PR E R
Biotechnology Bulletin
ISSN 1002-5464,CN 11-2396/Q

(EVIEARBERY M ERIRX

H JH B A-16 F24F 4 Rl T 20 Ak K g2 e AL

= sk, XIFERE, R4, 4k, ROk

DOI: 10.13560/j.cnki.biotech.bull.1985.2021-1507

WA 3 2021-11-28

Mgk Hi:  2022-05-07

51 R ST, XUBERE, WR&se, Ak, RoChR. WM A-16 PRAF4ERRE LR

10 Bl R PERF FT[/OL). AR AR E AR,
https://doi.org/10.13560/j.cnki.biotech.bull.1985.2021-1507

@NKit s

www.cnki.net

MEER: (EgEI TR, FrENFH B R ER TSR ER. Hoefa. B0 e S
B ERERBNACSHE, HIBSRTITF. EmAad AR, HERse e A e i i
TR CRIEM L LI HERUE R, AT AR . WIS . B e R R
FRAFE 45 W1 DUIL8) O e (0 ED R Sl Hh AR A B T S 1 o S e R X 468 1 R R N 2 L 2B & (il
SR FLAG) A T H B EE ) e FARI AR BA QIR RHEERGEE, FF 6
BRSO R, AAETE S AR AT g S HARZ AT s R ) 28 BB A & [ 5 R T
HAR R AR R, ERE MG —HEIE S 7 f9 87 AU BE 1R E T AL Mo B AR S
DR T E R 2% R i, SRR — kAT, MBSO SO H & . WU AR AR N 2%,
FURHE T YmBRa AT /D S SO B .

HERBA: 400 T g 5 (P ESART OefBo) BraELGRARZY, £ (hHE
FARIAT (WD) R & LA S 40T T P9 25— B 4 i, DLE RS B A O 20, 7 B
W /TR SO s i HERCE R B e Ae . R R E AR (2RO ) 2 [ 58T H
PG FEL R TR 1) R 2% S S R H YD (ISSN 2096-4188, CN 11-6037/Z), Ft LAZS LI 3T (1 44 i J4 4 1
KRS IE AR



2022-05-07 18:46:44
https://kns.cnki.net/kems/detail/11.2396.Q.20220507.1206.001.html

2 WEAER

- BFRiEE - BIOTECHNOLOGY BULLETIN 2022, 38(11)

B 55 A-16 F=£F 4 RE T Z AL R B 5

! > —1 > 1 | )
kI xEm AR FuaE R XF
(L EEERE, H€ 533000 ; 2. FHRRFEEMAR A #EE, T 400716)

M E: SERARAbMaEeRk, FRARSHEIB T LA RBERR, RNR R L EEMBMAR T oL
BV 5B Hk I T R B, AR SRS 18S 1DNA 58] BRI E S4TSR 5 1Bt B B F X g Fovk B & AT
FA AR IE TR A, AT U E R AS R EATAR R . & B AT R e AR % AR E (Aspergillus fumigatus A-16) ; v
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Optimization of Producing Cellulase by Aspergillus fumigatus A-16 and

Its Enzymatic Properties

ZHANG Kai-ping' LIU Yan-li' TU Mian-liang' LI Ji-wei' WU Wen-biao”
(1. Baise University, Baise 533000 ; 2. College of Food Science, Southwest University, Chongging 400716 )

Abstract:  The aim of this work was to screen efficient straw degradable strains and study their process of cellulase and characteristics.
A cellulase-producing strain was isolated from soil under decayed wood using the Congo red staining test, and then was identified through
morphological characteristics and 18S rDNA sequence comparisons. The condition of enzyme production was determined by single factor
experiment and response surface experiments, and the stability of cellulase was investigated. As results, the isolated strain was named
Aspergillus fumigatus ( Aspergillus fumigatus A-16) . The response surface test showed that the optimal process parameters of producing
cellulase were as follows : straw powder 7 g/100 mL., pH 6.0, fermentation temperature 65°C, and fermentation time 5 d. Under this optimal
fermentation conditions, the carboxymethyl cellulase ( CACase ) and filter paper activities ( FPA ) was 2954.76 U/mL and 1 086.37 U/mL,
and the total enzyme activity was 26.4% higher than that before optimization. The suitable reaction temperature was 70°C and pH 6.0 of CMCase
and FPA. The relative enzyme activity of the enzyme retained at over 80% after being heated for 90 min at 80°C, indicating that it had a good
thermal stability. Meanwhile, the relative enzyme activity of the enzyme was stable in the pH 5.0-7.0 and could be remained > 70% after 1
d. This study may provide basic support for exploiting clean energy and food-grade glucose resource by using cellulose-rich biomass as a raw
material.
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RUE 2T K AR SRR e, (HI2
SERASR AN A BEVRAEML . M B BRI PR B b 45
JRIRPRR , SRS YA AL R SR . T RREE
AT FAE EL o A I FH 04 A= 90 I 2 Ak Sy v B I b
JA AR AT R PR -1, 4
AR B R R M Z R Y, R AR
OrAid) P SRR RO R AR Y,
HARBEM AN L R EHRE ) a4
ENTHIEIERACRAR Y s BT Z T
SCEEE S, XA TR KR IR IR SRR I
015 B3 Ao 2T 4k 2 R 2T 4k K R4 T e AR A 3 a)
HE— 2R R 7= i, DG 52 figk 4= BRI I 1) i T
EREAGHL, PREETS YA ) R A A

FEGEF A BUA G 5t B RS L AR
DR X A 0 e R A b S A b A T
T, FUERERE LA ROV AR BT
BHERE . AR . B BT g 0
HAREYER TR 2 (BIANANe . gk i M 224k
FURI T AT e 2w ), EUR H T A
RiE WL ER, WAERE. RERE. hER
a1 BRTTELE P HR B ATY SR T I 27 4 T )
ik, MFamett2, il pH U BOMERE, X ™
TR T HAE Tl A A i e

AHIFFE R ISR 1 G 70 DA A 38 i ik 1 — R
PEREAL K . = 4F 4 KB B R i 8, Xz &
RS B RS AF AR T A A R W L A S8k T T ik,
FEXF T P AT e R B REE AT TOE9E, B TE MeT 4k
AR T T BT KR B BEA RO B T
1 #RlEFZE
1.1 ##

L11 FEACRAE E TR EW [ RGP X H A
HERR BRI WOAR BTN 1 3 R L4, fRAFTE 4°C
UKA A

112 Bi5edt ZHscEt ) R s,

(1) BHERFEI (gL): CMC-Na 20.00, KH,PO,
1.00. Na,CO; 0.50. MgSO, - 7H,0 0.20. FeSO,
0.05. MnSO,0.05. #&HF1Fk 10.00, “RE 10.00, pH
P/

(2) i & % & A (g/L): CMC-Na 20.00.,

MgSO, + 7H,0 0.20, KH,PO, 1.00, ( NH,) ,S0, 2.00,
FeS0O, 0.05. MnSO, 0.05. Ziflg 15.00, pH AR,

(3) FhFH;FEHE (/L) : CMC-Na 20.00, MnSO,
0.05. ZE A i% 10.00, MgSO,*7H,0 0.20, KH,PO, 1.00
(NH,) ,80,0.50, pH HX.

(4) &0 WAk K 75 2 (/L) : CMC-Na 20.00.,
MgSO, + 7H,0 0.20, KH,PO, 1.00, ( NH,) ,S0, 2.00.
FeS0, 0.05, MnSO,0.05, pH H#A.

(5) PRI R BERT R 5L (/L) FEHH 5.00, i
B 5.00, M 10.00, BEEEE 3.00. i -80 2.00
mL. KH,PO, 1.00, MgSO, - 7H,0 0.20, MnSO, 0.05
(NH,) ,80,0.50, CaCl,0.40, FeSO,0.05, pH H%%.

(6) FHERBIE AL « PDA 53Rk,

113 FEEG S NIERZ. 3, 5- ZhfHKE
R . WA BRI - A al, FERDR (480
Pe. TR MR, 1k 120 B, £ ) ; ThermoTaq
DNA Polymerase (#EP0402) Fl ANTP Mix ( R0O192 )
W 2 Thermo A, SanPrep 3 DNA B [t &
(SK8131) Fil Ezup X EL SR ZH DNA i) &
(B518259) g% AT,

DNA Bk (H6-1), b kS 45 A HLIL FE il b
IXERT s FATE UKL (DYY-8), i34 20 Y
AR E] s P4 Hr R (BSI0S ), _Fifg—fEE}
EAERA R A A BAEE (YS 100), H A Nikon ;
AR WA (UV-2700), HAEHE ; 4
fE IR K5 (DK-8D), [ R A5 L g { e A PR A
] 5 BRI RARAL (SC850), Ei IS Bl A IR
25l 5 PCRAY (2720 thermal cycler ), 3 [E Applied
Biosystems INHE] G AP E R IR (HZQ-F160 ), iR
BRPEBEST & 5 AEARBEFRAR (SPX-300B), LI
MR A ARAE SOl (YXI-2), ¥
B WAL R F AR T A A R |] 5 AL (3730XL ),
3£ [E Applied Biosystems 23 A .

12 Fi&

121 SF4ERby 7 R E RS l5.0g
THEET 45 mL AEBERK T, A TGRS R )
PIRS), FHUEARKE IR R 25 AL BTARFE S . B
BEFPAE SO 1.0 mL AR 30 mL & AR HE IR ALY
250 mL 4T, BT 45°C . 150 r/min FH IR
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kiR S d, MR —REHE. I1.0 mL — R
BN 30 mL B B R IR, 7E 45°C ., 150 v/min
SRAFFREFE S d, 1930 AR s MFAMTFES
EHERSE 8 e, 13 RIEE ML L R W A R

WIRE IR - AR AR5 R IR 107°-107
£, 4rHIEL0.1 mL ¥R AT TFAR I e IE IR 5L, 45°CH;E
F5 4-5 d Ja , FARIRLT gy 0 SIMTAT e R i
PREGE I 18 4k HoA Kl s s R 2o, H 3
PAFLEIETR, s, DRAFE .

SETRREFR « W IR SR AT A B B IR e B B R b
Fededr, 8 45°C. 150 v/min &0 F R 3 d, 1S
— P TI SRIGHE 1% (R A R i 22 56
F45°C . 150 v/min FHERIEFE 5 d.

122 ARG ME AR AT & . KL
WIS, KW T 12 000 r/min, 4°C 5 F .0 15
min, W FIEIRASHERA . Mo EIE < R
3, 5- “HESKIZIR (DNS) BEIGE . SR Jker 4
K i (carboxymethyl cellulase, CMCase ) % JE 4 fiff
(filter paper activities, FPA ) 75 EAGIE 7512 BE SC
RS B AN RE X ;R ASCAIETR, 0
BRI ) K AR B 1 pmol 5 250 B 9T 5 22 O T o,
RISk 1 ANEgTE 188467 (U), DA UL F0R,

123 WASEE (1) WHRIESIER « % BAR ik
S ETRERE IR I, T 45CRMIR SR 3 d A,
WMERHHEIEA, 4G CRR%E TN M (hE
FLAGE ) ST %0E .

(2) %% « NERIIE SRk, W
2% AR I B . O DNA $25 : FH Ezup #: 3K
FL T 5L A 24 DNA il 42 120 50) & 42 B0 A-16 T bR JE
41 DNA, ‘B -20°C VKA R F7. @ PCR Y3 . LI4E
A DNA 50, 3% FH 2074 18S «DNA i i 51 4
ITS1 : 5'-TCCGTAGGTGAACCTGCGG-3" Fl ITS4 -
5"-TCCTCCGCTTATTGATATGC-3", PCR ¥ H4{k Z Fl
LN k2R ThermoTaq DNA Polymerase ( #EP0402 )
WAL AT, PSS S PCR 7T 4°Ck
FELRAE. B PCR =W - A 1.5% Byl b B e
HL YK 3 34 19 PCR 7= W1 b 474600 . (@) PCR j= 4 4l
1t « A FiEA TR SanPrep #1280 DNA & RIS 7] &
(SK8131) dEfralifblnllic, GM)F « aifbiy H YA B
5 pMDI8-T 8%z, SR )5 # AL 3 K I DHSa

RIS, SRR IR AR A B sE R T L g
FEYIAE A T A R A FRA ], A BigDyeTr
v3.1 Cycle Seq Kit (4336921 ) Xt4fifkJ5 i PCR 74
HATIY . @M HERG L B IR B 18S
rDNA J¥HI$£58 GenBank 4 4 HH 4T BLAST HEXT,
ECH L S5 A= 977 41, Clustal W 2.0 34
WAL EFHIX, H MEGA 7.0 B4 i N-J 4R35
DA RGO
1.2.4 10 ih 85 K I R R Ry A T AT Yk 3R A% 1 A
fb Lk CMCase 1 FPA BTG 1 R dG bR, HRBEFEA
[l fg o [ FER I (2.4.6.8.10. 12 ¢/100
mL ), PUHEREFREAILR pH (3.0, 4.0, 5.0, 6.0, 7.0,
8.0). KM (25°C. 35°C, 45°C. 55°C. 65%C.
75°C) AL BERFIE] (2, 3,4, 5. 6. 7. 8d)] Xt
LA RS ST 052, PERR R R A [, DR
FORYUN L . WG pH . A BRI B R R R[] R A8 i,
PA CMCase B35 S ni{E, it T 4 B 3 KF
3 29 AN 0 N TR AR IR
125 HdEortr RS ER 3k, LI HHE
F PASW Statistics 18 #K{FIEI AR 2404, £
HHEH LSD i, S5RLSEE + bR RZERR .
Mg 7 TA 3k B A Design - Expert 10.0 Trial B E
1 Box-Benhnken 20L& 0E— AL - T. 25550
1.2.6 LR R EFEG A Re w60 RN s
T FE SRR E T 43 N AE 30°C-90°C A5 48 T I
CMCase 1 FPA BTG 1, € fedd SO i 5 Horp
DA 7 o i BF 6t o R S 2 B, B iR
BTG 1 A AR BTG 100% . AR5 R B A B B
FRFEREE (30°C-90°C ) Ay 1E IR A 8 Hh A 90
min, PRIRZEAS PR R, TERCE SOV Il BE AR
M7 CMCase F1 FPA B 5% RS 5 DAARZALHEY
T X B

il )2 7 B fead pH Al pH B2 E M« DAIASTR] pH A9
Gl [ PR - Fr R gz vl (pH 3.0-6.0 ),
R — & HN - Fr TR 2% vl (pH 7.0-8.0). H &
fiZ -NaOH 2% #h ¢ (pH 9.0-11.0)] Bl 1% CMC-Na
Vi TR R AR AR TR R N IS, A o i S I IR
T CMCase Fl FPA (W75 77, i % CMCase F
FPA AR pH, I DA 5 e i BT I 22
MR pH b, BOE X pH A1 R RS 114 100%.
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SRIG W B 5 AN TE pH (3.0-11.0) 22 rh i SR FUR
A, ACTKFERAT 24 h, T 45CHREIR 2 h, FRIGERR
WA B B feiE pH {E 5 Efcid [ b EE R IE CMCase
H1FPA B YR ARG T, FAA LA PR B E X B
2 R
21 AR ARG ik

X M A HE R R AR 2] 20 RTERRIE TAIRE TR, &
16 D/d B K9 8 T Ak, L CMCase I FPA fiff i
JIWER 1. BE 1 ATAL, BEER A-16 77 ) CMCase Fil
FPA & 1143510 2516.24 U/mL 1 686.48 U/mL, A
W E TR, EATTIRE A-16 HHHY
Y RWRE SRR, Bk, JEeREsE A-16
WARTE ] R MR, TF R IL R BRSSOl A - eF 4
T T2 25 AR AR 5 R o i 7= 21 4 35 i 1) Bl o A P R A
e

R1 FHEREEKESNE

Table 1 Enzymatic activity of the cellulase-producing

strains

BIkG D/d & FRIPILLTAERX TG 1 IBAREHE )
Number of strain ~ D/d value CMCase/ (UsmL™)  FPA/ (U-mL™")
A-02 5.83+0.66 926.09 +65.43 289.41 +23.28
A-07 5.65+0.71 75726 £ 17.55 116.52 + 16.65
A-10 7.12+0.48 1487.39 +85.23 418.14 +43.12
A-11 6.64+0.50 1004.58 +36.52 396.41 + 40.33
A-16 9.87+0.42 251624 +117.41 686.48 +43.20
A-19 8.15+0.17 1986.61 + 123.28 768.87 +27.40
A-22 8.41+0.24 2387.40 +67.20 718.41 +33.11
A-26 7.57+0.30 2060.24 + 25.64 671.92 +40.29

22 HHER

FETBR A-16 LR BTG IR AL ERFR 3 d, 1A
VEARE, LR AR A TR, TR K
R ABRIE B TR, 3% THT il B2 OS2 /R
WA SR AAE A, Bk E skt (18 1) 5 A4l
WA K MBI, S (HEEE T
A CH B ) X, B0 R kR A
JEELE . T i R A2, R
P ITS1, 1TS4 XAk A-16 FEFI 4] DNA ##17 PCR 4
B, A BRRERER LIk T, PCR R
13— 5 7E 500-600 bp Z A4 BZE R 2%, ¥ PCR

WIS Al 5 7 Pk 3] g A TR T, 45 145 3
P I A-16 TR bR 1TS J37 81 i Be K/ 2k 569 bp., #4
WA Y 18S tDNA J¥ 41 #2258 GenBank U4l k4 7
BLAST Xt (B 555 : MH846230 ), HkikH 5 #k
BRI ITS JF 4361 7 [FIEYE 7347, MEGA7.0
AR RGHORT, 25 ILE 2. A-16 TR 18S
tDNA 551 5 GenBank %04 22 o JH #h 25 ( Aspergillus
Sfumigatus ) MT529449 7E [7]— /4332 b, JR% KR
AL, AHRIES 99% DL b, 45 SIS RFE AT LAY
W ME R NI R, i 44O Aspergillus fumigatus
A-16.

1 EHk A-16 BERS
Fig.1 Colony morphology of the strain A-16

MT529449 1
MH846230.1
MT969347 1
MT889879.1

MT591987 .1
=
0001

B2 Ttk A-16 EF 18S rDNA MRS L B H

Fig.2 Phylogenetic tree of the strain A-16 based on 18S
rDNA

23 AW EREAG T A A AR R AR
23.1 FARURUS AL X AR 4E R BEE PR A
3AA, B RS ER A I, CMCase F1 FPA
BiE 156 EAE TR, AR B US INEX A 4R R
EEIEPER I 2 (P<0.05 ), SAFE MU N 8
/100 mL I}, ZF4E R i IG Vo . RS A 5ok
WeRE, SOmMBEAE T A B LR, AR, Fik
HARZIR, GRS R, 2 E
B, TR A 8 ¢/100 mL W F=HFRE J1 (LA
B qE R FOE T ) S H e R RO S IR Y
2SR B (P<0.05), Hib, REEEER 8
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ARG FEFIR 225 8% (P<0.05); TIA
Different lowercase letters indicate significant differences ( P<0.05) ; The same

below

3 TBEMRMEXT A. fumigatus A-16 ERkTHZBEE
bal:0pA|

Fig.3 Effects of straw powder on the cellulase activity of
strain A. fumigatus A-16

/100 mL B fef:

232 pH X ZEFAERBHEER W WK 4 w5,
FEBEE A UG pH X A-16 BRE ™ 47 4k K 1 15
Wi 2 % (P<0.05). KA pH JI 5, CMCase Fl FPA
ity 1% ) AR AT AR — B, BRI RS N
M LSD 74 Z H W AT H1, #145 pH 6.0 B, CMCase
M FPA FENG Ty e, FLAAE & FH BRI pH B
FRFT P= AT 4E R BTG 71 (P<0.05), Uil A. fumigatus
A-16 TRRTE P PR BRYE 25 1 T BE 2 ML i I AT 4E 3R
Ff, FEORMESSOE T AR T . B, dEPmfE
KRR pH o 6.0,

233 JREXAERBHE R AR SR
TEE BTG OL T, AN ] A I IR EE X 7 it 4 52 i DL I 5,
PRIRR A-16 A5 K IR B 3 58 HLELAG e 1) g YL 2 7
Bt 5 I TR, CMCase F1 FPA FRTE 7 S B05E
FHE TR R SR S, b ik 1k,
AR TAYER MR R, IF B e M0
TR, MIEE N 65°CHT, CMCase 3% 13k 3 & KAH,
2 714.6 UmL, 38 T HE KR 0T R
FEAYERTG T (P<0.05), J& 25CH IR T HEG
JI0 1.95 f5. RN, HIREEN 55°CHT, FPA [R§E
F1IKEN R, 902.8 U/mL, i1 LSD : 22 He# nl 1,
S5CHEFRAAM T FPA 15 S5 e B 3 0 0
FIEK (P<0.05). I, As fumigatus A-16 )7 £F- 4k

E 4 0% pH Xt A. fumigatus A-16 BEIRETFHEZEE
A

Fig.4 Effects of initial pH on the cellulase activity of strain
A. fumigatus A-16

AR08 B IR L Y L 55°C-65C.

5 GEEX} A. fumigatus A-16 BRETHEZEEE BN

Fig.5 Effects of temperature on the cellulase activity of
strain A. fumigatus A-16

234 KRR 4 R HGVERT 0 B 6 AT
L R[] B R % CMCase Fi FPA A EHS 145
FHm (P<0.05), K5 dAf, CMCase £l FPA [
fitg 1% 1 ik B ey, ARSLIERIEFRAT ], EFRALN
AR, HIRFFIREA, F4ERBEE %S T
LSD Wk ZE A, RIERIE 5 KEF FPA il /)
HARFIS 6-8 KEHE 125 AR #E (P>0.05), HZE
G BRI A . IRFERESF 2R, PR f )
[ 5 ds
2.4 ey RE EARAL 5

M o7 TR BT S A5 R W3R 2, T 2240 H I3k
3, MR 1A 5 R AN [) R = gz gt v ] DL el 7
Xob 2 2 SCI KR AT R B BLE SR, AR EE
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6 KEERTIEIXT A. fumigatus A-16 BRKETHEZEEE B

i
Fig.6 Effects of fermentation time on the cellulase activity
of strain A. fumigatus A-16

Ll . Y=2916.68-215.88A-40.00B+29.83C—17.42D—
9.15AB+50.10AC-56.46AD+154.38BC-59.47BD-
35.82CD-301.240A’-301.57B*-334.09C*~254.14D*

2 3 nl A, BRI B 2% (P<0.0001 ), #E7
RPTAEE (P>0.05), BEIBEIEEATE, Hit
A FIZ 1 5 AR R a0 L5 i X 45 SR iR A 740
HERTEI A7 (4 AT e 2280 R® 4 0.9058>0.9, 1461
90.58% [t) CMCase 1% JJ (178 Ak 0] LA FHIZ A RN AR RE
BHLRE (CV) K 530%, HAERAE, FHZEMRK
55 FLAT BCAF WS A M A T S, DT 0 15 B A B 7Y
PIE BT

] B, AR R AR S — R AR R T A
B*. C*. D’ X} CMCase 1% JIH52MANE 3% (P<0.01 ),
BC X} CMCase {if JJH52M 2% (P<0.05), HERZE
SHAEMALE (P>0.05), MG FEK/NATH,
R E X CMCase 16 F1 IS KN R - FE BB U0
i >pH> K EERFE > L BEHHAE], Xl )y R AT
fb, 192 RREAIE N  FEORESNE 7.28 ¢/100
mlL, pH 5.94, KERIE 65.03°C, ABEEHE] 5.01 do
TEM AT K CMCase 1% /14 2 956.52 U/mL.
R T TSR, BB R T ZESBUEIER
FEEDB AN 7 ¢/100 mL, pH 6.0, KREERE 65°C,
KRR 5 do o8 T R UE PN S S bR E SR R4,
AT 3 REL AR, 45 F W] CMCase 1% 7 F-IME
M1 2954.76 +2.33 UmL, SEFRIHUNEHT, i
AR A B R B

x2 MMEEETRREER

Table 2 Response surface design and test results

S fﬁﬁ*ﬁ(’fﬁﬂi Eﬁ?ﬁ%f;‘{ ?’iﬁiﬁﬂ‘l‘ﬂi Eféﬂﬁ?
Test No. Straw [mwd?r/ pH Fermentation Fermentation CMCase /
(g-100mL™") temperature/ °C. time/d } B
(U-mL™)

1 10 6.0 75 5 2063.71 +3.15
2 6 5.0 65 5 2531.72 +4.86
3 6 6.0 65 6 2657.27 +5.22
4 6 7.0 65 5 2513.37 +1.82
5 8 7.0 65 6 2086.14 +5.44
6 8 5.0 65 6 244722 +2.18
7 10 5.0 65 5 2073.50 +2.97
8 8 7.0 65 4 2413.23 +4.92
9 8 6.0 65 5 2888.50 +2.83
10 6 6.0 65 4 2481.15+2.24
11 8 6.0 55 6 2370.83 = 3.01
12 8 6.0 65 5 2954.07 +2.16
13 10 7.0 65 5 2018.95 +3.68
14 8 7.0 55 5 2004.27 + 6.20
15 8 5.0 55 5 227448 +4.97
16 10 6.0 65 6 2168.28 +2.94
17 10 6.0 55 5 2075.56 +4.99
18 8 7.0 75 5 2635.90 +3.13
19 8 6.0 65 5 2951.56 = 3.51
20 10 6.0 65 4 2217.78 +4.23
21 6 6.0 75 5 2406.44 +7.46
22 8 6.0 65 5 2898.67 +4.35
23 8 5.0 65 4 2536.43 +3.79
24 6 6.0 55 5 2618.73 +4.34
25 8 6.0 75 6 2267.33+5.75
26 8 5.0 75 5 2288.70 +5.14
27 8 6.0 75 4 2298.64 +2.95
28 8 6.0 65 5 2820.48 +3.77
29 8 6.0 55 4 2258.87 +3.49

2.5 HRRA-167 LR By 45k

2.5.1 il S0 R i R R e e R VR AE AN )
TR 54 R M CMCase #1 FPA BETE J1, 2550 (&
8-A) F W], CMCase FI FPA Jif§ 1) 38 B S 0 I B 1
b 70°C, H.AE 40°C-80°C 3 [l N 34 4 %5 5ik 1) il 776
PE, R FRTE 80% L |, i B T 45 41 4k K i )&
T i U o N AR AN TR A5 T 43 i ORI 90
min, RJG7E 70°C Tl %€ CMCase F11 FPA [ i) 5% 4%
fifgiG 71, 255 (& 8-B) EH], CMCase Fl FPA [if§i%
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Table 3 Analysis of variance of the response surface model and the regression equations

Jr 2ER S ZEF- T3 F Al ¥75 P » ETE
Source Sum of squares Degree of freedom Mean square Significance
Model 2.224E+006 14 1.589E+005 9.61 <0.0001 ek
A 5.593E+005 1 5.593E+005 33.84 <0.0001 ok
B 19200.00 1 19200.00 1.16 0.2994

Cc 10680.33 1 10680.33 0.65 0.4349

D 3640.08 1 3640.08 0.22 0.6461

AB 334.89 1 3640.08 0.02 0.8888

AC 10040.04 1 10040.04 0.61 0.4487

AD 12746.41 1 12746.41 0.77 0.3947

BC 95326.56 1 95326.56 5.77 0.0308 *
BD 14149.10 1 14149.10 0.31 0.5861

CcD 5133.72 1 5133.72 0.86 0.3705

2 5.886E+005 1 5.886E+005 35.61 < 0.0001 ik
B 5.899E+005 1 5.899E+005 35.69 < 0.0001 ok
¢ 7.240E+005 1 7.240E+005 43.80 < 0.0001 ek
D’ 4.190E+005 1 4.190E+005 25.35 0.0002 ek
B2 2.314E+005 14 16529.14

KA 2.108E+005 10 21083.15 4.10 0.0932

fiiRFE 20576.45 4 5144.11

P15 2.455E+006 28

T+ P<0.05 KU B B LR ZE M3 5 P<0.01 R 2%

Note : P<0.05 : Significant influence of the model or examined factors. P<0.01 : Extremely significant

THE 80 CZ NEENERLF, AbFE 90 min G 1L [
FETE 80% LA b, AkL T =i 2 90°C LRI 90 min,
CMCase 1 FPA B A AR XS B ST OR4FAE 70% LA L.
HHELAE CMCase, FPA (AR E M I —2E, 90°CIR
JEE S0 L PN B 38 P85 v TS 0 R R LU G218, 90°C Ak
FF 90 min Ji, ABIRAEEF 76.3% BYREIS J1, DiRHE K
A-16 - A 2= i A RAF e, HAR
LI R

2.5.2 MRV EGE pH A1 pH FGEE  HLERIR TR
[f] pH £50F FI%E CMCase F1 FPA B#G 17, 4558 (&
9-A) M, CMCase Fl FPA B i) fix 18 S v pH 144
6.0, HTE pH 5.0-8.0 JulHE M iR HBRLF 4E R
FUEARARCR R, AT UL R A-16 Fir 27 4k R M) i
PR SR A PR R M . pH FUE SRR 25 IR (1A
9-B) %M, CMCase il FPA 1% J77E pH 5.0-7.0 {4
FBl N EEscRaE , O 1 d 5 vl ORRE 70% LA LIRS g
JUEAE pH 6.0 Bf, CMCase 1% J] A {74 84.6%, FPA

BEHG 3 AT REF 86.9% 5 A4 WK ZR pH IR T 5.0 5
T 7.0, CMCase Fil FPA i Sy Pugise sk, il
E— P b RARPENE, XF pH A5 RS
3 g

FRAEL R 7 21 4 R RO SR U ) R e 1 HA 5
PR A B A SRR 2z — 11 22 B R 2 A T
AL s ST BE SR 44k A, fumigatus A-16 B SRFA G
BAG @R R R RE T o AR T LAL
FAEAE AL fumigatus A-16 & T i () B2 4 25 G
TR T 26.4%, AR+ 8.
JI 357 it B £1 i 3R BTG 0 25 SR AR A T LA, A
Sumigatus A-16 T Bk K FBE 5 2R O0 T E 4GB 1Y A
fumigatus B-2-3 Wbk S LI FR 40 1, FEDRAL A& F
T, SANBZEIATE (Bacillus subtilis DX4) ") F
B 2k W ( Streptomyces azureus T23-B) UM, A
Sfumigatus A-16 RETS 3 B 5 LT 4E R TS 1 00 A ™
af, BTG J15 T 34.35% L.
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Fig.7 Response surface diagram

HITERER A AR BRI L, A5
B Al Ak Ok G K B A-16 T 2R 2 K RIS
BRI RS LS, HA A T A (B
FE kA= eh, T i 2T 2 R A B T e 4T e R
REffR. HAT, CASCHRIRIE 1R 2T 2 = il A

PR, BRI (Bacillus megaterium ) >, 1
PR 55 (A fumigatus JCM 10253 ) 0 2 5 4 14
( Bacillus sp. BSC6-1) "™*', {Hix S g5 i A 7 2T 4 %
T 14 Fe 38 S W TRl 45°C—-60°C, VA e PEAE 50°C -
70°C., WA LS EIR A, fumigatus A-16 FREFT
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A : CMCase il FPA FH/EFRIRE ML 5 B : CMCase Fl FPA FRHVE 2
A : Optimal temperature for CMCase and FPA enzymatic activity. B : Thermo-
stabilities of the CMCase and FPA

B8 HEHk A-16 FHERBERANRERERERREN

Fig.8 Optimal temperature of cellulase activity of strain
A-16 and and its thermo-stabilities

7% CMCase F1 FPA [iff (138 B W I B 2% 440 70°C,
7E 80CHALLFHE 90 min, [l SR PREETE 80% L) I,
Horp FPA B 7E 90°C FR- 7 90 min 55K PR 15 76.3% 11
5 ). BB CREMERELA I RAE, &—
PRPERE UL R (0t g W 27 2 28 WA ™ TR Ak . AN i
PEAS BN A B A-16 53545 7 Sl Y o
T HH Sk 1 TR 5 I L DA R SR A S N (395 70°C)
EARRL, B SMEAMRE. FEF, A fumigatus
A-16 FERFT ™ CMCase 1 FPA i 7£ pH 5.0-7.0 7i Fl
PIReE MR R B 1 U AT ORARE 70% DL R ) .
X pH 5 A AT A N
AMEFE ST I BE IR AL A fumigatus A-16 AL
R G b, MR LR R L. FRIEA
KE X FPERE, MRS ARBRE, BRI, 27 Ak,

A : CMCase #1 FPA i 1 F ¢ 1& &2 Wi pH ; B : CMCase 1 FPA Jiff i) pH fa
A : Optimal pH for CMCase and FPA enzymatic activity. B : pH stabilities of the
CMCase and FPA

9 THHk A-16 FHEEEEERANSRE pH RE pH &
EM

Fig. 9 Optimal pH of cellulase activity of strain A-16 and
its pH stabilities

[FIEE,  SEBEE 574 o2 AL A H bR 5 080 B IR 2%
MBS YL, MEhEE A-16 J&— RBP4 RUE, 5
SLAE TARREE LS . A R B B AR
AREEIAA W HAR T BOR A = 3T 4 R B T
FRER , PUAbA = T 4% o £ 2 R i ™ o Fn b o i 5
FREE, BRI = i R Tk 41 4 2 Wl A RS AL A
K Tl A SR AN R bk -
4 2R

AN - b i e B — PR RERRE . R AR
AR A, fumigatus A-16o 1L N AT HTiEDLE
PG MR FIRDR UG 7 ¢/100 mL, pH
6.0, REEE 65°C, KBRS d, TEHRMLEBES
4 F, CMCase i /1% %] 2 954.76 U/mL, FPA [fifi i
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1 086.37 UmL, BALALHTEES T 26.4%. %W )™
SF U 2 W Bl W A5 70°C, pH 6.0, HA A
SR (A iR HRCBE 3 RN AT 1 pH R M, AT AR i v I
PR ELT Y R AR = (eI T, ELA 2 2 2 57
Bk A 7= FNLF 4 2 R TT & I T 77
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