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@ ok : B ATFME Streptomyces peucetius subsp. caesius SAMoFo| 243 doxorubicin® At lolAM gz R wjAe HAE
< #estel doxorubicin® AR Eol=dl ZAo] glth Doxorubicin A4HE $3 HA wjA 24 4% maltose, 0.5% HEPES, 002 %
K:HPO,, 0.01 % MgSO,2 Yehdn, 7b4 Hes F7 HE%3 A71= 10% (v/v), 7223kl 3ith Doxorubicin4tel A& LEAE &
7198 de 279 AZAS WA A A AR AFE 2XAE KGUI0% K+10% GolRed AZsze 001 %olth weks
ghg 7ol A Wedd AS A £71%S 15v/v mineZ Ho) 29mg/19l doxorubicing AAEIA 1, 1.0 v/ min® ZA$olE Fekaa )
okutt 15% ZF7HE 23mg/19 doxorubicing AAFstA T

Abstract : The production of doxorubicin by a mutant of Streptomyces peucetius subsp. caesius was studied. The optimal culture
conditions, such as inoculum size and medium composition were established to improve the productivity of doxorubicin. The optimal
medium composition was found to be 4% maltose, 0.5% HEPES, 0.02% K.HPO,, 0.01% MgSOs. As an antiform agent, 0.01% KG(10%
Adekanol + 10% Silicone) was suitable one among various agents. Culture was carried out in 25L jar-fermenter with different aeration
rates of 15, 1.0, and 1.5v/v min. The maximum production of doxorubicin(29 mg/l) was obtained at 1.5v/v min of aeration rate, and
even at 1.0 v/v min, the production of doxorubicin was increased up to 15% compared with that of shake-flask culture.

1. M 2 £ 2392 daunorubicin® tHE E491 14-hydroxydaunorubicin
< At Zol ByA o] £4& doxorubicin(adriamycin)

Anthracyclined] 42 dA7A 5009%F o] LAHANA olg} Hwa&tt o] anthracyclinedl FA4E2E DNA repli-
U s g s sstd 729 E40 2 anthraquinone moiety cation® transcription®] #J8H= helicased Aafehs 2&
2 7Y, @) mE 7 o4 goz x@H ol Uuil, 2l 3te Aoz wEArH4] #A anthracyclinesl SREEF 7t
Anthracycline”l 229 tjgh A7E 1950dde] 2AHow 4 2 2% A2ZE daunorubicin, doxorubicin, aclacino-
A&l o] anthracyclinel €9 ZASo] @77 Az mycing ol %t YoshimotoF[5ldl ¢J3H  daunorubicin 3
ded 48 Loz A4A w7t 9E  daunorubicin®] TFAME o] A2 242 FH aklavinone, e -rhodomycin
19639 Zaxol olgglolod 7+7 EPA oz wANY of Az FAHE F NS o] AT DIB-60] AN
] 2 & Arcamone=[3]l 8l daunorubicin AAF #Zel I daunorubicin®] TEAAT a1 9tk Doxorubicin
Streptomyces peucetius®] mutagen A 2lol 2% Edw¥o] < daunorubicin®] ¥HE0l & §AF whg] & Cl4 Abg}
F& Adstys FAdA BolF S peucetius subsp. aesius WEol st FAAHH old Hhe 242 EA4F dAA
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Streptomyces peucetius subsp. caesius &

daunorubicin4t #F< S, peucetius ATCC 29050S ]3]
A AE BN es b AgE da9e glucosedt
FH 28U glucoses B4AY0E & Aod (0¥ HjE
7% 3¥ AX:E anthracyclines AAEHA)
v AMERS Adele 4$E tn B
McGuire59]2 daunorubicin HEHZ L WAXNA YddFH
o daunorubicin8AteFS 29) 7+ S7HAZT T B sty
Doxorubicin< daunomycin 829) Streptomyces peucetius
subsp. caesius®l e Aoz AAECH3] Vandamme
(1o oJatd #A) dXNFLo2 714 Bo| ALRHT & §
A= daunorubicin, doxorubicin®lgt #2353 Q 2‘11 doxo-
rubicin® sohd tumoro} B T} glofA Furgk ubaer

H Sol 5 A5 AE Jvehis 34 ‘ﬂ.”é‘%‘"ﬂ-‘-:- i
#7b e Aoz B uHAHI0l Daunorubicin® H3b Boh
He ® %“ﬂ-ﬂflg} T8 g E7%E vehlE doxorubicin®
2 A 7k AAolw 3 doxorubicing AMA AlFe

ok 1930 @A oF 8979l ol&tty Rustm gl
{11 224 doxorubicin® o1& 8 A& cldd o3 dg
2ol JOHME doxorubicinol WE WA AT D w
Ar=ET R AAE A glod YN AFE vk ol
doxorubicin®} §-AFst daunorubicindl et FF A WA
A g gk @rkAe Hasl Qe Bojuh o) d wjA o
2 2 v d4 doxorubicind ¢+ ‘3 e Fol7] Y A
7t B8g AAol AR

oA B AFelME Streptomyces peucetius  subsp.
caesius EF WO Fo 98 doxorubicin®] AAbel] QlojA] wjok
24 %2 A 4E-& &Yslo] doxorubicin AAHA S Eolm

2 stk
2.4

2.1, A83F Y x|

Streptomyces peucetius subsp. caesius ATCC 27952¢} ®
o|Fl S peucetius subsp. caesius SKE YMAUIR(0.4%
yeast extract, 1% malt extract, 04% glucose, 1m¢ trace
element solution, 2% agar)& ¥ 83 AbAwR] o) HE3o 28
CAN 17U oFAD F 4TAM BBste 21239 &
T A YMD#A)(0.4% yeast extract, 1% malt extract, 1%
MOPS, 0.01% MgSO; - 7THO, 1 ml trace element, 0.2% Na(Cl,
25% glucose)E AHE-8l3th DoxorubicinAAH)A1= NDYH)=]
(0.4% NaNOs;, 0.02% K-HPO, 05% HEPES, 0.01% MgSO; -
THO, 0.2m¢ 10X trace element solution, 0.5% yeast extract,
2% glucose)s 712HAZ gt NMY WAL glucoset A
maltoseE 4% H7FIStH Trace element solution 0.4%
ZnCh, 2% FeCls6H0, 01% CuCh2H-0, 0.1% MnCl.4H:0,
0.1%6 Na:B,07.10H:0, 0.1% (NH)MO;Osy. H.OS ¥ 3+3HT}

WolFo] 93 doxorubicin BAre] HAw)oEz 661

2.2, HiYd=A

TENEE g8 APHuiR o] wig" F YMDujRI A 9
~1097F ZEajekst 3 ujoked 1me HsA 20% glycerol®
4ol deep freezerdl B#&tgth Deep freezerd] HabE wjk
AE Adlo] YMDHIA 100mE & 250md AzEalaz
o AZs3 01N HCL 0.1N NaOHEZ o] 43t autoclave @
of pH 722 2% ¥ 190mmpm, 30CE shakingA 7| 8A #j<%
3t} Jarfermentor AFEA] EFHES YMDHWIR 150 ME
EE3 500m A4dEetAe N v)Ystg . Doxorubicin A
S A% AdEgaa wdY ASdE 50 mulA(pH 722
238 20wl /gz}ga}*irﬂw 190rprn 0TE Aga7d
A 6~TYZ WU E T FAEA doxorubicing AT
2510 Jar-fermentor(}=2E7))E o] &3 wikA wjge AS
de 2459 1549 05~15v/v min, 300 rpm ZHAOZ b
¥t

2.3. 244

Doxorubicin 8% 913 % 5mol oxalic acid 0.15g&
A7ketn 30ToA AEFAIAAN 4083 FAS Fo] Y4B
Zlste] A5d 1mE #Hdt o] A5 A9 methanol : chloro-
form& 1:92 Ao} WE $71808 5m #7148 & doxo-
rubicing FZ3t9] HPLC (Waters Ltd)& o]& A3gd
A8 E#E Cis-Bondapak(Waters Ltd), 1) acetonitrile
45ml H:0 55 ml(6.5ml 20% SDS + Phosphoric acid 666 1)
ol &atH L, FFL 15ml/min ©)th UV-detectorS A3
o 254nmol A &A &) ?fﬂl«l AZFFL HF AL 6500
goll A 1587 AlE oxste] AL FAS 80T, U F¢t
Azxste ZA4s%
3. Zan ¢ &
3.1. EtAQlol A3

Table 12 doxorubicin®] A4kl V)X B4 99 &S 1
&t NDYE 7|E djAZ 3 ©@rge ﬂﬁ}*]ﬁ 30T
190 pm o2 vigsl) BA9Y ¥EE 3%E 01%5}9&‘%H]
NDY®i A & o] &3 doxorubicin®] A4t A&e|x wWo)Ze|
& HAH Y glucoseFES 3%E 2tz o] L)

Dekleva 1712 anthracycline’§ 48 918 daunorubicin A+

o].&lal. KL)«IHH;(] 7“1:!1—0 513,]8], /Jz‘;]o")ﬂ 7}-Z]~ Z—",?.}‘?_]' E}

o -y
rlo mj

glucoseM—“i maltose, starch, fructose, lactose$¢%
3t etadolgly B3y E} a8y 42902 glucose
€% 2% 109 vj%F 38 HE anthracyclines AAHah
pH7} SrolAn AN E ;l'% Adstes 4971 gt
Bustg

AAZ B 48 glucosed 0|43t HlYe AT
T buffer agent7t WiAo] LHHT F77 QUHA Yot
= =78 pHIF RolAbA AHER S Aitet= Ao}
F AUt

Maltose®] 3¢ #AFo] 53g/4 2 T2 &2 u|3)
=gton w3 J1F 2o 7mg/lé L) doxorublcma AAste
. Lactoset 0.7mg/¢ 9 & doxorubicin®] AAHE BT
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Table 1. Effect of Different Carbon Sources on the Doxo-
rubicin Production

Dry weight Doxorubicin
Carbon source @ (mg/D) pH
*None 0.09 06 6.90
Maltose 530 17 7.24
Glucose 310 80 83
Lactose 043 0.7 868
Sucrose 251 00 504

*No carbon source was added

eaglo] ¢l
U sucrosed A$¥ doxorubicing A3
U2 ea9d v pHE 5042 wl$- 2ok Sucrosed

Sm) 06mg/ 9 doxorubicing AR 13
AR Batgl
=y

pud

Aoz & A FFAL AR o]Fo{ALt doxorubicin
o] WAL ettt GAAH v & pHeE B 9l
& Zolgt Azt o] AL lactosed ©AYCE ”*7&—?— 23
BAYe AUbEA $ee Aol vhe 3 TAFAE

&1 doxorubicinel AAE AT pHE =AY F49 868, 69
olgitt: AeME ¢ F gk ol A#AE By of¢ ‘7){3

pHE doxorubicin®] A4S A gt A “ﬂq Glucose”d
80mg/ ! 9 doxorubicing A4t vlnd FL AF}E ‘45}

W, Ea gjArEg e ZJEEFou oA Iahuie} Fhol
doxorubicing AAMSA &1 pHIF YolxW A4EAE A
e A9 dE %;‘401 o] sAuixe g AR T4

A3 FAA Qe A REHA et wekA HE
e e§2902 maltoseE Haldoh £ AgH vxd 2
%24 daunorubicin® Aol g1l maltoseE glucoset™i Al
of o) gate] AAE gzl daunorubicinBAtS 24 7}
% =9 A7 nug FHo| il

3.2. MaltosesT ol 4%

Matose' 55 & 1~5%2 WA AL doxorubicin® A4H-E
maltoses =7} 4% dl7tA] AL F7Fsted 1%0lAH 42mg/ L
9] doxorubicina AT 4% oM E 16mg/LE ABAE

F9chFig. 1. 28y 5% FEAME 73mg/ L9 doxo-
rubicin& *@*}0}04 A4 Zasdh
Martin and Demain[11]& €499 5o 2& A A

9] A= et 2ol “pne oo o

At 2 AFdME maltosesE 4% oM E 23]
doxorubicin® AAHE A Ao ]3} oAt} Maltose 5%

4%9 9 F9 doxorubicing A4
Atk

s M AgE sxol

3.3. d&E3H

712 iR o]l 4% maltoseS
A5 HottHFig. 2). pHe
ket 6~79 Atelel &

|

glucosed| Al B7kato] AHERL
6274 T1A 73744 AR
A3 Z7hael A% B S F1%

o]
N

A& RojmA 8550 ol23Hrh Doxorubicing 744 Hd 18
mg/ ¢ & AAslgon FAFS 648 AR 62g/0 & YE

TAgE A8 d A4 %, 1997
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Fig. 1. Effect of maltose concentration on the doxorubicin
production.
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Fig. 2. The course of doxorubicin production in NMY medium.

Uit Doxorubicin® A4S 4~79
QdEd o Al7ldl #AFE v EFHAL ol AL Hol
Aol YRS o]fste F2 F4E Y3 EHo i
& st 494 FEHE 33 gAEEo] doxorubicing A
Aat7) g Aoz AEE Yehd Aol AAR
t}. Doxorubicin® FAZFE 745 ol% FZA3 LAHUh
ol AlZI7} #9 Aol dolM kR mZel wE ApET]e]
™ doxorubicin®] A4t tiold o] FoiA| A oky EF A
Adol  glojx] G473 AAZ
Vandamme[1]2 doxorubicin®] ¢tgAe] oj$- ‘5 A 4A o
2 242 Wit Bustg

Atelol FAEA F7Hs
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Streptomyces peucetius subsp. caesius E¥o]F

3.4. ZTu|et Al7|ot MBS g

Chater[12]° e B3k s kel FAAel At
3 rousgth T8 Buock and Kristiansen[13]& £ %
Aol HAHe ANZAL FAFY) 3 dApde R BET
A7ee] HolE &ratr] s FaugelAe do B
et Fof e o] Fedrin Ptk FENYAMY 2
Hjoko 2o HEAN7IE B 79 EHT7I Bl o]FoA

o

=

U g4 a8 Ae oy #F9 F T3 w &g
i By, £ A T aﬁ%—%}s 01~20%Et B
FEgEd AZAYG die] HEFE B uldelM A

A el 2 4%Fe Ulet iﬂ} ’5}‘2114 :LEHH Fo o

8% o4Za AZHI|GE HFY %-ﬁ‘ gkl 719k A
F%E votdty] g AEE Psisth

Table 2% 7 w14 A7t w2 doxorubicin® A3AHEF W3}
2 2 Rolth U~9%6A7e] F wjddS FHste] AskuiA
10% =2 FFsch 2A3 vjdstel 2w 38
) 176 mg/ ¢ 9 doxorubicin AAFEFE R 31 48, AT b
& B ogjrlo) FEsgeWlE 22t 168, 156mg/ L 2 vl
=2 doxorubicing A4Abs St

TN 2Eu% 5 5~15%0vN) BEE S
doxorubicin®] A4H& XA THTable 3). HE
¥r2 2 dAd 3432 4% 171mg/L E /M 2 doxo-
rubicing AAEIAT 15%(v/v)el A4E = 164mg/ L9
doxorubicin® AAtES BAoYU 20%(v/v)ddels 23d
doxorubicin® A4te] 10% (v/v) BEaol vls) < 36% 7
F AL L T AN

Table 29} 3025F 7 AP T WI¥A7|S HF5%
& A WYE 10%((v/v) FEICH % vkl A$ 724
7t olF BE AA|Y olZ% ] oA FTEMEA Tl o]
AL ZAo] o]Fojz FEF FAHDH E3st Besu

2 o2 o

A A A
1

&
22 10%(v/v)

Qo
=

0.
h.
=
=3

r

Table 2. Effect of Inocula Time of Seed Culture on the
Doxorubicin Production

Time Dry weight Doxorubicin
(hr) (e (mg/1)
24 2.10 14.1
48 350 1638
72 320 176
% 310 156

Table 3. Effect of Different Inoculum Size on the Doxo-
rubicin Production

Inoculum size Dry weight Doxorubicin
S6v/¥) (@) (mg/D) i
5 427 145 7.44
10 513 171 746
15 743 164 743
20 752 126 752

o] 9@ doxorubicin 44te HAwgEA 663
o]a Aol doxorubicin® AAte] IS vjAtin AAZI

3.5. Buffer agent2| ¥&

Doxorubicin® A4te] gloiA 7b3 A A83 buffer agent3
27198 A4S stdth 71 2R A buffer agentE # A
HEPESUAle] CaCOs, ®+ ZFdwjxlegt 2& buffer agent$
MOPSE oj&3to wgatarh(Table 4).

Buffer agent® Z7HHA &2 ZASd =#¢
doxorubicin® A4+el i HEPESES AHEE 73$71 156 mg/
L2 71 B2 doxorubicing AAHEET 74z 01, 0.3, 05,
08%9 FEZ CaCOsZ #H7t 2% 05% s=A 7H =
£ 141mg/ 29 doxorubicing s Th £33 03%A 7t
A =2 90g/Le TAFS E’."i:ﬂ] o] A& HEPES, MOPS
o A% ") 27 2 159 B& Yot} o] HAAE F
3 A HEPESY #A$7+ doxorub1c1n«1 kel Qloix 743 A
gatg oy, gtol HAr] il R CaCO; o] && 13
2okt z AR AAZ daunorubicin A4S & A4
wizlol CaCOs7t H7EH o] 919, 14], olAL CaCh: &%
z-8-0] daunorubicin®] it =& F7] WEolz qAXG

o lzt:o
AT

3.6. KoHPO42|

AL A9 FAdE Tee FAT FAA AL A
= Aoz 484 itk Dekleva S[7] <14to] anthra-
cycline®] AAHE AAAZIT L B389, Lebrhi®t Germain
[15]€ cephamycin® clavulanic acid§4te] Sl4ke] )& 3
h=rla sQith ojze] Qate] A FEAFL FAA Al
o glejA F ot

Fig. 32 doxorubicin®] A4tell loiA Ake} gL et
J Aot} DoxorubicinA4t& #13 A9 A FxE 001~
0.02%°1R 003, 004%ANAE 001~0.02%04 AAke
doxorubicin®] ¢ 42% ALE Aakdte] 0.03% °l4e FEd
A& doxorubicing] Aate] ARE AL & F A

3 o 0Q
0gk

_|>f

3.7. MgS042| A%

oo Fg&ol&E FAA Ao dFE vy LA
2t} Daunorubicin®l A doxorubicin®. 29| #H&ke] FHojd}=
4% vladlgol e ke vhEthE Ao BuEdc

Doxorubicin A4t $lojA] wlavgo]29] ggkg Lolr
7 A8 MgSOE ZHzF 0.005~005% FEE HIA 7] BA
doxorubicin®] AAHS- i*Pﬁ}dC}(Fig 4). 78 A3d MgSO,
T 0.005~0.01 %2 oy ol z+zt 162, 15mg/ ¢
9] doxorubicin® ‘Q’\Jo}uﬁ}. MgSOs& #7betA] 9oks d&
HdlZ AArE doxorubicing] AAbe] oF 17 %% AAbstgl oo
0.015% ol49 sZolA doxorubicin® A4te] < 509% 74
gk o]d HES vFo] & o MgS0:9 AAFEE doxo-
rubicin® ¥& F/HA7IU UR & H$E 239 dA8:
AE ¢ F A9 4o AFHER BEH S peucetivs subsp.
caesius SKol| th3t doxorubicin® A4te]l A A ui 27
& Al A Table 59 Zth wabd 7H3 Ags egrde
4% maltose, TFWME AEA7I HEFS 7247 )
10% (vv) T=2 4F, KHPO9 MgSO,8 & =%

[s]

rr o
s
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Table 4. Effect of Various Buffer Agents on the Doxo-
rubicin Production

Buffer agent Dry weight Doxorubicin oH
(g/1) (mg/)
*None 105 050 820
°HEPES 321 1560 740
‘MOPS 49 14.00 744
0.1%(w/v)CaCOs 9.00 9.60 823
0.3%CaC0s 6.03 12.10 8.03
0.5%6CaC0Os 5.33 14.10 800
0.8%CaC0s 480 820 850

? No buffer agent
b N-2-Hydroxyethylpioerazine-N'-3-propanesulfonic acid
¢ 3-(N-Morpholino)propanesulfonic acid

14

12

Doxorubicin(mg/l)

0.03

0.02
KoHPOL (%, wiv)

0.005 0.01

Fig. 3. Effect of phosphate concentration on the doxorubicin
production.

Doxorubicin(mg/t)

0 0.005 0.0t 0.015 0.02

MgS04(%, wiv)

0.03 0.05

Fig. 4. Effect of magnesium concentration on the doxo-
rubicin production.

THsE, A 8 A A4 %, 1997

P
A% - T

e

.
&5

Ha

7+ 0.01~0029%, 0.015~0.01 %%t Doxorubicin84+e] 74§
KHPOsE= 001 %, MgSOs= 0015 %ol A 7HE ERAT TA
23 doxorubicin® AAHE 233 3¢ KHPOS
MgS0:¢8 FFF5EE 002%, 001 %8t KHPOsSF MgSOq
9 ¥% 2 buffer agents 71EHA 9} AW A% A9 UA
A Uergt olFe] AdeAE Table 504 RAFE HH
Z27& ol &gtk

=
T

3.8. Soybean oile| &&

Soybean 0ilg 0.1~05%5E2 #7t8te] doxorubicin®]
Ao HXE 9%L A¥ BYTHTable 6). WA S soybean
ol B7EHA k= A$o] ual H7HE7$- doxorubicing] A
Ao] Zhadta =), 01, 02 %S B/HEed o 4 %7t st
A3, 04~05%S A7HE o o 70%7 FAHAT 2HY
03%2 A7 79 161mg/ L9 doxorubicing AAHtd
controldl 7FF ZA8F AAFE Yk Control 4-$E
18 mg/ ¢ ¢ doxorubicin®] A4+3tAtt.

o] AL soybean oilel TH2 antifoam¥ vHR7FAZ foam®)
gye A sy 1 Lo TIE o v FEso A
A Aol B¢ F7] WEolg ARG gy B A3

L soybean oilg #7b w¥E S doxorubicin®] AAtel
T2 2AE gsith AT 03% FEF antiftam™ A ¥
& 2 738 9 gta ARG AAZ wEIE of
3 wjokar A% wxo] 0.39%9] soybean oilE A7FstET

3.9. AEAQ A

u& 7oA ¥ AL antifoamtlA soybean oilE 03 %
Akt wFS adEd wuka whgrlelA F71%e] 10
v~ minZHAE EAAl gdeu 15vA mindl A4 A
3 foam AACE Q8 FRE 2TAlY Ady Fp &F
5 At

Pinnert$t Preud Homme[16]% daunorubicin A34Hel ok A] o]
2%A9 #7kgle]l soybean ol AHE3IE T McGuires 9]
AXAZ Prochem #5512, Umezawa S[14]19] =30 9J3}9
293 A siliconeAEE AHEE Ao Bt

Ke old7ls A9, GE siliconeA goltt. KGe KIGE
10% 52 g0 #& oty Ax AZ-20lge ¥

o of
S o

2 ANFE AZAoth Table 72 XA 7t el
o] doxorubicin® AAFE ZAlE AoE EF 001% %
A #@7bek 30T, 190 pmeg 787 vidstdd KGo #
b A%t M 2L doxorubicing AAMEY o™ control#
BlusiA BE ok 10% Z7H9 204 mg/ L 9 doxorubicin®} A
A+ Udehlgth ol KG7F 7HE AEe 2XAYS YE
t} G, A K& #7138 2% doxorubicin® AAte] z+zh 20, 21,
23 %7t 7

Table 8& 233 2ZA KGY HF 558 HAAS 4
& Aoty A2FA KGE 001~000% vv)EEE HiAd
H71sle doxorubicing A4te] elre) gi-e FEH
gutr oz A¥Ae Hrbe wET EAALE dasie A
AEAY AAL HilstE Ao® g#A gou KGY &
7} 001 %gwel= 2318 doxorubicin® AAE Z7HAI|E



Streptomyces peucetius subsp. caesius =X 8

Table 5. Optimal Culture Condition for the Doxorubicin Pro-
duction by S. peucetius subsp. caesius SK

Inocula time 72 hour

Inoculum size 10% (v/v)

Carbon source 4% maltose
Buffer 0.5% HEPES
KoHPO, 0.02% (w/v)
MgSO0; 0.01% (w/v)

Table 6. Effect of Soybean Oil on the Doxorubicin Pro-

duction
Soybean oil Dry weight Doxorubicin

S63/3) (@) (mg/) P
None 3.07 180 764

0.1 1.46 10.1 809

0.2 249 81 804

0.3 332 16.1 778

04 405 56 812

05 226 54 775

Table 7. Effect of Various Antifoam Agents on the Doxo-
rubicin Production

Antifoam agent Dry weight Doxorubicin
(0.01%, v/v) g/ ) (mg/ 1) ok
*Control 307 181 764
°G 205 135 790
KG 465 204 777
AZ-20 1.85 142 759
K 306 138 720

* No antifoam agents were added.
® Adekanol serial type
€ 10% Adekanol + 10% Silicone

¢ Silicone serial tvpe

Table 8. Effect of Antifoam Agent(KG) Concentration on
the Doxorubicin Production

Concentration of KG Dry weight Doxorubicin
(96, v/v) @) (mg/ 1) PH
Control 2.00 120 7.56
0.01 4.4 152 745
0.02 252 77 735
0.03 321 74 756
005 539 81 757

Pl
o
2
4>

AN, 002 %01 H7tAlel Z% controldl Bl&)

Zo) 93 doxorubicin 44ke HZuY=A 665

% 40% #4¥ doxorubicing B4 vehlgin old 4
%z v)Fo] 7MY ARY 2F¥AE KGHeH H7bs=x 001
%t

3.10. weHA 8k27|0fM doxorubicin®| At

kA WSyl e E7)%E 05, 10, 15v/v minE ¥
AN A doxorubicin® AAbd] nxj= A3E AW uE YT

10v/v mn £A02 % H$o doxorubicine 9UA
AW Bmg/LE A 6€ARH AAZE oFAoH
£& NaFEE AR/ Bgs FAdE dFidA A9 0
oz @ojxgrst AA7el o2y oA TR T
doxorubicin®] AAt% digrldA FA3] F7Het4tHFig. 5).

15v/v minZ$E TA9 A3e] 1.0v/v mnzAR; wat
A 5UA Ao FAFE YER Y, doxorubicing ) 29 mg/ ¢
Axatgon Ad foam A= BYHFig. 6] °j2e ZF
Z 2¥ doxorubicing A2kl °‘°1*1 A7t 8% 9
AL ¢ F Utk 05v/v min B TAY FHo
] e¥9tod doxorubicin® o}5 L& ¥g AWAEAHFig.
Aol g FAA 344 A AF TAZt He

rusi‘

N

N

o} jo
ooy ot

2 Borfr 2o 3

“

N
&0

2 > 5

26 10

24 r 9
222
&2 8
<18 7;)
~ 16 6 o
T &
™) 5 ‘o
E 12 =
210 4z
R 3
S b
& 4 2

2 1

0 0

01 2 3 45 6 7 8 9 1011
Time(Day)

{—+—Doxorubicin(mg/ ¢ ) —+—DO —x—pH ~e—Dry weight (g/ ¢ )]

Fig. 5. The course of doxorubicin production in the 25L
stirred-tank reactor(aeration rate 1.0 v/v min).
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