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Y REERARNEIREHK, EARFER L aRE., FHLOREFAEREAEFEE U HNERAEN
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YRZEREREZ DY, FAEERS L%
. HEE YEAEEAEYRSEY KR AT
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FANERIERAHRE BEENKERE ", A%
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B, A QEESEE AN A YRR L
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B RXAREMEET EBEEREERPREER, H
MTBEMARRBOT A, ERLERRT
330  REBREE  Lee EAERAEMKT 3
BEHBENBCEYER KR S. hirsutum BB
BB EEEEEBRBRAPRRER EHEEER
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1.1 ZWHH

L.1.1 A#F
FEXREHFARBESF kA PILBHENLE, K

F 2006 £ 10 AMS5 . Bk AMILRT RET

H-E MEHREGRREENERES,
» EF“973” 7 H (2007CB210200) ,“863"” 11 H (2007AA021301)
Wk B #8.2008—10~10, B¢ [B] H §§:2008—11—15

2006F 4 A, 3SMAEYHRRERWE T MK, 20 B
#0140 B IERM g 20~40 BERER A TIRER.
1..2 =FdE#
EHRRETHILEHREARRFEPX, Y h4E P
BEXR%FEGNESHEREZES FEYYEAFTR
ERERESEMEE LB K HUERSSHEL
Z1LEP 6 SREZZM 22 SHAREN S TE
M¥LEE;28~33 EEKREE. AR EEH
BRI FEELEE.
1.1.3 #4445
HEEMEMERTEAGTRARRME, R4
EMME AR ERIETE,FPUR 96.9 [U/g,EG B 1
367.7 1U/g,CBH B 20.7 1U/g,B-Hi & I8 & 8§ 77.0
1U/g, KB WME 5840. 7 IU/g, R Be B 421. 7 1U/g, H
B RN 804. 2 IU /g,
1.1.4 %4
(1) 5 1L 3E 3% & . PDA (potato dextrose agar) ¥
.

OB FEMIRIERERRTB  BXAK
(g:ml)=1: 125 MH , BE(EXBM EREE
BREER(EXREH®) * BXRK(g:mL)=1:2.5
B, HERETF 121°CEKKHE 30 min,

1.2 XRH*%
1.2.1 AHFma=E

M L BRER 1 SR 44k %) PDA 4R k&b
BOERITILERERBIRS AR L 28CH Bk
F, BHENEER, BER0.5 cm, BHERIEHRELE
EHO0.5~0.6 cm, HFEHNE . BRXABRELEEHRZ,
HEHE#ZAKEE (m/d), 5 d EHEHRERLTF
105CHEEE.FE MK, UERNELETRERL
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HBELER, BIHELM 3T REAZIHEF®
X1 ZSH=EHEHHR

HERBESTE.

N5 il S R w5 Ll
1 Pleurotus ostreatus 12 Trametes sp. 23 Lepista nuda
2 Pleurotus sp. 13 Hericium erinaceum 24 Flammulina velutipes
3 Pleurotus sp. 14 Hericium erinaceum 25 Collybia sp.
4 Pleurotus sp. 15 Hericium erinaceum 26 Grifola frondosa
5 Pleurotus sp. 16 Polyporus mongolicus 27 Antrodiella zonata
6 Coriolus versicolor 17 Polyporus mongolicus 28 U9252
7 Trametes versicolor 18 Polyporus mongolicus 29 U9257
8 Trametes versicolor 19 Fomes fomentarius 30 U9259
9 Trametes ochracea 20 Phellinus vaninii 31 U9262
10 Trametes ochracea 21 Ganoderma lucidum 32 U9281
11 Trametes sp. 22 Irpex lacteus 33 U9292

2.2 BHEL BSTRRFH ASL S EMY BT EARF

B 0.160 g WAL BATEMAEY R K, HERE
YR 20 FPU A B E BB, T 48°CHfE 48 h,
¥ & 200 r/min, F§#%/5 A DNS %0 @ Bl PR R
HEE., USAELEMERERE SBENEY
FE BB %K ERSHE G L & (transformation
rate, TR), AKX K.

_ B AL E RARR
TR/ = ottt f Ao 2 90 K

¥4k & (saccharification rate, SR) Jy £ B8 ¥k 40 H
EEYRBUEHEREESERLEEY RS E
BRYIE LB RRR RIS BB L N AN G A %
REAZEEMLGHEE)., SRERT B HEE RN R
BmR. AN,

SR/ Y= REE B ML RBERE
REWENRFHHREARE

1.2.3 AEH%FAE

AEERMETHEESES*E Goering il Van
Soest I AR R KR 72%H, SO, HLKI T4,
YARRIPHERALESBRERRAESEZE;
BABAREAIL IBRAAREASLSERH
FENHARRLREFE . ARESTEN AIL
5 ASL z 1,

2 BEREAH

2.1 4MRFTEAS SR

Tl BEMERBEHIARAERLED R,
FERSAGER LT REMARES . 3HAEY
REZASSRARMRE, PAEES LT EE>
AIL>ASL; %58 AIL B{§, 0 11. 3% /7 ¥ AIL &
kB 23 9% ERBHARERT A 36.7%: 8

X100

X100
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5P A2 EZSEHAYE D, 448 5%H
BEAFBEBEYR  HAERXES D-HHEEH R
MEERSTLEY VHEYAKEFTRY IS,
FARERB2AF AU LBEENRRBEREN
EEW BESAEEYRHEENEE . TEHKHE.
HEWE AR I MR ABE, EHRaEdy
HEYFES S KEERB RS RITT U IEL R
FREBBH—LERFTEREY  WAREPER
YES, AREMNEARRARGEAEER, BHKE
HER RCEEABNEBEREY  KEIHEYRES
MERNIATM 61.2%. FE 53.3%. E XK
63.4%,

Bl SHENRFARIARSE

22 MERLEMAEKERE.AXER TR

PEFE,23.24.29 130 B 4 A K EER
#,7£ 1.0 cm/d A F513,14,17~20.26.28 #1 32 &
SHEBRERBS.EHR S dEE A HBBREH T
BAKBFBERERABEL AR 4K (F2), HKk
ERROABEEERLLAYR  FEEHKEKZ®T
RERFETROIAEEERARSEK, Hl0,26
ERARMERKMIENENMHEZAE BRKRBEESR,
HBER —BERINBEE EXMEERYEE



R EEKBEB TR E R PATEERR
FREIMR.
B2 HEREMEKERE . SEX IR

B AK#EE/am.d?! REE/N TR /%
Re HAEA FHE B  FE HWE  HE

1 0.65  0.07 6.5 0.4 6.9 0.8
2 0.61  0.03 L9 0.1 6.8 0.1
3 0.60  0.04 5.5 0.0 6.8 0.5
4 0.53  0.07 4.3 0.1 7.4 0.6
5 0.69  0.04 6.4 0.0 7.3 0.3
6 0.89  0.00 12.3 0.1 9.8 0.8
7 0.80  0.00 10. 4 0.0 7.7 1.1
8 0.61 0.01 7.5 0.1 6.1 0.4
9 0.90  0.04 10. 4 0.1 6.5 0.1
10 0.96  0.03 8.4 0.1 8.0 0.7
11 0.51  0.01 4.6 0.3 6.5 0.1
12 0.93  0.01 11.3 0.0 8.0 0.9
13 0.46  0.05 14 0.1 6.2 0.3
14 0.49  0.02 L9 0.0 6.0 0.3
15 0.66  0.02 5.0 0.0 3.8 0.1
16 0.66  0.05 8.6 0.2 6.1 0.2
17 0.36  0.01 1.0 0.0 8.0 0.2
18 0.40  0.02 2.9 0.0 6.7 0.3
19 0.40  0.03 4.1 0.0 5.9 0.5
20 0.35  0.02 0.6 0.0 8.6 0.9
21 0.68  0.01 7.6 0.0 6.1 0.3
22 0.96  0.12 6. 4 0.0 6.4 0.3
23 .19 0.04 7.4 0.1 7.1 0.4
24 1.26  0.04 4.7 0.0 4.7 0.4
25 0.76  0.02 8.9 0.0 7.7 0.1
26 0.31  0.04 1.5 0.0 6.8 1.0
27 0.75  0.02 9.6 0.2 5.7 0.2
28 0.44  0.00 3.9 0.0 5.6 0.4
29 .29  o0.01 6.6 0.0 2.5 0.1
30 .19  0.10 9.9 0.1 8.1 0.5
31 0.69  0.04 8.6 0.1 4.3 0.0
32 0.24  0.00 1.8 0.0 6.7 0.2
33 0.81  0.02 9.5 0.1 6.0 0.1
wRES - — - - 7.8 0.2
18 O sR BTR

17 20 30
WS
B2 DUMBkALEETE /M TR 5 SR
SEBRMTH R REARE N 4 BHRLEEE
BAEATH, B TR(E 2). X 4 HEHKLES TR
BEHRE.BEXEEREMKE, RA 65528 SR

BERTRER., 20 S¥MHMTHEREH HE KRR,
FRATREMRUTHE—SHRILEFRE 6 SHEM
BN ERE R AR R, TR 1 SR 25 A
25.8% M 10.5% . 17¥% SR B, B&ER 14.1%,
MBERARRERITH SR 5B .
2.3 BEBREMEK. XERTR

23 BREFRIMEKEE . SHEE TR

Wk AKER/.d! REER/N% TR /%
%8 HE  HE BE hE B  hE

1 0.82  0.03 7.9 0.1 21.9 0.5
2 0.70  0.05 7.5 0.0 16. 1 0.0
3 0.75  0.00 7.6 0.0 18.6 1.4
4 0.71 0.03 7.9 0.1 22.8 1.9
5 0.78  0.05 6.8 0.1 17.8 0.8
6 0.80  0.00 12.0 0.0 9.8 0.2
7 0.67  0.06 10.0 0.1 12.6 1.9
8 0.3¢4  0.03 1.5 0.0 15.9 0.5
9 0.59  0.07 8.5 0.0 7.5 1.4
10 0.77  0.04 10. 4 0.3 17. 6 0.1
11 0.65  0.08 8.5 0.2 10. 3 0.5
12 0.62  0.04 9.9 0.2 17.5 0.7
13 0.37  0.03 0.1 0.0 15. 4 0.4
14 0.43  0.04 0.5 0.0 14. 4 0.8
15 0.54  0.01 3.3 0.0 13.3 0.2
16 0.45  0.04 5.5 0.1 12.2 0.1
17 0.25  0.01 1.3 0.0 17.0 0.4
18 0.36  0.01 1.2 0.0 17.2 0.3
19 0.21 0.01 2.2 0.0 14.6 0.2
20 0.37  0.01 5.4 0.1 20.9 0.9
21 0.60  0.00 6.9 0.0 12.4 0.7
22 0.98  0.03 9.6 0.1 20.0 0.3
23 .14  0.01 8.0 0.0 17.5 0.8
24 0.98  0.03 6.6 0.0 7.7 1.0
25 0.77  0.02 10.3 0.1 16. 9 0.7
26 0.23  0.01 .1 0.0 15. 2 0.5
27 0.80  0.05 12.7 0.1 12.1 1.0
28 0.40  0.02 4.4 0.0 15. 5 0.5
29 .43 0.29 10.2 0.1 8.8 0.9
30 .17 0.10 12.8 0.3 21.3 0.6
© 31 0.71  0.04 12.9 0.1 8.8 0.1
32 0.14  0.01 0.9 0.0 17.1 0.3
33 0.73  0.01 9.8 0.1 13.7 1.2
BEEN - — - - 15.5 0.6

REEREL,19.23 /130 SEKEKEY: Y
14 EHREKER.EHF ISJEENMREHFR:E
LEHREKEFMY(ES., BHETRERNS
EHRER50%, K 12 % TRIEFHEBT 10% (A
3D I~ ERHMERABE KP4+ kT EF
BRTRAHMNEREAR A EALERERR
B ML AE S, B 4t X RS B 0T 2 N B R R Bk
3%
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SR.TR/%

CK1 3 4 51012 1820 2223 30 32
EHBRT

3 THEKRAEANEEE TRS SR

15MASHESREBRE, M 20. 1% 45 8RE
) 37. 8%6#1 39. 455, 4 B4R 30. 1% F1 35. 4% (&
3). Taniguchi Z™) % | Phanerochaete chrysospo-
rium | Trametes versicolor ,Ceriporiopsis subvermis-
pora Ml Pleurotus ostreatus % 4 BRABHE LB E,
Pleurotus ostreatus R B EZRBEPFHATEMN
2 &R SR, LB E 60 dSR 35 33%. X HE
W1 E5M4 S4HEE SR 8 EETF Taniguchi £4f
BHEESR, BA TR A K458, X W, X F i
HARWLARES FTNESRIAZERF SR Y
B IR R BAL RS [ M R S k. W EAEYR
Kk REH SR WHEKSEKRM R EEMEE, B
FA—EBA, AR ZEGTEFERKRES. flwm,2
SM4SHINERHBE, EMLEERE SR 4
K 28.0%HM39.4%, —_ERHLERBE . MHA 25
BrkabE 15 d FHERE SR B1K.
2.4 EXERERLMEK . KLKERTR

R4 EHEEIAEHAERLNERKEE XHER TR

BH EKEE/m-d! KEE/% TR/ %
H"S  HME  HE ME HE ME  HE

1 0.93 0.06 10.1 0.0 22.9 0.8
2 0. 84 0. 06 10.9 0.1 18.2 Lo
3 0. 89 0. 04 11.6 0.1 21.1 0.7
4 0.87 0. 04 10.5 0.2 215 0.7
H 0. 89 0.00 9.1 0.0 15.7 0.3
6 0.89 0. 00 16.5 0.3 12.3 0.4
7 0.78 0.03 16.3 0.2 16.0 0.5
8 0.28 0.03 4.2 0.1 13.1 0.3
9 0. 89 0.02 14.3 0.3 8.8 1.1
10 0. 86 0.00 15.8 0.3 17.3 0.3
11 0. 88 0.02 11. 6 0.0 5.3 0.3
12 0.78 0.04 12.5 0.6 10. 4 0.3
13 0. 47 0.04 3.2 0.0 10.8 0.9
14 0. 47 0.01 4.2 0.1 9.4 0.5
15 0.52 0.01 4.6 0.0 12.9 0.4
16 0.66 0.02 12.1 0.0 7.6 0.8
17 0.37 0.02 5.0 0.1 13. 8 L6
18 0.39 0.01 2.0 0.0 15. 3 1.1
19 0.21 0.01 2.7 0.0 13.0 0.2
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x4

Bk EKEE/aned! %ER/% TR/ %

R®Ee WHE  HE ¥l  HE BE HE
20 0.44  0.01 3.6 0.2 16.3 0.2
21 0.71  0.02 10. 2 0.0 9.2 0.5
22 1.14  0.05 15.2 0.3 28.1 0.7
23 .15  0.03 12.3 0.1 19. 8 0.6

24 1.31 0.02 8.1 0.0 6.6 0.4
25 0.74 0.01 14.7 0.1 16.5 1.3
26 0.16 0.04 L3 0.0 15.2 0.0
27 0.85 0.01 21.2 0.5 13.7 0.2
28 0.43 0.02 5.1 0.0 13.0 0.7
29 1.27 0.06 12.4 0.0 6.8 0.1

30 1.29 0.07 9.6 L1 23.0 0.6
31 0.75 0.16 11.2 0.6 10. 4 1.1

32 0.17  0.01 2.0 0.0 13.6 L2

33 0.84 0,03  13.8 0.1 15.1 0.9
EXE - - - 1.9 0.6
it

EERFEFL,{L8.17~19 f132 SE4EKHEFH
B HEEREKRF, Hd 24,29 530 BEHBER
BHL,26 d BNATEIRFEAR (R O, BaLEME%
FEEXRBHAERE IOUULE, B—F . EFEE
KEF TRERHEKRA S BERN 70%;:5F 12 %
BN EXKBEF TRMEERKRT 0%, K22 5H
HICREEBRREEE . HEXKBEH TRESR
136.3%,

SR.TR/%

CK1 23 45 7102022232530
HHRAS

B4 +THREBRGHERG EXEHF TR 5 SR

22 BB EXFEFE TRASREERE, 45
ML 9% 18. 7R EH 28. 1% F137.5% . HK,
B I EHEKLERE SRUERE, 955 32.7%
M32. 4%, WIERIRE 74. 7% 1 73. 0%, Bk, 22
SEBRIOARERARERTBEATREERRE
HREXSRO 1KABKE: MERAEES TR
B B 1 588 B0 B F iR AL B RS FFEBHEA
Br5:30 SAELABMEFHERR KR L HRE#H
NHBEE.
2.5 KRESSRHXER



X 3FEH SR EARRIBAR:SREE
BE.MTRBE:ARRMTHER, BERKE 5.
HWARR & BBKEE A THARNERKYER.
ARRERRAERMELSHHAEE T EAHE
YEFIBH R 4T E R B A A 4 R WX R RR Y AT
MAMAERMEREFRRHN FHTERM XL
B, AREAMENR P ARRGERTEEEY
BabETR T XBEM GBS SHEYRNAENE
BABIER T AR BN EAEEERREY R
B[R] B P A 5 o 7 A 0 R 1 6 7 2 2
XEE.

KR SR
BH5 =FMAYRMAERES SR
3 #£#%

TR BEMEREN 3 HAEYR LS 5IME
HERTHMNAYRBAENHBEER THR 6
SHEGROZE . BEN 4 SWEBEK, EXRHF
X2 BEHLAEE. XLKORAEGEEESH
MAYFEM TR #1 SR, 4 15 d /5,6 S8 TR
FMISRBE 25. 8% 10.5%;4 S FEE TR 1 SR
B H47. 0% M35.4% ;228 (8 £ Kk FEFFTRAMSR

I 136. 3% M1 100. 4%, BEAE Y B BB o] B F 4
. ARXBEYFPARESESEYRBAR
XREY.
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Screening of White Rot Fungi for Biological Pretreatment
of Lignocellulosic Biomass

Xu Chunyan, Yang Xuewei, Ma Fuying, Yu Hongbo, Zhang Xiaoyu
(College of Life Science and Technology, Huazhong University of Science and Technology, Wuhan 430074, China)

ABSTRACT 33 strains of white rot fungi, isolated from Shennongjia Nature Reserve of Hubei Province,
were evaluated to screen the strain suitable for biological pretreatment of bamboo, rice straw and corn sto-
ver, Transformation rate (TR) and saccharification rate (SR) of biomass were used as the standard of strain
screening. The result indicated that different white rot fungus should be used to treat different biomass, Co-
riolus versicolor for bamboo, Pleurotus sp. for rice straw and Irpex lacteus for corn stover. Furthermore,
the time of biological pretreatment in this work was significantly shortened. The transformation rates of
bamboo, rice straw and corn stover were respectively enhanced by 25. 8%, 47. 0%, 136. 3% and the corre-
sponding saccharification rates reached 14. 1%, 39.4%, 37.5%, after pretreatment with strains for 15 days.
Comparing the lignocellulosic biomass of bamboo, rice straw and corn stover, it was found that the sacchari-
fication rate was negatively correlative with lignin content,

Key words biological pretreatment, white rot fungi, bamboo, rice straw, corn stover
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