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The price of raw material, energy demand in the pretreatment step, and 
enzyme usage rate are the major cost factors in the process of 
converting biomass to bioethanol. Unwashed furfural residues (FRs) 
possess great potential for application in bioethanol production. 
Surfactant addition is an effective method to enhance the fermentation 
rate. In this study, unwashed FRs were used directly as raw materials to 
produce bioethanol. Tea-seed cake (TSC), tea seed residues that 
contained protein and saponin, was added in the simultaneous 
saccharification and fermentation (SSF) process. The effect of TSC 
dosage on SSF was compared. TSC was added at the dosage of 10 g/L, 
which resulted in a final ethanol yield of 87.2%. However, a high 
concentration of TSC could induce cytotoxicity in yeast. The surface 
tension (approximately 33.92 mM/m) at SSF using TSC-medium was 
much lower than that of other fermentation systems (about 64.67 mN/m). 
Further contact angle testing showed that TSC-medium (21.7°) had 
better wetting capacity than FRs (45.6°). This study provided a proposed 
process strategy that SSF with the addition of TSC could be a minimum 
consumption of chemicals and enzymes for future cellulosic ethanol 
production process. 
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INTRODUCTION 
 

The increase in the depletion of petroleum fuels and the resulting accumulation of 

atmospheric greenhouse gases have raised interest in the development of sustainable 

technologies for biofuel production. Bioethanol is one of the most promising renewable 

liquid biofuels that has environmental and economic benefits (Zhang et al. 2007). 

However, its high processing cost is the major barrier to cellulosic ethanol production at 

commercial scales (Lynd et al. 2008). The price of raw material, energy demand in the 

pretreatment step, and the dosage of enzyme are the major cost factors in the process of 

converting biomass to bioethanol (Lynd et al. 2002). Therefore, it is important to 

eliminate these barriers for future cellulosic ethanol production. 

Various types of agricultural crops such as corn, sugarcane, and wheat are the 

most common feedstock for bioethanol production. However, these crops used as the raw 

materials for fuel production raise serious food security concerns, and the price of these 

substrates is a major cost component in the ethanol production process (Tyner 2013). 

Agricultural or industrial residue is considered to be an inexpensive and highly available 
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substrate for bioethanol production, which has no influence on food prices and can reduce 

the production costs (Valentine et al. 2012). Furfural residues (FRs), which are generated 

from furfural production, are one of the most promising industrial residues that could be 

used as a substrate for ethanol production. Annually, about 23 million tons of FRs are 

produced in China (Bu et al. 2011). During commercial furfural production, corncobs are 

heated at approximately 170 to 185 °C under acidic conditions (5 to 8% dilute sulfuric 

acid) to hydrolyze all the hemicelluloses into xylose and partial cellulose to glucose (Yu 

et al. 2013). Thus, there exists some glucose in the wet FRs. However, a traditional 

washing process removes not only the inhibitors such as furfural and inorganic acid but 

also free glucose in the wet FRs. Moreover, the high lignin content of FRs may cause 

non-productive adsorption to cellulase, which is not favorable for the hydrolysis stage in 

the SSF process (Kumar et al. 2009, 2012). To ultimately improve SSF of FRs, various 

pretreatment technologies, such as green liquor and hydrogen peroxide pretreatment, 

acidic bisulfite pretreatment, and green liquor combined with ethanol pretreatment, have 

been applied to eliminate the negative effect of lignin that results in the non-productive 

absorption of enzymes (Yu et al. 2013, 2014; Zheng et al. 2015). However, these 

pretreatments required high energy and chemicals input, representing a considerable 

bottleneck in bioethanol production from FR (Keller et al. 2003). 

Surfactant addition has a positive effect on enzymatic hydrolysis and fermentation 

for bioethanol production (Eriksson et al. 2002; Eckard et al. 2013; Zhang et al. 2009). 

Compared with pretreatments, the improvement of bioethanol production with surfactants 

is easily operated. Adding surfactants requires few facilities and causes little corrosion to 

the equipment. However, most surfactants are chemosynthetic, such that they have poor 

biodegradability and a negative effect on the environment (Huang et al. 2015). Natural 

surfactants, such as glycolipids, lipopeptides, saponin, phospholipids and microbial cells, 

are eco-friendly and have excellent surface activity, which make them a desirable 

replacement for traditional chemical surfactants (Huang et al. 2015; Menon et al. 2010).  

Camellia oleifera Abel is widely distributed in the south of China, and its seed is 

commonly used for the production of cooking oil (Zhu et al. 2011). Tea-seed cake (TSC, 

the byproducts of cooking oil production) contains 10% to 17% of tea saponin, which is a 

non-ionic surfactant with natural, non-toxic, environmental characteristics. Some 

research has been conducted regarding the effects of tea saponin on the lignocellulose 

hydrolysis (Feng et al. 2013). Nevertheless, directly applying TSC in the promotion of 

bioethanol production has not been reported. In this study, unwashed FRs remained from 

furfural production were directly used as raw materials for bioethanol production. 

Different dosages of TSC in the promotion of overall ethanol yield were investigated, and 

the inhibitory effects of byproducts were examined. The surface tensions of the 

supernatants and contact angles of the solids from different fermentation system before 

and after SSF were also compared. 

 
 
EXPERIMENTAL 
 

Materials 
The FRs were the residues from the furfural production and kindly provided by 

Chunlei Furfural Corporation (Hebei, China). The initial pH range of unwashed FRs was 

2 to 3. The sugars in the unwashed FRs mainly consisted of 4.8% glucose and 0.57% 

xylose. The acetic acid content in the unwashed FRs was 3.17% (Xing et al. 2015). The 
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average contents of glucan, lignin, and ash were 30.3%, 47.1%, and 5.2%, respectively. 

The moisture content of the raw material based on wet basis was 49.9%. The wet 

unwashed FRs were screened with 20 meshes after being ground and then stored at -4 °C 

until use in subsequent experiments. 

Tea-seed cake was purchased from the market. TSC was ground to obtain a 40-

mesh fraction after being dried at 50 °C for 12 h. The major contents of tea saponin, 

proteins, and lipid were 10%, 8.8% and 7.3%, respectively. The other components of 

TSC were 37.6% total sugars, 12.6% glucan, 10.2% xylan, 0.2% glucose and 2.8% ash.  

 

Methods 
Microorganisms and enzyme preparation 

The microorganism used glucose for producing ethanol was Saccharomyces 

cerevisiae in the form of dry yeast (Angel Yeast Company Ltd., China). Dry yeast was 

added to the culture after activating in 2% glucose solution at 36 °C for 15 min and then 

at 34 °C for 1 h. All reagents used were of analytical grade. 

Cellulase (Celluclast 1.5 L) and cellobiase (Novozyme 188) were purchased from 

Novozymes (Shanghai, China). The filter paper activity of cellulase and cellobiase, 

measured using the International Union of Pure and Applied Chemistry (IUPAC) method, 

was 132 FPU/mL and 175 CBU/mL, respectively (Ghose et al. 1987). The working 

temperature was 50 °C and pH was 4.8. 

 

Simultaneous saccharification and fermentation experiments 

The SSF experiments were conducted at 5% substrate solids (w/v) on a shaker 

(Certomat-R, B-Braun, Germany) at 38 °C and 130 rpm under non-sterile conditions.  In 

the SSF test, a 100 mL Erlenmeyer flask was used at a working volume of 60 mL. In the 

anaerobic cultivations, each flask was equipped with a loop trap containing sterile 

glycerol. The amounts of cellulase (Celluclast 1.5 L) and cellobiase (Novozyme 188) 

used in SSF were 15 FPU/g-cellulose and 17 CBU/g-cellulose, respectively (Zheng et al. 

2015). The initial yeast cell mass was 4 g/L. The pH of the whole slurry was adjusted to 

5.5 with 20% (w/v) sodium hydroxide. Three different types of SSF media were used: 

organic medium (1.0 g/L yeast extract, 0.5 g/L (NH4)2HPO4, 0.5 g/L MgSO4·7H2O), 

mineral-salt medium (0.5 g/L (NH4)2HPO4, 0.5 g/L MgSO4·7H2O), and TSC-medium (10 

g/L, 20 g/L, or 30 g/L of TSC, 0.5 g/L (NH4)2HPO4, 0.5 g/L MgSO4·7H2O, respectively). 

Based on the different TSC dosage (10 g/L, 20 g/L, 30 g/L), the media were labeled as 

TSC10, TSC20, and TSC30, which corresponded to their dosage. Another group of tests 

without nutrition addition was set as the blank. In the experiments, FRs, water, sodium 

hydroxide, and fermentation medium were sterilized separately (121 °C for 20 min) and 

then mixed in a conical flask under sterile conditions. The enzymes and yeast were added 

directly to the flask. SSF was terminated after 120 h. Samples (about 2 mL) taken 

periodically from SSF and centrifuged at 14,000 × g for 5 min. Before analysis, the 

supernatant was filtered with a 0.22 μm filter to remove impurities. Ethanol and 

byproducts in the supernatant were determined by high-performance liquid 

chromatography (HPLC). Each data point was the average of two replicates. The ethanol 

yield was calculated by the following formula, 
 

%100
(g/L)  cellulose initial

0.568 / )g/L(h  120at   ethanol
)%( yield ethanol 

   (1)
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where the initial cellulose was the sum of the cellulose content of TSC and FRs used in 

the SSF. The number 1.11 is the conversion factor of cellulose to glucose, and 0.51 is the 

conversion factor for glucose to ethanol. Thus the cellulose conversion rate was 

calculated assuming that 1 g of cellulose present in the liquid theoretically gave 0.568 

(1.11×0.51) g of ethanol.  

 

Analytical methods 

The composition of unwashed FRs and TSC was analyzed according to the 

National Renewable Energy Laboratory (NREL) standard analytical procedure (Sluiter et 

al. 2008). Ethanol and by-products in the supernatant were determined by HPLC (Waters 

2695e, USA) using an HPX-87H column (Bio-Rad, USA) at 65 °C and a refractive index 

detector at 35 °C (Tang et al. 2013). The eluent, 5 mM H2SO4, was flowed at 0.6 mL/min. 

The data were recorded as averages of replicate measurements. 

 

Surface tensions and contact angles 

The surface tensions of the supernatants before and after SSF were assayed 

according to Jian’s method on an automatic tension meter (model JK99B, Zhongchen 

Digital Technology Equipment Co., Ltd, Shanghai, China) at 28 °C (Jian et al. 2011). 

The surface tension of the distilled water was 72 ± 0.5 mN/m. 

Before contact angle analysis, samples from the SSF system at 0 h and 120 h were 

dried at 50 °C for 24 h. The dry samples were pressed into disks of 13 mm diameter 

under 20 tons pressure to achieve a flat and relatively smooth surface. The sessile drop 

method was used for measuring water contact angle on sample surface using a contact 

angle goniometer OCA15Pro instrument (Data-Physics, Germany) at room temperature. 

A total of 10 µL of water was dropped carefully through the 0.5 mm OD needle tip onto 

the surface of the sample. The camera of the instrument was perfectly adjusted to take the 

drop image formed on the surface, and the equipment software measured the contact 

angle data. The average contact angle value was determined by measuring five samples. 

 
 
RESULTS AND DISCUSSION 
 
Effect of TSC Dosage on Ethanol Production 

The concentration profiles of free glucose during SSF are shown in Fig. 1.  
 

 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Fig. 1. Concentration of free glucose (dashed line) and ethanol yield (solid line) during SSF  
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At the beginning of SSF, the concentrations of free glucose in the specimens were 

different, and the results were also parallel to the concentrations of TSC that contained 

glucose. However, the total free glucose stayed below 0.2 g/L after 4 h in all cases, which 

indicated that the rate-limiting step in the overall kinetics of SSF was enzymatic 

hydrolysis. 

The influence of fermentation media on ethanol yield was also evaluated, as 

shown in Fig. 1. To ensure the accuracy of ethanol yield, free glucose in the initial FRs 

and TSC was excluded. The blank test approached its maximum ethanol yield of 73.0% 

at 120 h. The maximum ethanol yield at 120 h (85.4%) was reached with the TSC10 

medium, which was 12.4% higher than that in the blank test. The ethanol production was 

improved after the addition of fermentation media which contained TSC, except for in 

TSC20 and TSC30. This was due to the fact that the tea saponin of the TSC served as an 

accelerant to promote the adsorption of cellulolytic enzymes on the substrate and mediate 

the release of adsorbed enzymes (Feng et al. 2013). Although many studies have reported 

that pretreatment methods could improve SSF of FRs, the ethanol yield in our study was 

a little higher than that from FRs after different pretreatments (Bu et al. 2014; Wang et al. 

2013).  In addition, the requirements of yeast available nitrogen in Saccharomyces 

cerevisiae were increased by the higher sugar concentrations in fermentation broth 

(Childs et al. 2015). The protein of TSC likely acted as a kind of nitrogen source that is 

crucial to meet the nutrient requirements of yeast during fermentation (Bell and Henschke 

2005). However, when TSC loading was above 20 g/L, the SSF was interrupted. These 

results could be explained by the negative effect of tea saponin on the activity of 

Saccharomyces cerevisiae. Some researchers have found that a high concentration of tea 

saponin induces cytotoxicity in microorganisms and bacteria (Zhang et al. 2014; Zhou et 

al. 2014). Therefore, SSF with the addition of TSC at 10 g/L could improve enzymatic 

hydrolysis and the overall ethanol yield. 

 

Effect of TSC Dosage on Byproducts during SSF Process 

 Pure culture conditions in the ethanol production are generally not practical 

(Skinner and Leathers 2004). As a result, the emergence of bacterial contaminants in 

ethanol fermentation is often unavoidable (Fig. 2).  
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Fig. 2. Comparison of different media on the concentration of byproducts during SSF. (a) Lactic 
acid; (b) acetic acid. 
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Except for the desired product, a variety of byproducts will be produced during 

ethanol fermentation, such as lactic acid and acetic acid. Variations of byproducts in the 

presence of different media during the SSF process are shown in Fig. 2.  

Lactic acid is one of the common byproducts in an ethanol fermentation broth. It 

is produced by contaminating lactic acid bacteria as a result of carbohydrate metabolism. 

The lactic acid is a potential inhibitor of yeast growth and metabolism when produced at 

concentrations of 0.2 to 0.8% w/v (Graves et al. 2006). As shown in Fig. 2(a), the yield 

of lactic acid was augmented along with the increase in the dosage of TSC. Compared 

with the blank test (3.75 g/L), the highest lactic acid content of 8.88 g/L was obtained 

when using TSC30-medium. This was likely due to the fact that the SSF using TSC-

medium that contained sufficient nutrition was easily consumed by lactic acid bacteria in 

the decline phase of the yeast. And subsequently the growth of lactic acid bacteria was 

facilitated by the yeast (Lemaresquier 1987). Furthermore, no lactic acid was detected in 

the initial 24 h of SSF, and there was a sharp increase in the output of lactic acid for all 

the tests in the following time. These results implied that a majority of the glucose was 

consumed for yeast growth during the initial stage of SSF (Tang et al. 2011). 

Acetic acid is a minor byproduct by Saccharomyces cerevisiae during 

fermentation, but toxic concentrations may be produced primarily by contaminating lactic 

acid bacteria and/or by acetic acid bacteria (Thomas et al. 2002). The optimal pH range 

for growth of Saccharomyces cerevisiae was from 5.0 to 5.5, and the cell growth ceased 

due to low pH in the fermentations. As indicated in Fig. 2b, the acetic acid concentration 

in all tests was relatively high (1.5 g/L) in the initial stage of SSF, which was due to 

acetic acid in the unwashed FRs (Xing et al. 2015). The acetic acid concentration 

increased slightly. This suggested that there was a balance between the formation of 

ethanol and acetic acid during the later stage. The concentrations of acetic acid were 

relatively low, which had no significant effect on the pH. Although acetic acid, which 

had a concentration range of 100 mM to 170 mM, was more inhibitory to ethanol 

production by yeast than lactic acid, low concentrations of acetic acid stimulated the 

ethanol production rate by the yeast (Taherzadeh et al. 1997; Palmqvist et al. 1999; 

Pampulha and Loureiro-Dias 2000; Thomas et al. 2002; Garay-Arroyo et al. 2004).  

 

Surface Tension of SSF Liquid and Contact Angle of SSF Solid 
The surface tension and contact angle were measured to further investigate the 

beneficial function of tea saponin in SSF. One of the typical characteristics of tea saponin 

is that it decreases the surface tension in a solution. Another remarkable effect of tea 

saponin is its maintenance of stable surface tension. However, some cellulolytic enzymes 

degrade tea saponin (Feng et al. 2013). The change of surface tension during the SSF 

process was assayed to test the stability of this non-ionic surfactant. As shown in Fig. 3a, 

the surface tensions of supernatants were approximately 33.92 (TSC10), 32.79 (TSC20), 

and 32.65 (TSC30) mN/m, respectively (SSF system with a TSC-medium at 0 h). The 

surface tension at SSF using TSC-medium was much lower than in the other fermentation 

system. The surface tension increased when the fermentation time was prolonged. This 

could have been due to the hydrolyzation of tea saponin and the subsequent formation of 

byproducts.  
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Fig. 3. Surface tension of the supernatants and contact angles of the solids from different 
fermentation system before and after SSF 
 

Contact angle measurement is an essential test for wettability alteration, which 

plays a very important role in the SSF process. As shown in Fig. 3b, the initial contact 

angle of unwashed FRs was 45.6°. Small changes in the initial contact angles of mineral-

salt medium (44.2°) and organic medium (42.5°) were observed. The initial contact 

angles of the fermentation system with the addition of TSC dropped rapidly to 37.3° 

(TSC10), 27.1° (TSC20), and 21.7° (TSC30), respectively. This finding suggested that 

the tea saponin altered the wettability of FRs through hydrogen bonds and hydrophobic 

interaction (Hou et al. 2015). Furthermore, the contact angle was related to the surface 

tension between the liquid and the solid surface. Also, the lower surface tension would 

then consequently lead to a lower contact angle (Fig. 3a) (Cao et al. 2002). However, the 
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final contact angles were typically larger than those in the initial stage. The results 

showed that the degree of degradation of tea saponin had a negative effect on the wetting 

capacity. And with the hydrolysis of cellulose, lignin content would increase. The lignin 

accumulation also played an important role in the increased contact angle. 
 
 

CONCLUSIONS 
 

1. The protein of tea-seed cake (TSC) can be used as a nitrogen source for yeast growth, 

and tea saponin can act as an accelerant for simultaneous saccharification and 

fermentation (SSF). Unwashed furfural residues (FRs) can be easily digested at 

relatively low TSC loading (10 g/L), and this reaction system could be promising for 

commercial ethanol production.  

2. The maximum ethanol yield of 87.2% was reached with TSC10 medium at 96 h, 

which was 14.2% superior to that of the blank test (73.0%). 

3. The yield of lactic acid was augmented along with the increase in the dosage of TSC. 

The SSF using TSC30 resulted in the highest concentration of lactic acid 

(approximately 8.88 g/L) after 96 h.  

 

 

ACKNOWLEDGMENTS 
 

The authors are grateful for the Special Fund for Beijing Common Construction 

Project and International Science & Technology Cooperation Program of China 

(2014DFG32550). 

 

 

REFERENCES CITED 
 

Bell, S. J., and Henschke, P. A. (2005). “Implications of nitrogen nutrition for grapes, 

fermentation and wine,” Aust. J. Grape Wine Res 11(3), 242-295. DOI: 

10.1111/j.1755-0238.2005.tb00028.x 

Bu, L. X., Tang, Y., Gao, Y. X., Jian, H. L., and Jiang, J. X. (2011). “Comparative 

characterization of milled wood lignin from furfural residues and corncob,” Chem. 

Eng. J. 175(1), 176-184. DOI: 10.1016/j.cej.2011.09.091 

Bu, L. X., Tang, Y., Xing, Y., Zhang, W. M., Shang, X. H., and Jiang, J. X. (2014). 

“Comparison of hydrophilic variation and bioethanol production of furfural residues 

after delignification pretreatment,” Biosci. Biotech. Bioch. 78(8), 1435-1443. 

DOI: 10.1080/09168451.2014.921556 

Cao, J., Buckley, A. N., and Tomsett, A. (2002). “Re-examining the pitch/coke wetting 

and penetration test,” JOM J. Min. Met. Mat. S. 54(2), 30-33. DOI: 

10.1007/BF02701069 

Childs, B. C., Bohlscheid, J. C., and Edwards, C. G. (2015). “Impact of available nitrogen 

and sugar concentration in musts on alcoholic fermentation and subsequent wine 

spoilage by Brettanomyces bruxellensis,” Food Microbiology 46, 604-609. DOI: 

10.1016/j.fm.2014.10.006 

http://xueshu.baidu.com/s?wd=paperuri:(bc3fd97c7676e81eea20566cfd0aaab0)&filter=sc_long_sign&tn=SE_xueshusource_2kduw22v&sc_vurl=http://onlinelibrary.wiley.com/doi/10.1111/j.1755-0238.2005.tb00028.x/abstract&ie=utf-8&sc_us=118279377967991364
http://xueshu.baidu.com/s?wd=paperuri:(bc3fd97c7676e81eea20566cfd0aaab0)&filter=sc_long_sign&tn=SE_xueshusource_2kduw22v&sc_vurl=http://onlinelibrary.wiley.com/doi/10.1111/j.1755-0238.2005.tb00028.x/abstract&ie=utf-8&sc_us=118279377967991364
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.cej.2011.09.091
http://xueshu.baidu.com/s?wd=paperuri:(09f3dfe67411813a4920ce91f265f3b0)&filter=sc_long_sign&tn=SE_xueshusource_2kduw22v&sc_vurl=http://link.springer.com/article/10.1007/BF02701069&ie=utf-8&sc_us=15925280519207126592
http://xueshu.baidu.com/s?wd=paperuri:(09f3dfe67411813a4920ce91f265f3b0)&filter=sc_long_sign&tn=SE_xueshusource_2kduw22v&sc_vurl=http://link.springer.com/article/10.1007/BF02701069&ie=utf-8&sc_us=15925280519207126592
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.fm.2014.10.006
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.fm.2014.10.006


 

PEER-REVIEWED ARTICLE  bioresources.com 

 

 

Zheng et al. (2016). “Ethanol from furfural residue,” BioResources 11(3), 7451-7461.  7459 

Eckard, A. D., Muthukumarappan, K., and Gibbons, W. (2013). “Enzyme recycling in a 

simultaneous and separate saccharification and fermentation of corn stover: A 

comparison between the effect of polymeric micelles of surfactants and 

polypeptides,” Bioresource Technol. 132, 202-209. DOI: 

10.1016/j.biortech.2013.01.018 

Eriksson, T., Borjesson, J., and Tjerneld, F. (2002). “Mechanism on surfactant effect in 

enzymatic hydrolysis of lignocellulose,” Enzyme. Microb. Technol. 31(3), 353-364. 

DOI: 10.1016/S0141-0229(02)00134-5 

Feng, Y., Jiang, J. X., Zhu, L. W., Yue, L. Y., Zhang, J. H., and Han, S. J. (2013). 

“Effects of tea saponin on glucan conversion and bonding behaviour of cellulolytic 

enzymes during enzymatic hydrolysis of corncob residue with high lignin content,” 

Biotechnol Biofuels. 6, 1-8. DOI: 10.1186/1754-6834-6-161 

Garay-Arroyo, A., Covarrubias, A. A., Clark, I., Nino, I., Gosset, G., and Martinez, A. 

(2004). “Response to different environmental stress conditions of industrial and 

laboratory Saccharomyces cerevisiae strains,” Appl. Microbiol. Biotechnol. 63(6), 

734-741. DOI: 10.1007/s00253-003-1414-4 

Ghose, T. K. (1987). “Measurement of cellulase activities,” Pure Appl. Chem. 59, 257-

268. DOI: 10.1351/pac198759020257 

Graves, T., Narendranath, N. V., Dawson, K., and Power, R. (2006). “Effect of pH and 

lactic or acetic acid on ethanol productivity by Saccharomyces cerevisiae in corn 

mash,” Microbiol. Biotechnol. 33, 469-474. DOI: 10.1007/s10295-006-0091-6 

Hou, B. F., Wang, Y. F., and Huang, Y. (2015). “Mechanistic study of wettability 

alteration of oil-wet sandstone surface using different surfactants,” Appl. Surf. Sci. 

330, 56-64. DOI: 10.1016/j.apsusc.2014.12.185 

Huang, X. F., Shen, C. M., Jia, L., and Lu, L. J. (2015). “Improved volatile fatty acid 

production during waste activated sludge anaerobic fermentation by different bio-

surfactants,” Chem. Eng. J. 264, 280-290. DOI: 10.1016/j.cej.2014.11.078 

Jian, H. L., Liao, X. X., Zhu, L. W., Zhang, W. M., and Jiang, J. X. (2011). “Synergism 

and foaming properties in binary mixtures of a biosurfactant derived from Camellia 

oleifera Abel and synthetic surfactants,” J. Colloid Interf. Sci. 359(2), 487-492. DOI: 

10.1016/j.jcis.2011.04.038 

Keller, F. A., Hamilton, J. E., and Nguyen, Q. A. (2003). “Microbial pretreatment of 

biomass-Potential for reducing severity of thermochemical biomass pretreatment,” 

Appl. Biochem. Biotechnol. 105, 27-41. DOI: 10.1385/ABAB:105:1-3:27 

Kumar, L., Arantes, V., Chandra, R., and Saddler, J. (2012). “The lignin present in steam 

pretreated softwood binds enzymes and limits cellulose accessibility,” Bioresource 

Technol. 103(1), 201-208. DOI: 10.1016/j.biortech.2011.09.091 

Kumar, P., Barrett, D. W., Delwiche, M. J., and Stroeve, P. (2009). “Methods for 

pretreatment of lignocellulosic biomass for efficient hydrolysis and biofuel 

production,” Ind. Eng. Chem. Res. 48(8), 3713-3729. DOI: 10.1021/ie801542g 

Lemaresquier, H. (1987). “Inter-relationships between strains of Saccharomyces 

cerevisiae from the Champagne area and lactic acid bacteria,” Appl. Microbiol. 4(4), 

91-94. DOI: 10.1111/j.1472-765X.1987.tb01590.x 

Lynd, L. R., Laser, M. S., Bransby, D., Dale, B. E., Davison, B., Hamilton, R., Himmel, 

M., Keller, M., McMillan, J. D., Sheehan, J., and Wyman, C. E. (2008). “How 

biotech can transform biofuels,” Nat. Biotechnol. 26(2), 169-172. DOI: 

10.1038/nbt0208-169 

http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.biortech.2013.01.018
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.biortech.2013.01.018
http://xueshu.baidu.com/s?wd=paperuri:(0b1432cf0332489f19eca53fe913e9cb)&filter=sc_long_sign&tn=SE_xueshusource_2kduw22v&sc_vurl=http://med.wanfangdata.com.cn/Paper/Detail/PeriodicalPaper_PM12910327&ie=utf-8&sc_us=17036529839716155763
http://xueshu.baidu.com/s?wd=paperuri:(0b1432cf0332489f19eca53fe913e9cb)&filter=sc_long_sign&tn=SE_xueshusource_2kduw22v&sc_vurl=http://med.wanfangdata.com.cn/Paper/Detail/PeriodicalPaper_PM12910327&ie=utf-8&sc_us=17036529839716155763
http://dx.doi.org/10.1351/pac198759020257
http://xueshu.baidu.com/s?wd=paperuri:(f27764a527460fc29563804d72ddc5df)&filter=sc_long_sign&tn=SE_xueshusource_2kduw22v&sc_vurl=http://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S0169433214029195&ie=utf-8&sc_us=8441713023464558694
http://xueshu.baidu.com/s?wd=paperuri:(f27764a527460fc29563804d72ddc5df)&filter=sc_long_sign&tn=SE_xueshusource_2kduw22v&sc_vurl=http://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S0169433214029195&ie=utf-8&sc_us=8441713023464558694
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.cej.2014.11.078
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.jcis.2011.04.038
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.jcis.2011.04.038
http://xueshu.baidu.com/s?wd=paperuri:(209404053a8cd2cf48f519c49250690a)&filter=sc_long_sign&tn=SE_xueshusource_2kduw22v&sc_vurl=http://med.wanfangdata.com.cn/Paper/Detail?id=PeriodicalPaper_JJ0213031975&ie=utf-8&sc_us=11477662680331046187
http://xueshu.baidu.com/s?wd=paperuri:(209404053a8cd2cf48f519c49250690a)&filter=sc_long_sign&tn=SE_xueshusource_2kduw22v&sc_vurl=http://med.wanfangdata.com.cn/Paper/Detail?id=PeriodicalPaper_JJ0213031975&ie=utf-8&sc_us=11477662680331046187
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.biortech.2011.09.091
http://dx.doi.org/10.1038/nbt0208-169


 

PEER-REVIEWED ARTICLE  bioresources.com 

 

 

Zheng et al. (2016). “Ethanol from furfural residue,” BioResources 11(3), 7451-7461.  7460 

Lynd, L. R., Weimer, P. J., van Zyl, W. H., and Pretorius, I. S. (2002). “Microbial 

cellulose utilization: Fundamentals and biotechnology,” Micobiol. Mol. Biol. Rev. 66, 

506-577. DOI: 10.1128/MMBR.66.3.506-577.2002 

Menon, V., Prakash, G., Prabhune, A., and Rao, M. (2010). “Biocatalytic approach for 

the utilization of hemicellulose for ethanol production from agricultural residue using 

thermostable xylanase and thermotolerant yeast,” Bioresource Technol. 101(14), 

5366-5373. DOI: 10.1016/j.biortech.2010.01.150 

Palmqvist, E., Grage, H., Meinander, N. Q., and Hahn-Hagerdal, B. (1999). “Main and 

interaction effects of acetic acid, furfural, and p -hydroxybenzoic acid on growth and 

ethanol productivity of yeasts,” Biotechnol. Bioeng. 63(1), 46-55. DOI: 

10.1002/(SICI)1097-0290(19990405)63:1<46::AID-BIT5>3.0.CO;2-J 

Pampulha, M. E., and Loureiro-Dias, M. C. (2000). “Energetics of the effect of acetic 

acid on growth of Saccharomyces cerevisiae,” Fems. Microbiol. Lett. 184, 69-72. 

DOI: 10.1111/j.1574-6968.2000.tb08992.x 

Sluiter, A., Hames, B., Ruiz, R., Scarlata, C., Sluiter, J., and Templeton, D. (2008). 

“Determination of structural carbohydrates and lignin in biomass,” 

http://www.nrel.gov/biomass/pdfs/42618.pdf, accessed in 2008. 

Skinner, K. A., and Leathers, T. D. (2004). “Bacterial contaminants of fuel ethanol 

production,” J. Ind. Microbiol. Biotechnol. 31(9), 401-408. DOI: 10.1007/s10295-

004-0159-0 

Taherzadeh, M. J., Niklasson, C., and Liden, G. (1997). “Acetic acid-friend or foe in 

anaerobic batch conversion of glucose to ethanol by Saccharomyces cerevisiae?” 

Chem. Eng. Sci. 52(15), 2653-2659. DOI: 10.1016/S0009-2509(97)00080-8 

Tang, Y., Zhao, D. Q., Zhu, L. W., and Jiang, J. X. (2011). “Simultaneous 

saccharification and fermentation of furfural residues by mixed cultures of lactic acid 

bacteria and yeast to produce lactic acid and ethanol,” Eur. Food Res. Technol. 

233(3), 489-495. DOI: 10.1007/s00217-011-1542-5 

Tang, Y., Zhu, L. W., Zhang, W. M., Shang, X. H., and Jiang, J. X. (2013). “Integrated 

process of starch ethanol and cellulosic lactic acid for ethanol and lactic acid 

production,” Appl. Microbiol. Biot. 97(5), 1923-1932. DOI: 10.1007/s00253-012-

4461-x 

Thomas, K. C., Hynes, S. H., and Ingledew, W. M. (2002). “Influence of medium 

buffering capacity on inhibition of Saccharomyces cerevisiae growth by acetic and 

lactic acids,” Appl. Environ. Microbiol. 68(4), 1616-1623. DOI: 

10.1128/AEM.68.4.1616-1623.2002 

Tyner, W. E. (2013). “Biofuels and food prices: Separating wheat from chaff,” Global 

Food Secur. 2(2), 126-130. DOI: 10.1016/j.gfs.2013.05.001 

Valentine, J., Clifton-Brown, J., Hastings, A., Robson, P., Allison G., and Smith, P. 

(2012). “Food vs. fuel: The use of land for lignocellulosic ‘next generation’ energy 

crops that minimize competition with primary food production,” GCB Bioenergy 4(1), 

1-19. DOI: 10.1111/j.1757-1707.2011.01111.x 

Wang, K., Yang, H. Y., Chen, Q., and Sun, R. C. (2013). “Influence of delignification 

efficiency with alkaline peroxide on the digestibility of furfural residues for 

bioethanol production,” Bioresource Technol. 146, 208-214. DOI: 

10.1016/j.biortech.2013.07.008 

Xing, Y., Bu, L. X., Sun, D. F., Liu, Z. P., Liu, S. J., and Jiang, J. X. (2015). “High 

glucose recovery from direct enzymatic hydrolysis of bisulfite-pretreatment on non-

http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.biortech.2010.01.150
http://xueshu.baidu.com/s?wd=paperuri:(f02da080b6c68f3e5dc614f9b579c20b)&filter=sc_long_sign&tn=SE_xueshusource_2kduw22v&sc_vurl=http://onlinelibrary.wiley.com/doi/10.1002/(SICI)1097-0290(19990405)63:1%3c46::AID-BIT5%3e3.0.CO;2-J/citedby&ie=utf-8&sc_us=17525619216883095467
http://xueshu.baidu.com/s?wd=paperuri:(f02da080b6c68f3e5dc614f9b579c20b)&filter=sc_long_sign&tn=SE_xueshusource_2kduw22v&sc_vurl=http://onlinelibrary.wiley.com/doi/10.1002/(SICI)1097-0290(19990405)63:1%3c46::AID-BIT5%3e3.0.CO;2-J/citedby&ie=utf-8&sc_us=17525619216883095467
http://xueshu.baidu.com/s?wd=paperuri:(f02da080b6c68f3e5dc614f9b579c20b)&filter=sc_long_sign&tn=SE_xueshusource_2kduw22v&sc_vurl=http://onlinelibrary.wiley.com/doi/10.1002/(SICI)1097-0290(19990405)63:1%3c46::AID-BIT5%3e3.0.CO;2-J/citedby&ie=utf-8&sc_us=17525619216883095467
http://www.nrel.gov/biomass/pdfs/42618.pdf,
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/S0009-2509(97)00080-8
http://xueshu.baidu.com/s?wd=paperuri:(e8b8dc8389875adecb25d21cf83307f3)&filter=sc_long_sign&tn=SE_xueshusource_2kduw22v&sc_vurl=http://med.wanfangdata.com.cn/Paper/Detail/PeriodicalPaper_PM11916676&ie=utf-8&sc_us=10790952380358173844
http://xueshu.baidu.com/s?wd=paperuri:(e8b8dc8389875adecb25d21cf83307f3)&filter=sc_long_sign&tn=SE_xueshusource_2kduw22v&sc_vurl=http://med.wanfangdata.com.cn/Paper/Detail/PeriodicalPaper_PM11916676&ie=utf-8&sc_us=10790952380358173844
http://xueshu.baidu.com/s?wd=paperuri:(e8b8dc8389875adecb25d21cf83307f3)&filter=sc_long_sign&tn=SE_xueshusource_2kduw22v&sc_vurl=http://med.wanfangdata.com.cn/Paper/Detail/PeriodicalPaper_PM11916676&ie=utf-8&sc_us=10790952380358173844
http://xueshu.baidu.com/s?wd=paperuri:(457c245721d22ac83c481efdd0a49d7a)&filter=sc_long_sign&tn=SE_xueshusource_2kduw22v&sc_vurl=http://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S2211912413000205&ie=utf-8&sc_us=1590283455047064005
http://xueshu.baidu.com/s?wd=paperuri:(e3dda3fd604a68eaa3d8941728c7b793)&filter=sc_long_sign&tn=SE_xueshusource_2kduw22v&sc_vurl=http://onlinelibrary.wiley.com/doi/10.1111/j.1757-1707.2011.01111.x/abstract&ie=utf-8&sc_us=2764961610252233614
http://xueshu.baidu.com/s?wd=paperuri:(e3dda3fd604a68eaa3d8941728c7b793)&filter=sc_long_sign&tn=SE_xueshusource_2kduw22v&sc_vurl=http://onlinelibrary.wiley.com/doi/10.1111/j.1757-1707.2011.01111.x/abstract&ie=utf-8&sc_us=2764961610252233614


 

PEER-REVIEWED ARTICLE  bioresources.com 

 

 

Zheng et al. (2016). “Ethanol from furfural residue,” BioResources 11(3), 7451-7461.  7461 

detoxified furfural residues,” Bioresource Technol. 193, 401-407. DOI: 

10.1016/j.biortech.2015.06.118 

Yu, H. L., Tang, Y., Xing, Y., Zhu, L. W., and Jiang, J. X. (2013). “Improvement of the 

enzymatic hydrolysis of furfural residues by pretreatment with combined green liquor 

and hydrogen peroxide,” Bioresource Technol. 147, 29-36. DOI: 

10.1016/j.biortech.2013.08.013 

Yu, H. L., Xing, Y., Lei, F. H., Liu, Z. P., Liu, Z. G., and Jiang, J. X. (2014). 

“Improvement of the enzymatic hydrolysis of furfural residues by pretreatment with 

combined green liquor and ethanol organosolv,” Bioresource Technol. 167, 46-52. 

DOI: 10.1016/j.biortech.2014.05.111 

Zhang, Q. Z., He, G. F., Wang, J., Cai, W. M., and Xu, Y. T. (2009). “Mechanisms of the 

stimulatory effects of rhamnolipid biosurfactant on rice straw hydrolysis,” Appl. 

Energy 86(11), 233-237. DOI: 10.1016/j.apenergy.2009.04.030 

Zhang, X. F., Yang, S. L., Han, Y. Y., Zhao, L., Lu, G. L., Xia, T., and Gao, L. P. (2014). 

“Qualitative and quantitative analysis of triterpene saponins from tea seed pomace 

(Camellia oleifera Abel.) and their activities against bacteria and fungi,” Molecules. 

19(6), 7568-7580. DOI: 10.3390/molecules19067568 

Zhang, Y. H. P., Ding, S. Y., Mielenz, J. R., Cui, J. B., Elander, R. T., Laser, M., Himmel, 

M. E., McMillan, J. R., and Lynd, L. R. (2007). “Fractionating recalcitrant 

lignocellulose at modest reaction conditions,” Biotechnol. Bioeng. 97(2), 214-223. 

DOI: 10.1002/bit.21386 

Zheng, T. R., Xing, Y., Wang, Y. M., Bu, L. X., Jiang, J. X., and Zhang, W. M. (2015). 

“Improvement of enzymatic hydrolysis of whole slurry from bisulfite-pretreated 

furfural residues with low enzyme loading,” J. Biobased Mater. Bioenergy 9(5), 509-

514. DOI: 10.1166/jbmb.2015.1553 

Zhou, H., Wang, C. Z., Ye, J. Z., and Cheng, H. X. (2014). “New triterpene saponins 

from the seed cake of Camellia oleifera, and their cytotoxic activity,” Phytochem Lett. 

8(1), 46-51. DOI: 10.1016/j.phytol.2014.01.006 

 Zhu, X. Y., Lin, H. M., Chen, X., Xie, J., and Wang, P. (2011). “Mechanochemical-

assisted extraction and antioxidant activities of kaempferol glycosides from Camellia 

oleifera Abel. meal,” J. Agric. Food Chem. 59(8), 3986-3993. DOI: 

10.1021/jf1042689 

 

Article submitted: May 26, 2016; Peer review completed: June 26, 2016; Revisions 

accepted: July 6, 2016; Published: July 18, 2016. 

DOI: 10.15376/biores.11.3.7451-7461 

 

http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.biortech.2015.06.118
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.biortech.2015.06.118
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.biortech.2013.08.013
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.biortech.2013.08.013
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.biortech.2014.05.111
http://xueshu.baidu.com/s?wd=paperuri:(5fd96d69fd9b5bb010eee52e7e23cd67)&filter=sc_long_sign&tn=SE_xueshusource_2kduw22v&sc_vurl=http://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S0306261909001391&ie=utf-8&sc_us=11451548806843415944
http://xueshu.baidu.com/s?wd=paperuri:(5fd96d69fd9b5bb010eee52e7e23cd67)&filter=sc_long_sign&tn=SE_xueshusource_2kduw22v&sc_vurl=http://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S0306261909001391&ie=utf-8&sc_us=11451548806843415944
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.apenergy.2009.04.030
http://xueshu.baidu.com/s?wd=paperuri:(2a10372725c6855710f0e8ad859696bc)&filter=sc_long_sign&tn=SE_xueshusource_2kduw22v&sc_vurl=http://onlinelibrary.wiley.com/doi/10.1002/bit.21386/full&ie=utf-8&sc_us=11060876389743862988
http://xueshu.baidu.com/s?wd=paperuri:(2a10372725c6855710f0e8ad859696bc)&filter=sc_long_sign&tn=SE_xueshusource_2kduw22v&sc_vurl=http://onlinelibrary.wiley.com/doi/10.1002/bit.21386/full&ie=utf-8&sc_us=11060876389743862988
http://xueshu.baidu.com/s?wd=paperuri:(2672004939213c17fa5056d6ca6b94ba)&filter=sc_long_sign&tn=SE_xueshusource_2kduw22v&sc_vurl=http://med.wanfangdata.com.cn/Paper/Detail/PeriodicalPaper_PM21410254&ie=utf-8&sc_us=4643629690217759513
http://xueshu.baidu.com/s?wd=paperuri:(2672004939213c17fa5056d6ca6b94ba)&filter=sc_long_sign&tn=SE_xueshusource_2kduw22v&sc_vurl=http://med.wanfangdata.com.cn/Paper/Detail/PeriodicalPaper_PM21410254&ie=utf-8&sc_us=4643629690217759513
http://xueshu.baidu.com/s?wd=paperuri:(2672004939213c17fa5056d6ca6b94ba)&filter=sc_long_sign&tn=SE_xueshusource_2kduw22v&sc_vurl=http://med.wanfangdata.com.cn/Paper/Detail/PeriodicalPaper_PM21410254&ie=utf-8&sc_us=4643629690217759513

