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B EAREINNAHARAANRM , RAEL E R frm 8 @ AR, HFR T A
RARAREBELL  ARMEFET I AT RAEBELILHRAR, 2R 4. % B PCR &
My K 615 bp, &4 ITS 55 b 5 # & 3% B #k A 24 8 (Schizophyllum commune) 5 VAFF
B A AR ZRITRARLE R AALTREAAFE BIERXRELHIT RAEA
BRAAFR BN R ERARFTATEREHL 30 g L' 4 AF 8 g+ L', KH,PO,
0.75g+L",MgSO, 0. 25 g+ L ',pH A & ;i@ i £ H & 5% & Plackett-Burman X3 &R &
Jle 3k X ¥ F= Box-Behnken X3 /F h mAEZ A &M A B E 26 C. 5% & 109 mL.# 4 pH
6.3, ZHEERERArap @R RXEE . BANALEREER RIERT. FHR, EH5HK
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it 7 B = 107

L L2 fzhmm 5408

BRI S A ANE RS 2 2R R T
TEAY L R B LA R P L A PR A S Ak i  KH, PO,
MgSO, (K HE T 7K KAk 2712 7 A BR 2w B i
(PROMISE BIOCHEMICA) , % {4 ik . 248 P 8 i )
B A B R A YR ARA R ED

HPEE AL AR : G1000 5 K4 38 A (1 g 1 H B2
AIRATD . ZPQ-400 B B e 5 F2 4 (hg IR R
WA X G RAFD . ZQZY-75BN ¥k % K 3£ §4
(LR AU A R A FD , SW-CI-1D #8 & T.1E
B LI E AL 5T ) DHG-9140A H #1
A48 Ll —fE R 2= R A R A FD
L L3 stk

PDA K BT 55 7% 5 . 82 3 200 g, i 49 4
20 g, 3R 17~20 g. 787K 1 000 mL,.pH H%#,

WALl 55 77 5L A A0 20 ¢ B R S g,
KH.PO, 2 g,MgSO, 1 g, 7%k 1 000 mL,pH
HR.
L2 REAHE
L2 1 GRS aifl

KHAL s G TAEGNIEH 75%
WASTHEE 30 s, JERE/K MgE 5 Uk, FH 39 I8 1 S8 4K
SY 5 mm N, 4R BT 4R TE PDA F-
Br bEIRE O A 25 CHER S FRAR R B 58, 5
KMEHEERKER, YEELAKE 1 cm £FH
B o B TG 75 Gl 9 TR 22 P 1 30 A8 L R AR D S A
4 CURFERAT .
L22 WHHMmEE

MR S R 22 4k KIE S ST B 229
e X 2 kUt 4T PCR §7 8%, 8L 5 uL PCR
P HEG 7 ) AT B O UK A, K 8 ) 2
H EAY TR ARA ST . W72
rDNA-ITS 57 NCBI |- ] BLAST 847 # B2
JEARRPE LU XS . S5 B IB A= for FE Y 2e e
B 5 TR I 0 28 2 A0
L 23 P KBRS

WEORAE T 4 "CUKAR 9 & Fh 3% 32 & PDA P AR
1,25 Cifk 10 do FH 5 mm $7FL &8 7 K 18 22
14 S M S5 A 25 AT FL PR 3 B B 1 422 b 31 2 Y
100 mL 9 250 mL ZE M ,25.150 r « min™ /&
iS5 d,

Lo204 WK & B 52 AR A s P

e VA e JE O 32 < 4 S LA 4 R L L
2 2 OB T U R AR AR R 1 R Sk
F14) ] 2 W O 22 B AR A UL L AE MR iR 15,20,
25.30.35.40 g« L' N [RI e B,

R B B Wi 3 - 43 ) DA B R L B TR 4 A
T B TR BT R AN Ak AR TR AR TR AR
flt Kt 7% ik v iy 260U 7 32 i A UYL AE SRR 3R
W 2.4.6.8.10.12 g« LT UR[E MR E .,

ToHLER W B i k. 3 ik & 0. 5.1 0,1 5,
20.25.30 g+ L' R [E M E M KH,PO,
MgSO, R Hefidt 5 77 3 vh i TTAHLER .

DL IR LL 25,150 r» min R REFE S d
Je BB 22 R bR BEAL B 3 R
L 25 IEREE

LA PR 2R 3 50 v O R M A R e R L LT
KH,PO, K& MgSO, fE K&, &it Ly (3" IEZR
SCHY, AEALEE 3 R &R L 25.150 r+ min ' E
I 5 d I TR 22 T T e O OT- 3 (E L i R I TR
R SRR . RN E KWL 1,

*1 EXZBRERS5KE

Table 1 Factors and levels of orthogonal exeriment

g+ L1
7K K% Factor
Level AW P 3 B4 #H C iR — & D B R B
1 20 7.0 0. 25 0. 25
2 25 80 0. 50 0. 50
3 30 9.0 0. 75 0. 75

L 26 KEFMFRNRRAR

DL L2 5 ARAK AR K 3% 35 hy il O 1 30
(21.23.25.27,29 °C) . % ¥ & (60, 80,100,120,
140 mL) , % Fp & (2 5%.5 0%, 7 5%.10. 0%,
12 5%) %@ (110,130,150,170,190 r » min~ ') &
Witk pH(3.4.5.6.7.8.9)5 A BESME,

BBl R WA IR EE 25 °C L 4% 150 r e min ',
B A5 d, DU 22 1 B i Ao, B AL 3 3 1K
R LCHCEHE,
1 2.7 Plackett-Burman i %% i1

e N R A L 1 N=12 ) Plack-
ett-Burman 56 . XF 15 1 2 2 R B R
WiE pH 5 AHEZERE (D AR(— D2 K, %
i Plackett-Burman {5, 43 3 IRE L, DI H
22T i AR UE IR I T ULER 2,
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6 ACH

& 2 Plackett-Burman i 3§ Bl & 5k F

Table 2 Factors and levels of Plackett-Burman test

K & Factor
K — - -
Level AR EE B % it C 5 Fhi D %k E ¥4
-eve
/°C /mL /% /(r+ min—1) pH
—1 23 100 5 130 5
1 27 140 10 170 7

L 28 fBERYIALE

HR4E PB 5045 5 S ROw K /N ik 25 &
BT I B ME B 15 A 45 S 3 g A e 7 DX
1. 2 9 Box-Behnken {3

LA Plackett-Burman 2 35 F1 ¢ B € 3% ik 58 1)
25 LK W 3 K MK, %11 Box-Behnken
5 . DL 22 1 5 i R Y {H » Box-Behnken 2 56
W &R KoK LR 3,

#*& 3 BoxBehnkeni®I§ EH & S5k F

Table 3 Factors and levels of Box-Behnken experiments design

ES JKE Level
Factor —1 0 1
it B Temperature/C 23 25 27
A Liquid volume/mL 100 110 120
¥4 pH Initial pH 6 6.5 7

L 210 W2+ Bz

P20 A 1oL U8 T 22 3K, Z5 MR K sk 3~5 WL 7E
60 °C M A Mt T 2= E B R 23 A K OF R L
BOFH{E
L3 HESN

F I SPSS 20. 0 B PFHEAT IE A2 5256 B i R
553 K Design-Expert 10 F{F k47 0 Jif
BT 75 22 50 Hr » 18 ] Excel 2007 B AF £ 17 £ il
iR ES

2 ZEREHH

21 HMEELER
211 JBEREE

HT P 1 RTAD . SR 4R 30 A 5 A 2808 1R T S IR b
ALK E A BT O - A L G HAEAT
MRIT 2L B8 R N B4R IR A . P 7E PDA
PR B RN BB R O ) DY R AR
R 2% A R B 10 d A2 A7 B AT K T AR
TE BT AT LAV B B 8 Y A B 5 4
L5 I L8 R AE W0 A0 K 1B SR8  (Schizophyl-

lum commune) ,

II‘..MMH‘

Bl HBEEFIEESNEEES
Fig 1 Diagram of fruiting body morphology and colony morphology of Schizophyllum commune

2. L2 THEYEE

PCR "3 7 Wy 28 ¥, Uk A D, m] L)V b 3t 7 39
B4 %0 WK BE A 500 ~ 750 bp. ¥ K
rDNAK FEH 615 bp, /£ NCBI | ¥ i 7 45 5
47 BLAST [A] 8 M e X, K L5 Schizophyllum
MN218205. 1. MN856363. 1 Al
KU845337. 1 fy [A) P ik 99% . ¥ )5 51 F 2 H
MEGA 7. 0. 26 5 {F# # ITS F MR HE K F
W 2 R RER BIRE R A5 Schizo-
phyllumcommune KU845337. 1 1E [ — 4 % |,

commune

LI R T ML 100 %6, B e AT DL E H AR T
A S ZFE B (Schizophyllum commune Franch. ),
22 RUELABEFEAMLLESER
22,1 RURFD TN BE XS T 22 T o1 5 10 52 Wil

H1 P 3 AT R AN [ i 5 A 288 vk BE X T 22+
FrE A W 2, n IR TE R N W 2 A KR B A B
FHH WL T i KOy 0426 g+ (100mL) 5
B RT  TRE A e BE  H hn R 22+ o S B S BT
Ja T RERI S MU 2. 50 g « (100mL) i,
W2zt kB HE KRN0 556 g« (100mL) ',



%12 3 i 7 B Z 109
BB N 0.8 g« (100mL) "B, B2 T 5
100 A IR KK 0 244 g+ (100mL) ',
69| ' Schizophyllum commune KU845337.1 2.2.3 KHZ P()4 *ﬂ MgS('L #&TEX#%%?EE
100{'— Schizophyllum umbrinum AF249391.1 Sp=AL|
Schizophyllum fasciatum 1LT217559.1 Fh Ik—l 5 T %ﬂ QZ q: ):r'% i Igﬁ KHZ P()4 *ﬂ
e MgSO, ¥ B2 B34 24 22 71 B 3, 181 22 1 o e K
|— Schizophyllum amplum AF141873.1 .
ol L BLAE 0 50 @ + LK EERS L B 22 T R 43 1
Schizophyllum leprieurii KM098066.1 N 1 1
M0 292 g« (100mL) 'F1 0. 253 g+ (100mL) ',
Escherichia coli HB101 U13915.1 Jﬂﬁﬁfﬁ /?HE KHZ p()1 ﬂ;n MgS(),1 E,(J %1$%E§ ﬁ] ﬂ\]
- 0.50geL"",
0.050

Bl 2 ZBEHEITSDNA ZRH 4k EH
Fig 2 Phylogenetic tree of ITS-rDNA of

Schizophyllum commune
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Fig 3 Types and concentrations of carbon sources
22,2 FUVRFh TN BE XS TR 22 T o1 5 (14 52 W]
H P4 TR, BERE T R 22 0 A AL AR Y A
FH 2w T ICHLE R s 4 A B 1Y A R0CR
W2 TN 0,216 g+ (100mL) 52

= %(JF Nitrogensource =+ fH*]'E‘ & & Beef paste content

B
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Fig 4 Types and concentrations of nitrogen sources
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BEE g20f :
£sE 0
MEZ 0151
%E'ggo L —— KH:PO,
& il — MgSO,
& 005
O 050 100 150 200 250 3.00

B Concentration/(g-L")

EAFNGFRREES
Note: Different lowercase letters indicate significant differ-
ence (P<C0. 05).
5 KH,PO, f1 MgSO, IREMELFREMN M
Fig 5 Effects of concentrations of KH, PO, and

BF(P<0. 05),

MgSO, on dry weight of mycelium

2. 2.4 IEATEEER Ko

M 4~5 AT, IE A2 S50 h R PR AP N T %6
5.0 Z AT T KRB AB.C.D [H & k (K50
R k3.k2. k3. k1, fT DA e A BC 5 Ry - AT P T R
30gs L' ERNESg L KH,PO, Q75 g+ L1,
MgSO, 0. 25 g « L', Z8UF. A% B 5 F 5 3%
J w221 i 0,556 g+ (100mL) T AN
ALEE 3 0539 g » (100mL) ',
23 MEERLERRSH
2031 BAPRZ A0 X P 22 T 5 A R

d 6 AT SR A 25 C L 120 mL,
WM 7. 5%, #3150 r « min 'L, ¥R pH K 6
B B 22 1 5 a4 i) Gk ) B KAE 0. 578.,0. 568,
Q 501,Q 535 g« (100mL) ' f1Q 553 g+ (100ml) ',
2. 3. 2 Plackett-Burman i 5 45 5 K 4t

i 3 Design-Expert10 # X7 3£ 6 i 450 #E17
JrZEA AT A B A AL Y =0, 4540, 077 A+
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0. 032B+0. 015C+0. 015D—0. 049E, 3 7 1 WG pH B9 P<<0. 01, Bt i 21 3 1 P<

B L,iZ BRI P=0, 003 5<C0. 01,R*=9 160, i 1 0. 05, 4 i & 1, R I J5 252 A9 e I T 3 3, 565 R W) i

AR R B ERN . BERE., 5 NREFLIREM ML AL RIS DX 3 AR E Ao x4, HR EE A
F1 BUHEFEETIRRLER

Table 4 Optimum orthogonal experimental scheme and result of the liquid medium

A AL R TE B B4NE C BEfR — &40 D i 2 Bk T 221 o
i 5 % 5 . .
Soluble starch Beel pastt KH2 PO, MgSOq Mycelial dry weight
Test number
/(ge+ L7 /(g L7 /(g L71) /(g L7 /(g (100mL) 1)
1 1(20) 1(7. 0) 1¢0. 25) 1¢0. 25) 0. 304
2 1 2(8.0) 2(0. 50) 2(0. 50) 0. 296
3 1 3(9. 0) 3(0. 75) 3(0. 75) 0. 248
4 2(25) 1 2 3 0. 320
5 2 2 3 1 0. 539
6 2 3 1 2 0. 457
7 3(30) 1 3 2 0. 498
8 3 2 1 3 0. 512
9 3 3 2 1 0. 412
k1 0. 847 1122 1 273 1 256
W 22T i i Mycelial dry k2 1. 316 1. 347 1. 028 1. 250
weight/ (g« (100mL) —1) k3 1. 422 1117 1. 285 1. 079
R 0. 575 0. 230 0. 257 0. 177
&AL 7 Optimal formula A3B2C3D1
RS EXTWHESWER
Table 5 Analysis of variance analysis in orthogonal test
R I 24 J5 1 B H ¥5 F{H B
Source Type [l sum of squares Degree of {reedom Mean square F value Significant
B IERER Correction model 0. 284a 8 0. 035 13, 081 * %
A EMEVE M Soluble starch 0. 187 2 0. 094 34, 487 * %
4 F Beef paste 0. 034 2 0. 017 6. 355 *
R A4 KH2 POy 0. 042 2 0. 021 7. 760 * x
Bz gt MgSOy 0. 020 2 0. 010 3,722 *
%% Error 0. 049 18 0. 003
Bt Total 4 618 27
& IE )5 .11 Total after correction 0. 333 26
R2=0. 853 Rid;:(l 788

ek % ROR 22 F M (P<T0. 01) 5 % KRR 22 57 W3 (P<<0. 05), R,

Note: * * means extremely significant difference (P<Z0. 01) ; * means significant difference (P<Z0. 05). The same as below.

&R 6 Plackett-Burman i i&it R &R

Table 6 Design and results of Plackett-burman test

) AL B 2 i C He it D 4% EEEA
G E %1t pH
Temperature Liquid Inoculum Rotation speed Mycelial dry weight
Number Initial pH
/°C volume/mL volume/ % /(r s min—1) /(g + (100mL) 1)
1 1€27) 1(140) —1(3) 1(170) 1(7) 0. 497
2 —1(23) 1(100) 1(5) —1(130) 1 0. 380
3 1 —1 1 1 —1(5) 0. 576
4 —1 1 —1 1 1 0. 329
5 —1 —1 1 —1 1 0. 284
6 —1 —1 —1 1 —1 0. 375
7 1 —1 —1 —1 1 0. 411
8 1 1 —1 —1 —1 0. 634
9 1 1 1 —1 —1 0. 538
10 —1 1 1 1 —1 0. 508
11 1 —1 1 1 1 0. 497
12 —1 —1 —1 —1 —1 0. 355
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&R 7 Plackett-Burman iX38 F ZE S

Table 7 Analysis of variance of Plackett-burman test

75 28 K R -5 Al H H ¥ F{H PAH 2
Sources of variance Sum of squares Degree of freedom Mean square F value P value Significant
[A] 945 % Regression model 0. 120 5 0. 024 13. 09 0. 003 5 * %k
A JEFE Temperature/°C 0. 071 1 0. 071 39. 39 0. 000 8 * %
B2 Liquid volume/mL 0. 013 1 0. 013 7. 00 0. 038 2 *
C $##f Inoculum volume/ % 2. 754 X103 1 2. 754 X103 1. 53 0. 262 0
D %% # Rotation speed/(r » min—1!) 2. 698X 1073 1 2. 698 X103 1. 50 0. 266 3
E %11 pH Initial pH 0. 029 1 0. 029 16. 01 0. 007 1 * %
Residual 0. 011 6 1. 797X1073
Cor total 0. 130 11
R2=9 160
07ra
=] =]
E ot E
G~ B
wis osf o
EEE 04t EoE
oo HoS
52 o) hizs
*Hggb 02+ 0;);3
E 0.1 E 0.1}
0 . . . . . 0 L L L L L
21 23 23 27 29 60 80 100 120 140
i Temperature/'C 4L & Liquid volume/mL
06 c
g g
= 05F 2
8 S5 1 55
IE >~ 04} A~
EEE EEE
£35 o3 =38
NIkt Mgz
EEa 02} =25 o2}
=< 2=
[ 0.1} o) 0.1F
&) a
0 . . 1 . . 0 L L L L L
25 5.0 7.5 10.0 12.5 110 130 150 170 190
i Inoculum volume/% #5538 Rotation speed/(r-min')

0.6
g
2 o5t
5 9T
HES 03}
JNE=
ﬁgg:g 02}
E 0.1F

3 4 5 6 7 8 9
WiihpH Initial pH

6 BE(a) FERE(D) BEME () BE(J)RVE pH( )M ELTRENZMN
Fig 6 Effects of temperature (a),liquid volume (b),inoculum volume (c¢),rotation speed (d) and

initial pH (e) on the dry weight of mycelium
BEWR A IE OV - BB pH R SR . 145 PR 2 1) AR A BT o BE IC 3 3 00 il 4
233 IBERH L T A N . AR 8 T, 2 TR A
s PB RSB 2 7R I R T R I 2 B I IA B S5 K S B0 PR DA By 2 4
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oA F G S R AT W T AR R F8 BERKRRETRER
2. 3. 4 Box-Behnken ﬁtgﬁ\ Table 8 Design and results of steepest climbing test
X O MM AR TR e wer o wersd
“EF{ \%?&%%u %ﬂ izﬁ pH E"J [EI UEI ﬁﬁz : Number Tempezélmre lLiqUid . Initial pH I\inCEIZ?;I dryIV:ei%};
/C volume/mL /(g -+ (100mL) ~
Y =0 634 0. 049A + 0. 022B — 0, 061C — -
. y 1 23 100 7 0. 437
0. 051AB — 0. 028AC + 0. 027BC — 0, 084A” — ) . . L e
0. 051B*—0. 087C"*, 3 27 120 6 0. 550
HE] %‘% 10 m‘ 9:_[]’ ul’ﬁj m E *ﬁ ng 1:& E % 4 29 130 55 0. 492
(P=0. 000 1<<0. 01) B A G it 2% 2 3, R TR ’ o 10 5 0.450

* 9 Box-Behnken iI{iZit 54 R

Table 9 Design and result of Box-Behnken experiments

i A B B 3t C ¥4 pH I 22 it
Number Temperature/C Liquid volume/mL Initial pH Mycelial dry weigh/(g « (100mL) 1)
1 0 0 0 0. 611
2 0 1 1 0. 480
3 —1 0 1 0. 394
4 0 1 —1 0. 576
5 —1 —1 0 0. 387
6 1 1 0 0. 507
7 0 0 0 0. 625
8 0 —1 1 0. 361
9 0 —1 —1 0. 565
10 1 0 1 0. 436
11 —1 1 0 0. 512
12 0 0 0 0. 670
13 —1 0 —1 0. 434
14 1 —1 0 0. 587
15 0 0 0 0. 628
16 0 0 0 0. 634
17 1 0 —1 0. 589
% 10 Box-Behnken i® I8 /5 & 5 #f
Table 10 Analysis of Box-Behnken test ANOVA
J5 26K IR -5 Al Fl L ¥r F {8 P 3
Sources of variance Sum of squares Degree of freedom Mean square F value P value Significant
] 0. 15 9 0. 017 27. 12 0. 000 1 * *
A iR Temperature/C 0. 019 1 0. 019 31 19 0. 000 8 * *
B 2% ¥ Liquid volume/mL 3.809X1073 1 3809 X103 6. 19 0. 041 7 *
C#14k pH Initial pH 0. 030 1 0. 030 49. 10 0. 000 2 * %k
AB 0. 011 1 0. 011 17. 07 0. 004 4 * %
AC 3. 158 X103 1 3. 158 X103 513 0. 057 9
BC 2. 900 X103 1 2.900 X103 471 0. 066 6
A? 0. 030 1 0. 030 48 21 0. 000 2 * ok
B? 0. 011 1 0. 011 18 13 0. 003 8 * *
C? 0. 032 1 0. 032 51 34 0. 000 2 * %
Residual 4. 308 X103 7 6. 155X 104
Lack of fit 2.342X1073 3 7. 805 X101 1. 59 0. 3250 not significant
Pure error 1. 967 X103 4 4. 917 X104
Cor total 0. 15 16
R2=9 721 C.V. (J5)=4 69

RE'Z\({J =9 363 Adeq precisior=13, 532
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WE(P=0Q 325>0 05);R* =9 721,R%; =9 363,14
AR AR DR AT T AR 93 63 /0175 150 1 T i
78 s RS B 13 5327>4, 8 %A Al 1T 950000
FRREAZZEAEH o ABVAY B C X 22T
JoT S 5 M 2 A 8 Y L AC BC J2 AN 1 Y HLA$ A
X W22 T By C>A>B,

2P
Mycelial dry weigh/(g-(100mL)™")

g
122301 4 i
117300 " 26,8682
; - 258682
Bt 107.301 248682 T

Liquid volume/mL 102301 23.8682

[EEEA BT

Mycelial dry weigh/(g-(100mL)™")

T %zl; o 78682
. B - i
6.388 92 - 7268682
6.188\92“.\ 75868
C: pH 598892 .- 248682 HRE

578892 23.8682

W LT s
Mycelial dry weigh/(g-(100mL)™")
j=]
W

388 92 117.301
6A18‘8E‘\\ 112.301
5.988 92" s

T OB

07 8682

Temperature/'C

Temperature/'C

\/' 122.301

Liquid volume/mL
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Identification of Schizophyllum commne and Optimization of

Liquid Fermentation Technology

LU Liying,LIU Zheng,SHEN Dongchen, LIU Siyuan, XU Heng,DONG Airong
(School of Forestry, Northeast Forestry University, Harbin, Heilongjiang 150040)

Abstract: The collected samples of Schizophylla were used as test materials, orthogonal test and

response surface optimization test were used to study the liquid fermentation technology of

schizophylla,in order to obtain the liquid fermentation technology suitable for industrial production.
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The results showed that the length of PCR product was 615 bp,and the strain was determined as

Schizophyllum commune by ITS sequence alignment. Liquid fermentation test was carried out with the

obtained strains as the research object,and the optimal medium formula of liquid strains fermentation

was determined by orthogonal test with the mycelium dry mass as the standard, soluble starch
30 g+ L', beef paste 8 g+ L' ,KH,PO, 0. 75 g » L™',MgSO, 0. 25 g« L' ,pH natural. The optimal

culture conditions were obtained by single factor screening, Plackett-burman test, steepest climb test

and Box-behnken test, temperature 26 °C, liquid loading 109 mlL, initial pH 6. 3. Combined with

orthogonal test and response surface optimization test, the cultured mycelium pellets had large

density, suitable size and strong vitality,which were suitable for industrial cultivation.

Keywords: Schizophylla;liquid strain; media optimization;fermentation condition optimization



