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A 1 Pleurotus sajor-caju 44 £ 4L ik AT 3E FR K £ B &340, AR AT HATHIA . 4 P sajor-caju 3 7k 25~35d
G, AR BREAFHRTE, BLERZHTELS0.20%, FRHLME L EOBILKMAHE, BIFEX
69.33%~78.64% , HxtRLAANIIZE T 3.5~4.1 4F. vAGKA YR TAAE 6) LR AR AT AR O ) R A 69 B AE AL K B R 3
AU, KB T2h, KAERT LKA IAT 18.35~18.90 mg/mL, & & LB T AR IE T F 69 68.31%.
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Abstract:
medium. Delignification and subsequent enzymatic saccharification and fermentation of kenaf stalk were investigated in order to
evaluate effects of microbial pretreatment on bioconversion of kenaf lignocellulose to fuel ethanol production. The highest
delignification rate of 50.20% was obtained after 25—35 days cultivation by P. sajor-caju, which could improve subsequent
enzymatic hydrolysis efficiency of kenaf cellulose. And the saccharification rate of pretreated kenaf stalk reached 69.33 to 78.64%,
4.5-5.1 times higher than the control. Simultaneous saccharification and fermentation (SSF) with microbial-pretreatment kenaf stalk
as substrate was performed. The highest overall ethanol yield of 68.31% with 18.35 to 18.90 mg/mL was achieved after 72 h of SSF.

Kenaf stalk was pretreated by the white-rot fungus Pleurotus sajor-caju incubated in solid-state kenaf stalk cultivation

Keywords:
fermentation, cellulosic ethanol
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Phanerochaete chrysosporium, £ JH 5 F T 7 &b B
KA YER AR D
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Ja 8 — A A i e A W B REIRAR Y, AR e
BRI 3~4 £, CO, [RIfLRE T2 4~5 £, 4
Wy 57 AT ik 30 tthm?, B8k 3. Bl 035 T AR K
SRR RRR LAY 2 —, Her gy fa i
B OrC EE, RAZDRERS R R ISR Ak il 45 1Ak
CEERAHCHARAR I IERGE . Hit, fEffidE . W
Z P P TR Y A J51 3R 6 ik % 0 O S el B, AR
WESEAALLLLRASE FE R 5 F2kE, SR T P. sajor-caju fil4h
PRLTFRASFT, WEST P. sajor-caju % £LBRFS AT Y T4k 1
VEINETS VB TR AN/ N i a AL R SN ES SER RN
PEER, NELLRRZ MR LG IF K S AL RRAS FF i B e
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e, B AR
12 EHEE

A Yy T Ak BB SR R R 20.0 g, KHLPO,
1.0 g, MgSO47H,0 0.5 g, MnSO,-H,0 0.05g, #H
7k 1000 mL;

PDA ¥k D457 1000 mL, #jZibE 20 g,
BifR 20 go ANINBEAE MBS FRIE (H4R pH), HIfE
P B o 45 97 3

10xYP $iFRdk (). BEEEE 100 g, &AM
200 g, 77K 1000 mL.

1.3 EMHE

P. sajor-caju 1 fif R MO 2 i A 1y T AR S5
FOR . XL PDA RHE G T 4 CUKAE, TERL
APk AL BRLT RS FF AT, AN E] PDA AR |, #
F 24 CHiFR 7 d, LKWV, FELUHE 7 5
I LR o T BB 454 6 T 22 1) P AR ) B 2y 1 em?
WIIE T B /NE, RS REEE R 1 e,

TR 7S % 1 S. cerevisiae, A 2 BUPR P 55 0
PETmERE (LRIEERE R A RAF, HdE5)
aifeii 77, UL PDA RHEORAFE T 4 °Co MARHE F IR
1 FREERER R RN T 264 100 mL ¥ 3557 51
250 mL =i, 30 'C . 180 r/min #ik % {5 3% 24 h,
SRIG I 2 mL B5 SR W R G He 1 5% 24 ho B KGRl
3500 r/min #.0> 10 min WCAE RGN, FHCH R
HER KBS O VRV B 2 ), RPTRERR 244, I
Ja AT A B ER K AR B AL 107 cells/mL A B B TR
(k).

14 ZRFEFREYTLLE

250 mL =S nA 15 g ZLRRRS FHR AN
85 mL HFEWK, IRG A ESREFRE, T 121 C
KH 60 min, #RJ5 RN P. sajor-caju B &8 (2
1cm?), 24 Cor3liEgs 15d, 25d Fl 35d, }EFess
J&, IA 60 mL A7 R ZE vk (0.05 mol/L, pH 4.8),
4 CHRGHEFR A h, B FXUZD A 0E . W8GR
F 4 °C. 3000 r/min &.0» 15 min, B EWER, BA
BRI A% P. sajor-caju £1 FRFS FF 85 = W $E B, 4 C
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P& . BRRE S DR .OUIEWIRG, HZE
KBS, KT, 4 CORAFR o X BEEBR A A
22 b, HARARAERTE

KPR RRFS 1 5k 1 g (K586 2 0.000 1 @),
JA 15 mL b A RS2 EROG JFURHIEA T AL 2], 4351
BT 25 °Cal 50 C . 160 r/min 5N 6., 12, 24 h,
o R AR SRR, KBRS DAAT 4k 2R A ALK A
(. 1.5),
1.5 LIRRFEFTRYERIZ KR

RSB FRBCLOMRAS FRARE S 1 g (K586 % 0.000 1 g,
(7] s BBORE I 7 B T Y 7K 43 1), 3] 100 mL =)
B, MA 05 mL £F4EZEEF (Celluclast 1.5 L,
Novozyme Co., fifi%: 60 FPU/mL). 0.5 mL B-#%j
WETEHF (Novozyme 188, Novozyme Co., Wil £
15 000 U/mL). NaNg i (IEEH]) FAraiR-Fris
FR4hZE i (0.05 mol/L, pH 4.8), #4Jk 25 mL 2
RZR, HAEF] NaNg 29k 8 200 pg/mL. ¥
SAIME TR A 2L 50 °C L 160 r/min (1) 45k 1E
FERURE 72 h, BURELL DNS 3530 5 8 JrOE & o 25 1
YLBR T AR N RE & ZE B S WKV 10 min GG TG
Hb, HARRAVEHIE,
1.6 AMEFHIRCIEL AR

10 g ZLRRFSAFAE S N E) 250 mL = fa i,
121 “C2KH 30 min, WA, PATCHEEALE RImA
B RE R 10 mL (107 cells/mL) ., 79 2o 4 1Y
10xYP #3310 mL., £F4E % (Celluclast 1.5 L)
5mL. B-#Z A (Novozyme 188) 5 mL Filif 2
MR IR - P IR BN G2 v, PR 100 mL & A &
TEBFEIR T LA 37 °C ., 130 r/min 444 & 7 72 h, B
FERI 2, W5 i

1.7 SW¥AZX
1.7.1 R4
RS E . WROREE; FagER B

. GBIT 745-2003; MR A RKRE S & : GBIT
2677.8-1994; MRIAAKZ & GB/T 10337-1989; /K
A& GBIT 2677.2-1993,
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1.7.2 AW E
SRH 3,5- i H KR (DNS) H 7k e iR
JEOHE o K5 BRI K TS 0 (3 000 r/min, 10 min),
YA R, BUR BRI 0.5 mL A1 3 mL DNS i 5iR
G, WK 5 min, BAEEAR 20 mL, TiEK
540 nm Zb i 5 WO RE AR A A R AR v it 2t e
RS%0.9

e

173 ZBEEEEHMNE: EHEBEHH G

W R T =R S RO B, I A 1 UK B
W 50 mL, JiIA 50 mL ZEIEK, IR, 1R
AT 50 mL A EIfHh (KIB), FriEsa 2Ry, &
REZIE, RA ., B3 mL T 50 mL &80
Hr, LA 15 mL FERFREPE WL, TRAICE 5 min, N
KERZBZIE, T 610 nm AL EWOEREE , #RIE
C PR E I3 2 v

Ethanol |xV
L Egerags L — [
Ry Woxcx0.568

1.7.4  BEFE

W ALY 2, 2-HA- (3-Z FEATFHE
WE-6- i R (ABTS) M4 A Akt A 2 gt 2y
(U): 76 LRI, O M F B b ok
BEXA N 0.1 JT 75 Al i o

ARBE S EA G RAUFESEE (VA) MK
W s 5 kTS WS RN (U): 1R R A
T, &AL 1 umol VA B4k ir s il

x100% ,

x100% .

x1 ARBEHERESPENRESH

Table 1 Relative content of kenaf stalk components

FRACOR AT AL B . SR DL 2,6- BRI
(2,6-DMP) MM E )5 1, BEIE AL (V)
1 LR AT, A5 5h 1L 1 pmol 2, 6-DMP
AL BT B .

ST 4 - 05 £ A 2R R DB AR TG T R
G L (U): 7E BIRAET , RE/INET B A
1 pmol 7 45 % I i 14 i o

LR A LA SR ACER TG e, HIRY)
FH R AR A SR o WS B fE LR, &
JINESF R R P A B 1 pmol AHE I A i &

2 ER50H

2.1 EMETNAL IR AT LT RRFSFT R R R 0
R AR R FE A DN 4E 3 Ffh: 4
Yok | CPAAERFRBIR, AR BRELRRAE & 2T 4k
F42.31% . FLF4EE 22.58%, KIRZE 23.79% (&
MRAEARRFRIEARR). #FEHJEH P. sajor-caju
WiFt e, CURRFSFE IO 2H o0 A AR s, AR A
UL 1A 1.2 1 B/ T P.sajor-caju £ 154,
25d J 35d J& , ZLIRRAS AL 27 U A AR 3 3 23 48
K1 WHE/R T 285, BT 48 1T OB T3 A 20
Tl T AR it 2% 20 43 o e 43 B AR AR L o
EIRAC R FOREAR LY, X REAE i R A2 K T o 7
IKBERZ A T, EHUACR Ry 93.8%, {HEF
e R | LR AE R BORBUR S5 L 1 BT i AR AL I A B
2 (P>0.05), BiW] T4 Btk F 2R R BAERE A Y

Sample Cellulose (%) Hemicellulose (%) Lignin (%)
Untreated 42.31+1.22° 22.58+1.39 23.79+1.08
Control 44.74+1.12 23.56+0.98 25.13+£1.28
15 d* 49.97+0.83 22.46+1.24 21.50+0.97
25d 52.85+0.56 19.91+1.49 20.66+1.22
35d 57.65+0.96 16.79+1.37 19.37£1.05

2 Kenaf stalk samples pretreated by P. sajor-caju for 15, 25, or 35 d; ® Data are mean values + standard deviation of

three replicates.
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Fig. 1 Variation in component content of kenaf stalk samples
based on dry matter (DML: dry mass loss).

HoAB AL b, GnTE R AR A, o R e X AR
AR YR 2 AR 2 R B o R A AH X T 4 RO
FF A4k

BWe, mTRELnERTER, BTy REE
W AE, IEFRATEEK, TR R
B4R 15 d, FEFFREHIARZ 22.9%, ML 77.1% ;
BrigRmtie) K 2 25 d 1 35 d )5 , RS FF R B &,
43 ETC 69.7% il 60.6% . FEULALERIAN], FEFFRE
an PR BT R 19 LBRACRAR I B (P<0.01), RETE
A AFDGT I k43 B3 X JERE (T 1) 25.139% ARG, A
Jii R EBRF ] ik 50.20% (35 d).

[E ), Bz P. sajor-caju 3% 3% B [a] (O ZE K, £1 8K
R FE I o 2 2k 32 R0~ 21 24 25 1) o a8 o b
B35 35 d ), ﬁzﬁ%%ﬁi%’a 16.75% , P44 R
ik 53.96% , X A]figs/&H T P. sajor-caju 7E3EFEA:
Kt ferr, ﬂ%%l_# JE it I £ 4 21 Wl AP 41 2 2
Bl A7 35 A R P sk i e 22 150
2.2 WEEATALIE M O RFEFT R ER (R K AR Y
E;ur]

2 4 FEAE L RS FT LT 4 R A MR 2k, )
TR R QR i R PR B O E . AEZF
Y FOK i AR R T, I S R R R R
SE T HEAN KA o AR T T L A 4T 4 2R 1 A AR Ak
W%, PRI, 5 R Yy i A BELLRRFS 1T 5
SL LT A 2R B AL RS FTEF 4 KR 52 )
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Control 15d 25d 354d
Pretreatment time of sample

B 2 WEYEMLEXNIRBFOEBEKBREN
AL

Fig. 2 Effect of microbial pretreatment on enzymatic
hydrolysis of kenaf stalk.

i b 2 2 2 A AL K A 7 AR S JEORE , BFSR A
THCAE W Ak B A £ JRR R A ) A1 K i A5 1Y
Ak B2 Won T B N AR R RO £F 4t K il
30 FPU/g JIEY, 78 50 C . 160 r/min i 54 F R
3.dJaE, AbBEREES S X REEE N TP A e R LR
AR AAE B o T T AR SRR R T, X B 2 R A
J& . WAL FAL Ky 15.37% , T 4b BRI E] A 15 d .
25d. 35d AL RS FFRE G 76 B AR SN IS, A
W H I JEOBE VR BE 4 Ok (10.38+0.67) mg/mL .
(14.59+1.03) mg/mL 1 (18.00+0.92) mg/mL, 4% 1k
FYL I E 51.82% . 69.33% F 78.64% , AT LIFE
th, 2 P sajor-caju 22155 — @ BTG, 4R
X 21 JRR A A ot 114) T 00 3 22 X BB B e B 5 4
= (P<0.01),

2.3 P.sajor-caju 15 FF ) AR 1R B IR XS LI RRFEFT BT
SN ES

M 5E FiRZ P sajor-caju 2B+ 15d.25d f% 35d
8 2L R T 335 75 W ML 0 VR 00 A DG TS, L5 R il
(Lac) . ARJBTE S /LYEG (LiP). HM Ak
fili (MnP). AHWERE (Xyl) FILF4EZEH (Cel) 45,
g n (K 3), EAREK B, P sajor-caju 7£
CLRRAS FF 8% 75 56 B0 I ) M A B RS TR 76 3 A
AR, BRAG I MnP RIS PE. 5535 15d, g



BC &7 9% A S EE Pleurotus sajor-caju T4 BEXT 21 BRFS FT A& B 2 B AY 52 W) 1469

~

[ ——Lac ——Lip —4Xyl —Cel

~_

béi;q

¥ x¢

15d 25d 35d
Pretreatment time of sample

3 P.sajor-caju £ R iE I ¥R B R HOBEE
Fig. 3 Activity of enzyme extraction on 15 d-, 25 d-, or 35 d-
kenaf culture by P. sajor-caju.

I
T

Enzyme activity (U/mL)
—_ )

[

HNBETE 1 EE LA Lac (2.59 U/mL) 3, LiP I Mk
59, /KJG LiP WGP, AEK 2 25 d B, KREEM
Wit b Lac A1 LiP S [a] 4R H], e Lac 1 LiP (1
FifE 1% 20 & 1.52 A1 0.73 U/mL, A KM, Rigs
Iffa) ik E) 35 d iy, MISMEE Lac 16 S 8271 LiP %
FIEAR, UERF Lac AYRRE 5 2.94 UimL, A ZE FE
it £ 2 Lac MEALIEH . 7E P. sajor-caju 344
Ko, ¥IaRIE—E it 1R RBE RGN 2T 4t R i,
BB R RE, 3 MK EAG 8
%25 (P>0.05),

FIFH P. sajor-caju AHH B i Ab B 21 pRAS 1 )UK
— FERFE] S, 2T R FF 0 2T 24k 2% T 02 /K S 0 %
4 FI7RN o ZLRRAS AT EORIZE P. sajor-caju L i T 40 B
Ja . VLA AR WA ALK R, 20 5 Ak e 5d T B
(56.41+10.02) mglg KW, %2 K AL FEXT FEAE G
((51.39%8.62) mg/g JIKY) #2155 9.77% o (H LM EHE
Ab BHLZT SRR B ) B[R] R B2 R R, %o il /K fo
J 30 JEME e AL B AT 25500, S5 RERW, 2
75 LATZ R BB RO £ RS AR AT AL 3R, )5 22 1 i
PRAK RO I T $em (P>0.05),
24 ARERETELAESECE

DL b A 9 T AL B ) £ JRR R R S A
MR ORI, WNINA4E R [G 30 FPU/g XY, £
37 “CHIFH 2 S BE A7 IR A0 WAL R W, 25 AN 15T 5
Fim o KWET2N0 I, X BREE S = CEEW D, IR

ORI S, £ P sajor-caju 1535 KA T
Wb PRRE S, FER ISR, R h LBV 43 )
k%) 13.71, 18.35 J 18.90 mg/mL, #=Z Xf HEEE S,
B HRAT BB (P<0.05), 43415k %] 53.54%
(15d). 68.31% (25d) F164.62% (35d). ZH7 2545
BE, B 4y 100 Ak B ) ok 20 SRR RS FF 1 £ 7 %
FER (P<0.05), 25 d Al 35 d FALHAE & ) £ 1
FRRKZ 15 d FALEAE A R (P<0.05),
HoFHZE IR EES

Control 6h 12h 24 h
Pretreatment time

4 P. sajor-caju HES R TR ALIE X 4T 4 REGHE 1L LI RFS
FFK RS20

Fig. 4 Effect of cellulase catalytic hydrolyzation of kenaf
stalk pretreated by enzyme extraction on kenaf culture by P.
sajor-caju.

15d 25d 35d
Pretreatment time of sample

5 WEYHLEHERESELAEBE 2hCEE
Fig. 5 Ethanol yields after 72 h-SSF for microbial-pretreated
kenaf stalk samples.
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AR R SR A REF 2 2R 1 EE Sy, SRy
PRZERFRERE | SRS MR ZBRIVER] . TELT e R L
A7 K AR T T RO R R AR A R A AR
I, DR EEFEALR . B B P. sajor-caju 7EZL R
FEFFRE R L e K B, S K R M
ik, MR BT R A AL, REAEBRAR TR
FRLr4ER . 4 P sajor-caju 35 d HYFEMEVEH, £0E
FEFF AT R A1 4 R 10 B4 5k 3] 50.20%
M 53.96% , AR T RATIIARTIR AP YER A
i, R AT Y 2 RS54 , WA B Fil kb 31
M E Y, P S LIRS T I8 SRR AL

FELTMAS FE IO ik kb B f b, P sajor-
caju AT —E ML R B A e R RS,
DABOR > £ AE 2R AR 2 A R, X AT RS2 I T
KB Z et Fe vk P, sajor-caju #7 AR 94 5 Fl
RER T RIS, A RALLTYE R BATRA 4 £ %
Pl A T % A SR 0 A, (R E TR S Pk
oA #E kA vh B R T RE , TR G T BB
B A Y AT RIS AN A A A R il A
SRR N IBRVESE SR B NP NGie 5 SN
WE AT LA 2502 B oK R 38 ST DA e KRR R R W
gy, P O Jihh, AN SR,
A B AR A R o A B SR R R
RHE AR, AL AR

TESMHT P. sajor-caju 1577 WML 42 M WO0T 2 RR ARG
FEA T FRASCR B R 0, AR S BR AR 0 2B 0
3, PR R R B AR BT A B, S5 S 4T 4t
F IR K R 0 O e B e, UL
£F Yt F ORI U 25 48t n] . BE AR A T 2 R A
RIRERRE, UOUCEE LA i 3 Bl R R ot 3R i 41k
YIEEAYTE J1, ASBER Rt X EORH AT FAL B, A2
8 BT 22 (0 A KR IR A SR SR IS, A R 5 bR At
ARIEE, e AL AR,

AR ik TRUAL PR REAE Il L F R pH 3 T bk
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WA T HEAT, BRI IRZ YL CO, Ml HO, 5
Fofb PR AL B AR L, HARRFEMR. JCi5 . &
PR ASER S, (HFERTE K o P. sajor-caju X £L kA
FF (4 b BRI (] 4 34 25~35 d, A REA RlCHE w5 20 RRAS T
(R K R BOR AR TR . A RFTE N R 8
1 5 E F % P chrysosporium . HU i B
Ceriporiopsis subvermispora i 4b B £ K 5 #1116 43
FEREAT | Bermuda (— Fift i 55 ) (8046 | fob B s i) K
ik 42 do ST HUE Yk UL B E R R, i TAb
B B R 0 S R R SOAS K,  E R L A 9 A
B 7 vk 45 A o AR AL B AR R A 2 kRS . P
sajor-caju E—FEH®E, AR TRETHER CEEE
7R TR BRI BB IEL, AH R FEARLT 4E R 2 RER 2R
FERUA ., BRI, AT DABE R B T T 2 T B S AT
(L 755 ) B3l W Xk A TR 4T 4 3R A7 2 B AL B

4 i

KHH P. sajor-caju 15 F% () THAL 3 5 i Ab BRZT R
FEFT 25~35d, AR 2R m ik 50.20% , J&
SEf A R EGHEAL K R, SRR bR R
69.33~78.64 % , [F] & M b & W i £ B 7= % A] 3k
68.31% , ViB LI MRFSFF4: P.sajor-caju TALFR)S , A
BRUERARTRE, RS AL NIRRT R,
{2 B — 119 B A il 2 RO N BB AT 4550 T Ak 3 21 R s
FF o A= 4y T Ak BHEE: S — b A A o7 B 1) T Ah 3T
2, HRERTE K, TIAREE R RS, T ERASA Al
Tk, JFERRZVEMME S A R R, B2 T
PRI I A5 30 4 o

Mt =X

RS: WA Z = AL 138 S S BT i, mg;
Wo: [ A & H I A £ RS AR it Y 4 1 ot
mg;

C: ZIRRFEFFRESN AT 4R i 8L, % ;
[Ethanol] : & B 1A & v & B W 1) o &5 43 550,
mg/mL;

i
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H,

V: R R R TR AR, 100 mL;
Wo: & A Z5 Hh I A 11 20 JRR A FE R i 11 466 T
mg;

C: ZUMRFEFTRER A RR TR, %;

0.568: £ 4t xRk h L BERY IR R,
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