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R E R TR TERERE A
FUHERBHIKBESH

EHFH H R

ZWH F &

Jfa R KRS LWL FRFFE, LM 110866

WE  WIEE RIS 4 2 B AT B HQ 7= U0 4 4 R 10 (& I 4 0F L 38 0 D 58 B vk HQ A0 B 15 37
VRN 75 A0 B A BRI B9 CMCase B . 8 8 CMCase A I/MNEE . LI CMCase B35 N 48 45,12 H Plackett-Burman

T7 104 i 1

M CMCase BTG 89 3 A EZR R, BIPIEGR pH . Fh &R 2R T,

DA R TR T AR HQ &

P S A i — 2L Ak o 280 8 TR R HQ BCUL Y & E 45 11 2 30.0 g/L CMC-Na 55 F% B . 40.0 g/L 1+ 1 4
PR AR MRS AR 0. 11 D0 iR -80 FE A AR 3 IR 00 I pH 2 5.35 L dncili /7 IR R 40 C 4Rl i 6.4200 .
FE Bl A5 F R 5% .4 d J§ CMCase Wil MTi5 2 32.5 U SR RGHE5 2.96 5. 4 16S rDNA £ 51l & &
GenBank J5 F A UM 2087 . 2508 HQ Al 028 AT B A (Bacillus subtilis subsp.) .

KEE TR ATE; WYL 4EE W Plackett-Burman; Wi N ;5 77 B4 -1k

FESES Q815 XHIRIREG A

FEAF EZE S MR AR &R 2
T Ak 2 Tty I ik i A A 8 2 W 45, T T BB RN 4R
ety FYER R A, — A AR D) £F 4t
E i (CMCase) | 7 & B S8 J) B (CBH) F1 3-4 % M
T (BG) 3 A4l 43, ot CMCase Jy X HE RS .
PR HE Y LA R 2 AR D Bos AR
T BE 45 °C UL b ORI IR . 2D 850™ 25 4E 3% I %) 40 B
RETHIR I B IR P . (R B 40 W W8 Y8 T (psychro-
philes) Fl i ¥ B (psychrotrophs) 2 2§, #% /8 Mori-
tal " I E S, WY T I B E Ak KR E <16 C L HE
KW BE R EFR 2 20 °C 5 i ¥ T Y e il 2 KR FE N
20~25 CAeAy . AR B 20 WA PR il 7 HC i 3t A
FHIRBE ZHE 5~40 °C AL T 5 15 B 09 15 F R L L
FAE 0~5 C B RA R ESRGES, FEARIH X
2 T A L R TR R IR TR A G R A X 2 X Y
I 32 ) A R B A s PRt o AR iR 27 44 3R I e T S
LG B BIF 58X T ¥ b, DX A= ) B U %) A 80 TR
AHEEZ XL,

TF 5878 X0 W A 00 7 Tt AR i T8 2% AP 1) A A il ke
AT B2 g — N+ i 25, s Ak

Wk H . 2015-11-25
BEWH . EHE AR R LA LT (nycytx-19)

NERS

1000-2421(2016)04-0062-08

F2 W 3% A JLAS B PR 3R KPR L OE 283 5 DA kb 78 %
N R E W38 BN, B AL RE 45 Al A
R e agE KL g A e B R % 2 X AR
S o BRI S BEAR G 1 4 A 00 AR 4R ] o X TR R 7 il
i MEEE YRR N R %, B R B a2 BAE
B RS2 2% IR D] 2RI WO 2k 58 BN AR Ry
R RS TS5 18 W T AE B AR, — BF5E
W L R R, i R K 2, B R 15 3
R 2E S . Plackett-Burman 2 J& 3 T 1 52 4 - ff
P g B, BE I Ak 22 A8 ik v PR 7 2 DG R 3R 1 e
1 T 3% (response surface methodology, RSM) fE ¥
TR 1R T AR 2R B 2R Al Ok, 38 A 3 b i B
5 A5 RN AC SR B, O LR UE 22 101 =X pR 45 BE 98 7E 2k R
ST FL ALY B B BROIR 2 pR R 2R ROt
TS B AER A R s 450 . WEBERE , R H
R T A AT R VR RN 2 E IR W R AR ) — i
AR, I, HEF RSM J7 878 A4 ) £ R 19 Ak 2 91
WA EN I N R, B N AR AR Y 1 B
AR £F 4 2% I A0 T V% 4 TR R T B Ge 1 O B X
R 7 il 1) YRR T TR 2R AT A Ry it — 2P R i
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FEF T A5 AR o LTV A b T V4 S A 3 AR A AT 7 D U A T Y K TR AR A 63

T 5 I G L T 2 32 A5 9 2 A
1T #Me57E

11 REAE

HQ 2 1 Biifit ¥ £F 2 3 W i 40 187 i 28 55 i 7
SEHE Gy B ARAE . TR R SR AR IR R P B P R
HLCEFLAE . AL WU T R A A M R R AR g
WiTizsh, HARKWEERE R 20 °C,HxiE pH
6.0,

12 HEHE

B SRR B AE 10.0 g 42 W 5.0 g NaCl
5.0 g Bitli§ 20.0 g . Z81M/K 5 L.pH 7.2~7.4,

Tl B SR ik 8 R 10.0 g R IAF 5.0 g,
NaCl 5.0 g, THLER W 1.0 mL (T AL ER % 08 4
(g/L):CaCl, + 2H, 0 0.25,MgSO, » 7H, O 0.20,
ZnSO, + 7TH,0 0.30,CuSO, » 5H,0 0.25,FeSO, *
7H, 0 0.20), £ 3R 100 mL, Z%48 /K 900 mL.pH
6.0,

WA R 8 35 5L . CMC-Na 10.0 g & F110.0 g,
fiERE# 5.0 g NaCl 5.0 g . Z&1#7K 1.0 L.pH 6.0~7.0,
1.3 HEEH&

5 6 (9 B IR 3% 6.0 %6 Y 2% Bl i 5 T IRIA R
JEdE S Foh, fE 40 °C L 180 r/min FHid% 4 d, T
4 °C .10 000 r/min B> 15 min, & FIER, B K
L GV
14 EEHNE

B 1.0% CMC-Na & (JH pH 5.0 BYF7
PR~ 165 R A % b R I fi) TR E 30 °C L B 2.0 mL
Fiig TR RE P MA 1o mL MW, & T
30 ‘C/KH R 30 min, SZEIAIA 3.0 mL DNS #%
W2 B BRSO N L BB AT A 5 min, BUH LRI B E
HLCERZE 25.0 mL, T 540 nm 4 E H OD fH.
filg 1% 8 SC: IR B FHR B AE 1 min A
R CMC-Na 4= i 1 oL ] 45 i T i 1) 1l 2 4y
1 AN B (UD BTG T3 A 20 (D)

A XD X1 000
t

A OD {8 76 b5 #E il 2 1 X R 1 7 %6 Bl T 4t
mg; D« B0 R4 ¢ - SOV B[], min' ',
1.5 CMCase By fa5h /B A B MK I

1 30.0 mL MREAREE IR T 4 °C .10 000 r/min
B0 15 min S5 . 0 TR B 40 i 85 3R W T CMCase
fitg 3% L BD R bk HQ M2 4 CMCase B3 . [ UL3E o

CMCase fiff i =

PNASEARFR) pH 5.0 #7245 TR -7 45 R #h % wh L TR
SIJE.HE A4 °C OB oKV R B R U R T R R
350 W B 75 B AR BV A TB] 2 5 min GBS 2 s, ) @
3 ) WA X B Ak VAR AT 400 M 1 g i
20 R 4 TP B CMICase B S BV R B8 bk HQ L
M CMCase B#ifi . 5 LB P CMCase BG K/
IF 40 A 1 72 W bk HQ FIF ™= CMCase Ry i 41 il P9 il
1) Ja 1
16 BEZRRRE

W4 CF R R A E BE R 5 F 20 'C R
b 24 h, BHIEALE A 10.0 mL TG 7K B B
WL LA 4.0% MEER R TR PG R 5L, T 20 °C
180 r/min FIEIRE G HiFE 24 h; DL 6.0 % (4 42 4
W WA AR AR K BB g2 B, T 40 °C (180
r/min F 3%, B 24 h BURE 1 %K E CMCase i
T+ 22 1 T T -SR] G 2R BT, X 5 9% FE 1 Bk U (CMIC-
Na, FRFEF K FEFE A TEM . H AR AR
FAEIR CGE PR A RE R R BR824 IR 1R
IR B - B R0 2R R - RE D DL R
fEHE A F(0.1% mMiR-80.0.1% SDS.0.1% EDTA,
0.1% Triton x-100) #F 47 = il 5 P 2 12056 , L v il
5 R o A R R Y L 43 0 o 5.0~40.0.4.0~40.0
g/ L e EE e R F & B 0.1% ~1.0% , 43 51 %
CMCase fif§ 1%, J7 % W L. X 7= B % 4 91 &
pH4.0~10.0) IR (10~50 “C)  JER & (4.0% ~
14.0 %) #E47 B R Z X 56 . CMCase [ 16 U 52 J5 32 7]
L. BAREAR 3 RER, D RE MRS T .
1.7 EEBEZGHMRK

1) Plackett-Burman s 56 5 11 i % W & A £
e R Z R LAl ok A P-B it ik XA
HERME AL 2 DAE 5k 1, — 1, 9F ke
EACERROK R 1.5 £, & W FRF LR 1. F
FH SPSS 8 xf 45 K & i A7 F LI, 0 b 3 M
A1 = 0 5 PR 2 AR AT e O R

2) W 17 T (RSMD i B0 i 3. i 3 13 X CMCase
fitg G s i 2 3 AN R G LR EHE N A AR H,
LI CMCase i3 Am W B R 3 IIZE 3 K 17 4
I HEA T e N T DA R Bl ) R AR

DAL & 1 T CMCase i 15 (9 52 . 4% MR
RSM iR 56 5 145 S AE AR A6 45 140 5 0 B8 vk 25 47 18 T
BGEEFE L REFWT 4 °C.10 000 r/min F &L 15
min, & LIFEWRIME CMCase B .

DAL 38, RH WPS Office . RSM 2
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1 AWEITEEAKFE
Table 1 Level of Plackett-Burman experiment factors
Y = JKF Level
H & Factors Code —1 o 1

FRWILLF Y F B/ (g/L) CMC-Na X:  23.3 40.0 45.0

fR-44 IR 1:1 /L
ﬁioﬂiicq;:?f%citract e Xz 30.0°40.0 45.0
#1h pH Initial pH X3 4 5 6
W JE /°C Temperature Xy 30 40 45
PR/ % Inoculum dose X5 5.3 6.0 8.0
- 15-80/ % Tween-80 Xs  0.08 0.10 0.12
I5fE] /d Time X; 3 4 5

J¥ Je SPSS 17.0 34X 84 #£17 ANOVA J5 2248
T8 . 4381 7 58 Duncan’s multiple range test
(DMRT,P<0.05),
18 HEETE

DAY . AR OIS 20 B 2 7 ) X
S0 = LR R AT R LA AR A AL E

2)16S rDNA PCR % . 5% H#E H 519
fdl (5'-AGAGTTTGATCCTGGCTCAG-3"), rp2
(5'-AAGGAGGTGATCCAGCCGCA-3") " 14 16S
rDNA, DNA (%3 B 8 5 250 BOR W AR, R
AT LK 2H DNA il 32 32050 & 42 U DNAL B 44
% (25 pl) : DNA #i4 2 pL, 10 X PCR Buffer 2.5
pl, B F U518 (25 pmol/L) 4 0.5 pL, dANTP
2 pL, Tag DNA &8 0.25 pL,ddH, O 17.25 pL,
PCR [z 14 :94 °C 5 min; 94 °C 40 5,56 °C 40 s,
72 °C 1 min, 3t 30 MEH ;72 °C 10 min, PCR 4§
J&i 4% PCR =W AE 126 3 i o 8 e Pl k- Aar DU, SO
FAE RS F . 16S rDNA K A JF 31 43 07 < 8% U 5
455 5 GenBank 11 5 81 347 [R5 M E XTI 4

2 HREGH

CMCase /N SME R T E
O A R MR HQ ML A ML N CMCase i
B AR B N CMCase Bgi5 JLF4 0, iZ4h CMCase
TG o0 11.45 U, G, v DL B vk HQ T = 19
CMCase N g 71 i
22 BEZRRE

D= B B 158N R A & R R X A PR
FEHEI B 7%, I 78 LB CMCase BTG (B 1 A,
MET A Haf L, 40 “CHF CMCase i 5z K. 9145
Ty 2 7 i Il B2 R 40 °C
) FAEEIT ], K5 3R 4 d WL R R CMCase i

21

T i e B TS T T 4R T R (L 1B, L R ] BB
TR AR R T 5 5 5 v 1) 8 3% ) U 38 W B T R R IR BR
BEk s A F T B AR A L CMCase, 5 305 Bk 5 i £F
A Z A8 7 BEAR ; S AR ™ vk B R AR ) — 2 (E A, B
i iR BR . CMCase 1 JJ IR 46 EFF, 40 il 47 4 5 19 g
57 i, DT T TS S B T R — R AR — T R U
TORAE AL . PRI, %0 20 i 2 T PR 7 Tl ) B ) 2R 4

B IR AN S i v BE . B 6 Fh A W] A U
JEAE W EE Y 10,0 g/ L, 38 o I 2 A B CMCase
it 3% (B 1 C), Lh CMC-Na Bl U i, 55 bk 19 il %
B R UL BH B R RE S 54 I R CMC-Na, A it 4
A 5 TR R 7 il ) BB B UR O CMIC-Na, Bl e i
W VR o % A o e vk B CMIC-Na X B A 7= i
0 (B 1D) .78 CMC-Na JRE N 30.0 g/L B,
CMCase i fie K. PG, 9025 B 5 1R AR 7™ 6 19 B
T B 5 T H R BE SR 30.0 g/ L

) VR FP S R v B L s T AR AS [ AU
R E Y N 10.0 g/L, 3l i 2 LB CMCase
fitg s (B 1 E) . DL MR-ARE (L s DO AR,
PRI CMCase fiff 17 i = - W6 B B8R XA BIL TR 19
FIHEARE T IOHLEIE . B, 9025 B0 181 AR B 3 ™
R IR N E AR D, BE sl 2 R,
PRIEAN TR B O -4 R (1= 1) Jo o Mk B8 o) I ok
fifg () e (I 1 F) L R TE TR A Ak 3 ok e T v s [
R IEEAK-FRE A DFEERERN 40.0 g/L
i, CMCase B3 e K. PG, 0 25 1t G B8 Rk 7™ G 17
T3l R i Rl 40.0 g/ L,

S)FR kR A S Rk B . AR5 4 R i R X
B Rk 7 A R e LA R R E O 1.0 /L.
i 3 I 5 MLERF Y CMCase B IE (B 1G) , & B iR -
80 AEHE R CMCase HiE . [H I, 90 25 B 5 TR BE 1) 5
T R R T o R -80 . B E fR i R T
Z A 5 X CMCase B I A5 (& 1HD . 4t
H-80 Erih 0.1 %}, CMCase 1% fe . K, 9
W S TR PR B 1Y P R S S 0.1 0%,

O WG pH, &H 7 AN=MERLG pH i o
M EGF CMCase B (B 11 ), M441% pH A 5.0
it ,CMCase i {if i . pH oo 10.0 B, B 1% 208 F
R PRI WD 8 1 T Bk ™ B Y B S W0 4G pH N
5.0,

DR, TR BT R I A [5) H2
S TR R 2 T 0 75 3 P X B R R AT R 5 T
FE CMCase W36 (B 1)), MM ER 6.0% B,
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BT A T 0 IOF T R 0 P T v 2 2 2% W ik 181 7™ 19 D) £ 4 38 0 1) R T8 A A 65

CMCase B{F B o Y4Bl > 6.0 0 I, iy T 42 Bl
TEEOR BAR R B B0 0 SR 2k P (9 B FR W oK i

(=R e - =l SR Y

e c

f

"Rl

10 15 20 25 30 35 40 45 50
HHE/C Temperature

CMCaselfi%/U
CMCase enzyme activity

BT KFEFF Corn stalk
mKFEFERF Rice straw
EIEH; Starch

OCMC-Na

OH R Glycine

O ERE Sodium citrate
R Carbon source

B 5 Peptone

B ALK Yeast extract
E o4 E Beef extract

CMCasefi&/U
CMCase enzyme activity

EAN-FREQD

Peptone beef extract
& B0

Peptone yeast extract
o B B E

Yeast beef extract(1:1)

CMCaseB8{E/U
ORI N

CMCase enzyme activity CMCase enzyme activity

ZJE Nitrogen source

12
=% 10 b 2
s G
& 8
b1 6
4
2g 4
(s8]
2 d |—|‘3
0
0.1% 0.1% 0.1% 0.1%
SDS EDTA Triton  Tween-80
{E#HF Promoter
z
Z 18 I
235 16
2
20
SR
E% 4
S8 2
5 0 4 5 6 7 8 9 10
pH
B 1
Fig.1
23 P-Bitl

X7 AR HUA 3E KF L A Design-Expert
8.0 B F it AT P-B L9 B it LA 8¢ AU L Bk UL o
Ii-80 Wt pH HERh it | I Tk JBE A1 I ] 5 PR 2R X0
B BR P CMCase B 15200 , 25 R WK 2.,

TE R B A B AR S P-B it iDL &
SPSS B % Fdls #E AT T et o, a5 R WK 3,
7R R R WA Y G p H > 4 R i >

O #i B8 # Ammonium s ulfate

THAE AR TR B . UG, W00 20 W T k™ il 19
OGRS 6.0% .

218

Z 16 b

5% 14 B

e 21 a4 d d 1

%1%101” e e de e

22 8

S

S& 4

g 2

UOIIIIIIIIII
1 2 3 45 6 7 8 9 10

BfE]/d Time

20 d d

10 =

std H

ol L L 1l
5 10 15 20 25 30 40

B B RE BIRE (/L)

CMC-Na concentration

CMCaseffi{E/U

CMCase enzyme activity
o

£ 35 a
-2 30 F b b
# S 25 b
% % 20 c [ c ;

4 S 15
S5 08
°3 5H
= A P P
e 4 6 8 10 12 20 30 40 60
E -4 B (1:1) BB B/ (/L)
Peptone beef extract (1:1) concentration

)

T 12
ot b,
gt ® g 5 4
S8 6 §
23
sy 4
o8 2

= 5 \ \ \ \ . ,

< 0.1 03 05 07 095 1.0

it IR-80/%
Tween-80 concentration

> 11.5
I DI I 1
ﬁ s 105
i < 100 b 2
22 05 b
[
= § 9.0
=i

O]

s b I

4 8 10 12

M E/% Inoculum dose

A [E) [ & %t CMCase B i B

Effects of different factors on CMCase enzyme activity

IR -80 ™ i BE > 8 1 R-AR R (L D) > B ) >
CMC-Na, I, 414 pH L 42 Fh & ik E-80 X} CM-
Case i {if A7 75 5 5 0.3 1 52 W, 1 o 2o — 2K
BRI R R
2.4 MM (RSM)EE I E

iz ] Design-Expert 8.0 #F X5 2 A~ K & 8] 1Y
A& G A HEAT W S0 T8 43 A 5 0 N TR 43 AT 4 AR L3R 4
M#E S,
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x2 PBREIEHHER(n=12)

F4 RSMIREIFGITRER (n=17)

Table 2 Experimental results of Plackett-Burman design (n=12) Table 4 Experimental design and results of RSM (n=17)
TR H % Factor CMCase fi 1% /U R TS X X X NP £F 4t R i i /U
3 5 6 B ..
No. X, X, X3 X; X5 Xg X; CMCase enzyme activity No. ‘ CMCase enzyme activity
1 1 1 1 —1—1—1 1 25.98 1 0 1 1 28.20
2 1 1 -1 -1 -1 1 —1 2.74
3 -1 1 1 1 —1—1-—1 45.58 2 0 0 0 31.37
4 —1 1 1 —1 1 1 1 14.25 3 0 0 0 30.73
5 -1 -1 1 —1 1 1 —1 14.94
6 —1—1—1—-1—-1-1-—1 6.22 4 ! o 1 19.20
7 -1 -1 —-1—-1 1 —1 1 3.32 5 —1 0 1 12.74
8 —1—-1-11 —1 1 1 0.00 6 . 0 . 033
9 1 —1 1 1 —1 1 1 28.99
0 -1 1 —1 1 1 —1 1 4.11 7 1 —1 0 22.70
11 1 —1 1 1 1 —1 —1 22.39 3 1 0 1 27.88
12 1 1 —1 1 1 1 —1 2.58
N N 9 0 —1 1 30.21
®3 BRRMEREEZRITFM
. . 10 0 0 0 33.50
Table 3 Effects of various factor and evaluations
. 11 —1 1 0 14.80
of the importances
= — 12 0 0 0 2.90
[{ % Factor t P B EMHF Significant rank 3
X, 0.041 0.970 7 13 -1 —1 0 10.00
X 0.875 0.431 5 14 0 1 —1 25.88
X3 6.010 0.004 1 15 1 1 0 29,31
Xy 1.634 0.178 4
X; —2.163  0.097 2 16 0 0 0 32.20
X5 —1.990 0.117 3 17 0 —1 —1 13.50
X7 —0.803 0.467 6
x5 ZAXREMERBRETNNTESN
Table 5 Analysises of variance for RSM model
b3 -5 Al 19 F ¥or F p
Source Sum of square Degree of freedom Mean square
KL Model 1184.40 9 131.60 78.25 <<0.000 1
Xs:#¥1f pH Initial pH 340.87 1 340.87 202.68 <£0.000 1
X; : i Inoculation dose 59.30 1 59.30 35.26 0.000 6
X : 1 i#-80 Tween-80 121.06 1 121.06 71.98 <20.000 1
X3 X5 0.82 1 0.82 0.49 0.507 8
X5 X 6.94 1 6.94 4.13 0.081 7
X5 X 51.77 1 51.77 30.78 0.000 9
X2 425.17 1 425.17 252.81 <20.000 1
X;s? 35.14 1 35.14 20.89 0.002 6
Xs? 97.16 1 97.16 57.77 0.000 1
FR 2T Residual term 11.77 7 1.68
JAYUT Lack of fit 6.76 3 2.25 1.80 0.011 9
%% Error 5.01 4 1.25
F1 Total 1196.17 16

LI CMCase [t 1% Wl WA, X 2% 38 9 B - 3R 47
M FBEUA. AR Y =32.14 +
6.53X,+ 2. 72X, + 3. 89X, + 0. 45X, X, +
1.32X,Xs — 3.6X; X; — 10. 051X2 — 2. 89X % —
4.8XE, 2 W 5, 2 5 Al LAE H (8] ) 35
P<20.001, 4035 =>>0.05 , 15 B [0 19 250 50 W 35, 2k 40
RORAWZE . BIH A BRHXERE R =0.990 2, #F—
UL T A 5 R R LG BT, 97.75 6 1 BE 1Y
AT AR PR AT MRS AR A R L A UL, TR R IRl

) 2 o3 7 g 2% o 26 W 7 T I U 43 T R[] 05
T 22 ) ) o 3, T8 PO UL IR 2~ [T 4

AR 2~ 4 AR ab.c 7E
T30 3 B N FEAE R R . eI 2 Cabio)
(5.35.6.42.,0.11) . RIRI 4 pH 5.35 Ffh it 6.42% .
HE-80 0.11% , 7E I 1 B /) CMCase H i 4
34.36 U, AC 32 BAE M 89 45 v 4 L IEE 5 35 /Y
LHAEAA L%, AB.BC 38 TAE FH %5 5 4R 7R S W
[, 95 G 2 8] ) 58 BAE P B8 2. O T G 30 A 7R 0
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AR M FEE A 2R PF T X R RREEAT 5 AL BELL BT A A9 BN ELAR G . 5 AU AL AT CMCase fi#i% 11.0 U
5, UM W CMCase BG4 ME N 32.5 U, 55 MLHER 2.96 4%,

CM CaseffiiE
CMCase enzyme activity

= 7.50
2 " oy
E 6.90 | 2
2 4 &
Z 630 g
A s g
® B z&
I 5.70 S g
& 5.10 5 E
4:"-\% ’ < 7.50 —76.00
4 3 = 776.90 :
450 - = S h\ //ﬁ.so
4.00 4.50 5.00 5.50 6.00 5'705-1M04'50
a:FHfp HAE Initial pH bedEfh /% Inoculation  4-307 a:WilEpHAE Initial pH
2 #%h pH FEFME I CMCase BFE KR FIRE T L E (A) 1 K & 37 45 4 #7 B (B)
Fig.2 Contour plots and response surface stereo analysis diagram of regression
equation of initial pH vs inoculation dose and CMCase enzyme activity
CM Caseff
012 CCase enzyme activity z
/ 2
Palhd
S 0.11 o
= :
% o B 2 &
A g § 010 S g
He g ¢
©00 S 012 6.00
. o O.N — A) ’
0.08 010 oo wageeer s, 5-00
4.00 4.50 5.00 5.50 6.00 c:tiR-80/% 7 0.084.00
a:FiEpHAE Initial pH Tween-80 a: ] ipHAE Initial pH

B 3 #1% pH FILiE-80 X CMCase B iE FIMR B 75 52 5 15 2k B (A) F0 W B T 244 5 #7 = (B)
Fig.3 Contour plots and response surface stereo analysis diagram of regression equation

of initial pH vs tween-80 and CMCase enzyme activity

CMCasefifi i

CMCase enzyme activity

0.12 _
‘-' =
=
§' s 0.11 g §
Ny g
= £ 010 Bis
& =0
o o ®
0.09 g 7.50
m
0.08 42 U /fm/
450 510 570 6.30 690 7.50 hiR-80 /% T 0.084.50"
b4%FRl /% Inoculation Tween-80 b:f%Fl4E/% Inoculation

4 HEFEMAILIE-80 X CMCase B R AL 77 12 % &5 £ [ (A) A0 I 5z E 32 4 53 47 B (B)
Fig.4 Contour plots and response surface stereo analysis diagram of regression equation of
inoculation dose vs tween-80 and CMCase enzyme activity
25 HEEEER 1E GenBank 47 Blast X, £5 H 1% 0 Bk 5 4 5
DAEACRR VRS E S50 . SR g SN B L RES 2 T BRI AR R S A AR S5 2 99.0 0405 L GenBank
AP ERIR £ 0SSR BR £ » AN US| Wi K A BERY . PR B SIAIE A 19 DS w12 ] MEGA 6.0
A WAL AL AR A R G A E M DLIE 5B, R A2 4
2)16S rDNA J¥ 5150 #r LXF . 16S rDNA §788  Fibk HQ b Al 50 2F AT & W Ak (Bacillus subtilis
MAEBKE R 1500 bp, PCR " 345 5 WL 5A, subsp.),
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&
Gl

HQ
_EBacillus subtilis subsp.
Bacillus atrophaeus

Bacillus licheniformis

Bacillus sonorensis
Bacillus pumilus

Bacillus vietnamensis
I:Bacillus aquimaris

Bacillus koreensis

1500 bp

Bacillus cytotoxicus
Bacillus thuringiensis
Bacillus cereus

Bhargavaea cecembensis

Bacillus coagulans
Bacillus smithii

Bacillus badius

Halobacillus trueperi

Alkalibacillus haloalkaliphilus
Bacillus clausii

0.01

Bacillus ligniniphilus

M:DL-2000 Marker; 1:PCR #"#47/=4) Amplification products.

B 5
Fig.5
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Optimizing fermentation conditions of endo-cellulase production

by a psychrotrophic bacteria using response surface method

CUI Xiuxiu HAN Mei LI Lina LI Jing

College of Land and Environment ,Shenyang Agricultural University ,Shenyang 110866 ,China
Abstract In order to optimize fermentation conditions of endo-cellulase production by a cellulose-
degradable psychrotrophic bacteria HQ (laboratory separated and preserved) and to measure CMCase
enzyme activity of cell fermentation broth and ultrasonic cell-break liquid of strain HQ, the P-B (Plackett
Burman) method was used to screen three main factors including initial pH,inoculation dose and pro-
moters affected CMCase enzyme activity using CMCase as extracellular enzyme and CMCase enzyme ac-
tivity as index. The fermentation conditions of HQ were optimized with response surface methodology.
The results showed that the optimal fermentation conditions were 30.0 g/I. CMC-Na,1 : 1 ratio of nitro-
gen source to peptone beef extract 40.0 g/Lin culture medium,0.11% tween-80,pH 5.35,40 ‘C,and
6.42% inoculation dose.Shaking culture under the optimal conditions, CMCase enzyme activity was 32.5
U after 4 days,2.96-fold more than that before the optimization. HQ was identified as Bacillus subtilis
subsp. through sequencing its 16S rDNA and analyzing its similarity with GenBank sequence.
Keywords  psychrotrophic bacteria; CMCase; Plackett-Burman; response surface methodology

(RSM) ; optimization of fermentation conditions
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