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Screening of cellulase-producing microbial communities and study on

the characteristics and mechanisms of enzyme production
ZHANG Zi-liang' , ZHANG Song-tao®, LI Jia-jia>, LIU Yu-xiang'"
(1.College of Environment and Ecology, Taiyuan University of Technology, Taiyuan 030001, China;
2.Shanxi Provincial Water Resources Development Center, Taiyuan 030001, China)

Abstract : Providing efficient microbial resources for the agricultural solid waste utilization, employed a combination
of Congo red staining for preliminary screening and cellulase activity assay for secondary screening to isolate a high-yield
cellulase-producing microbial consortium, CTS, from humus soil around a lakeside near the university. Metagenomic
analysis revealed that the dominant genera in CTS were Trametes, Sarocladium, and Pilatotrama. Through single-factor
experiments and response surface methodology ( RSM ) , the optimal enzyme production conditions were determined as
follows ; corn cob addition of 4% (w/v) , peptone addition of 0.2% (w/v) ,initial pH of 4. 66, cultivation temperature
29. 60°C ,and cultivation time 3. 16 days.After optimization,the endoglucanase ( CMCase) ,-glucosidase,and filter paper
enzyme ( FPase) activities of the CTS consortium significantly increased to 49. 1 U/mL,46. 8 U/mL,and 53. 1 U/mL,
respectively , representing remarkable improvements of 60. 24% ,75. 47% ,and 93. 53% compared to the initial conditions.
Integrated analysis using three-dimensional excitation-emission matrix (3D-EEM) spectroscopy and carbohydrate-active
enzymes (CAZy) annotation elucidated the high-efficiency enzyme production characteristics of the consortium, providing
an excellent microbial resource for agricultural waste valorization.

Key words: cellulase; enzyme production optimization; response surface methodology; mixed microbial
consortium; enzyme production mechanism
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7E CMCase .B—glucosidase , FPase 3 F 5 41 4k K i
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1.1 RKIEHR
111 H&RR

SR 2R 1 R DR B TR B g 3 3 7 R
EEKX, T 4C TR, TRBNBH RS LT
A, 2R bR R T R 40 B i (KR
250.45 mm) , 3T 60°CHEEE  HEH 5 H,

1.1.2 344

PDA 5553 (1 L) RIS E 200 ¢ KA D)
WA 1 em ZEAB/NT  ER TN 1 L Z818K,
A 30 min, BB, FHH 8 22 diE 54
B, 108 Z AR T, AR IR 4 20 o BHE KD
20 g, B IA G UE LT E A ER T BB R 4y
PiFk MR 58

RS L) £K5 10.0 g, (NH,),S0,
2.0 g, KH,PO, 1.0 g, MgSO, - 7H,0 0.3 g, NaCl
0.1 g,CaCl, 0.1 g,FeCl,-6H,0 0. 01 g( [ kE 3%
W15 g Bilg) .

FERE B 9E 3L (1 L): CMC - Na 10.0 g,
(NH,),S0, 2.0 g, KH,PO, 1.0 g, MgSO, - 7H,0
0.5 g,NaCl 0.5 g,CaCl, 0.1 g,

WHIREFRAE (L L) BRI 10.0 ¢, AR 3 ¢,
KH,PO, 1.0 g, MgSO, - 7H,0 0.3 g, NaCl 0.1 g,
CaCl, 0.1 g,FeCl,-6H,0 0.01 g,

FiREFRFEY 121°C KH 20 min,

1.2 KEFHE
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BU10 g HFEET 250 mL HETEHRH, iNA 100 mL
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PDA WA 3R 5 309C (130 v/min R 8555 3 d,
B AR IR ST, PR E 107 ~ 107 B
AFEREREE 20 L WA T A R AR B 3R 5L iR
3AEE,30CHFE3 d, PRPURTETEHERNT% 5 mL
WA BRI b M) S R 1G5 3 dL R
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58 ,30°CH 7% 3 d, B B ML, WEERKE, A
1 mg/mL WIZRLLEER YA 15 min, 2808 7K ELLE 5 LA
1 mol/L NaCl B4 15 min, 72 B 9% J& 6 R
B A S AR (d) 5B W E A
(D) 715 D/d A8, i 1 LU B AR EAE S B TR
1.2.2 A

VR AAT 10 7K fife Bl 358 K AR #5670 T PDA %
FRHEHE 30°C (130 /min 55F FHRG R 3 d #il#%
PRI W Tl IR 5% 4 2 P Wl R e b, M R 451
TakzeEzE 3 d, 22 10 000 r/min 50> 10 min,q&%
IVEWRD A B, R A 3,5 - ZH 3L OK AR R Tk
( DNS) il % H: FPase ,CMCase 1 B—glucosidase*") |

FPase M %E HEEMT . P& LA 1 emX6 cm
(2J 50 mg) Whatman No. 1 JE4%/NE, A 1.5 mL
pH =4. 8 FrEEIREh 2% Ml (1 L 78400, 50°C il #4
5 min 5, FEAAE I 0. 5 mlL 38 245 B A ML , 25
HAENMA 0.5 mL KiGHEW, 50°C W 30 min J&,
SERIA 1.5 mL DNS 5 28 1k R il 7K ¥ i 44
5 min, BHEERZE 25 mL JFIRA], CMCase 5 B-
glucosidase AL 1% CMC—-Na 1 0. 5% K1 N
Y, AL BR IR WS 1500 (U) 2 SR R 1
BRpEAL A 1 g I8 JERE TS (B . T 540 nm %
K EWIGE (ODsy, ), #2301 TR .

U= (Axnx1000)/(180 xT x V) (1)

A n NFRASEC T BN E], min; VA AN EEAA
A, mL,
1.2.3 WA EWSEFHH

T il e VI (B FR A 3 d) MUME JCTAE 4%
HTFHLS mL HE A BT, BT A0S B B O,
12 000 r/min B.0> 2 min, 7& I, WO B TTTE.
FHICTE PBS S5 tPBE e 2 I, IRA A EE T 1 mL
DNA {4 ¥, I T - 80°C R IR AR 17, FES ZFE
T GRR 5 A W B 2R A B w AT AR 2 SR
JF %8 T TS TR 22 s
1.2.4 =5 e F B AL 5 B ak it
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MEE B[] W) 4R pH XS R HE CTS 77 £F 4 3 Wi 1 5%
M, QR 1 B, DA™ Bl 35 % 56 Bl 45 B % 4 1
A A B — 5 PR LR RN SR B AN 4y
AABRIE AN 1% A IEA I 0. 1% 30°C .3 d,
WIlh pH 4. 8 X HE CTS F=£F 4 ZEAIFE M, 455
PR 3 ASFATIEER
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S TAIH
o FUSy[15s 1% 2% 3% 4% 5% ( L& L, w/v)
HUEFH AR AR B R RE
ARG 0. 1% .0.2% .0.3% .0. 4% .0. 5% (w/v)
Hsf [ 1234564d
L 20.,25.30,35.40C
Witk pH 2.4.8.7.10

Wi 17 TET DG AL < 4 T B R R 421 IR IR 4h pH 1
FRIF R AR 3 A~ 0 38 R W B A CTS )™ £ 2 3R il
MIRER , LL FPase 1 i i N AE SEAT D01k, Eiodii R A
IBM SPSS Statistics 24 #4705 2047, % Design—
Expert 13 3% 2 Wit L5 34T Box—Behnken ﬁﬂ‘,
PIFRFERI UG pH (A) GRS (B) HEiFRIE] (C) 3
AP XS S A7 i L S s S HAZ AR
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Wk pH 4.8.7.10
B B3R/ 25.30.35
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2.1 H#BENEEFIL
2.1.1 Al

ISR 2T Yt L 0 0 A5 21 15 A 77 A2 36 i i A el
RIS, R A& - e RERE 1. & FR EW
HHE ERSHE HAZ L (D/d) 25 Rk 3 i
N, AR SRR HRZ I (D/d) K, R
VE VAR LT U RE e

*3 EHEHASEEEAER

VT 5 WEHA/em BB ER/em BB/ HE
H-1 1.40 9. 60 6. 86
H-2 0. 30 0.90 3.00
H-3 0. 30 1. 60 5.34
H-4 0.90 5.20 5.78
H-5 0. 20 1.50 7.50
H-6 0. 20 0. 60 3.00
H-7 0.50 2.00 4.00
H-8 0.63 4.31 6. 84
H-9 0. 30 1.40 4. 06
H-10 0.10 0. 20 2.00
H-11 0. 30 1.20 4.00
H-12 1.50 5.70 3.80
H-13 0.10 0. 20 2.00
H-14 1.00 2.40 2.40
H-15 0.10 0. 60 6. 00
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DI CMCase B—glucosidase Fll FPase A5 45 & i
PEATYEREHT , 25 R UNE 1 PR, S5 REH CMCase
EHEHEA T 3 IR V% H-8 H-2 H-5 435N
34.4 33.2 24.5 U/mL;B-glucosidase §if I HE 4 i 3
MITETE RN H-5 H-8 H-2 454 29.1.26.5 21. 1
U/mL;FPase G TEHEA AT 3 MUK N H-8 H-11,
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86. 77% , FHEW ] (Ascomycota) IRZ. , 15 12.91% , Wi
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(c)Fh

B2 AExtEEARE
2.2.2  BARAA Y EWREE(CAZy) 547

R B RE CTS (127 2 25 B f A g e o, ik
RIS 3 M T HeoK Ak & W 6 P il ( CAZy ) I 24
PECIE 3) o Hor 18 3(a) ~ (d) 7357 T4 CAZy
it % i B DR i 44 X BB 4 S8 G HE R ( EG/ CBH/BG/
AA9) WFH R =5 B 4% il 5 I Ik R g A ) 3 B D e
GH FIGTNRESN /A, 5 BE ALy =, 5 2F
Y A G I Tl £ A0 A T 6 K CAZy 280 b
KRG (GH) WEILERE/E(CT) KL E LS
B (CBM) B/KAL & YITREG (CE) | 2 58 2L fit i
(PL) GBS TERE(AA) . B 3(a) ((b) R, & %K
T HY e A B K M X R B 9 . GH (1433,
28.6%) .GT (235,23.8%) .CBM (13, 4.8%) . CE
(55,14.3%) .PL(23,9.5%) AA (141,19%) ., GH
TN Foe v, 2 T B e 7 T A 2R ) DG AR R AE
VE RO A, GH L AT 4 R A WK ity
YO TR BRI S R SR Y e
R TR 3 K Ak 1l 55 0 B A B =2 [ )
flir, Qi 3(c) AT WL, NYIH R ER (EG) 2210
T GH5 .GH6 .GHT F GH74 5 2 A5, e e L
Y F B NFRREHLYIE], A ET A, S DD R
fiti(CBH) X8/ T GHT, i 3i NF 4 H B R bl
LR Y W BT ; B 1 A WE T I (BG) Wz 4x A T
GH1 .GH3 .GH9 .GH30 Fl GH116 %5 ik , H I hg>
IK A £ A W5 25 W I 52 g L P U g A A1 D)
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T A ] R R ) 5 T S I 1 AN 8 A A 1 G
o B 3(d) Gt s R Bos, WU R R ST
SOV 5 — 8] AW T I AR 0 B 4L A I P A X 3 B 4
WA 8. 2% 4.3% 6. 1%F1 6. 2%, 2% IR iZw B
BASCH H BRI RS

500

(F=nl .

Y Y g
B 8 o
S g g

by
¥ &
(a) % BEATEFE R 4o 3 B it
28.6% .
B RS f a2k

4.8% \)
ST HE R — /

9.5% —— \
EZ e

- A/ 19%
Ty /yﬁﬂsa%ﬁeﬁﬁe

14.3%
Bk k& DR

(b)) 45 Tt 22 R PR A o =

ALLEEF A
EOEELEEF RN

(¢) GH FIRIER i Lt oA
4.3%
6.1, SMVATRNRG \

ptikonriins_ oS

8.2%
SO \ St '

(d)4 K E4ERE( EG/CBH/BG/AA9) HFRIAR X = i
B3 WA CTS ty CAZy E B4R

2.3 WESAHEHEERK
2.3.1 2HEEZEE

D RS A AN 4 FR B ext R A
PEAFORBE , W 4 (a) i, A AL TCHL AR 3
AFIT 3 PGS A BE T, SRR AT REAE T AT R
PRAL LR F T RG A A K, e TAERE M L&
B AR, o DL R TR A 7 e SO R A
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PR B8 PR A e R ) S T, oE— 2R AL L
ik, SRAWE 4 (e) B, SE B R E N
0. 2% 1 0. 3%, 3 Fh £ 4 25 By 3 45 55 T HoAth 41,
456 K 4(b) A HT AT R WA AR 5 R
FEREINFEL 124 me/L, HEE Rt S 80 Ak
B 39.6 mg/L 2 EFHE 111 mg/L, ZiHHE
fitg 15 L5 A AR AF , e &k $E 0. 2% AR M
BAERIEA NG

TERR IR AL DT T, KOO TS 7 Bk e
SEMAANIE 4 (c) iR, A BOROGE 0 i3 m, 3
FheF At R B 134 2 5 LI R IR 7R
USHNEE N 4% R B , 3X 7T B2 R AR TS i &
T, B ROAE MR IR BEIR B 9, B AU T i
A HE A AT Y 2 il R TR 3R 3K T s Tk B Iy B
R 7= 1) T e 7 | e Ak AR g BEL 34 258 102, DT 41 )
fitf 5 1o AN R RE X TS 5 s T 4 (e )
Wb BERE CTS ZEMIIR (20~ 25°C ) il i (35~40C)
ST G A PR PT e B I R Bl v
KRBT S S50 R 5 A5 5% B3R 5 =R mT
BT & AR TS PE SO AU T B, DT AR T

FEFRIT ) AR 4G pH 2 R4 7 il T A s
56 RS EROCHER R, Bl 4(d) AT 3 Fhef
LR WG T FEIG TR I (1~ 6 d) BAEFERFIT
BETRENBEHE, BRIE(1~2 d) WHT LT
TSN BRI T A 5 3 d BRI AR 4E A
AR S B R B B IR B I 25 4~5 d
AR E Y B, B TS T % Rl 4R pH

50 T
A ' ! ! ! :
Tl !
O 5 ! ! : !
Saofli (Wb
5 1§ ! : !
& 20 c ; : :
i ! ! ! !
v L ' | 1 '
w10 : : ! :

SRR RE WG W R
1 F LT B 2— B AR A T ;3— U AR
(o) RIFVEEF 3 R 4 22 i

350
2
300t
= 250}
£ 200t
W 150t
s
100}
® 1
50t
0 0 72
i i) /h

I—ZH 22— A
(b) BIRTHFENG B
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- 45¢ 1
S 40t
35f, oL 3 § 1
30}
E=g 2
I 3

1 2 3 4 50.10.20.30.40.520 25 30 35 40
FoKERIR /% BABRME/%  RE/C

1R W R LT Y 3R R  2— B~ 40 W 1 G  3— IR ARG
(o) AR F KB AN i RIS R A0 i SR EE T 89
3 FheT 2 R g

N
(=}

50

L3
ﬁﬁl
1 2 45 6 2 48 7 10

3

Rt /d fhpH

1— 52 W L2 2 RS 5 2—B— ) 4 B8 BB 5 3— VS 4K
(d) ANTRIRE ) A iG pH B Y 3 Fhaf 4 2 8 5

K4 FEEEHEXNBEERGDHE

Fhi (2. 0~10.0) ,3 Fifi G 77t 2 BLAC Y J5 1% 1)
B ARMERPEIREE (pH 4. 0~5.0) A F T 380% B
LT YR WA E B SR R CTS 77/, >4 pH i &5
o 32 V0 PRI, ARG 2 0 6 B R A 1) 8 T AR S
FUMEIR | AERF = A5 14 1% 15— B RN SRR 1 55, 30
il 2 AR M SRR
2.3.2 AR ARt

PR S g R W] W hs pH 55 5% I E) DL &
TEEXTTRIAE CTS Y27 4k 38 B 25 7 fe ) ¥ B AT Wl 2
SO, FENCEERN b, i — DR ST LR OCHER K ()
BIAZ H AR, AR WF 58 % | Box—Behnken 311 ( BBD)
FERL | DL YEARHETE (FPase ) WA {H , BG4k 177
fiti 205500, TEANM SEBG T T 58 -5 0 17 18 3B 25
RILFE 4,

—_ N WA
(==~ )

LI YR BEE/ (U - mL)

(=]

%4 BBD LWiEITRER

g Wit pH  EFRRE RN Fpase
X, X,/C X;/d Y/(U-mL™")
1 4.8 30 3 49. 8
2 3.3 35 3 24.6
3 4.8 30 3 51.6
4 3.3 30 4 34.8
5 3.3 25 3 36.6
6 4.8 35 4 32.7
7 6.3 25 3 24.8
8 4.8 25 4 33.9




2026 F 8 B K FREF AL RBEIHNIME R IB EIE0HR - 183 -
ke INT0.05, M BFERE, EIRIUD , BI4G pH FiEs
RSN #ka pH BRIRRIE IR Fpase i (X,X,) ) bh pH 3% FR ) ] ( XX, )P =R
BRass X, X,/C X;/d Y/(U-mL7h) /NF0.05, 23S HAE B X, X, fl X, [ P
9 6.3 30 4 34.7 EHNT 0,000 1, B E, 2 - AT %
ool s 3 28.3 BRI BR S BR DG ETRE CTS 77 Fpase 4T T 2004
SO ’ 7.8 FIH.
i :z ;5) i iz: 2.3.4 BHEEZ AR DR
14 4.8 30 3 53.8 R B S s 4552 i R 2R 2 18] 1% 28 B AR 4
15 6.3 30 2 23.7 Bro #04h pH SRS BBV WL 5 (a) o Wil il
16 4.8 30 3 49.2 T 5 M AU T, A7 AR WA WA DX I, R I TE A RE )
17 4.8 30 3 51.6 I pH 5IRELAL A T FPase i85 K, BTG RE pH

2.3.3 v R RFeTy E 5

LA FPase(Y) W Ni{E , #1465 pH(X, ) ($5F=A[E]
(X,) JREE(X,) AAR s, #7 A9 k[ A 7 2 40 =X
(2) Fis

Y = 26.03X, + 25.66X, + 49.21X, + 0.49X, X, +

1. 66X, X, - 0. 102X,X, - 4. 91Xf - 0. 47X§ -
8. 51X§ - 466. 61 (2)

R A i 5 RS R =0. 990 0, F %A%
TR S 91 B PR 52 06 465 S A0 00 (1 00 5 3 s 1B 1
e RECK 0.977 2, R BZ I FE (L6 FE B 40 5 5
SR 4.33% , R EAE W E LG MM,
BBD SEEG IR MR ANEE 5 iR A F A
PABESY 9K 77.32 F10.000 1,70 iZ 440 3% | [H]
AP IZ ALY i SR AT P B R 0. 7249, HOR i3 150 BH
LIS R ZE BN i — 0 R B R R AT,
TE—R Wi W1 4h pH (X)) 5 FRIHA] (X,) F0E
(X)) B P {H5351°4 0.012 1.0. 006 5 #10.003 0,

x5 AHEIWE
KW PR AHE ¥y FiE PE

HiA 1743.98 9 193.78 77.32  <0.0001
X, 28. 24 1 28. 24 11.27 0.0121
X, 36. 58 1 36. 58 14. 60 0. 0065
X5 49. 45 1 49. 45 19.73 0. 0030
XX, 56.31 1 56. 31 22.47 0. 0021
X, X, 25.55 1 25.55 10.19 0.0152
X, X, 0.98 1 0.98 0.39 0.5512
X3 440. 49 1 440.49  175.76  <0.0001
X2 549.13 1 549.13  219.11  <0.0001
X3 292.59 1 292.59  116.75  <0.0001
B2 17.54 7 2.51

JAUIE 4.50 3 1.50 0.46 0.7249
HriR2E 13.04 4 3.26 <0. 0001
At 1761. 52 16 77.32

SR TR B R ST B i st IR
TR, 22 HI P AE/NT 0.05, BLEAPI IR pH 5
T %o BTG A7 A W s HAE L, B TR pH ZKSF R
TR X T TG P I R R AR 25 52 IR 2 IR
Wit pH 5 35 5% 5 18] 1 58 B A0 WL Bl 5 (b) . 7E
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