;.) Research article

Food Eng. Prog. 2025;29(4):283-292 /\I'O'l AN = ru| Ul‘
Chegkfor  PISSN: 1226-4768, eISSN: 2288-1247 &3 0
updates

https://doi.org/10.13050/foodengprog.2025.29.4.283

_n
o
o
a
m
>

Q
>
(1]
1)
=
>

@
v
=
o

Q
=
]
(%
wv

OJMIZS Scenedesmus obliquus®| 7| S& =t XA Z|Xst A
QBfed - ojaf

SRRk AEMBTS

Optimization of electro-coagulation harvest conditions of
microalgae Scenedesmus obliquus
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Abstract

Protein is an essential nutrient for sustaining human life; however, securing sufficient protein through the traditional livestock
industry is predicted to become difficult in the future. Microalgae have high potential as alternative protein sources owing to their
efficiency in resource utilization and sustainability. The major challenge in the high value-added use of microalgae is the effective
recovery of their small cells. Electro-coagulation technology is a harvesting method that has little direct or indirect effect on
microalgae and causes no environmental pollution. To optimize the harvest yield of Scenedesmus obliquus, this study examined
how stirring, stirring speed, initial pH, electrode material, current density, current intensity, electrode spacing, and electrode
placement affected microalgae recovery and determined optimal harvest conditions. The optimal culture conditions were a stirring
speed of 100 rpm, initial pH of 5.0, using aluminum electrodes, current density of 20 A/m? current intensity of 0.3 A, electrode
spacing of 1 cm, and electrode placement of (-) electrode, (+) electrode, (-) electrode. These findings can be used to increase
the harvest yield of microalgae as an alternative protein resource.
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Aol 715HSHE A3t A7l 24 7149 14.5%F viESt
ZA =) 1 (Gerber et al., 2013), SAIG-S 25t EX] AR
 HAE 2dst] e HPES ASPARIKGarcia et al,
2017). T3t 55 EAof gt ¥4o] woMA AL Sl 7hed A Al
A & =2 90% ool 34 AA FAAR] iE £of
A1l Qs Zlos FEE ot 588 wARES sHEs]
A5t Hictoz oA Tl 2 oA &7 T2 M= 2184

ol AlgF TFo] IS L1 UK(Tilman et al., 2011; Lee et al.,
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2050%72] A Qe oF 729] ol o 959 O o 23
o} wo] 3712 0= clpgeinl, olo] ek Al GHFS oF 10%
Z71elok Bek(Godtray et al, 2010). TS Aol Bagt B
% gerboln, 15U 8%, HAE, UF 5 FBY 9N 4
Fog thAo] e HFeHITE B2 ae B2 o)
ieAlo] BRAHI, AL FORE oho} BE oUiXE ¢S &

.

AOLE, Aol WEH 7|29 FAR2 M AR 37, Al
A7 4 55 EAo FHAQ FF2 v|A= ALE FUHEIL Y
CHBryant & Sanctorum, 2021; Michel et al., 2021). 7 ZHoj|A]

2020; Tso et al., 2021). @A 7 dEZQ] oiy] chaid FUr=
o &7, 57k 22 A ool gloH, nRR, 35
A Zg 7MsT 22 A QUTHAsgar et al, 2010; Kim et
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al,, 2021). o213t A7 S5 wet Tl A Tl 2471 5
okl Yt o] T HNERTF= A 8T A&7 A
o] oA el AlFogA i 7Ex7t ok

A2 R B dARE B3l sk B nERA o]
ASPEAE SAU O R o|gsto] BpdlaE, W, A1ES e
4 Qe A& Hlo|QujA ZFo]ti(Jeon et al.,, 2008; Joo et al.,
2015). @A BHRFE o83t AU 88 ok 1A 7154
AR, A A, Ak, QoRE, 3ME, Hla, et st 3 of
UA] AJ4del] o] 2717HA] TefRt Zokm S|l Qlof Ak ESE
A& =715k UTHLi et al., 2008; Rizwan et al., 2018). 1Ho| =
Eolal na| R S8R ofA] ARYA iR SgE|T QA gtk
(Khoo et al., 2020). OJHZF9] 1E77EA] &8-S 7t2d= 714
2 Aole 12 S4E HojlA 2R nHRF AEE vk
07 3]45l= Aot Vandamme et al., 2011; Koley et al., 2017).

NIRRT 8 RS vNERF 9] B4, vl Y] B, wi
Hix19] AARE ol HF AFY ARl wt A ZERIt
(Uduman et al., 2010; Amaro et al., 2011; Rawat et al., 2011). 181}
AR AlEe GEE o= 3~30 pm= w23, B F=rt
02~1 gLO& W1, A|30] Z75} wfjiZof| m|A| 25 Hio| QuA 3
47} Q- o]HTtKMolina Grima et al., 2003; Vandamme et al., 2013;
Amini et al., 2016; Leite et al., 2019). @A U|A|ZF $&loll= Y4l
E&(Rodolfi et al., 2003), 3F5+4] 2-%](Vandamme et al., 2010), o2}
(Danquah et al, 2009), F-8(Uduman et al, 2010), 223} ]
(Bostma et al, 2003) 5 B 2] Bo] ATSIoIgkT). PRels
A2 oA de] ARSElE A Q] R0l ARt oA AL
o] A1 gt $3lofl= Z83517] o]HTH(Fasaei et al., 2018). ESF
ofh= 48t IgollA L el @/do] HIHs] Lofut A ¥l
EAIHe] Ath(Zenouzi et al.,, 2013). Hito= o5} -SHA] ARgo]
Kot SFAE o= ARGEH Hio]Quj Ao 2344 E= 7HY
Zog o3RS wRH 7 ¥ FAT UtH(Morales et al., 1985;
Baierle et al., 2015). o]2{3t AIHES] nHERF ol 9l 7]
3 A7 {Ro] £2 tiete] E 4= lth(Barros et al., 2015). A7
Ae] e A5t -GHO] Ao 213AQ1 HA} Hgo] o]Fof
Az A= ke A= 9kE BdEo] F5 5o it Wk3she
22 HEgo g FHES 4= glo, ol o8]t M7] A, 84, B
2, f71E9] A 9 7H Asl Sa52] 3l 5ol ol8Ea 9l
CH(Vandamme et al., 2011). H71-3-52 21718}6k4] HEg-2 0|83}
$5 HAAAE S AASK: 7R, nHERR sl At
Hog AgHh FFoIM T ol0] 8EHAL ol50] % At
S Pz A o= vMRF Al 31| SHASHE S35HA
U Aot 72 HeAA AR 7 832 feshe 17138k 4=
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Aolet. o]ojA FFoME h ' BAY HESo] FHtE o] mARt 7]
I AP, ol SHE AR S5 BAAA 22 aes Y
A7l ) 71ofgtet of2fdt AV SR viAYSS AR, A
= A4, A5 714, pH 9] 4 A Qs 3A| =, 24
Sk 2AoAE stk Sl Y jlol= w2 a8 ae2 94
g 4= QIth(Vandamme et al., 2011; Vandamme et al., 2013; Barros
et al, 2015). =& ol 8sh= 7] 34 A+ 718 St A2
T 2] =45 S wiAE 4 9loH, w2 et
Aol A2 24 A4S 7ML Qlof mAlERR gle] 587t
/0] &2 208 HrhETh B3 A AlEe A A2 A o
29 & glo, 7IAE A= AY 9 A7l s A Aot
4= QIth= Ao Qltk 20109 20209 Atolo] mlA|RFe] it
Q1 e W o v 7] SHS olshe o a7 EREA
o} JroA ARRE uNRF 22 Chlorella Z(Lal & Das, 2016;
Fayad et al., 2017; Luo et al., 2017; Rahmani et al., 2017; Wong
et al., 2017; Castellanos-Estupinan et al., 2018), Botryococcus S(Xu
et al., 2010), Desmodesmus S(Baietle et al., 2015), Dunaliella &
(Zenouzi et al., 2013; Xiong et al., 2015; Liu et al., 2017), Micro-
cystis S(Gao et al., 2010), Nannochloropsis S(Matos et al., 2013),
Scenedesmus S(Valero et al., 2015), Tetraselmis S(Lee et al., 2013)
50| 9t} I8y A= F2 Chlorella £33} Dunaliella 0 ojgt
0] tol W} tlereh |42 %ol ik A7} ol=ojAok s,
cleret 27oAIe] H2)E £ 24 27 o] Wasih et
Scenedesmus E°] %17] S5& A3 Valero et al. (2015)2] 3¢
vl T LS Slet 4719 SStom 39| HeAol 4
= A & Qe 89102 A9k A= 2t A, #8719 #olvk
v Frsiit A7) S a2 A S AR 2 5 24
of met FRFS Hrom FIARl £ leiils thttt A2 241
of gt Bl A7+ B A A2 249 kEo] Yasith wehA
£ Atolrte i ol w2 Scenedesmus obliquus®| 315> 4>
2 SHE FHos Wit o, wiE £, 27 pH, A5 A, AR
Ui, A7 APL, As 24, A5 At vHzR = iRl
F&2 AslL, vHIRRE wE5P] fiRt 24 24 s
A gt olE B3 A7) 84 710l vMHRRFY o] skl
A7FsT 3YUS SHokAL
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gkt wieF wiXlE= BG 11E ARol 1Y Bt 7](AC 100,
Hanyang Science Lab Co., Ltd, Korea)S ©0]-83f 121Toj|A] 15&
Hasto] Ago] AR&s1t BG 11 A= KCTC media No. 1645
o7 AL Table 13} 2t} F-2 250 mL 4H2F Z21AF0] 100
mL BjR|9} BoF 8RS 7 10 mLE Pl 21 25T, 3,000 Lux F&
Z 24ARHY S, 1R £ 120 pm, 57 FU2 A ek 24,
%27 A% 5% 1.0x10° cellymLOZ $=3=|qict. & ¢io] A=
S. obliquus= B 5252, AE 27171 2F 6~12 umo]| 0|20
24709 A7} AR HAIE olF= FHid Sde 7RI & o=
= ST R A 240wt ol gl A S4 vle
o] L5l Wsk= 2oz UFA qlom, Yk oz AxZek o
H] chilA gleo] oF 45~55%, A2 o] 15~25% 08 Hil
k. oleiet % Tl SRR I o] EAK: ofnjiAt
719 =2EE ST7MAA AlEHY| A6k Rl FI= v,
ol= xi7].9;<1 Al A= 85 <& o]yto] AA7|A AoRk8-S- o)
Moted S g8 24T & Yt EF| S obliquus= AjEoz
AL AR SRR v Tl Bk e ME 95 7
AL 9l EP—G Holur o g= st oA, 7184 34
@ EXo] AFT 4= 9l vk HolZ glusloz
B 218 4 Utk Valero et al., 2015).
= ”O‘Oﬂ A A A 2 %511 S. obliquus®] 22 ¥l 2=
HIIAAL, FAIAR] i 272 Table 29} 2t 0] % 22| ok
0] ek 79 W - Aol A1gsIsich

E AFoA ARESE AR|= AYFF7FRI(SPS-H3010, GVDA,
China), A4 WHE7](PC-420D, Corning), A== ARESHITE ®F

Table 1. BG-11 medium compositions for Scenedesmus obliquus

Nutrient Amount
Trace metal mix A5+Co 0.1 mL
NaNO; 150 mg
K2HPO43H,0 4 mg
CaCly2H,0 3.6 mg
MgSO+7H,0 7.5 mg
Citric acid 0.6 mg
Ferric ammonium citrate 0.6 mg
NaEDTA 0.1 mg
NayCOs 2.0 mg
Distilled water 99.9 mL

Table 2. Optimum culture conditions for Scenedesmus obliquus

Parameters Optimum culture conditions
Cultivation methods Mixotrophic
Cultivation temperatures 30T
Initial pH 8.0
Initial inoculum ratio 10%
Cultivation methods Agitation
Light intensity 4,500 Lux
Light/dark cycle period 14L:10D

Light emitting diodes (LEDs) color Fluorescent light

S 871 Uil AR5 3 3= A=hS 2] ko 2 vidgl
o, Alg9] & E3hZ fIsto] ni1vg HRE Flste] whlo]
YoJU=E slof Alg9] s Extgo] TASHA UdLs Si3ich
Aol ARESE A= AlS=9] A8 dF ke Ade ARESHIS
o, =2 AFRIYA S ARSIl A2 45 mm, 2
o] 150 mm, 7] 0.5 mmO & AZTHS uk-27]of Lo} A}85}13Ich
AT A A 10% F4RgHof| 12417F JAAR & SR/RSE
ofg] | AlHsto] AZ3 & ARESISIH: 2 A A25T3)
oA Aa¥slH o, 27| pHe 0.5N NaOHE} 0.5N HClS: 0]-&3]
of ZASIRIth PARR] 8-S FItt 7] S AYY HA1H
9l XAL Table 33} At

—_— O =
H g8 549

nH2F9] 33 G488 FRIsk] gt A EZ OD (optical den-
sity) & S45F9. 21, ODZFS 14 3JT=A|(SpectraMax ABS Plus,
Molecular Devices, San Jose, CA, USAYE o]-8slo] S5t
UH2Fo] So] A=A SHE nAEFE TAE viA 7
o] o) 3 Bk wekd 8 B8 24e WA 8 A
= 3 vAE

sleye] 0D gk ek, 94 W] B A%

0lo

Table 3. Summary of experimental conditions for this study

Parameters Experimental conditions

50, 100, 150, 200 rpm
3.0, 5.0, 7.0, 9.0

Stirring speed
Initial pH
Electrode material Al, Fe, Ni, Zn

Electric current density 10, 20, 30, 40 A/m?

Electric current strength 0.1, 02,03, 04 A

Electrode interval 1,3,5 7cm

Electrode placement Case 1, Case 2, Case 3, Case 4
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5 oM 5 em AE AF6lo] OD g2 S22 31 a8
AL OD gt A7t A 8k mAlERe] Ax S5
S A=AE AT A8 57 242 skt 24
23, A7 T A AA F F2 JFEY WE2FTHE 57
S+ 2319} OD g 7|5t AARAle] 7[5kt 314 a8 Tholl= F-oI%t
T A (=0.94, p<0.01) 7} ERIE o] 2 A5 ALtao] A
A vpolQuf A SEterS 2 HHgke ASSHTE offe] AlofA
A= Final OD°|1, BE Initial ODo|t}. HE A2 = XA
A 53] BHE =8otgl o, 7F 2719] Aik= BHE Adghe] o
2 AbEoto] AAotge). BHE: 7 WA= AA S78%F ] £1.5%
ol yehd, TZolA= EEHAE Itk

Recovery efficiency (%) = (B — A) / B) x 100
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WREE HijFHe] 555 YolA ThEo] o] ol H=olA
= S0l A=olA W mlA| 7129 FE3E
AR o]l FbE 0 & S0l $:8to] 71l 8
o] ZAA9l Yk m)HHMollah et al., 2004). A AL A=+
W2 675 em’Q] G0 WIS o851, pH 5, HF Uk 20
A, A% Al7] 02 A, A= 748 5 emO 2 27819, wyt
SR k2 2703 100 ipme] £ = WHRE AR 271 H|Wsh
Aot wEk {50 2 33 §8& HUIst A3k, Fig. 13} o]
100 rpm2] &= 2 WHRS AARH 2AAE 208 BES 5 90%
ool g3 HES Uehholck. vkl Wuhe FH o ATL
UAIER Q7L A A AAE T 258 W FolE 65%
oJslo] g4 &S Rk S vl 7|29
ZFE Bl 9E AL T S Atk
Pandey et al. (2020)9F LX|3tc}. weba] 7] 3ol ol vl z
7 4810 QlojA] Wik AX|aHe o] vhgkdsith wheksl i
olo wz} Wyt dro W vlHEF 35 He B7HE WSt
ek 71849l Ay 2e AT WA 675 em’e] SRAlE ASE
olg3131aL, pH 5, A7 W 20 Anf, AF A7) 02 A, 83 744
2 Aty wHF £+ 50, 100, 150 rpm
W2 Mdgste] Wk o] ME HA 48 882 RIS
A% A3k, Fig 13} Z0] 50 ipm RZJAE 5& 98 F 25%9]
A BE0A 20 ¥R ¥ 90%2] 3F B&Z H Ik 100 rpm
A= 55 H9hE T 38%2] SF T804 208 ¥ES ¥ 90%

Jus)
tlo

fijo
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Fig. 1. Microalgae recovery efficiency depending on stirring speed.

2 5004 WA vlA 712} vNERFO] S ZEo] S5

AE &= Qlrt. 28y ek
E£27F 4% YAR] oo ® oA w2 Ao o) wiAx
5 54o] Edfi=lo] 3] &8o] thA] HofX]|A Hth(Vandamme et
al,, 2011). o]=fst Zu= vigho g 7] 34 ¥kSolA 100 rpm
Ho} 22 353t it $= Q0] nANRF Sl F84<1
FF= 71 3 BE&= Adfchs Aox Il webA A
7] &-ol| ot mN 2T o] QlojA] XA WRE &= 100
pmOE BRI o, X9 Wit £ A A] wje- 5320
& AR Y A7) §Ho] 7hsd A oE wdhHrh

£7| pHOl T2 M7| 2% &8

A7) 67 A pH S4441t20] BoE 9 A% B0 I
H[X)7] o] 7] 41 WSO pHi FA% At F sfolck
Q0w Peulso] AR TR K EE W74 Aol ©
o} 27] pH} TR 7] 9400 TRl FRRS Uoha] Sisl
22K 5 om, 5 T 20 Afrt, 25 A7) 02 A, T ST 100
pm, A3 WA 675 ento] Lo IS AMGIHE 2A0E 271
pH= 3.0, 5.0, 7.0, 9.002 FA5l0o] Xgsiict. A A7}, Fig 29+
0] 27] pHS 3005 A5 2L 258 ¥ ol B33}
L 0549] 830 8o R Tl 2] pHE 5002 gt
ZANI 255 1S Fo] 95% o] § BE Bk 27] pH
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Fig. 2. Microalgae recovery efficiency depending on initial pH.

£ 701} 9.02 783 o= pH 3.02t FYSHA| 258 ¥R Fofl
T E3Eok= 95%9] 34 Bgo] EE6IA] Esigitt 271 pHoll wet
4 B8E0] HEA U= olf= 59 pHOl wet I5rE2
Fei7t 242 th2A| UERg7] diolch pH 5ollAl= AIOH) £ A€
g HE AJEo] fARE ER-&5 FEoto] 7] -8 7]ofgt A=
k| Qick Bhol| pH 99w Fulw<] FEj7t Al(OH) 9] FE
2 skl SAlo] g kel 2416k | S415HE B v
Z59t ghdslo] S mgo] WA vehd 208 woE) wehA
OAIEF BiFA] Z27] pHoll ofgt HiNIRR Sglo]l Rloix] 27] pH
50 2702 AAsK= Zlo] vighz]shal wekEt.

o] Tt BHME= AT Ado] 24 HE
st Aos A Utk 7] o] AFBEE

Az & 4% i, A e A
2 448 S5 k. 32 3L g2y, A, U4, o, 72
o =

FEUAE v 2T B LollA g3

Fo] & RIS 3/t rAIRRE SR SAl
el vA 7129 S AS5sHEA pARRE A7 1A Hk
2 AFolM e A 202 vNRF vl 27] pH 5, A= 7t
Z 5 cm, WHF £% 100 rpm, AF W& 20 A/m?, A A7) 0.2
A, A= WF 675 oS ARSSHE 2A0E A AL dRulE
A=, A AT, YA A, ofd A=es FEsto] 2gsieltt. A
9 A3}, Fig. 33} Zo] dFule A5 AAeE A =2 25
+ 9 Fol= F3ol= 95%9] 84 B&ol TE5HA| Zoloirh
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Fig. 3. Microalgae recovery efficiency depending on electrode material.

£ 7] 8 A2 ol ehel Ypels 53] 2)-8o] e
o5 T dFvlE A2 Ao FUR AR WkolA F,
U, ofd A= ARESHE AR Slago] 4 § =3 ol
Baierle et al. (2015), Gao et al. (2010), Pandey et al. (2020) A3JA
TFoME dRulE A5 ARShe 2lo] Sl80] 7Y #3E A
3} ARk Ajolek. Wb 7] 83 o8 AR o]

oIq Lol AL AL Aol AHAAL AT,

HT 250 OE M| 3 '
HE Hof| 48 30A A7 die a8 oflzt Mg
28] 2 U] 7|2 P 55 H95ks 588 7o tH(Kim
et al,, 2012). A7 W= A7) SFo] Qfoto] &EHE= 249 &
I Fo] Qlom, AR YWirt AYSE &&Ectke g5 oY &
o HlFH g F7sHA Hrt A0 R nNRRE SHAE
U= FE AREEY Ik Bol A7) izl 33 &&o] SVt
7] dot. 28u AF 97t oS AY ATo] FeE
& AASE 1efold AEet 20 AR WEE AT devt
AU 2 AFold= A 2AC0E HAERF HigH 27] p
AZ 744 5 em, WEF EE 100 rpm, AF A7) 02 A, A
67.5 ant’, YR ASG ASSHs 2708 AF Uee
30, 40 A/m’* 02 sl A4S WPsict. A A3, Fig. 49
o] 10 Am® M Y2 AHeH 49 255 9k Fol Bk
95%9] &4 &8l =EokA| stttk UmA| 20, 30, 40 A/m’
AFUEois AR 2295 58 280 22 Y2 &
RO 20 WG Fof]l A FARE A¥gle Holil, 258 HhE
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1
¢

287



HW Oh and SH Lee

Food Eng. Prog. 2025;29(4):283-292

100

90 -

80 -

70 -

Recovery efficiency (%)
3

40 |

30 -

20 ¢

. L .
15 20 25 30

o
o L
-
o

Time (min)

—&— 10AmM’

S 20 Alm?
——¥-—— 30Am*
— o —fe— 40 Alm?

Fig. 4. Microalgae recovery efficiency depending on electric current density.

T H5F 95% ol S EES YRt wEA A7) S
o83t mAEF 8ol 3lo] 1 20 A’ AFUER Bk 3
o] Akst Aoz wekE) Yutyo g Fld e ZFog n)
H2FE A7) S-oHe B9 21 AR B9t exdsk] ffe A

T 20~25 A/mP7} Agsickal 2elA QIth(Chen et al., 2000).

HE Moo g M7 SHEH 88

AF7F AdSE 85 7163t 55 o9 ol S7hstaL, A%t
Ao g WA2RE SHT 7 A= 55 AR = UokA)7]
2ol 34 a&o] S7FsH ot 1By ARV 225 B2
A o= 7] S5 &80 T4 A of B s AHet A7
AI71E FASHoF 3t M= = 1Ho] S5 %
of Hgfo] WA FAIHIL, AT AdolA ARE
a&0] 76t pAIRF S tiet MY 4ARTF A4S,
Ao A AP A0 nNZF vjgN 7] pH 5, A= 7k
5 cm, WHF £5 100 rpm, AF UE 20 A/, A2 HA 67.5 cm
AFH|E ATE ARtk 2U0E ARF Al7] 0.1, 02, 0.3, 04 A
S5 MAsto] Ao ettt A9 23, Fig. 59 o] HFA|
718 =955 I980] 2olS & & Uth 1By AR A7
0.3 A9} 0.4 A 5 205 RS 3 90% o]Ako] 3]4-8-2 vehich
weba A7) S-S o8 pAIRF o QlolA 0.3 A AR Al
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Fig. 5. Microalgae recovery efficiency depending on electric current strength.
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% ek, 23 7 A 1 emol 4 A gl S48 1ol W
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76%, 64%2] Slgg HAh A3t A= e daEol
=2 AL Valero et al. (2015)9] A2} L[ttt wfeba] A7)
9302 ol vIIEF 510] Qlold] 15 7 AL 1 ez 4
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