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Optimization of Liquid Fermentation Conditions for the Tobacco Stalks Lignin

Degrading Strain of Trametes hirsuta
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Abstract: To improve the liquid fermentation biomass and obtain regular ages and stable characteristics of tobacco
stalks lignin degrading strain Trametes hirsuta S13, the fermentation medium and cultivation conditions were opti-
mized for T. hirsuta S13 in flasks used orthogonal and single factor analysis test. The optimum fermentation medium
of T. hirsuta S13 contains sucrose 20 g/L, corn flour 20 g/L, soybean meal 60 g/L, MgSO,4 0.5 ¢/L, K,HPO, 1 ¢/L,
KC1 0.5 g/L. The optimal cultivation conditions was as following: temperature 30°C, initial pH 5.0, inoculum amount
3 fungus plugs, 180 r/min, broth content 80 mL/500 mL flask. Under the optimal fermentation medium and condi-
tions, the biomass of T. hirsuta S13 was 49.83% (V/V). The liquid fermentation technology can provides experimen-
tal basis for industrial application.
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1.1 #E

111 XA

FE ¥ F (Trametes hirsuta) S13 A& 4l
KeEpEAar B R = B AR ) TR S0 00 3 4 5 5
FE R, KB AR TR S13 FE MR AT rp 4l iy 5%, 25 d nT R
fif 40.54% M9 M FF AR it 2
1.1.2 X5

NaNO; . K;HPO, , MgSO0, . KCl, FeSO, % i 7] ¥
JE AT (AR) .

1.1.3 A%

SGSP-02 7K & =X 48 16 15 35 46 « W9 AL 8 4 Ry
FEAR ) 5 HQL300B AH 2 18 1 ¥ G F2 K - 00 B
AR B A R TTE S Al 5 Legend Microl 7R 57 i
PR B AL : 2 E Thermo Fisher Scientific 23 &l o
1.1.4 5K

PDA 35 5 5 (/L) : & J 5548 3 200.0 g, 1B
20.0 g, Bifif 18.0 g, pH H &,

A K 553 (g/L) : NaNO; 3.0 g, K,HPO, 1.0 g,
MgS0. 0.5 g, KCl1 0.5 g, FeS0, 0.01 g
12 Fik
1.2.1 A F 4 & 232 H

(1) T8 Bh 3% AL - $1 - 80°C 1% 47 Y B Ah 2 A 31
PDA [E R L, 30°CHHIRE M F: 5 d, 5%
3 PDA BHE |, 30°CIEIER 555 d, T 4CIRAF.

(2)Fh 3555 T AMT P4 CARAE R TR
T4 2] PDA SEAR b, 30°CHEIR G FR AR 5 92 5 d.

(3) AR MM A < >R N AR 6 mm 4= HEAR
VETR ZE , RRHEFP 3 B 28 | A Q% 7R L6 M i 100
mL/500 mL,30°C 180 r/min (IR FE AR P37 6 d.

122 R EEEARAMKA

B JUR L 5 Ak - P e A EG 8% 3% 3k TC AL R
G ANAR 3 PR AR S B U, B Rk Rk
R, I =R =K P IEA SR, 178
KW, I W o e B T 0 2 A ) i
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” K
HEME (/1) EoRB (g/L) M (g/L)
1 10.0 20.0 20.0
2 20.0 30.0 40.0
3 30.0 40.0 60.0

Jo ML ER Wk BE R AR Ak 2k B O W MR R Y
K.HPO. . MgSO, . KCI , FeSO, % i1 P4 A & = /K F IE
SESLY , AT A A T, ORI S A )t DA
T A 2 R0 36 1% TC AL R i 248 S FLVR 2
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- IK
KGHPO, (g/L)  MgSO. (g/L)  KCI (g/L)  FeSO. (g/L)

1 0.00 0.25 0.25 0.00

2 1.00 0.50 0.50 0.01

3 2.00 1.00 1.00 0.02
123 K BE&MHhAL

W1 hh pH AL : FERT 46 pH 4393124 5.5 .6.0..6.5

7.0.7.5 B R L AT RO Kk BE S0, R RS R
S HU TRV 0 A )

Al R R oy 28 38 4dk S
WFEM T AT ER I R BESL 00, RS R
IBUTRT VR D o 2B ) A

W) 1y 6 W it 0 AL < FE ) 46 2 W 2 60 mL . 80
mL 100 mL. 120 mL B 454~ , iF 47 $2 i & I 52
B, R W4 o BRI I A ) i
1.2.4 R BR AN

e B AL O 15 1A T 1 00 & I, R I 45 R S L
S IR R A W R pH . AR I A8 Tk R R
K R A JCT5 Y By RO RS 77 1 8 A 20 B Y S
Erh, 4000 r/min T B MR T4 R P60 1
[N = O D N Ny AR R D 7 N A A
R W 7 R B R 2 B, RIS B 22 R A ) i
(%), % LA PRI A S K™,

2 HREHEHH
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pH RGN 1 Bk . B 1 AT 50, SI3 7E5R 5 K ik
PN 22 R B KE (AR R AR, B
H 6.73% , X FE M T LA A IEA 2 DLt
AR IR 78 R BRI SI3ER
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Time (h)

B HERBESISHEKEE&R pHEW

PR 5 He v iy 2R K E A TR 5 SL A0 A i 2 o HRORE
A 0 A B AR A RS 5 K .
22 MHERBESIBREXRBEFEMRNL
221 B ROR K EARAL

DLREREAE A dnc i, B ok K BRI Sh AR, Tt
=R KOF I IE A2 S8 5, R AR T S13 435l
PEAT RN & W, R ELs Rk 3 i .

Y 2R 3 i U I 3 SE 88 BT X M B AR T
S13 A= W £ 52 Wl (4 1% 2 43 B AT A, 4% PR 3R 5% ) R
BT S13 4 & 1 FE XU K C>A>B, B ZOR1>
FEAE> KBy, I LA B 0 AuBiCso HHIESE 5250 45
] DU B At AU 5 M B AR B S13 1 & BE KT
FEHL H « REME 20 o/L, E KB 20 /L, TOKI 60 g/L,
K;HPO. 1.0 g/, MgSO. 0.5 g/L, KCl 0.5 g/L, FeSO,
0.01 g/L, & i pH 7.0, 3 ¥ #it 100 mL/500 mL, 180
r/min, 30°C &M 5 d J5 £ Y 14 32.00%+0.74% , pH
4.47+0.24

*3 BRIEXSISEMENF N

AL FEWE (2/L) B. KK (/L) C. T H1(g/L) A1 (%) pH
1 1 1 1 16.79 6.06
2 1 2 2 23.09 4.44
3 1 3 3 23.09 5.73
4 2 1 2 27.28 4.50
5 2 2 3 32.00 4.21
6 2 3 1 22.04 4.80
7 3 1 3 32.00 4.47
8 3 2 1 14.69 5.73
9 3 3 2 21.51 4.92
k1 20.99 25.36 17.84
k2 27.11 23.26 23.96
k3 22.73 22.21 29.03
R 6.12 3.14 11.19

222 RALEHIREAMHKA

FEP AR 2 T 1 55 B e U R A ity 1, SR FH DU 1]
R UK IE RS IC 5, 5 E TOHILER M B X VA I AR
R R BEAR R A Wi 52 . R IR B TR S13 1 JE
MR IEAC T SC IR i R B s SR N 4 P

AR IE S LR BT AT, £ HE#
Wi R B A4 A S13 AR 9 i 1 3 I T S ASB>C>D,
Bl K,HPO,>MgSO.>KCI>FeSO., & 1 4H & N
AB.CoD o HHIESS SER AL T AR VR S 5, HL B

TR S13 [ A RS TRy - FEHE 20 /L, FoKH 20 o/L,
5H160 g/L, K,HPO, 1.0 /L., MgSO, 0.5 g/, KCI 0.5
g/L, FeS0, 0.00 /L, #21f pH 7.0, ¥ it 100 mL/500
mL, 180 r/min, 30°C & [ 5 d J5 S13 4= ¥ &t Al ik
33.79%+1.65% , K W45 )5 pH 4.82+0.34, i ¢
HLER IE 22 52595 AT LUE i, & FeSO. % I AN T
HERWSIBHARK, XATREHR T Fe a5 HER
R A PLRR ™=k — M EAER, M TiEH
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A. K.HPO, (g/L)  B. MgSO. (g/L) C. KCI (g/L) D. FeSO, (g/L) Wi (%) pH
1 1 1 1 1 29.13 4.73
2 1 2 2 2 29.72 4.51
3 1 3 3 3 26.80 4.66
4 2 1 2 3 33.21 4.92
5 2 2 3 1 33.79 4.82
6 2 3 1 2 30.30 4.44
7 3 1 3 2 32.63 4.31
8 3 2 1 3 32.63 4.89
9 3 3 2 1 30.88 4.51
k1 28.55 31.66 30.69 31.27
k2 32.43 32.05 31.27 30.88
k3 32.05 29.33 31.07 30.88
R 3.88 2.72 0.58 0.39
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2.3.1 A BEA4E pH AL

K B R W], 6 TR 3 G O R 1 SRR
A, R R SR EE D) U pH 23 ™ E R M B 22 14
Koo AR MR G pH 550 T K B2
WE 2R, MBI PG pH E N 5.0 55 M B4
W S13 4B LR IR B K, h 44.00% . A 9146
pH Y HE 7, 118 TR 1) A ) 1 B 2 FBRAIC, R L B AR
P S13 (AR K5 72 3500 46 pHAE 85 5.0,

48 - 16.0
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o pH 155
44
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40+ = {45
/'\S \D/D\D
S 384 lao
2 36 =
c —
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m
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Ui B Fh i ok 3 TR ZE W, AT & Ok B i oK AR
Y, o 44.20%
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SR o B D 85 5 R v g R B
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