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i E: A48 A WSD-5 AA G MRAL ) Fo FBEAL ), AIRY] WSD-5 8 B 7] 5 R ALIE A
WH KA A B, BidshIT Ry B TR, KFT 11 #r@idA 3 4hAH. 16S rDNA btz R &
B, @8 4 A4 Pseudomonas sp.. Pseudomonas aeruginosa. Achromobacter sp.. Stenotrophomonas
sp.~ Bacillus fusiformis. Bacillus cereus. Brevundimonas sp.. Ochrobactrum sp.. Cytophaga sp.-
Benzo(a)pyrene-degrading bacter. Flavobacterium sp.#)i1 %Ft; 26S rDNA pbst 45 R &80 3 AR A H 2 5|
A Pseudallescheria boydii. Coprinus cinereus ¥)iL %A . 2 B AT H 4 i A= 3 R A fE£ CMC
P AERE, 2O R R E SR A 3 RAE A S, 3 RARNBEDS
MELER, BEEHEHEIAE 7-14 d, FEZIS% T, 3 WARGBEEHLEINS, EKRE
RN B E AN B VAR FL K&, 4 AL E] T 1.05. 5.53 4 0.56 U/mL, B-
%ﬁ %ﬂféﬁ@&%'rﬁuﬂ:%)ﬁ&%'m} A FC R, £ #1142 0.44 = 58.95 U/mL, HARRAEHE %
F1 R &H1A4 6 15,
KW KA REM, AEHE, BEKBENH, HE LT, REEREN
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Abstract: The microbial community WSD-5 could not only degrade wheat straw but also secret ex-

tracellular enzyme efficiently. In order to further study the synergistic decomposition mechanism of
WSD-5 and optimize the microbial combination, 11 bacterial strains and 3 fungal strains were isolated
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from the microbial community WSD-5. The closest relatives of 11 bacterial strains were Pseudomonas
sp., Pseudomonas aeruginosa, Achromobacter sp., Stenotrophomonas sp., Bacillus fusiformis, Bacillus
cereus, Brevundimonas sp., Ochrobactrum sp., Cytophaga sp., Benzo(a)pyrene-degrading bacter, Fla-
vobacterium sp. by sequencing nearly complete 16S rDNA and the closest relatives of 3 fungal strains
were Pseudallescheria boydii, Coprinus cinereus by sequencing 26S rDNA. Whereas transparent cir-
cles were detected on carboxymethylcellulose (CMC) plates with 4 bacterial strains and 3 fungal
strains, there were only 3 fungal strains which had the enzymatic productivity by determining the
enzyme activity. The results of dynamic trend of enzyme activity showed that the peak heights oc-
curred at 7-14 days. The F1 expressed the highest filter paper activity (1.05 U/mL), the highest cel-
lulose endonuclease activity (5.53 U/mL) and the highest exonuclease activity (0.56 U/mL). The high-
est B-glucosidase activity (0.44 U/mL) and xylanase activity (58.95 U/mL) were expressed by the FC.
The highest xylanse activity of FC was 6 times higher than that of F1.

Keywords: Lignocellulose degradation, Microbial community, Filter paper enzyme activity, Cellulase activ-
ity, Xylanase activity

KEAF ROV TR FE RN T4 A4 BN,

FRUESE, Hrh R VEMFEFFL & 50%LL Y Hix—F
B IGER, HETAR R AR R AR I, BRI &R
TR FH A 2 % 7 B TR R B B 1) B A R AR 2
— o KLY RN REVE, 1 TR T i R £
Y 2 AL Hy B, BIVZF 2 2 e Ak IR B,
i R AR T4 4 KB, B ZF 4k K S UG (EC
3.2.1.91), 4R NVIEE(EC 3.2.1.4) 51 B-Hi&M
fitf(EC 3.2.1.2 D) HAIFE AP, Tl fhZF 48 R 3k
R B RIE T A, LIHLIRE S (Trichderma)
HIH B 8 (Penicillium) %5 I 41 % 4K g B 15 45 790 19
S/ SY /I S = I 190 0§ IV R 1 ) 0 7 e S/ E
— TRk, TFAEE AU R AE G . B PEARRE |
PR . B pH JERISRAE SN, A
FERW, 18R B RGP W LR 37 T LR e &7
R EFA RO AR, Tk SRR
TR A7 4 R AT o i A A IS, IS T BER
WOR . EHESERWEGEN MDA, AR
IR AR A i ) Z T E ] O R AR R, KR
Bl S AN TR ) B RO AL AL G, e ANk 1 v &%
faE A g Znmaama MCIV, ZEAHAR
S RE 1383 i T A IR I A B AR, 0T A R R
RFEA LR e Z AR, SR 10, MC1 & 50 °C K
FERAEE AR, BRI T4 K%
fifp & B G20 T A4 45 e 2L U 7 A Y L A S

Wil Je, AN BIF 5T a3l o B A 1 B R R A T —
YR NEREH I ME A HEA WSD-5M, &8 &
WA E A B o RE T, MR T 4G A A
WSD-5 BE WA M EF TR T 94.2%,
LY KD 81.9%, AEFE WD 21.3%. WSD-5
52 E T R IRl B A B 0 AR g, 8 AR Al A
o~ 1.30 U/mL, £F4ER NVIEGEEIG A 4.35 U/mL,
ST G A E) T 0.60 U/mL, P 254 H B R 1%
iBE| T 0.43 U/mL, ARMERGEGEIAE] 15.16 U/mL,
W SRR ARC A G E R WSD-5 FA1E MK
YR EE R, SEAHATHHAREY
AL E A BT . AN . SRR R i . AELF
He o o AW o i 1B i b AR 0y B 1 T B
PASFH R EZEER, PR E S WE R
[F] o3 AL ER AL Ak R B PR LSRR

1 MBEHR

1.1 EFENHE

(1) #5357 WSD-5 1y#552 Mandals #5575,
H %4y (g/L): (NH4),SO0, 1.4, MgSO,7H,0 0.3,
KH,PO, 2.0, HME 2.5, CaCO; 2.0, FeSO,-7H,0
0.005, MnSO, 0.001 6, ZnCl, 0.001 7, CoCl, 0.001 7,
BAE 12.0, pH 7.0. /NEFEFF@ETZR 9 em K)IEHME
—BERIR, NEZFEFFES AN 1%, 78 100 mL /Y —
F, A 40 mL ARG FRIE, KGR .
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(2) AEEEFEET (g/L): 4R T Mandals £ 5%
B, e 4 R AN ZREFHE i — RO

(3) /IR AL T (g/L) (4 B -2 1 iR 77 5
A E 3.0, HEANE 10.0, S48 5.0, BIEH 12.0,
pH 7.2,

(4) JPEREFREL T (g/L)(5 T 1G58 wizins
10.0, & FMR 5.0, BEER A8 1.0, BLEREE 0.5, TR
¥ 12.0,

(5) CMC F #g 15 5% % lg/L): NaNO; 2.0,
K,HPO, 1.0, MgSO, 0.5, KCI 0.5, CMC 2.0, & 1 i
0.2, ZEfig 12.0,

(6) PABIAF= MR FREL: L4355 R T Mandals
KR, DRACAE o — IR, WISk 0.5%, 7F
100 mL A =R, 2 A 40 mL 85525, 1x10° Pa
K 30 min 545 H o
1.2 FRY&EEVFRR

FHTC 48 T Je UG 3% 5 d 1) WSD-5 5552 & F
100 mL =M (A %A 40 mL B Jom A3
E87K), ETFHEIR 180 r/min $R3% 30 min . B 1
IR ERRE, K 1077107 F1 107> 3 ANH R 1 76 B
W 300 uL, AT EAL 9 em BRI IR LK, 5
SEUAS )66 B 9 B 300w, 43I B T o B 1 R
o, TS ML RS HI 2 45 °C-50 °C ARG IR,
FEAT G G R BRI, AT 0 B L R A v 1 v
T BABERE 3 NEE, A PRET 35°C
Fto 48 h 5, fEME G PR AT BEPRIR B V5 S LB
AN, FEFFER R SR R 2 5%, 535 48 h /5,
HEE TR, DIRBa s aifeny B,

1.3 DGGE #EFREEREFIISH

T AR R 2R A B 25 BRAN T A 3 RR LA .
TR 25 BRAHTRE K ik, 47 DGGE 44T, 8
I Y0 Y A LR, B R R R R A .
U B TR DNA, 43 31 LI 26 20 B 1Y
DNA W, A4 54 357F-GC [5'-CGCCCGC

CGCGCGCGGCGGGCGGGGCGGGGGCACGGAGAG
GGCCTACGGGAGGCAGCAG-3' (E. coli fii # :

341-357)]F1 517R [5'-ATTACCGCGGCTGCTGG-3'
(E. coli Pi'E: 517-534)°1, XF 25 #k4iH DNA #17
Yo, PR 4R 5 T DGGE 43t
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AP B Rl R 20%-55%

2 DGGE fifiie, 2 11 PRARA 401,
PHIX 11 PR4HTE DNA 9 16S rDNA 4K JE41, il
FHANEE 59 27F [5-AGAGTTTGATCCTGGCT
CAG-3' (E. coli fii'%: 8-27)]H1 1492 [5-GGCTAC
CTTGTTACGACTT-3' (E. coli fii & : 1492—1510)"'""];
PHe 3 BRELH DNA fY 26S rDNA, i HELH 519
NL1 (5'-GCATATCAATAAGCGGAGGAAAAG-3)
Ml NL4 (5-GGTCCGTGTTTCAAGACGG-3""%),
PCR =¥yi% LA TINY, @i BLAST K& X iy
(14 5 50 HEATARRL I B X, 3 436 o oA FRLABLI TR AR A
Bk, W Clustal X #0F4b B 51 {5 B0,
il MEGA 4 30 # R Ge ke
1.4 CMC FHRK filt BB E L8

% DGGE it 84N 3 MRAEFEME
CMC Ak, B398 2 d (SR 4 d), HlE=
[CHURIR Yt CMC AR 97 3E 3-5 min!™, YRS
TR 7% H A2 (d, c) FK BB A2 (D, cm), R Dy %
RIKfRBE I Dp = (D/d) o
1.5 pH {EF0EE X B E AT S0

Hic 5 1/15 mol/L W MR & — #N-Wie — S 25 ik
(pH 4.92-8.04), ¥ fiff BT & /340 2%H) R I BLLT 4R
(CMC), 15 MG 9 CMC BTG 1, FH DL St R i
W CMC MfE & pH; VhiE pH 088 il i it
A, FH LI 1 P ool T, 1 TR Y L
40 °C—70 °C. AWFFE T FrA BRI 7F il pH
A A R T 0
1.6 FBENE

A5 JIr I 10 il 3 6 5 R AR Bl (RS ) . &F
4 Z NYIBECMC ). 2548 R SR (T S 27 4 R
fit) . - A H (2T 4 —WHEE) AU SRR RS o BT
i FH B9 S 43 501 R € 4K 4% 50 mg (Whatman No. 1 J
48, 29 1 cmx6 cm), 2% R ILLF4EE | 2%
FUEER . 0.5%MKIGT . 1%HIHEE AR RN, Zip
TR A B IR S, M - R — SV 4% i (1/15 mol/L)

UE 4R T BTG O E R TUPAC #fE#4 A9 I =2
JEPY RN EEHE, 530 nm AR E WOGIE . 2
7 2 0 AR 22 T A o i 2R . AD DD i AG I A2
PLAE 10 min B2 1R, HKIRSHRE, BT
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12 000 r/min .0 1 min J5, FFA BRI 3 mL
DNS WP, FE oL A2 v, WK BT AR

il f 25 16 IR LR B TR LA SO 3 TR SRR i [ s
WK o AR Am o it et SIS o 1 A BN PR R
fr5E XK 1 min B K 1 pmol I8 J5UAH BT 75 25 i it &

2 5R54H

2.1 EEA WSD-5 HEEMAYMIERE
FBOEREFI S

T BRI L 3L Ay 25 RRNTE A 3 RRECT .
AT TE S HT AT AL, 25 BRANE T, & BT
JESARL, XMELLRTERIX 4, ki@t 16S tDNA 1Y

DGGE #tAT T &0, 45 RULE 1. #@d* DGGE K&
& VKGE 2501 TE S 0 AT AL, JF S5 A TR TS TE SR,
LS 11 BRANT, 954 B3, B4, B6, BT,
B8, B10, Cl., C8, C9. C10 F1 D8, FfxFHitf7
16S rDNA 2 K7, ‘ENITE DGGE &3 o 1
(VK8 R HOE G bR s R g 1 pioR. ik 1
AL 11 R 4 9 JE T Pseudomonas  sp. .
Pseudomonas aeruginosa . Achromobacter sp. .
Stenotrophomonas sp.. Bacillus fusiformis. Bacillus
cereus . Brevundimonas sp.. Ochrobactrum sp. .
Cytophaga sp.. Benzo(a)pyrene-degrading bacter .
Flavobacterium sp.. #5MHEMNRGE KB AT LK 2,

1 23 45 6 7 8

9 10 11 12 1314 15 16 17 18 19 20 21 22 23 24 25 7

A

1 S EMBEEKRA DGGE &1 B
Fig. 1 DGGE profiles of the screening of bacteria

T 1-25: WAL B 300 25 BRATA .
Note: 1-25: The initial isolated bacteria.

x1 SFHAEMNITSENE

Table 1 Identities of of bacteria based on the 16S rDNA sequence
N %-k =}

W R Y DGGE ¥kl BRFETHER D)

. . Species with most similar sequence
Isolated strains Correspondence in DGGE profile (G el merer o e

[ P
Identity (%)

B3 3 Bacillus cereus (FJ982658) 99.4
B4 1. 4 Bacillus fusiformis (EF472269) 99.7
B6 5 Brevundimonas sp. (EU593764) 100
B7 7. 11, 20 Ochrobactrum sp. (DQ305290) 99.6
B8 8 Pseudomonas sp. (FJ159438) 99.9
B10 10 Stenotrophomonas sp. (F1357297) 99.8
Cl 13. 17, 23 Benzo(a)pyrene-degrading bacter (AF494539) 99.9
C8 24 Flavobacterium sp. (DQ311009) 95.7
C9 9. 12, 20 Uncultured Achromobacter sp. (GQ418019) 99.4
C10 2. 6. 14, 15, 18, 19, 21, 22, 25 Pseudomonas aeruginosa (DQ095913) 99.9
D8 16 Cf. Cytophaga sp. (AY238333) 99.6
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22 | Pseudomonas aeruginosa (DQ095913)
34 C10

|_¢ Pseudomonas sp. (F1159438)
15' Bg

| Uncultured Achromobacter sp. (GQ418019)
46 C9

Uncultured bacterium (EU804401)

Stenotrophomonas sp. (F1357297)

7]
'B10
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97, Bacillus fusiformis (EF472269)
. —l B4

4
34 1 B4

Bacillus cereus (FJ982658)
97— B3
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! B6
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- 5 Uncultured bacterium (EF219036)

B7

—

45
Z; Bacterium Kwe9 (GQ289144)
I D8
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QA Moo Ao\ At L u ot S ATAQAZAON
04 | DCNZO(a)pyIrcnc-acgraaing oacieriui (Ar4y4557)
49
Cl

N
O
¢
¢
§:

§:
¢
¢
§:
p
C
¢
<

59 _Li Flavobacterium sp. (DQ311009)

B2 ET 16SrDNA 2 KFINHAZ R BN
Fig. 2 Phylogenetic tree of bacteria based on the 16S rDNA sequence

0.05

3 BRI 26S 1DNA & RIFIIMTRMAER 2.2 9 EEHA CMC FA/KRE N E

F1 f1 F3 [Fi} Y Pseudallescheria boydii #8{L) 3R =, ¥ DGGE & i3 i) 11 BRANPE A1 3 Bk E i E
RIS 100%F1 99.7%, HINEEES L&, 177 CMCKEREIRIE, £ 2 ol T AKREL
F1 5 F3 4 B X BI(E 3) ik FC 5 Coprinus  WIEATE . 11 BRANE A 4 PRIGEL T KRR, HdL
cinereus B 99.7%MIAHIE B3 WYKok, {5 C8 1) Dp S, 3 FREEZ
Yt J5 A K B8 B, F1 5 F3 17K il Bl /AR
HAF], FC HIKMRE TR, EARKE T 7.2 em, HHE
TR 7% /N 5K i B R —2, WY Dp {63
M1,

23 HNEEMRIALEREEENE

2.3.1 pH {EFfEEWNEFMEAFM: ¥ CMC-Na
P s B v H K Sk P 1 TR R LA DB AR A S M — ik
3 FI5 R BERALMES PEEE3R S dJR, KB 8 000 r/min B0 10 min, YA
Fig. 3 Colony morphology differences of F1 and F3 IHWE, A5 B AE R PR R . pH 5.29-8.04
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*R2 HEH CMC KREIER

Table 2 CMC hydrolytic ability of isolated strains

L] KR ER WEERE  KERRD
Isolated Transparent Colony Dp
strains  circle diameter diameter = Hydrolysis
(D, cm) (d, cm) ability
B3 3.5 0.9 15.1
il Cl 1.3 0.4 10.6
Bacteria Cs8 1.2 03 16.0
D8 0.8 0.3 7.1
Fl1 2.4 2.4 1.0
s
e F3 23 23 1.0
Fungal
FC 7.2 7.2 1.0

TN 2% 038 Y R 41 4k 5 (CMC) 7 800 AL it ik
1T CMCase (F4EZ MUIEGIH)INE, LU E % &
PRHLAF CMCase M 5E (9 fciE pH fH . 455, 4 R4l
YA E] CMCase, BJ U325 WA B >f 150 B 78 4
(P2 BERE U0 IIR T AN JE o 3 Rk L TR A0 RS 23 SR D, %]
4, 7E pH 5.29-8.04 fHLHE N, 3 R E 1A 1ML 1Y
AEREINE] CMCase, Hih F1 MBS BTG 7E pH M
6.24 W &5, F3 K& FC HH W BTG 78 pH o 5.91 B
. DA% B ol pH (H 22 s s i s 4,
E B B R BE RN, 45 RAE 40 °C—70 °C I B {5 [
M, 3 #R B 1Y CMCase 7 60% L4 I, Uil 3 R E
TR %) REL RO TR B 35 ek i i 22 . F1 5 F3 M
Tt 80 it 30 T A P Bl IR A 55 °C, FC R T
} 60 °C,,

2.3.2 EMRESEMINLS: 3 MREE ML D
FEAE IR AR TG M Sh S L 5. 4% E B R AR TG
RIS, Hor F1ABGNG 2 0 2 0828 1k, i
PAE A 12 K, K% T 1.05 U/mL, 7£ 3 #RHA
Hii s, F3 5 FC /Wb AY I8 4R BiE JEAS B 7 A — /K7
I, e — Bk s T 0.25 U/mL A4,

2.3.3 FHEREEEMEHMS: 3 HRERE IR R
o A I 2T 2 R M A LA 68, Bk LR, H
AL fif 3 R v R R 1 4 28 N VTG TG 14 e i (1 60),
L YER MR Z (18] 7), B~ e Wl H il 6 P e AR (14
8)o A HLEHAMARHT S KB AR T 3R K,
ZJa iR BTy, S 28 0 f s W B Hh A A i Y
JE

120 [ 4

100 % Fl
:\; —4— F3
> 80 —8— FC
B
S 60 f
o
s 40 | o
)
m

200

0 .

5 6 7 8 9
pH

120 - g

100
S
S 80 ¢
S 60 4
(]
i
= U —— F1
~ —A— F3

20— F

0

40 50 60 70
Temperature (°C)

4 pH{EWMBEMBMEREFETME
Fig. 4 Relative enzyme activity of CMCase of the fungal
culture at different pH levels (A) and temperatures (B)

12
—A— F1

1.0 f —*F3
—o— FC

o A

0.6 r

Filter paper activity (U/mL)

04 r

02 r

0

1 234567 8 9101112131415
1(d)

5 HEMRREEMENTS
Fig. 5 Dynamics of filter paper activity of fungi

F1 430 (4 £F 4t R P9 U0l 1% M A0 40010 i 3 1
B, ORI TR 12 d, S RlsEl T
5.53 U/mL fi10.56 U/mL (& 6 Ff1[&l 7), i HZ ik 1) B-
ARG S F3 AL T R — I Y K L (B
8). FC /M EF4t = WUIEGIEM S F1 AL T W —
B b, A H RIS 14K, B3 T
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3.97 U/mL(A 6), KT F1 i ii{H. FC L4 &R
ST TGP RAR, AHH B A AR TGS M AR X B e,
o b RS B, #) 14 d R E g, ik F)
0.44 U/mL(&l 8). F3 Zr b A LF 4k R Fg G R T H A
2 BREH

.

g

S —A— F1

E6_ —— F3

_ﬁ; e —o— FC A

A

AT A
235 5 | e
e 2

‘33’\1-82_ = ¥

2 1} = PR el
:5 ‘M—H

80 T 1 11

1234567 8 9101112131415
1(d)
El6 HEMAUZRAVIEEMENT

Fig. 6 Dynamics of endoglucanase activity of fungi

—A— F1
B —— F3

—o— FC s A

S| e
o\

S L 9
N W A
T T

YRS BEE
se exoglucanase activity (U/mL)
(=)
W

i

Cellul
=)

1 23456 7 8 9101112131415
1(d)

7 EEMAHERIMNIBEFEENTS

Fig. 7 Dynamics of exoglucanase activity of fungi

05
& —— F1
E | —A—F3 e
wo 04 —8— FC
2 e
#E 03 |
=3
%3 0.2
< .. B
2 VAN
2 o1 WAV N~
Y MW
0 i

1 2345678 9101112131415
t(d)

8 EHEH p-AEEEHEENS

Fig. 8 Dynamics of B-glucosidase activity of fungi
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2.3.4 AREBHEEGEMENG: BB IR R RS M
AWE 9 FrR. FC 4rib A RBEEG IS M 0 = T
F1FIF3, J3fi 255 3 RIFMGZ T EF, B4 14 Kik
B E 58.95 U/mL. F1 7= Az il A BB B PS5
F F3, A s EBAESET 10 U/mL, Sk LAR AL
FEARA Ko FC 77 A B A RO il 7% A 5 1 5 11
F1 1Y 6 f%.

7 1

—— F1

60
50
40
30
20

ARIRWEBEE T

Xylanase activity (U/mL)

1 23 4567 8 9101112131415
1(d)

9 HEMAREREMENS

Fig. 9 Dynamics oxylanase activity of fungi

3 4

(1) \NE AT R WSD-5 thorgilh 11 HRA7E | 3
PRECH Y A0 SR bR o TR BUBE R 91 S A 5 2R 3R B,
11 B 240 B 3 2% Fh 3 51 A Pseudomonas sp.
Pseudomonas aeruginosa . Achromobacter sp. .
Stenotrophomonas sp.. Bacillus fusiformis. Bacillus
cereus . Brevundimonas sp.. Ochrobactrum sp. .
Cytophaga sp.. Benzo(a)pyrene-degrading bacter .
Flavobacterium sp.; BH§ F1 Hl F3 AL ZFh[E N
Pseudallescheria boydii, 1) 43 5]k 100% Fl
99.7%, {HIX 2 BRI BETEIEA LEA 25 X5
HE Kk FC 5 Coprinus cinereus A6 99.7%MIAH{IR .

(2) TE 11 BRI ESEIMR DA 4 BRANEFI 3 PR
AEAE CMC Pl by=Az B, H A 3 tRE R R
AR

(3) HIPk F1 WKIEHRAE pH fE2 6.24 I | Btk
F3 N FC HLEHRAE pH 5.91 IFF CMC B 5, F1 5
F3 ML) CMC ifie 1 Al 5 838 55 °C, FC
i) CMC BTG e i 54 60 °Co
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(4) kT, LLF1RUBAREE e, 88 T

1.05 U/mL, £F2E 2R PN UG 1 F S D0 s P 2 DA
F1 (ydR e, 293k %] T 5.53 U/mL f1 0.56 U/mL; FC
(R B 2 A S M AR R TS ME L FC B,
A3 93k F) 0.44 U/mL 1 58.95 U/mL, J5# & F1 &
{E I 6 1.

EAWAR WSD-5 HA mRH) 73 i GE 1 A g

RET, H73 B I RRR A5 T O B O B0 B = T2
R 205 7 AR BB, W] LA S TR AR B
fiAE 115 2% 4L R B P R 2 DDA G, FE BRI AL

%

=

)
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