AC+
0.3925BC—1.02A%-0.9732B>—2.20C?,

# 4  GXUN-XS3 Box-Behnken it Bi5 1175 % Je 4%
Table 4 Design scheme and results of GXUN-XS3 Box-
Behnken experiment

s AREE(C) BWJtApH — CHERIR (%) DM(%)
1 34 6 4 9471
2 34 7 3 93.38
3 31 5 4 95.36
4 28 5 3 95.02
5 31 6 3 95.85
6 34 6 2 92.77
7 28 7 3 93.67
8 31 5 2 93.72
9 31 7 2 93.65
10 28 6 4 94.67
11 28 6 2 94.46
12 31 6 3 95.54
13 31 7 4 93.46
14 31 6 3 95.69
15 34 5 3 94.14
16 31 6 3 96.19
17 31 6 3 95.82

%5 GXUN-XS8 Box-Behnken it B 5 15 5 Je 4%
Table 5 Design scheme and results of GXUN-XS8 Box-
Behnken experiment

Jr sy ARSE(CC) B¥IfApH  CHERPE (%) DM(%)
1 31 7 3 91.96
2 28 5 4 94,28
3 31 7 5 91.91
4 28 6 3 92.89
5 31 6 4 95.74
6 28 6 5 92.75
7 34 6 5 91.27
8 28 7 4 93.63
9 31 6 4 95.02
10 31 6 4 96.01
11 31 5 3 93.89
12 34 7 4 92.88
13 34 5 4 93.98
14 31 6 4 95.99
15 34 6 3 92.94
16 31 5 5 9227
17 31 6 4 95.66

GXUN-XS3 [l ARy 22 MT 45 R L3R 6, 55
A A, B, C. AC. BC. A%, B2, C?> X%} Y 1H 5%
3, Hopsg A 28, AR P<0.01, FREASRIAK i)
5 KU P>0.05, KRR 5 FLUF; R o=
0.9571, W] 95.71% Ay R (E 728 1k AT DUE i 22 AR 75
BEATHERE; R7=0.9812, /T 0 #I] 1 Z[8], FREHLPRME
5B A SRR . PRI, AR AT N T S PR
GXUN-XS3 EEHRFE DM FEN -5 5047

GXUN-XS8 [Hl T4 2= 3 A5 - W3 7, 1%

#¢ 6 GXUN-XS3 [aF#E R 7 22507

Table 6 Analysis of variance of GXUN-XS3
regression model

KIE ExA ARE B FH P B
kil 17.01 9 1.89 40.62  <0.0001 ok
A 0.9941 1 0.9941 2137  0.0024 ok
B 2.08 1 2.08 4474 0.0003 ok
C 1.62 1 1.62 34.83  0.0006 ok
AB 0.0870 1 0.0870  1.87 0.2136
AC 0.7482 1 0.7482  16.09  0.0051 ok
BC 0.8372 1 0.8372  18.00  0.0038 o
A? 2.90 1 2.90 6240  <0.0001 o
B? 3.68 1 3.68 79.18  <0.0001 ok
c? 2.94 1 2.94 63.16  <0.0001 ok
F2: 0.3256 7 0.0465
RI 0.0925 3 0.0308 0.5291  0.6859 AW
4R%E  0.2331 4 0.0583
BiRE 1733 16

TE: *FoR B3, P<0.05; **Fonil B3, P<0.01, 7l

BRI B, C. A%, B>, C* X Y {H f2 ma#le ik 55, AL
AC. BC X Y {20 ) 25, FAFE A 2 o A
P<0.01, AR 2255 Q430 P>0.05, 3R BHAR Y
PIAHE R R? 5 =0.9575, W] 95.75% [ i {48
AT DL o iz A A R A T B R°=0.9814, /T 0 #]
1 Zla], REHSLRME S WNMEAH SR = . BRI, %
FEIUA] ] T 52 PR GXUN-XS8 & BEUR5E DM [T
555347

F 7 GXUN-XS8 [R5 22 534
Table 7 Analysis of variance of GXUN-XS8
regression model

KIE EHA AmE By FlA PlA M
AT 37.07 9 4.12 41.10  <0.0001 *E
A 0.7688 1 0.7688  7.67 0.0277 *
B 2.04 1 2.04 2036 0.0028 ok
C 1.51 1 1.51 1511 0.0060 ok
AB 0.0506 1 0.0506  0.5052  0.5002
AC 0.5852 1 0.5852  5.84 0.0463 *
BC 0.6162 1 0.6162  6.15 0.0422 *
A? 437 1 437 4356 0.0003 ok
B? 3.99 1 3.99 39.80  0.0004 o
c? 20.44 1 2044 20396  <0.0001 ok
Gk 0.7015 7 0.1002
R 0.0569 3 0.0190 0.1178 09450 AW
4% 0.6445 4 0.1611
BiRE 3777 16

mie 7 T RE R eI ST 22 T s s e 3
& 2 X IR 572 DM% 1520 . & 9 7l A1, GXUN-
XS3 19 3 MHZFE T2 I ER I S A, T
TR I A, %5 SR I i vy R T e 3 5 BH A5 Rl =2 IR 38
AR 2%, B AB 4 H 4y 38 T X R
DM% B4 5 mi) ¥4 35 A 8 35 K. /i & 10 B] 0,
GXUN-XS8 I AB 32 HAEAAN 3, AC. BC Z& H.
W, N EEMSRS R 6. R T T BIEAE
B —EE
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Fig.9 Interaction plot between different factors of GXUN-XS3
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Fig.10 Interaction plot between different factors of GXUN-XS8

2.3.2 BGUESEES  FI A Design-Expert 13 #4454,
53] GXUN-XS3 H¢fd DM% %50 IR F 30.525 °C.
Wk pHS.634., FEFh it 3.328%, ILHATHFFE DM% T
MHE A 96.013%, ARYE IEBRIA S50 2544, H T 2444
EMCHIRE 30.5 °C, #WIhf pHS.6, 225 & 3.3%, SZPR
HRFE DM% A 96.09%+0.10%, 5 FSH VT, B
AERT(90.40%+0.02% )HEE T 6.29%; 135 GXUN-XSS8
Fefd: DM% 2% IR 30.653 °C . W4k pH5.724 ., 4
Fih & 3.887%, ILATHR5E DM% HU{E N 95.796%,

AR P S PR 10 52 56 A, FE T2 SR s o R
30.7 °C, ¥hf pHS.7, HFh i 3.9%, SLFRUFFE DM%
7 95.74%+0.12%, SEHSIEEER, BAIUEAT(90.18%+
0.50%)#E= T 6.17%. *5 Sedaghat 557 {8 FH 4 4%
B BRI PR T I SRR Se R A T R BEAL B, RISl 20%,
KEERTTE] 6 d, DM% A 82% MISESRAHLE, GXUN-XS3
Il GXUN-XS8 119 HF 52 i K 535 0 vy, H A A L
%, KBRS a)5E, A 234 Tl A =i A vpam i i
XTIEURH T FE, SRIERA = liAs, S Bl A%
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GXUN-XS3 fll GXUN-XS8 7 f 1t & 8 1. 2
FAF T R BEERSE A5 AR 8 i . ASSLUG & 9 Bl
Bk EA T DM% 43518 96.09%+0.10% Fll 95.74%=+
0.12%, Vi B & e T 20X MR 58 19 F4) Ak BFRAT S L
4f . H RBEIE IR 53 % B 50 5N 2.69%+0.07% Fi
2.96%+0.04%, iZ & A5 4 SC/T 3403-2018¢ H 52
. FERBE T T LT AR ME(<3.0%), #Ef 1 ik
TR A B8 B 7= il S B A S I, ARIE T i A
H, IXUELEIRFRN, AL R I T2 HAA RIFn5s
77, BeNE ARFE R Sy i e (A P RO o

%8 WM LM T URSE RIS JK 537 1t S DM 254k
Table 8 Changes in ash content and DM of shrimp shells
before and after fermentation under optimal process conditions

R Bor ik (%) DM(%)
SSP 31.62+0.45 -

SSP-3 2.69+0.07 96.09:0.10

SSP-8 2.960.04 95.74+0.12

TE: SSPHRIR AANIRUTFE; SSP-3F/R £ GXUN-XS3 KB IF5%; SSP-83
IR GXUN-XS8 % /G I 7%

25 LT REFAES T

SEM He i 11 s, vl LG H DOFRE R ) i
TRLEA B W ANF] o ARALFRAYURSERY (B 11A) ZRTAE
i HZFL, HMEAT 2B HUsTehs, I
HU) KSR RBMFAE . &8 GXUN-XS3 A& 15 At
MILTHE(E 11B) R EET , &
GXUN-XS8 AMe/5 g LT Br(E 11C) A4 1T 1
AR, FLARAS K, FRmkidy) Bk 28k, LTk
P LT A2l 21 4544, 5 Daraghmeh 550% #JF 5% 45 S AH
Fro AW A IS ILT B-S RRm H A 00 Tolk
JLT R (& 11D) A Eb, HAF e 2Um finse 3, N 7E
THmAR . SEARAS LT BT A AR LB A B N,
LT AL BT

EEEEE s cun| (M, on-gmw wo- st -

B ARREZEER LT 5 SEM P (10000%)
Fig.11 SEM images of chitin under different
treatments (10000x)
TE: A-RALFRUR5E; B-Z8 GXUN-XS3 & B it 44 JL T i C-
#& GXUN-XS8 & REJa it JL T 5t D-TalkJLT i

AT S G 8 H P Ak v 4B I R 8 IR 43 1) R AR
GXUN-XS3 fll GXUN-XS8, £t % 5 N 2% I BR 13
( Enterococcus faecalis) 1 52 5 /N FT B ( Exiguo-
bacterium aestuarii) . i8I AR 2 N R N AL, B
SE P RR B B A B BF 52 DM & 1 T2 . GXUN-
XS3 AL % B IR 3l 2% URSEHS . 3% 29 HE |
1% GALEN, R 30.5 °C. ¥ pHS5.6. $5Fhi
3.3%. Bf[E] 3 d, KM T ERSE DM% 2 96.09%+
0.10%. GXUN-XS8 fli{bbl ka5 3:3E0 2% IF5E
B, 2% PR 1% SN, KBEHREE 30.7 °C. WIE
pHS.7. #FPE: 3.9% . A BETH] 4 do FEIZAMF FUF
5 DM% A 95.74%+0.12%. GXUN-XS3 F1 GXUN-
XS8 KMt )a Ur s JL T FREF 4 gl 2 T mse 4%, 2
I B Z LSRR, AR T Tl il s A9 LT ke e
ok . £ b, 5 08 0 B R AR L, AR F5E iy
GXUN-XS3 I GXUN-XS8 7EMFFE M 43 J7 1 Ji ¥l
T2 P, S A s Tl A il 45 L
T RIS AR YE
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