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ABSTRACT: Experimental designs were applied for optimizing media and process parameters  

for hydrogen production from maize stalk hydrolyzate by a newly isolated facultative strain. 

Plackett-Burman design was used to identify the significant components and using this method the media 

components - glucose, yeast extract, malt extract, peptone, and NaCl were identified as significant 

variables influencing the production of hydrogen. The concentrations of these components  

were optimized using Central Composite Design (CCD) and were found to be:  glucose, 19.25g/L; 

peptone, 5.64g/L; malt extract, 1.64g/L; yeast extract, 3.16g/L and NaCl, 4.312g/L. For further 

maximizing the production of hydrogen, the process parameters including pH, temperature and 

fermentation time were optimized by adopting Box-Behnken design. A maximum hydrogen yield of 

0.91 mol H2/mol substrate was achieved under the optimum conditions of pH, 7.0; temperature, 

34.5oC and fermentation time, 42.5h. 
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INTRODUCTION 

Hydrogen energy is now considered as the most 

promising alternative to fossil fuels, as it has fewer side 

effects and has less environmental damage [1]. It is preferred 

to biogas or methane because hydrogen is not chemically 

bound to carbon and combustion provides only water [2]. 

Besides, hydrogen has a high energy yield of 122 kJ/g 

which is 2.75 times greater than the hydrocarbon fuel [3,4].  

It has been reported that 50 million tons of hydrogen are 

traded annually worldwide with a growth rate of nearly 

10% per year [5]. 

Currently, 90% of commercially usable hydrogen  

is obtained by steam reformation of natural gas apart from 

coal gasification and water electrolysis which are not  

 

 

 

eco friendly [6,7]. The other methods of hydrogen 

production are photocatalytic and biological routes.  

For a sustainable hydrogen economy, hydrogen production 

should be from renewable source and the production 

process has to be energy intensive. This is possible only 

through biological routes of hydrogen production, which 

can be achieved either via photo fermentation [8,9] or 

dark fermentation [10]. Though hydrogen production 

through photo fermentation is high, it is not applicable,  

as it needs continuous supply of light energy and the 

difficulties associated with the design of the reactor [11]. 

Hence production of hydrogen by exploiting renewable 

biomass via dark fermentation seems to gain more  
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prominence. Utilization of biomass for hydrogen 

production through biological means will be a dual 

solution for renewable source and less carbon emission 

process [12]. The major problem associated with dark 

fermentative hydrogen production is the low yield and  

the high production cost involved. A better approach for cost 

reduction is the utilization of carbohydrate rich waste 

biomass as substrate [13]. Agricultural residues, which is 

rich in fermentable lignocellulosic substrate constitutes  

a promising substrate for the growth of microorganism. 

Utilization of sugarcane bagasse, rice straw, barley straw, 

corn stalk, etc has been studied in the recent years [14-17]. 

Being a complex substrate, the lignocellulosic biomass 

has to be pretreated prior to fermentation [18].  

Like any other bioprocess, hydrogen production 

efficiency is also influenced by the environmental factors 

such as pH, temperature and media composition. 

Maintaining these factors at an optimum level is required 

for a better hydrogen yield [19]. The classical one-factor 

at a time approach is time consuming and unable to 

predict the interactive effect between the variables.  Thus 

a more effective and time saving statistical design of 

experiment such as Plackett-Burman and Response 

Surface Methodology (RSM) has been adopted by many 

researchers for the optimization of media composition, 

pH and temperature for hydrogen production [20-22].  

In this work, we isolated a facultative bacterial strain 

from the soil sample of maize stalk storage yard, which 

produces hydrogen. Maize stalk hydrolyzate was used  

as the sole carbon sources for the production of hydrogen. 

An attempt was made to improve the hydrogen 

production by optimization of media components  

and process parameter using statistical experimental 

design. 

 

EXPERIMENTAL SECTION 

Microorganism and culture conditions 

The strain used in this study was isolated from the soil 

samples of maize stalk storage yard. The media 

consisting of glucose, 1% (w/v); malt extract 0.1% (w/v); 

yeast extract, 0.2% (w/v); peptone, 0.5% (w/v); and 

NaCl, 0.5% (w/v)) at pH 7 and temperature 30oC  

was used for the growth and agar slants with 1.5% (w/v) of 

agar was used for the maintenance of the organism.  

Sub culturing was carried out once in 2 weeks and the 

culture was stored at 4°C. 

Acid hydrolysis  

5g of the powdered maize stalk is hydrolyzed with 

one hundred milliliters of 1% sulfuric acid for 75 minutes 

at 121°C and 15psi in an autoclave (Hi-tech equipment, 

India). After hydrolysis, the hydrolysate was filtered 

through ordinary filter paper followed by filtration 

through Whattman No.1 filter paper. The filtrate was mixed 

thoroughly with the media and was neutralized  

with concentrated NaOH solution to attain a neutral pH. 

Maize stalk hydrolysate (42.8 % (v/v) equivalent to  

1% (w/v) glucose) was used as the carbon source throughout 

the experiment and wherever a higher concentration  

was demanded which cannot be met by 100% hydrolysate, 

additional glucose was added. 

 

Batch experiments 

One hundred milliliters of sterile medium with pH 7 

was taken in 250ml Erlenmeyer flask. The medium was 

cooled and inoculated with one day pre grown culture  

5% (v/v).  The fermentation was allowed to take place in 

a fermentation jar, which is kept in a constant temperature 

water bath in order to maintain constant fermentation 

temperatures. The released gas during the fermentation 

was collected in a separate jar by water displacement 

method. The gas sample was taken in a syringe and  

was loaded into gas chromatography for the qualitative assay 

of hydrogen. All the experimental runs were carried out 

in triplicate and the average value was taken. 

 

Analytical methods 

The gas produced during the fermentation  

was collected in a graduated aspirator bottle by water 

displacement method at regular time intervals. The 

percentage of hydrogen constituted in the total gas  

was analyzed by a gas chromatograph (AIMIL- NUCON 

5765, Mumbai, India) equipped with a thermal 

conductivity detector (TCD) and 2.0 m (1/4 in. inside 

diameter) steel column filled with Porapak Q (50/80 mesh) 

using nitrogen as carrier gas at a flow rate of 20 mL/min. 

Injector, oven and column temperature was set at 150°C, 

80°C and 200°C respectively. 

 

Experimental design and optimization 

Plackett Burman design was used to screen the fifteen 

media components (Glucose, Peptone, Beef extract, Malt 

extract, Yeast extract, KCl, NaCl, NH4Cl, ZnCl2, 
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Table 1: Twenty run Plackett-Burman design matrix for fifteen variables with the experimental and predicted H2 yields. 

Runs X1 X2 X3 X4 X5 X6 X7 X8 X9 X10 X11 X12 X13 X14 X15 

Hydrogen yield 

(mol H2/mol glucose) 

Exp. Pred. 

1 -1 -1 1 -1 1 -1 1 1 1 1 -1 -1 1 1 -1 0.670 0.7229 

2 1 -1 1 1 1 1 -1 -1 1 1 -1 1 1 -1 -1 0.023 0.0170 

3 1 -1 1 -1 1 1 1 1 -1 -1 1 1 -1 1 1 0.262 0.2919 

4 -1 1 1 -1 -1 -1 -1 1 -1 1 -1 1 1 1 1 0.719 0.6671 

5 1 -1 -1 -1 -1 1 -1 1 -1 1 1 1 1 -1 -1 0.232 0.2720 

6 -1 1 1 -1 1 1 -1 -1 -1 -1 1 -1 1 -1 1 0.673 0.6560 

7 -1 1 -1 1 1 1 1 -1 -1 1 1 -1 1 1 -1 0.638 0.6550 

8 -1 -1 -1 1 -1 1 -1 1 1 1 1 -1 -1 1 1 0.432 0.4069 

9 1 1 1 1 -1 -1 1 1 -1 1 1 -1 -1 -1 -1 0.673 0.6411 

10 1 -1 -1 1 1 -1 1 1 -1 -1 -1 -1 1 -1 1 0.021 0.0150 

11 -1 -1 -1 -1 -1 -1 -1 -1 -1 -1 -1 -1 -1 -1 -1 0.564 0.5939 

12 -1 -1 -1 -1 1 -1 1 -1 1 1 1 1 -1 -1 1 0.696 0.6512 

13 1 -1 1 1 -1 -1 -1 -1 1 -1 1 -1 1 1 1 0.139 0.1641 

14 1 1 -1 -1 -1 -1 1 -1 1 -1 1 1 1 1 -1 0.720 0.6949 

15 -1 1 1 1 1 -1 -1 1 1 -1 1 1 -1 -1 -1 0.531 0.5629 

16 1 1 -1 -1 1 1 -1 1 1 -1 -1 -1 -1 1 -1 0.464 0.4192 

17 1 1 -1 1 1 -1 -1 -1 -1 1 -1 1 -1 1 1 0.022 0.0759 

18 -1 -1 1 1 -1 1 1 -1 -1 -1 -1 1 -1 1 -1 0.494 0.4641 

19 1 1 1 -1 -1 1 1 -1 1 1 -1 -1 -1 -1 1 0.696 0.7279 

20 -1 1 -1 1 -1 1 1 1 1 -1 -1 1 1 -1 1 0.464 0.5020 

Glucose(X1); Peptone(X2); Beef extract(X3); Malt extract(X4); Yeast extract(X5); KCl(X6); NaCl(X7); NH4Cl(X8); ZnCl2(X9); 

KH2PO4(X10); K2HPO4(X11); MnSO4.7H2O(X12); MgSO4.7H2O(X13); ZnSO4.7H2O(X14); and FeSO4.7H2O(X15) 

 

KH2PO4, K2HPO4, MnSO4.7H2O, MgSO4.7H2O, 

ZnSO4.7H2O and FeSO4.7H2O) in 20 experimental runs. 

The screened medium components affecting hydrogen 

production were optimized using Central composite 

design (CCD) [23,24].  33 factorial Box-Behnken design 

was adopted to optimize the process parameters pH, 

temperature and fermentation time. The statistical 

software package Minitab version 15.0 was used to 

analyze the experimental data. 

 

RESULT AND DISCUSSION 

Identification of important medium constituents using 

Plackett Burman design 

A total of 15 medium components including carbon, 

nitrogen and mineral sources were screened using 

Plackett Burman design through 20 experimental runs. 

The experimental design matrix for screening of 

important variables for hydrogen production is shown in 

Table 1. The resulting effects of the variables on the 

responses, the associated t-value and significant levels  

are shown in Table 2. A p-value less than 0.05 for the five 

variables: glucose, peptone, yeast extract, malt extract 

and NaCl indicate that they were significant. These 

variables had a confidence level above 95% in 

comparison to other variables and thus were considered 

to be significant for hydrogen production. Other than 

carbon, nutrients like nitrogen, phosphate and iron  

are reported to have an influencing effect on hydrogen 

production [25-27]. Maize stalk, which is used as  

the substrate is also a source of various macro and micro 
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Table 2 Estimated effects and coefficients of the Plackett–Burman design  

Terms Variable Low level -1(g/l) High level +1(g/l) Effect t P 

Constant     25.01 0.000 

X1 Glucose 20 40 -0.2627 -7.19 0.002 

X2 Peptone 1 5 0.2067 5.66 0.005 

X3 Beef Extract 0.5 2.5 0.0625 1.71 0.162 

X4 Malt extract 1 3 -0.2257 -6.18 0.003 

X5 Yeast extract 2 10 -0.1131 -3.10 0.036 

X6 KCl 1 9 -0.0381 -1.04 0.356 

X7 NaCl 1 5 0.1535 4.20 0.014 

X8 NH4Cl 1 9 -0.0195 -0.53 0.622 

X9 ZnCl2 0.5 5 0.0533 1.46 0.218 

X10 KH2PO4 0.05 0.5 0.0469 1.28 0.269 

X11 K2HPO4 .5 2.5 0.0855 2.34 0.079 

X12 MnSO4.7H2O 0.5 5 -0.807 -2.21 0.092 

X13 MgSO4.7H2O 0.1 1 -0.0533 -1.46 0.218 

X14 ZnSO4.7H2O 0.1 5 -0.0013 -0.04 0.973 

X15 FeSO4.7H2O 0.1 1 -0.0881 -2.41 0.073 

 

nutrients (N, P, K, Ca, Mg, Fe etc) [28]. A higher amount 

of nitrogen source is reported to be essential for 

biohydrogen production [29], which were satisfied by 

peptone and yeast extract. Some previous studies have 

reported an inhibitory effect of NaCl on biohydrogen 

production [30]. On the contrary, this system showed  

no such inhibition similar to the work reported by  

Bakonyi et al. [29].  

The nutrient components glucose, peptone, malt 

extract, yeast extract and NaCl were selected for further 

optimization by RSM. A CCD experimental design with 

52 experimental runs was used for studying the 

interaction of these variables. The range of the significant 

variables was decided by considering the effect value  

for each variable in Table 2. With a higher effect,  

the variable has a greater influence on hydrogen yield  

at a higher level and with a lower effect, the variable has 

a greater effect on hydrogen yield at a lower level. The real 

and coded values of the variables are given in Table 3.   

The results obtained from the CCD experiments  

were fitted to the following second order polynomial 

equation to represent the hydrogen production adequately. 

Y= 0.789 - 0.0038X1 + 0.001X2 + 0.015X3 +                (5) 

0.0038X4 - 0.009X5 – 0.027X1
2 – 0.018X2

2 – 0.033X3
2 – 

0.019X4
2 – 0.021X5

2 – 0.018X1X2 + 0.006 X1X3 + 0.012 

X1X4 + 0.005 X1X5 + 0.014 X2X3 + 0.014 X2X4 – 0.005 

X2X5 – 0.008 X3X4 – 0.006 X3X5 + 0.0068 X4X5 

where (Y) is the predicted response, (X1) 

concentration of glucose, (X2) peptone, (X3) malt extract, 

(X4) yeast extract  and (X5) NaCl. The analysis of 

variance of the quadratic regression model calculated are 

listed in Table 4, which contain one constant, five linear, 

five quadratic and ten interaction terms. The significance 

of each coefficient was determined by p-values and is 

also listed in Table 4. The analysis of variance of the 

regression model demonstrates that the model is highly 

significant. The goodness of the fit of the model was 

confirmed by the determination coefficient (R2). The 

correlation coefficient, R2, was 0.987, revealing that 

98.7% of experimental data of the hydrogen production 

were compatible with the data predicted by the model. 

The predicted optimum values obtained for the maximum 

production of hydrogen as determined from the second 

degree polynomial equation were: glucose, 19.25g/L; peptone, 



Iran. J. Chem. Chem. Eng. Optimization of Microbial Hydrogen Production ... Vol. 36, No. 3, 2017 

 

177 

Table 3: Coded and uncoded value of medium components used for central composite design. 

Independent variables Symbols 

Coded levels 

-2 -1 0 +1 +2 

Glucose, (g/L) X1 10 15 20 25 30 

Peptone, (g/L) X2 1 3 5 7 9 

Malt extract, (g/L) X3 0.5 1.0 1.5 2.0 2.5 

Yeast extract, (g/L) X4 1 2 3 4 5 

NaCl, (g/L) X5 1 3 5 7 9 

 

Table 4: Results of the regression analysis of second order polynomial model for the optimization of  

hydrogen production obtained in the screening experiment. 

Term constant Regression coefficient Std. deviation t-statistics p-value 

Intercept 0.788605 0.002844 277.299 <0.001 

X1 -0.003651 0.001375 -2.655 0.012 

X2 0.001536 0.001375 1.117 0.272 

X3 0.015171 0.001375 11.035 <0.001 

X4 0.003857 0.001375 2.805 0.009 

X5 -0.009275 0.001375 -6.746 <0.001 

X1 X1 -0.027689 0.001182 -23.433 <0.001 

X2 X2 -0.018950 0.001182 -16.038 <0.001 

X3X3 -0.033250 0.001182 -28.140 <0.001 

X4X4 -0.019656 0.001182 -16.635 <0.001 

X5X5 -0.021863 0.001182 -18.503 <0.001 

X1X2 -0.018875 0.001600 -11.799 <0.001 

X1X3 0.006250 0.001600 3.907 0.001 

X1X4 0.012125 0.001600 7.579 <0.001 

X1X5 0.005250 0.001600 3.282 0.003 

X2X3 0.014438 0.001600 9.025 <0.001 

X2X4 0.014938 0.001600 9.337 <0.001 

X2X5 -0.005437 0.001600 -3.399 0.002 

X3X4 -0.008313 0.001600 -5.196 <0.001 

X3X5 -0.006188 0.001600 -3.868 <0.001 

X4X5 0.006812 0.001600 4.258 <0.001 
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Table 5: Three level Box-Behnken design matrix for the optimization of significant process parameters. 

Run No. pH Temperature (°C) Time (hr) 
Hydrogen yield (mol H2/mol glucose) 

Exp. Pred. 

1 7.0 34 42 0.889 0.888 

2 6.5 34 40 0.700 0.701 

3 6.5 34 44 0.685 0.683 

4 7.0 34 42 0.886 0.888 

5 7.5 34 44 0.812 0.812 

6 7.0 36 44 0.747 0.748 

7 7.5 36 42 0.785 0.785 

8 7.0 36 40 0.715 0.713 

9 7.0 34 42 0.888 0.888 

10 6.5 34 42 0.680 0.681 

11 6.5 32 42 0.660 0.660 

12 7.5 34 40 0.764 0.766 

13 7.5 32 42 0.752 0.751 

14 7.0 32 44 0.698 0.700 

15 7.0 32 40 0.707 0.706 

 

5.64g/L; malt extract, 1.64g/L; yeast extract, 3.16g/L and 

NaCl, 4.312g/L. At the optimum medium concentration 

maximum hydrogen production of 0.791mol H2/mol 

substrate  was obtained. 

 

Optimization of process parameter using Box-Behnken 

design 

The Box-Behnken design was applied to optimize the 

important process parameters, namely, initial pH of the 

medium, temperature and fermentation time. The design 

matrix which consists of 15 experimental runs was 

constructed, in order to arrive at a second order 

polynomial equation to predict the hydrogen fermentation 

system shown in Table 5. The polynomial equation 

derived from the multiple regression analysis of the data 

is as follows: 

Y=0.887 + 0.049A + 0.0137B + 0.007C +                    (6) 

3.25AB + 0.015AC + 0.01BC - 0.07A2 - 0.09B2 - 0.07C2 

where,  Y, predicted hydrogen potential: A, pH; B, 

time and C, temperature respectively. 

The goodness of fit of the model depends on the 

multiple correlation coefficients, R2. The R2 value 

obtained from the ANOVA was 0.9998, which implies 

that the variation of 99.98% hydrogen production is 

attributed to the independent variables. The parameter 

estimate and the corresponding p-value (p<0.5) (Table 6) 

suggest that all the linear, square and interactive terms of 

pH, time and temperature have a significant effect on 

hydrogen production. R2 value closes to 1 denotes better 

correlation between the observed and predicted value. 

Three dimensional surface plots are drawn to determine 

the optimum values and the interactive effect of the three 

process parameters. Fig. 1(a) represents the interaction 

between time and pH. The shape of the response surface 

curves showed a maximum hydrogen production obtained 

when both the factors lies between -0.5 and 1 level. Fig. 1(b) 

represents the interaction between temperature and pH. 

Maximum hydrogen production was recorded at pH 7 and 

temperature of 34.5oC. The optimal values of pH and 

temperature obtained here are in accordance with that 

obtained for Souparno et al for a defined microbial 

consortium producing hydrogen from molasses [31].  

A low pH is reported to associate with low hydrogen 

production due to low hydrogenase activity [32]. Xiao et al., 

has reported the highest hydrogen evolving hydrogenase 
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Table 6: Results of the ANOVA for the quadratic model. 

Source Sum of Squares Degrees of Freedom (DF) Mean Square F Value P-value Prob > F 

Model 0.12 9 0.013 3331.77 < 0.0001 

pH (A) 0.019 1 0.019 4878.74 < 0.0001 

Temperature (B) 1.513×10-3 1 1.513×10-3 392.13 < 0.0001 

Time (C) 3.920×10-4 1 3.920×10-4 101.63 < 0.0001 

AB 4.225×10-5 1 4.225×10-5 10.95 0.0129 

AC 9.923×10-4 1 9.923×10-4 257.25 < 0.0001 

B 
C 

4.202×10-4 1 4.202×10-4 108.95 < 0.0001 

AA 0.022 1 0.022 5678.61 < 0.0001 

BB 0.039 1 0.039 9981.91 < 0.0001 

CC 0.023 1 0.023 6079.10 < 0.0001 

Residual 2.700×10-5 7 3.857×10-6   

Lack of fit 1.900×10-5 3 6.333×10-6 3.17 0.1473 

Pure error 8.000×10-6 4 2.000×10-6   

Total 0.12 16    

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 
Fig. 1 (a-c) 3D plots showing the interactive effects between the significant process parameters on  

hydrogen yield in batch fermentation 
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activity at a temperature of 40°C but, the highest 

production was observed at a lower temperature due to the 

activity of uptake hydogenase [33]. Further increase or 

decrease of pH or temperature negatively affects the yield 

of hydrogen. Fig. 1(c) represents the interaction between 

temperature and time and it follows the same trend 

obtained previously. The experimental results suggest that 

the maximum values of hydrogen yield (0.89 mol H2/mol 

glucose) were obtained for the runs with the central points. 

The optimum values obtained by solving the second degree 

polynomial equation are as follows: pH, 7.0; temperature, 

34.5oC and fermentation time, 42.5h. 

 

CONCLUSIONS 

The present study optimized the media components and 

process parameters for the production of hydrogen using 

the newly isolated facultative strain. A suitable maize stalk 

hydrolysate in the fermentation medium is essential to get 

higher hydrogen yields; however, an excessively high or 

low concentration of maize stalk hydrolysate will affects 

the growth of the organism which will reduce the yield. 

The results also showed the use of cheaper lignocellulosic 

substrate for fermentation, thus contributing to the 

reduction in the cost of production medium. Five variables 

were identified by Plackett Burman design on significant 

for hydrogen production. These variables were further 

optimized using CCD. The optimum medium constituents 

of the fermentation medium are as follows: glucose, 

19.25g/L; yeast extract, 3.046g/L; malt extract, 1.64g/L; 

peptone, 5.640 and NaCl, 4.312g/L. Box-Behnken design 

was adopted to identify optimum values of process 

parameters that bring maximum hydrogen production.  

The optimized values of process parameters for hydrogen 

production were as follows: pH, 7.0; temperature, 34.5oC 

and fermentation time, 42.5h. At these conditions highest 

hydrogen yield of 0.91 mol H2/mol glucose was achieved, 

when maize stalk hydrolysate (equivalent to 1.5% (w/v)) 

was used as the carbon source. This showed that the 

microorganism used in this study possessed a high 

hydrogen producing capacity under optimal conditions. 

 

Received : Mar. 20, 2015  ;  Accepted : Mar. 6, 2017 

 

REFERENCES 

[1] Shao-Yi H., Yu-Tuan C., Optimization of 

Biohydrogen Production with Biomechatronics,  

J. Nanomater., 2014:1-11 (2014). 

[2] Nath K., Das D., Improvement of Fermentative 

Hydrogen Production: Various Approaches, Appl. 

Microbiol. Biotechnol., 65: 520-529 (2004). 

[3] Kapdan I K., Kargi F., Bio-Hydrogen Production 

from Waste Materials, Enzyme Microb. Technol., 

38:569-582 (2006). 

[4] Wang J., Wan W., Experimental Design Methods for 

Fermentative Hydrogen Production: A Review, Int. 

J. Hydrogen Energy, 34: 235-244 (2009). 

[5] Winter C J., Into the Hydrogen Energy Economy-

Milestones, Int. J. Hydrogen Energy, 30: 681-685 (2005). 

[6] Nath K., Das D., Hydrogen from Biomass, Curr. Sci., 

85:265-271 (2003). 

[7] Balat H., Kirtay E., Hydrogen from Biomass-Present 

Scenario and Future Prospects, Int. J. Hydrogen 

Energy, 35:7416-7426 (2010).  

[8] Harai E., Kapas A., Lanyi S., Abraham B., Nagy I., 

Muntean O., Biohydrogen Production by 

Photofermentation of Lactic Acid Using Thiocapsa 

roseopersicina,  Sci. Bull., 72:151-160 (2010). 

[9] Gadhamshetty V., Sukumaran A., Nirmalakhandan N., 

Myint M T., Photofermentation of Malate for 

Biohydrogen Production—A Modeling Approach, 

Int. J. Hydrogen Energy, 33:2138-2146 (2008).  

[10] Afsar N., Ozgur E., Gurgan M., Vrije T de., Yucel M., 

Gunduz U., Eroglu I., Hydrogen Production by  

R. Capsulatus on Dark Fermenter Effluent of Potato 

Steam Peel Hydrolysate, Chem. Eng. Trans.,18:385-

390 (2009).  

[11] Chong M L., Sabaratnam V., Shirai Y., Hassan M A., 

Biohydrogen Production from Biomass and 

Industrial Wastes by Dark Fermentation, Int. J. 

Hydrogen Energy, 34:3277-3287 (2009). 

[12] Patrick C H., Fermentative Hydrogen Production: 

Principles, Progress, and Prognosis, Int. J. Hydrogen 

Energy, 34:7379-7389 (2009). 

[13] Anish G., Luigi F., Francesco P., Eric T., Renaud E., 

Piet N L L., Giovanni E., A Review on Dark 

Fermentative Biohydrogen Production from Organic 

Biomass: Process Parameters and Use of By-Products, 

Applied Energy, 144: 73-95 (2015). 

[14] Fangkum A., Reungsang A., Biohydrogen 

Production from Sugarcane Bagasse Hydrolysate by 

Elephant Dung: Effects of Initial pH and Substrate 

Concentration, Int. J. Hydrogen Energy, 36(14): 

8687-8696 (2011). 

https://www.hindawi.com/journals/jnm/2014/721267/
https://www.hindawi.com/journals/jnm/2014/721267/
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/15378294
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/15378294
http://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S0141022905005053
http://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S0141022905005053
http://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S0360319908013608
http://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S0360319908013608
http://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S0360319904004379
http://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S0360319904004379
http://www.jstor.org/stable/24108654
http://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S0360319910008396
http://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S0360319910008396
http://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S036031990800205X
http://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S036031990800205X
https://www.researchgate.net/publication/242477489_Hydrogen_Production_By_R_Capsulatus_On_Dark_Fermenter_Effluent_Of_Potato_Steam_Peel_Hydrolysate
https://www.researchgate.net/publication/242477489_Hydrogen_Production_By_R_Capsulatus_On_Dark_Fermenter_Effluent_Of_Potato_Steam_Peel_Hydrolysate
https://www.researchgate.net/publication/242477489_Hydrogen_Production_By_R_Capsulatus_On_Dark_Fermenter_Effluent_Of_Potato_Steam_Peel_Hydrolysate
http://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S0360319909002079
http://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S0360319909002079
http://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S0360319909000238
http://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S0360319909000238
http://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S0306261915000616
http://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S0306261915000616
http://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S0306261915000616
http://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S036031991001089X
http://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S036031991001089X
http://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S036031991001089X
http://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S036031991001089X


Iran. J. Chem. Chem. Eng. Optimization of Microbial Hydrogen Production ... Vol. 36, No. 3, 2017 

 

181 

[15] Chang A C C., Tu Y H., Huang M H., Lay C H., Lin C.Y., 

Hydrogen Production by the Anaerobic Fermentation 

from Acid Hydrolysed Rice Straw Hydrolysate, Int. J. 

Hydrogen Energy, 36(21): 14280-14288 (2011). 

[16] Panagiotopoulos I A., Bakker R.R., de Vrije T., 

Claassen P.A.M., Koukios E.G., Dilute-Acid 

Pretreatment of Barley Straw for Biological 

Hydrogen Production Using Caldicellulosiruptor 

saccharolyticus, Int. J. Hydrogen Energy, 37(16): 

11727-11734 (2012). 

[17] Zhao L., Guang-Li C., Ai-Jie W., Hong-Yu R., De D., 

Zi-Nan L., Xiao-Yu G., Cheng-Jiao X., Nan-Qi R., 

Fungal Pretreatment of Cornstalk with Phanerochaete 

chrysosporium for Enhancing Enzymatic 

Saccharification and Hydrogen Production, Bioresour. 

Technol., 114: 365-369 (2012). 

[18] Godliving Y S M., Recent Advances in Pretreatment 

of Lignocellulosic Wastes and Production of Value 

Added Products, African J. Biotechnol., 8(8): 1398-

1415 (2009). 

[19] Wang J., Wan W., Factors Influencing Fermentative 

Hydrogen Production: A Review, Int. J. Hydrogen 

Energy, 34: 799-811 (2009). 

[20] Sureewan S., Alissara R., Media Optimization for 

Biohydrogen Production From Waste Glycerol by 

Anaerobic Thermophilic Mixed Cultures, Int. J. 

Hydrogen Energy, 37: 15473-15482 (2012). 

[21] Ying Z., Shang-Tian Y., Effect of pH on Metabolic 

Pathway Shift in Fermentation of Xylose by Clostridium 

tyrobutyricum, J. Biotechnol., 110: 143-157 (2004). 

[22] Ji H.J., Dae S.L., Donghee P., Woo-Seok C., Jong 

M.P., Optimization of Key Process Variables for 

Enhanced Hydrogen Production by Enterobacter 

aerogenes Using Satistical Methods, Bioresour. 

Technol., 99: 2061–2066 (2008). 

[23] Box G.E.P., Hunter J.S., Multi-Factor Experimental 

Designs for Exploring Response Surfaces, Ann. 

Math. Stat., 28: 195-241 (1957). 

[24] Box G.E.P., Hunter J.S., On the Experimental 

Attainment of Optimum Conditions, J. Roy. Statist. 

Soc., 13:1-45 (1951). 

[25] Argun H., Kargi F., Kapdan I., Oztekin R., 

Biohydrogen Production by Dark Fermentation of 

Wheat Powder Solution: Effects of C/N and C/P 

Ratio on Hydrogen Yield and Formation Rate, Int. J. 

Hydrogen Energy, 33:1813–1819 (2008). 

[26] Lin CYC Y., Lay C.H., Carbon/Nitrogen-Ratio 

Effect on Fermentative Hydrogen Production by 

Mixed Microflora, Int. J. Hydrogen Energy, 29: 41–

45 (2004). 

[27] Rukiye O., Ilgi K. K., Fikret K., Hidayet A., 

Optimization of Media Composition for Hydrogen 

Gas Production From Hydrolyzed Wheat Starch by 

Dark Fermentation, Int. J. Hydrogen Energy, 

33:4083-4090 (2008). 

[28] Reed L.H., Douglas L.K., Stuart J.B., Corey W.R., 

Wilhelmd W.W., Engineering, Nutrient Removal, 

and Feedstock Conversion Evaluations of Four Corn 

Stover Harvest Scenarios, Biomass Bioenergy, 31: 

126–136 (2007). 

[29] Bakonyi P., Nemestothy N., Lovitusz E., Belafi-

Bako K., Application of Plackett-Burman 

Experimental Design to Optimize Biohydrogen 

Fermentation by E. coli (XL1-BLUE), Int. J. 

Hydrogen Energy, 36: 13949-13954 (2011). 

[30] Dong-Hoon K, Sang-Hyoun K, Hang-Sik S., Sodium 

Inhibition of Fermentative Hydrogen Production, 

Int. J. Hydrogen Energy, 34: 3295-3304 (2009). 

[31] Ghosh S., Joy S., Das D., Multiple Parameters 

Optimization for Maximization of Hydrogen 

Production Using Defined Microbial Consortia, 

Indian. J. Biotech., 10:196-201 (2011). 

[32] Karen T., Constanze P., Gary S.R., Armen T., 

Characterization of Escherichia coli [ NiFe ]  

Hydrogenase Distribution During Fermentative 

Growth at Different pHs., Cell Biochem. Biophys., 

62(3): 433-440 (2012). 

[33] Xiao Y., Zhang X., Zhu M., Tan W., Effect of the 

Culture Media Optimization, pH and Temperature 

on the Biohydrogen Production and the 

Hydrogenase Activities by Klebsiella pneumoniae 

ECU-15, Bioresour. Technol., 137: 9-17 (2013).  

 

http://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S0360319911010093
http://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S0360319911010093
http://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S0360319912012670
http://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S0360319912012670
http://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S0360319912012670
http://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S0360319912012670
http://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S0960852412005408
http://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S0960852412005408
http://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S0960852412005408
http://www.academicjournals.org/article/article1379943264_Mtui.pdf
http://www.academicjournals.org/article/article1379943264_Mtui.pdf
http://www.academicjournals.org/article/article1379943264_Mtui.pdf
http://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S0360319908015073
http://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S0360319908015073
http://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S0360319912005502
http://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S0360319912005502
http://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S0360319912005502
http://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S016816560400094X
http://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S016816560400094X
http://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S016816560400094X
http://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S0960852407003604
http://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S0960852407003604
http://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S0960852407003604
https://www.jstor.org/stable/2237033
https://www.jstor.org/stable/2237033
https://www.jstor.org/stable/2983966
https://www.jstor.org/stable/2983966
http://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S0360319908001365
http://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S0360319908001365
http://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S0360319908001365
http://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S0360319903000831
http://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S0360319903000831
http://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S0360319903000831
http://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S0360319908005892
http://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S0360319908005892
http://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S0360319908005892
http://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S0961953406001498
http://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S0961953406001498
http://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S0961953406001498
http://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S0360319909002912
http://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S0360319909002912
http://nopr.niscair.res.in/handle/123456789/11447
http://nopr.niscair.res.in/handle/123456789/11447
http://nopr.niscair.res.in/handle/123456789/11447
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/22095389
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/22095389
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/22095389
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/23584405
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/23584405
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/23584405
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/23584405
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/23584405

