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WOE. BRI A T LT 2 2R A 2R SR R O 3O L 3 AR A R ) T S e X R A P R Rk
TTREFRRRE ) W AOWEE R 3 XT3 19 PCR 93 1T R G K B A58, 2o MERG SRk th PR 348 i Bk YXT,
K FHBEAR I 2 AN [R5 A N ARZS 21 2 3R il |~ £ 2k 3R il R 0T 3% R i i 1 0% 0 K/, 5 2R R WD, (1) AR%E
AR FLRME 3 MIESFRIE, (2)PCR 43 313K rDNA-ITS J¥51 1 652 bp WA K I3 551 660
bp AN FHPELE A RT3 51 545 bp, $£38 2 NCBI, & 5% 54358 ON129554 ON129553 F1 ON155840, (3) £F-4
BN 21 4k R A A P A S ATCAAAE 2508, 40 B4 SR A (CBH) WY 8- A (EG) B2
W (BGL) S A B4 MR 16 ~ 17U - mL" 32 ~ 35U - mL” 36 ~ 37 U - mL™" ; R B H R
Tt 11 oo 250 W oA 1 0 A2 R 28 ~ 38 U - mL! (280 ~ 342 U - mL" 9 ~ 11 U - mL™" ;41 E ALY
(MnP) %M (laccase) AJTE i F AL (LiP) 3X 3 FiA 0T 2 W i Bl AE 4 A [5) 55 5500 b 394 1855 %) il 3%
P | A 2T 4 2% s e B B R/ IV YR N H 58 SO Il > K SR > BGL> EG > CBH > - 28 W Jili > LiP >MnP >
Laccase , £ 2 3 i F1 22 21 4 2 B 0G E 2 (R A7 76 35 22 5% (P<0.05) . 28 LR, MR & G450 1
W E WG T EPAEIRES YX A4 A, 548 B A R 4 0 R LB K R AP AR AL 221, W ARE R AR R
JoT £F 4k 25 [ it 1 R O B AR L Bt T R R 2= 2%
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Abstract: In order to reveal the effects of Wolfiporia cocos lignocellulolytic enzymes and culture methods on its main

enzymes, the main lignocellulolytic enzymes of W. cocos were determined in this study. The microscopic observation of
the culture characteristics of the wild W. cocos strains was carried out, three pairs of primers were used for PCR
amplification to carry out phylogenetic identification, and the dominant strain YX1 was screened by qualitative culture
and finally the activities of cellulase, hemicellulase and ligninolytic enzymes under different conditions were determined
by microplate reader. The results were as follows: (1) W. cocos had mycelium, fruiting body and sclerotium three
morphological characteristics. (2) PCR obtained rDNA-ITS sequence of 1 652 bp, ribosomal large subunit sequence of
660 bp and translation elongation factor sequence of 545 bp, and submitted to NCBI, accession numbers were
ON129554, ON129553, and ON155840, respectively. (3) The highest secretion of exo-B-glucanase (CBH) , endo-83-
glucanase (EG) and B-glucosidase( BGL) in the presence or absence of sawdust was 16—17 U + mL™', 32-35 U + mL",
36-37 U - mL"; The maximum secretion of xylanase, mannanase and a-glucosidase was 28—-38 U - mL™", 280-342
U-mL', 9-11 U - mL". The three ligninolytic enzymes manganese peroxidase (MnP) , laccase, and lignin peroxidase
(LiP) had weak enzymatic activities in four different cultures, the magnitude of enzymatic activities in lignocellulases
were in the order of mannanase > xylanase > BGL> EG > CBH > a-glucosidase > LiP > MnP > laccase, and there were
significant differences between cellulase and hemicellulase enzymatic activities (P<0.05). In conclusion, this study
combines morphological and molecular identification to clarify the taxonomic status of YX1, which has both relationship
and genetic gap with brown rot fungi, and provides a basic enzymatic reference for the degradation mechanism of the
lignocellulolytic enzymes system produced by W. cocos.

Key words: Wolfiporia cocos, ITS, cellulase, hemicellulase, ligninolytic enzymes

A 2T 4 2K R A i ( lignocellulolytic enzymes ) L5 Z P (& fk, 2017; Méndez-Liter et al.,
TR R LT 4 R B R R, R AR YR 2021) . 5 Z A A 5 1) A AL B DS 2 B4 F5 5
EHER PR E RN FEE BT AN B R TR Z 1 S ALY ( manganese peroxidase, MnP) (AR
— R A 1.11x10" 2 t KT eF 4 &R ALY (lignin peroxidase , LiP) A (laccase ) 55 (
( Tadesse & Luque, 2011) , A £F 4E 5 (0 4= W) % Upendra et al., 2011), Yoon Fl Kim (2015) /5% %
BN ERLZMASESNEER IR, 7T IWRIEEIUZ L (Fomitopsis palustris) BRI B ™
IRIEHE AR5  mRCR LRI AR A e A 3 P R LT4E R B (N Y) B-#1 R IERE ST B-
Yy 5t GE PR ( Macdonald et al., 2011; ¥ 57 85 &%, I SR e A G- WE R ) , T RERE AR A A 4R R
2016a) , Ry T HAF MR IR AR 4E 28 W NS5 PR S5 (2007) R IE M H- ( Pleurotus sp. 2) FIHL T2
{TTIF 4R G 13 AR Joi 21 4 25 [ B n b o5 S5 0 A W ( Trametes gallica) TERAR RS 37 3 h BB WS 7= A2 AR 3k

B (Wolfiporia cocos) R—FABHRBEECE, X ATRET 42 R 0 ELP ML e, 2 3
FRER R TT R KRS K ST 5 (2015) BH5E KB, f AR & 1 152
( Pinus massoniana ) B 7R3 ¥ ( P. densiflora ) S5 5 F Y G514 ( Flammulina velutiper ) % ¥R F FL AT e K il |
HECEBSE, 2012), ARAHZMBLAIE  ARBEAEIIE A B EL0, 0k
GRS, TERE i AR BT 27 4 R ohEAEER , Bif ( Gloeophyllum saepiarium ) RE53-WAVE K3 g 4T 4 K iff
i SR LA A RBE A K RIS, XA REF4EREE R R A R R g R e | %
FEE AR REMAICH AR, 4R ZPH AICHE M R RS 20 ZM il 75— R I
(cellulase, Cels) f&— 2B /K fift £F 4k &K 11 B-D-H¥ BRI Z 5 LEPERT , F 0 52 4% i A 0 240 i
TR IT AR U A WS 1) 2 20 5 Bl 0 A FR B ATTRE RS 2 BEWIBT) M Ry TR B0 19 B KA 5 ) ( Sista Kameshwar
W — F 3 8 ) B-H A B (exoB-glucanase, & Qin, 2020), N T H I &5 FFHIRZ L R
CBH) \ WY B-Hi Ml (endo-B-glucanase, EG) Ml F IRITIRE AR BTLT 4 R 54 Wi b i) 3240 R, IR
B-7%5 %4 BE il ( B-glucosidase, BGL) ( Okal et al., BT LT 4k Z i 22 e e A S it AR T 21 4 25 W IR
2020) . P L} 4E ZH M (hemicellulase, Heels) s —>  MIEARES T 22 B il 10 3% 47 Jod TR A28 1010 e
BRI R , FEALTE AR RAEM (xylanase) \HEEER IR WA - B U, A B 5T DAAR 2 A58 X5 42,
B ( mannanase ) F «-4] %5 5 17 B ( a-glucosidase ) REKFLA 4R E A M ET 0 R 257 M
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AU, S B LR PASTRDEL, (1) R A 21 2 3R
fige i R 3 o i A 4 97 S S 5 AR A A AT R R
il - 2T 2 2K Tl A Jor 2R I A i 5 S () A e 22
55 (2) TRZE A S 41 4 2 I A Tl B 75 30 i A ) e
AR SR B e 7 B BE 0 B e 7 Bl L, DUIDI O 4
JE AR TR ET 4 2 A S B A 1 S i P SR

1 #MHEF*

1.1 E# KR

B} A= % ( Wolfiporia cocos ) B FE T 2020 4 2
H R B 28R & BT V8 B G RE 28 AT AR X
(116°35" E,30°85" N) JEFGHIRABAE T IR 1R 4%,
2553 15 M 8 Ji IR AT AE 8 DRI K 2% Sl AE W) 6
SCERE 4 CUKAE W, IEHEAT H M O, AR AR %
B 22 YX1 A5 7E rb ] 250 35 5 4 A 38 o0 A K
45k CCTCC No:M 2021434,

1.2 ExE

R PDA #5553 2 1 200 g, #4450 20
g, BilEM 17 ¢, KH,PO, 3 g,MgSO, - 7H,0 1.5 g,
FEZEZE 1000 mL, 121 C & EKE 30 min, HTIE
KWL,

MR ZLH) i 35 92 2 R WP R 4 2540 2 ¢,
MgSO, - 7H,0 1.88 g,KH,PO, 0.5 g, F [ 2 ¢, B
RE¥S 15 g, EAZE 1000 mL, 121 °C = E KB 30 min
A TR B VR A K I 5 em IS ) 95 35 3 v i A
1 mg » mL"WERZDAW, Yt 1 h, SRR, A
1 mol - L NaCl ¥&¥, 2B 1 h J5 WAL B i 5%
FEFH T 1 4 R 53 il 10 B 7 AL 1

YR AR R AR 20 o, RIS
HEZ 4N 10 g,NaCl 5 ¢, KH,PO, 1 g, H T4 4 £ il
FERER T R I

LR R B AR AL R AR 10 o, BEREE 15
g R BT 4k £ 44 10 g, NaCl 5 g, KH,PO, 1 g,
pH =7 EZ&ZE 1 000 mL, ] T £F 4k & i 7= 1 16 1%
iR e

LNAS 3557 58 W AR 85 57 ZE 0 il 2%, R4 4 41
ANTa) 43 21 75 R 3k 6 5 B 5 5 % W (Kirk et al.,
1978 ; Hatakka &Uusi-Rauva, 1983 ). 51 ML
4 FhEEFEEL RGN MnSO, - H,0 M5 W) 0 R IH K
(JCHh, A) s B MnSO, - H,0 Y& ¥ 70 £ 1A K
(Fr%G,B) s I 2 g MR TE I Y1 e R IR (A
KIE,C) s d 2, 6-—H ALK T Y TR %
W (N 2,6-DMP D), T A 5T 5% B A Bl A A i

13T 5 RELEOW

FEHUIRZS JE N 4] DNA | KB J) BRI HZ) 20 mg
BT EE TR 22 | R FH A0 0 B S 78 43 T 5 oy oK 22 4t i
TR | e B LB R & (UNTQ-10 A=) Ui B 5 42
Bk YX1 £ [R 4] DNA, PCR % H3dE F 51 4 %t
(% B W %, 2020), 4 % A ITSI (5'-
TCCGTAGGTGAACCTGCGG-3") il ITS4(5'-TCCGC
TTATTGATATGC-3") . NL1(5'-GCATATCAATAAG
CGGAGGAAAAG-3") Ml NL4 (5'-GGTCCGTGTTTC
AAGACGG-3") EF1-688F(5'-CGGTCACTTGATCT
ACAAGTGC-3") . EF1-1251R(5’-CCTCGAACTCAC
CAGTACCG-3") , PCR ¥ 34K Z ML DNA 0.50
L, 519 10 pmol « L' 4% 1.75 plL, 2 x Rapid Taq
Master Mix 25.00 wL,ddH,0 &% £ 50.00 wL, LA
1= 3 0 PCR ¥ 34 ) v A AR T, 3328 94 °C 5 min,
94 °C 30 5,52~55 CiR kK 45 5,72 °C 2 min, 3Lt 35
MEH,72 C 10 min, Z 1k 4 C, PCR =P &
1.2 %3 N5 W 458 Ji H 3 A 000 5 Tl sl o K 3R A5 19
YX1 51 43 5 $% 3¢ & NCBI Y GenBank, #F 17
BLAST X}, iz H 43 Bt 4 MEGA6.1 i) NJ i
R G K B W (Fan et al., 2015; 5K 41 NI 4%
2021) .
1.4 EHREEFF

AR 52T 4 3 [ A T 2R 55 o) FH B4R PDA 85 37 3
AT EE IR, 10 B 22 RIDEE A S A £ 4T L A
ITHTHL, B T R P S 5 LR R 1 em
BF,28 C (150 r « min” F1H IR IR K 240 M HE 5%,
2 Y 25 R 2 A 25 I il R DU R I R A5
SRR 8 35 5 N B 22 A K R, RS R I R
AN 2 21 Yk R W B R R AL A A R 1.5
mL (ARZEAS , 2019) , AT 3R [ fife ik 2 A D 4t FH 4
SN LS 1.2 TR 4 FORTE R Y00 LNAS K 557
B EMG T AES W HE AT B2 BURE 57 W B i 41 g
T, 4T 4 2R R ARSI E 12 d, KR K il &R FR st
WEHER 21 d, B U Al 8 A i ) o I IS 97
W 1.5 ml, $2& A R AR =50 13 200 ¢ -
min , FFEHELT A I E
1.5 EgiENE

FFH AR ( Multiskan GO 4 i K AR A3 1)
FE 310~540 nm U K0 B R B AR/, H A
WiAs o it 4 vy i E . Bl 1.0.0.75.0.5.0.25.0
mg mL ™" 35 2 BE AR HE VR . D AOBE A5 o il 26 A9
fE K 10 mg « mL™ D AKH R HE {8 FH 25 18 /K
% 1.0.0.8.0.6.0.4.0 mg - mL" B Jg b i 5 B
FEFRAY TR 30 min DA I, 85 35 K = 540 nm, 78

min”, 5



4 1 VH SR AR WA AR R N HUR R AT 4 R S I R E 5T 715
TR DAAR RS B A R AL bR (), LA EXT R FEl y =0.841 6x - 0.023 6, Ml X 2% R* =

(9 AA BRIE S IR (y) | 22 il AR o il 2k, 15 21 46
PERIEA T FE y=ko+b, B AA I AN 15 2]
x(mg - mL™") o 2 A A b v 2k, 15 2 [0 )3 )7
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Fig. 1

1.5.1 SF2 2B ol 2 BEAs ORI &1 ) B-7
RVEMG (CBH) WY B-# R WERG (EG) I B-4 %
0 ( BGL) By 36 1 , 86 B2 i 50 5 S 2R 150 L
AR ZR , B, BOML B A9 = AR KA 25.50,50
L R, B A A RAR B P9 % W, Kl CBH I
KRG WA 2% T £F 4 RVE W 50 pL, K
M EG e R YU R 1% 58 W 3L 27 4k 2 80 i
25 pL, K5l BGL e R S i WA 1% 7K 4% 1 ¥
W25 L A 50 °CTE R 7K 5 oh K SO, S
I [A] & AK YK 120 .30 .30 min; F-UX, I A DNS &
@WK 75 pL; e IR 2GR KR 5
min , ¥ 15 W58 I K FE 540 nm &b 09 0% % BE (155 1k
i, 2017) , M I& PR E XN B 43 B A3 i R E IR
YR 1 wmol 348 SR BT 75 T, SR FHJCHA A
J8 R ASAE hy Xk BE AL P A3 BUAS ISR 2 26 4 56
6.5 8 5 10 .55 12 d WIS 1, & B 3 MEE
1.5.2 % dE AN T FEAMUKR I A B
il H 5% SRWH I | oo 0 260 W 17 RS P, A0 B B &
KA 200 pL VKRR, B, ORI Y KR
H67.67.6.7 wL; HWK, 25 B AR W, A
SRl T R FH B8 SIS VS WA 0.8 % 1) A SR MR 175 W
33 WL, K H 25 SROME il TR IR 1 0.8% 1Y
HEERPHAR 33 WL, K o7 25 W Bl B % IS
YIVE R 0.4%17) pNPG A 60 pl;50 CIHIR/KE
By R RN TR YR R 30,30 ,60 min; P, 12
N2 1k, AR ZEBERG | H #F R R A DNS &t
ZL RN, A DNS 3857 100 wL; F i, IR 51K %
5 min, W HG M E P AE 540 nm ARG (=13

1.2

0.996 S(E 1:A) ;2 D ABEbR e i 28, 15 5 =]
TN y =0.683 2x — 0.008 4, H K R R =
0.996 7(& 1:B) .

0.8
0.7
o 0.6F
3

£0.5
0.4
0.3
0.2
0.1

0

B 0.677
0.555
»=0.6832x-0.008 4 -

R =0.9967 0378

-

0.261 ,’,’

0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8 1 1.2

DAFE K D-xylose concentration (mg-mL™")

EEHEEEM D KIEIRAE ML

Standard curve of glucose and D-xylose from Wolfiporia cocos

i, 2017) . «-FAHEFHEFIA 1 mol - L' Na, CO,
R 66.7 L 20k B, PR 1R A1 Ja DU K AE 410
nm ZbEYWERE . BTG B E SR BRSO R IR
JITRECH 1 wmol 34 JFUME AIF 75 A B, SR TEAH
FAEFAAE Ay Xif HEAL B 43 SR 26 2 56 4 45 6.
55 8 HS 10 25 12 d MBI ), A s 3 M EA
1.53 KRR EGBEEE M E BRI 4L
AALYITE G AR T o AT T, R K
B 5 e 2R 100 WL SR AR R . 3 g4yl %
2,6-DMP ZE [ (VA) (ABTS RIS, 2 B &
W YGRETE 470,420,310 nm 40 1~3 min N B 251k
B, BEESRAL(U) . DR BT, Ao Ak 1
pwmol 2,6-DMP , ABTS ©%, VA A 75 A9 B i (it £ 7%
A=, 2009) , HHEHE) £470=49 600( mol -
L'em) ™, €420 =36 000 (mol - L'em)™, €310 =
9 300(mol + L"'em) ™,
1.6 #iEA IR

X Microsoft Excel %4 Xt B 38 iF 47 4k ¥R A0
S M, R SPSS 26.0 X5 E HE 1T 7 22 4 M IR
HE B f ] Origin2018 #E4T BB 23 .

2 HER 54

2.1 Z YX1 WA FE S

IRZE YX1 7F PDA 553t LG 9R 4~5 d, T
SR LR 22 0 IE S (20 A) IR R 4
WERAALETIR, BZEHR 2~5 pm, BZGE L
o, 2003, A R B T, B IR I & (| 2. B)
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P22 A A JIRE % 5~ 7 d v KNI, #E B O IR
BEFAE T TOERE A B R 28 d JE 4 iR B
f ok s IR PR R AE (K 2:0)
RZE YX1 ##% (140~ 150) mm x (170 ~ 180) mm,

SESHUIN A BRIP4 BAE 6 RN B 4] R TE
B SRR AR 4 AT b A Ay R AR A
o3 I SR AR, R, B O R BT R K R
15% ~18% , "B G 24 (K 2.D)

AL BB YXT WRIEZ; B QUREEG ; C. IR TI4K; D IREEH,
A. Colony morphology of Strain YX1; B. Clamp connection; C. Fruit bodies; D. Sclerotium.

2 ®REYX1 EREMREYFEFTFE

Fig. 2 Microstructure and biological culture characteristics of Wolfiporia cocos YX1

22 RBYXI W3 EFIERELRESH

RZE YX1 /9 PCR 74 5 43 45 2 1 652,
660,545 bp B ¥ 1 B 77 41, ¥ % 7 5 #& 3¢ 2
GenBank ( NCBI % 5% 5 43 5 . ON129554

ON129553 (ON155840, %45 K F MW, IKE YXI
( ON129554 ) i) rDNA-ITS J£41°4 1 652 bp:1~5 bp
7 188 rRNA JF 51,6 ~ 1 005 bp N ITS1 J¥ 41,
1 006~1 167 bp & 5.8S rRNA J¥%1,1 168 ~1 626



4 TS WP AARZS M S R o 21 4 38 [ il e 2R 0T

RE Wolfiporia cocos Taikong ITS KX268226.1

RE W. cocos WTS-12 ITS KX421297.1

KA W. cocos luoyang-1 ITS FJ172684.1

50| {R % W. cocos WTS-9 ITS KX421294.1

ORI W. cocos YX1 ITS ON129554

RE W. cocos XJ-28ITS KX268225.1

% Pachyma hoelen Dong 750 ITS MW251873.1
eg|| TR % P. hoelen Dong 830ITS MW251874.1

HR% Poria cocos SMCC133.01.11 ITS FJ501579.1

98 {&5 Wolfiporia cocos Batch3 ITS KT693239.1

a3 46 IRE W.cocos Batch3 ITS KT693238.1

HE R 45 B Piptoporus betulinus Pt-2 ITS EU294161.1

o IRZ% Wolfiporia cocos YX1 ON129553

78

19fR % W. cocos 13125 LSU KC585404.1
RE W cocos DR-2743 LSU K(C585403.1
RE W. cocos 14703 LSU K(C585402.1

1°°Lﬁ§2;§Wcocos MD-106 LSU EU402519.1
277 LSU JX507734.1

KE R 45 W Piptoporus betulinus

I_Wiljﬁ'% P betulinus 12388 TEF JX109913.1
PR Wolfiporia cocos CBS:279.55 TEF MW250253.1

100|_| o 1% W. cocos YX1 TEF ON155840
51

39
42

0.6 05 04 03 02 0.1 O

P2 Puchymu hoelen TKCTC:6480 TEF MW250260.1
K% Pachyma hoelen Dong 829 TEF MW250259.1
K% P hoelen Dong 830 TEF MW250258.1

% P hoelen Dong906 TEF MW250256.1

B3 RAN ZHERZERZLXEH
Fig. 3 Phylogenetic trees from neighbor-joining of Wolfiporia cocos YX1

bp 4 ITS2 JF 41,347 ~508 bp 4 28S rRNA ¥4,
RZ YX1 (ON129553) #% B f& K W 5 ( large
subunit, LSU) J& %1l 4 1 ~ 660 bp; £ % YXI
(ON155840) & 7 %E i [K ¥ ( translation extension
factor, TEF) (1) CDS Zwfi5h )7 5113k 545 bp 23510 1~
129 bp . 179~ 320 bp 380 ~ 545 bp, i 3 KK %E
YX1 41, R MEGA 6.1 #3818 H 2 5 Kk
BRE,EH N R0, WE 3 AL, 2G5k
B 43 A N &% 5% (8] B X (internally transcribed
spacer,ITS) | LSU,TEF = #4373, Tk % B YXI

522 DMIRZE AR AR BN SR B OF A — ik,
Pachyma hoelen . Wolfiporia cocos . Poria cocos #l
Macrohyporia cocos J&= K% T& W [A] ¥) 5 44 itk . AR
A5 T o ] ) 388 42 S A R T, 4 A [R) W) S 44 O AR
% ITS LSU TEF JF 9 KT —, 7350 3 #1618
P HERI S B ( Piptoporus betulinus) Pt-2 277 12 388
B S B R 2 IR 2 i B AR T ITS
LSU TEF (% X [a] 751 BEAT [R] Y X AT 285, £ RS
REW X4 TIR%E 1TS JF 41 | 1SU J¥ 4 | TEF ¥
FEATT 2 8] SCAT 5 A5 1k F HL NCBI Hp [a] 57 3k
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2.3 EERRAHEEHIEEE

231 HFEmEhns R KERHAEAWAE
FITCHAAAE 2 Pl 3207 0F I YX1 448 R il
W G-I A BELY W ( BGL) A N U - R HE B (EG)
(1) B A 2 AR B ZE 32 ~ 37 U - mL7 Z [, 1
SN B-# B ( CBH) 28 AL L Bl 16 ~ 17 U -
mL ' Z ] (E 4), HE 4 087, 7EA PR JE FJCH
AKJE 2 53T 2 d B CBH B % 7F 5 K AE 4%
WIH 14.48 U - mL'#115.87 U - mL", 5 4 KiGIE
P KAES 5 16.71 U - mL'#116.82 U - mL™';
EG 55 2 K M 5 KAE 4> 5 8 32.6 U » mL' Al
29.35 U - mL', 58 8 KA WA S g6 PE 15 21 5 K
H34.71 U - mL™", M JCAAARE 1853507 2056 12 K
it % 1 K B B A fB 32,245 U - mL'; BGL ZE4 FA K
JEFTCAAATE 2 B G327 2056 2 R A g 37 P 43
M4 33.03 U - mL'#130.46 U - mL", %5 8 KIFAH
P A T8 TG 1 3 31 i K 36.81 U - mL™, 8 [
1%, T TCAA A B B 85 35 07 S 10 R IE 4 5 3] e
KAE36.7 U - mL", MNZF 2 2 il i) B 1A 1l 0% % L
K% ,CBH<EG<BGL,

7 22 M R AR 3 Fh£F 4 K il CBH \EG Al
BGL & VETEA Fa A JE TG HA A JE 85 37 7 U8 7%
Af ) 2R B 3 22 57 (P<0.05) , Horh iy 3 Fiily
ZIBIAEAE R 3 25 5 (P<0.001) 5 75 F2 44 (8] 5500 1
R v, 3 F g 4 E 4 9 A 14.51,30.71,33.33
U-mL" 8555 F=5.53 FIGFERTH F=2.62,
PRks| B 25 3 Fhlil F=127.53, YR504k i &
Z5 (R,

232 ¥ EEmELAMNER KERAERBA
JEFTCASAE 2 Fias 3207 0F R I YX1 2 47 4
F G H & 0 B o W o I R, AR A LA
280 ~ 342 U - mL' Z [a], A 5 0 il 48 1k 3 [ 78
28 ~ 38 U - mL"' Z [0, o] 25 A 1 i A2 £k Y BB 7
9~ 11U -mL'ZE(KES), HES /A, AR
RIBFTCHAAATE 2 B F5 07 T 565 2 K AR R b
T3 f K AH 4> 518 20.89 U - mL™' 1 19.24 U -
mL" 5 5 8 Il I 43 1) ik 21 il 3% M e K AEL, 43 1
#3731 U - mL" A1 28.79 U - mL"; %5 10 K i
PR KABE S5 H 21.9 U - mL”" #1 15.37 U - mL"',
H o RMERGE A A S AT AE 2 Bk R r X
T 2 KBTS M A 275 U - mL! Al 217.49
U - mL" 5208 8 KB 3438 21 i 0 M B KAE, 40 51
341.28 U - mL"'#1280.74 U - mL™" ;%3 10 RGP

Tablel

cellulase activities from Wolfiporia cocos

Analysis of variance results of three

1| iz
EHRT BHEE W eta 7
W YX1 Sum of  Degree Partial F1{& P&
Strain YX1 squares of eta F value P value
for freedom  squared
Tyep 1l
R 74 033.03 1 0.99 2523.28 0.00
Intercept
T N 162.14 1 032 5.53%  0.37
Culture methed
3 Flrity 7 483.63 2 0.99 127.53*xx (0.00
Three enzymes
iy % 36.26 2 0.09 0.62 0.56
3 At
Culture methed x
Three enzymes
| 38.28 5 0.70  2.62%  0.05
Culture time
%2 Error 352.08 12

T * RN BEER (P<0.05); **+RRMBEEH (P<
0.001), T,

Note: * indiactes significant differences (P < 0.05); ***
indiactes extremely significant differences ( P<0.001). The same
below.

B RAE /3K 272.04 U » mL'F1229.09 U - mL™",
- F R MR EAE A A A S RIS AR JE 2 Mk 3% 7
KTFE 2 K, G0 9.23 U - mL" Hl 8.84
U - mL"; 55 8 K i il 36 1 4 K 23 % M 10.66
U-mL'#19.88 U - mL" ;%5 10 KAFIEME8.84 U -
ml ' f1 8.77 U - mL", SZ56G K B & A B NG 71 2 [7]
TEFEARAL 22 5 ) DA 2F- 2F 4 25 Tl 1) 5 PR i 33 %o 1L ok
B, -1 A BT I < AR SRWH I < H 2 RBH RS 1%
J7 22 BT R BHARZS 3 Tl 22 £ 4 28 g A SR iy
H 5% SRR o 58] 28 W Y I 06 1 R A A R B G
AATE 2 P85 7 X LR B 3% 22 7 (P<
0.05) , 55 i) [B] R 90 R W 2% 25 5+ (P<0.001) , H:
o3 i A AR B 25 5 (P<0.001) , 7E F 4K
[) 2550 07 () A 6 v, 3 ARG (53301 A 22.94.270.70
9.29 U - mL", 155 /a0 F=5.53 FIkE =0T F =
2.62 Bk B 25 73 P F=127.53 $ik B4k
BEER(EK2),
233 KRREMMEERMNER KEHE4LFOR
RS B R 22 2508 T, B I YXT 4% 0 4501k ) i
(MnP) BHEPEASILIERIZE O ~ 0.1 U - mL"' Z [A],
FESEFR S AT, £ BP0 A6 I 31 55 15 K1
MnP W& R 0.015 U - mL"; 7ERE R &1 B T,
2 A% T VRS T 3 26 15 K35 3] MnP e ) il % 1
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Table 2 Analysis of variance results of three

hemicellulase activities from Wolfiporia cocos

e

FIM AN R e 7
WA YXI Sum of  Degree Partial F1H P1{H
Strain YX1 squares of eta F value P value

for freedom  squared

Tyep 1
R 1101 149.2 1 0.99 2523.28 0.000
Intercept
W g5 8 831.29 1 0.51  12.57%  0.004
Culture method
3 Tl 1558 901.87 2 0.99 1 109.98*** 0.000
Three enzymes
i 055 x 13730.31 2 0.09 0.62  0.003
3 i
Culture methed x
Three enzymes
KR a] 9037.53 5 0.45  9.65%%  0.000

Culture time

R 2 Errors 8 426.63 12

[ |CBH (Fe#A A8 No pine sawdust)

EG (JG# A No pine sawdust)
457 [ ] BGL (FoAAAJ§ No pine sawdust)

CBH (#/i #A K J& Add pine sawdust)
EG (4 B A8 Add pine sawdust)
40+ Il BGL (4] #AKJ8 Add pine sawdust)

oF Y F WGV It
Cellulase activity (U-mL ™ min™")

4 6 8 10 12
B30 ] Culture time (d)

4 TEE YXIHFERBENE
Fig. 4 Cellulase activity of Wolfiporia cocos YX1

#0.081 U« mL™" s ZERGFRAAE C R, SR B A
M 15 KA MoP @G PE R 0.027 U - mL', 38
B oI  FE RS IR A D $ A [ G ) )
5521 KAY MnP B3GR AR I8 20 4090 i 0 {0 1

0.025 U - mL™"; X kb A JC Mn™ Fl B & Mn™ PP 5%
FEAM 25 R B, HSR MnP 2 2 M A9 520,
{3 MnP B & MR K BITESS 15 Kk 2450 W e
I s Mn* 2R 7242 MnP U5 S H T2 — , MnP
it PR A A B A — B0 X HE C A R RS A BE 4
A TG Mn® M EL A, 3Z B8 AR TS R M S B 55 in 2, 6-
DMP $5 32 41F D, 76 21 d N MnP 36 P #0 A A B
W21 d ZJ A AR B R 32 54F C Fn 2,6-DMP

[:7[(5%%!@ Xylanase (JEAAAJE No pine sawdust)

77 H 8 %OREBS Mannanase (FHA A No pine sawdust)
:ﬂ-ﬁ%ﬁﬁ’ﬂﬁ a-Glucosidase (Jo#4 A8 No pine sawdust)
ﬂ(?éﬁﬂ@ Xylanase (4 #A A8 Add pine sawdust)

iy 7 OB Mannanase (77 #4448 Add pine sawdust)

I 75 4 B 476 o-Glucosidase (5438 Add pine sawdust)

RS Y I

Hemicellulase activity
(UmL ™" min™")

'- /4 6 8 /10 ’12‘
3% 35 B 1 Culture time (d)
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Fig. 5 Hemicellulase activity of Wolfiporia cocos YX1
iR & AF D ATPARAFAE MnP BRI PR AL, 21 d
WNARZES T 4 PR 460077 42 MnP BYFE DL ULIET 6,

0.101 —w— A& No Mn™)

- --@-- B(£&4k AddMn™)

T‘: | 4 COHAAJE Addpine sawdust) .

= 0.08] e D(Ji2.6-DMP Add 2,6-DMP) b
a7 S
- P
£ 0.06 [
]2 P
i;;g 0.04F o

= ; \
HE e : 4! *
BEo002f a, s A ‘ A

of e *

11 1I3 15 1I7 |I9 21
B35 Culture time (d)

—
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W
~
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A. RYSAN MnSO, - H,0 ¥ ; B. %S MnSO, - H,0 % ;
C. N2 g MARBEW; D. TN 2, 6-—HAILIEBIE
IR

A. Without MnSO, - H, O solution; B. With MnSO, - H, O
solution; C. With 2 g pine sawdust solution; D. With 2,6-DMP

solution. The same below.

B 6 TREHE YX1HEERULWERFL
Fig. 6 MnP activity of Wolfiporia cocos YX1

REETRTE 4 Tl [R]JIC ) 00 15 3% 20, K i
YX1 %W (Laccase ) fif i PEZ2 AL JE FEIAE O ~ 0.04
U - mL"ZME, TEREFRAME A TR, $ A Tl A D)
FNE 19 K 1Y Laccase %44 0.031 U - mL' 5 7F
BRFRAAE BN, 4 0% il R 0 B 5 7 Kk
Laccase fx KEFIG R 0.033 U - mL™ ; 7ERS 37 544
CF, FEHAYBER A I RN 9 K Laccase i1 14
0.025 U - mL' j fERE FR 55 4F D T, $2 A i
Kl 2] 25 9 KB Laccase B 3G M H A 0.029 U -
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mL™;%F A JE Mn® F1 B & Mn® P R 5 3% 400 10
ZE RO Mn® % P2 24 IR X5 Laccase %A K K728
AL X H 4 FORTRIEY) Laccases WY BEG PE 88 /)N
JF H. Laccase FifitEAR LM AR &, 21 d WK
ZHETE 4 FhEEFE 50 P74 Laccases FYTH ML ILE 7,
—=— A4 No Mn™)

--@-- B (4 AddMn™)

0.04F .a- C (HMAJE Add pine sawdust)
--#-- D (Jii2,6-DMP Add 2,6-DMP)
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Fig. 7 Laccase activity of Wolfiporia cocos YX1

YX1 7F 4 PO R P 09 35 5= 55 40T, R oK
R L ALY (LiP) B IS PEASfEVERIZE 0 ~ 0.2
U-mL', fEREFRAME AR, 32 H0AY il V30K 0 3] 55
21 K% LiP BEIE R 0.023 U - mL" 728555 4444 B
TR E S 11 Kk 3] LiP i K EEE PE M 0.109
U« mL'ERFRA C R R0 5E 7 K1Y LiP i
TEPEN 0.104 U - mL 7ERE R 451 D F, Rl 21 56
19 KA LiP 151 HA 0.067 U - mL™'; % A
Mn®* FI B £ Mn®* P 5 SR R 25 5 22 B, Mn™*
A=A LiP B R ZH R iR Mn™ 5200 LiP i
TEPEARAE  H LB, X EE 4 FORTRR Y LiP BTG
PEAR LA /N H LiP BESPEAR (LA R . 21 d
IRETHAE 4 FpRE b =4 LiP 155 LA 8,

3 &5t

3.1 FERBERE

AHFFE VAEF A AR ES YXT NS % 4, AT R 1)
WLLIEFRE W 22 A R A8 LRI 5 B4 AR
KRR ANL R AR TR 22 VA — SRR A, 7 B 1)
WITF FEARZS R €8 A AT AR A BE R sl Ak 55 iy
LEENG, WA TAYFRERE , EECITS (LSU
TEF 7504734 , 7081 PCR 729, YX1 S5HERIE T Pr-
2.277.,12388 TE AR A W I T, fE R K &R EIEA
R XA 3L 2=, IR% (Pachyma hoelen ) |

A(Je%k No Mn™) A~ C(HMAE Add pine sawdust)
T0.12) --®-- B(#&% AddMn”) €= D (fli2,6-DMP Add 2,6-DMP)

= 0.10F A AN )

= 0.08F ¢
z006F |
0.04}
0.02}

7R 5 2 ek A A 9
LiP activity (U.mL - min™)

1 3 5 7 9 11 13 15 17 19 21
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Fig. 8 LiP activity of Wolfiporia cocos YX1

Wolfiporia cocos  Poria cocos 1 Macrohyporia cocos
4 MY TR G R T P ENZ B R B K
35 2008 4FC T HL) 5 R (Kirk et al., 2008) K&
SRR 9 )\ L R BB T W o 2857 IR YXI
( Wolfiporia cocos) ,>J& T FHF 1] ( Basidiomycota ) ,
BV ] ( Agaricomycotina ) BE 7 24X ( Agaricomycetes ) |
Z L ® H (Polyporales ) , 1 = fL #& £l ( Fomitopsi-
daceae) , K% )& ( Wolfiporia) ,AR% (W. cocos) ,
32 REFHERHBMF LR

ASHIF G T3 00 AR 25 TR 7 41 4k 2K WA 1 PR By
Fr AFTE B WA B R LA T e th i YXT HAT R
flR AR BT 4 R W RE ), IR Ry g ik B % A0 50 T
YX1 #7741 4 R WS P n e . BESE R 3,
R URIES AR ¥R RN N ER W /A N
EYIRET  BAGE T —BUn e, SRJr
A TR AR X B 55 A A AR S Sy T 0 1 52 36 2
FHLEE, B CBH EASh , EG BGL 3R I A #A A 5 52
B 21 = T O A AR TS X BRZH 2T 4E 3R i ) 22 (]
XK F AR h CBH<EG<BGL, (44 %
Tity i i ROV Tt | A SROME I | oo ] 4 MR A 2 R
AR A 250 20 iR T IO RA AR JE X IR, D &7
YR WS 1 Z AR LR T 2 27 4k K 1 b H 85 2R
Bt <A SR WE T <o 2 W H B . IR T SE R A Y
3 MREFHE R CBH 15 %400 0] Ikl 375 1 f K, 3K
HERE (2015) PR EE R —B, dHERM D EG
1 BGL BE VEY AR 25 8 Kk 3 43 Wb 5 1 5 i 1A
BGL W& T EG Y W% P4 | 9 %0 i 5 M Lk CBH =
2 52, REWLE AN 3 Fhp 2 4e R pgh
{7 SRMH O LU A SROME 1% | oo ) 500 1 Tl 5 1 9 ~
3247, HAM AR — B (Z K, 2016; HLiE
45, 2016b) . EiG%(2017) WSS 3 Bl I B 5 A
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W GEARZE 1) 2 2 25 il R >F 2F 4 22 i 0% MR A L, AR
2 YX1 Y@ T X 3 Fh 4 2k L2 FL & ( Fomitopsis
pinicola) \ME R %8 B ( Piptoporus betulinus ) Fl & 4
( Pholiota adiposa) H = H§HE 77 .
3.3 REF KRB EKFE

PRES T B T, 32 7 AR £ 4 3R il N o 2 4
R, AR AR TS 0K BT R R RS A, AR
Ao R BR Laccase Z 4, MnP Al LiP )3
PR RS AE S50 20 2 T IS AR JE X A 288
FWIAS I Mn® FRA A JE R 5 55 I W) e 8 i 2175 =
YEH ., Chi % (2007 ) B 5% 5 481 8% B ( Ceriporiopsis
subvermispora) % ( Pleurotus ostreatus ) F1:1%5 B i
ML B ( Physisporinus rivulosus ) 55 & L1 3% &4
i} MnP BiE& R, 7E 7 d Z 5K D0 E] MnP 375 #4535 3
i e, JUROAS [A] 35 55 07 08 BT B (9 MnP i 1 1
TR 25~250 U - mL" 5 ETADFIR S5 SR AH L, 4R
57 MnP B TE M LRSS , 4 Fhg 35 05 2R =
IGMEACH 0.081 U - mL"', K% Laccase 1535 7 20
A B AHXS L 555 02X B SRR A B 4 0 v 0 H
Z 5] Mo BSE A K 85 372 9720 C F0 D, A2 55 9
RIKEN 530 = 0, 53530720 A T Mn™ #H AL, A
SEARATE BT RA 0, W RS FII=) L 3 (2009) HFFELL
g5 4 BB 3% 7 3 Laccase i 1% P 28 1k Y8 Bl A
36~205 U - L', 768 Mn™ FIJC Mn™ 24 T (0 i 15
P WSO, SARM ST A5 R AR —3, Ui Laccase
it 3% 1 3 D R AN ) i R A 2 U Bl PR AR AL A L
BEIRZE Laccase il 176 14 # LL #5055, X0 0.025 ~
0.032 U - mL", LiP }55% 770 A F1 B A X) HE, LiP
Z 3 Mo BYFZ0R I H LTI 5] 53 Wh w0 5 55 57 07
X CH 7 KRR /i m g, 5 FRIT=LA 1L
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—; 83 DL 19 KA LiP BTG PRI 2 23 W =
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WA o 2 i 1, 22 Rl 22 0] Y 7 i 2
(P<0.05)
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