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Abstract: To isolate efficient cellulase-producing bacteria, 180 bacterial isolated from rotten wood, humus, and other soil samples, and
44 were screened from them and confirmed as cellulase-producing bacteria by Gram’ s iodine solution staining. In the subsequent secondary
screening tests, those 44 isolates were cultured in fermentation media and their total cellulase activities ( FPase ) were measured and compared.
The strain J1-3-1, with the highest FPase activity, was identified as Sphingobacterium sp. by 16S ribosomal tRNA sequence analysis. The optimal
fermentation conditions for enzymes production of J1-3-1 were determined. Under the optimal conditions, its activities of FPase, CMCase, and
B-glucosidase reached 8.76, 28.04 F1 7.02 U/mL, respectively. The results demonstrated that J1-3-1 was a promising candidate for potential
industrial production of cellulase.
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KB RL IR AR, B L 2R AR
PR AT AR | PR . KRR S ST
() AH B ACHR TR B AR BELAG , SR J5 N T £F 4k K i
A TAL B Py mEE . WAL, T A B AR A AR
VIRRARL R AE W7 0 o B8 1 2T 2 28 R 1 AN AR T 4
FR WL BUASTEAE W BT AR FH b BAT B SR
FAERMGORIFAER 2, B . WMEY
CHTR . FLA . RS ) MAA G, MBEER
BRI RE ST, FEHR A TR AR 40 e T T S BT 24 2 i 1
WARA: 7 o AN RO P ) 2T 4 SR 4 R A
BAIE], XL YER MR RE I WAFTE B 2 R
LR ERTERE B, HATHERRE . A
WHEREA G, PR gE RN, LR
MIRE ST, CA RZIFEE X AT 2 IR AR
WE9E, WH ERAKRE ( Trichoderma reesei ). R ARE
( Trichoderma koningii ) 54T 4k K41 4 X B =1 7 14
PRE B TR 0 RO TT A R
H T4 Ye R L4 R o EE, Fhk
FEHES R aifl, SR TR AR L
B ABAE 7™ o BT X 20 BT A T 90 T TE IR BT AR
JUA AT 3 s B SR A R L A R R
T AN TR P 3 0 A T B B L R S B ARG
Z I ORI, X R LT A2 oA R 5 Xt
PRSI E RS SR, BT O R R E L A
AT 5 3 PR 1 8 AR e HA 65 v 21 A 3R Tl T e v
HTE . IR I LE TR 1) B A EA T AT S, DA
R IIAT Tl AR T i A 21 4 3R A= 7 T ik
1 MRI57A=E
L1 #A
LL1 B AEe AL gkhe 29 4>, Hh It R Etk
KN (1) WAL DA 1L b R AR A
Pt R R 5 3 5 (2) WHE A DU JUIE L AR 2
FelFEREREA . it
112 Higedk (1) BHERIRIER2A (gL): Bk
Br 0.5; & -D 0.5, B8 28 568 0.5, #ii% i 0.5
AIVEHETERY 0.5, BERRE AT 0.3, BiRREE 0.5, AT
MM 0.3, BiiE 15.0;(2) LFERBIREFRIE (/L):
LFYEZ M 5.0 FHIREN 1.0 BERR 2 5 1.0 AL 1.0,
BRAREE 0.5, MEREH 0.5, i 15.0 5 (3) KR

HE (g/L):CMC-Na 10.0., R4 4.0, BRI = —H 2.0,
TIREE 0.5, FIRE 5.0 5 (4) Kl HsEsE (gL) -
CMC-Na 10.0., “FE 3.0, BEERRY 0.5, Bl 4.0,
IR S 4 2.0 TGRS ALAES 0.3 BREREE 0.5 .3k -80
2 mL/L,

12 Fik

121 WA E . gifh B 1.0 g FF 50 IS R 1
bR (PBS) BEZE 20 mL, JFIRERHEIRY 2
min 5 KR AEAFESL R JCEE PBS LA 10° B EERRG B
43 5 BCRR B 200 L ¥4 2 R2A AR b 5 A fE
30°CTRH SR 24 h, MPEHEAER (FEERE) 1F6
ALE Y40 R BUER R IR ] 5 AR TR TR S . RV,
g, PRECRRTE T aifl, AT T R T 2
walifk.

122 W)t PeICalifb i B Rk B TR 75 E A S mL
LB 8535 3L 00 o, PEFT 30°C | 180 r/min 1A 5557
AEULB # 10 pL S B e R Bl 5O &
HARBATHOT, 30°CTHi9% 48 h, MR AT
T YA R USSR ] 5 AR e U S PR (5
300 mL ddH,0 H14 2.0 ¢ KI F1 1.0 ¢ 1,) Jefa 1) 45
ANSEAR RN 5 mL K, #E S min, A @
Pl L0 B AT )20 R B AR 4 3R T TS M TR A
123 Kt Kewi TS 20 2 4 R w7 A A E)
RREFERER SRR, IR 30°C 150 v/min YR L,
Wigt 4 do WURHAS I RBER , 250553 5 000 r/min |
BFE] 10 min, 35U B AMLEG R . LLUEACH ISPl
ELANHERAIEEG ( FPase ).

124 W@tk J1-3-18916S rRNA FEHI 30T 1EH Rk T 1-
3-1 I IE b Ja R2A Al BRERCR R V%, BERR4 R
W51 27F (5-AGAGTTTGATCCTGGCTCAG-3" ).,
1492R (5'-TACGGCTACCTTGTTACGACTT-3") HEAT
PCR, K PCERMIH A W8 AR A B2 7 17 7741
ME o B P45 8 5 BLAST #2555 GenBank FF
16S rRNA J [K 751 JEA T[] Pt b o

1.2.5 KREE-HMATL

1251 REHRME B100 L LA HFREET
250 mL =AM, FE AN 0.0% . 0.3%. 0.6%.
0.9%. 12%. 1.5% T,

1252 Pif pHAE  ESLETEE A SEAE ., B 100
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ml B E F 250 mL =i, A 1 mol/L HCI 5§
1 mol/L NaOH 5 K5 37 2E () pH {HH 4.0, 4.5, 5.0,
55, 6.0, 65, 7.0, 7.5, 8.0 8.5,

1.2.53 b -80 M ZEULHTIEIE AR I, B
100 mL 3535558 T 250 mL =, 43 B0 0.0%
0.2%. 0.4%. 0.6%. 0.8% . 1.0% H1 1.2% (V/V)
Tween-80,

1254 $Fha RTINS R LA b, BOE B R
FRELE T 250 mL —ffirh o SRJ5 435I 1% 2% 3%
4%. 5%. 6% . 1%. 8%. 9% F1 10% (V/IV) T &
(ODy=0.6 ).

1255 ExR B XA BE SR IME. P4 pH.
Tween-80 V& FEFh R IEAT 4 2R 3 /K- 1EAC I,
T E AR I A R W 25, ANk 1 R,

F1 EXKBEHRFRMAFE

AAN Tween-80 ¥l #l4pH  HAIE (%)
(%) (A) (%) (B) (C) (D)
106 0.4 5.5 5
209 0.6 6.5 6
3012 0.8 75 7

1.2.6  FEPEIE 77k
12.6.1 JEACHFHE (FPase) HCHLEFM 1.0 mL T It
@, A 10 mm x 60 mm 4% 45 30 A 1.0
mL Tris-HCl ZZ % (pH7.0. 50 mmol/L ), 50°C/K¥#
(R, HERTT 60 min JEEUH [P
12.6.2 NI BAEEE (CMCase ) HUHL B 1.0
mL FHAESTH, FIIA 1.0 mL 1% () CMC-Na ¥
(pH4.8), 50°C/AKIPRIE, HEHTTHT 60 min J5HUH,
s R 0,
1.2.6.3 B-#j %) i 1 1§ ( P-glucosidase )  HUHL i 7K
LOmL FHEAEH, FIIMA 1.0 mL 0.5% KAGHIER
(pH4.8), 50°C/AKIPRIR, HEFTTET 60 min f5HUH,
A EI R

g {1 S . 58 2 J5, A 2 mL DNS {71,
KIS min ZJ B, MR EEIR . 7E 540 nm
WACKE I 72 WG BE OD B, X B A Wi v i 42 11
BAA S LS IR IS AR B R X R .
TEMEE S B SO AT 1.0 h 74 1.0 pumol 185
BT AT £ SCR 1 NS 17 (U/mL ).

2 H#R
2.1 H B

AR B RN AR, S, B, B
B RERE, & 2 . difk, WE SRR
JE R2A _EHREATE] 180 Rk
22 A

W 3R 180 A BRI Mk a5 Pl 21 4k L g s 97 3k
GRS FO R gt T FLAT (Bl (]
1) BIBERR, RIEA A4 Z MR IR 44 B

7s
B

W11-2-1 W15-1-1 W31-1-1 W33-1-1

J1-3-1

ROl

GH20SL Blank

Positive Negative

1 E=R#EERaER (#89)

23 A

WITHAT 2 44 DEFYER B A AR, XTI 44
WRRUEAT e B R, KBRS RS, SRBORLE I,
PLUEAC R I 2 45 A BARE A BTG ( FPase ). &2 1
AR WRB J1-3-1 JEACER IS i K 3.56 U/mL, EJ
FLRBGE Ty dneom, BEVEIRSaATe T
2.4 TAMI1-3-18916S tRNAFZ) 74 R

YOE T BR J1-3-1 Fl g, B3 16S tRNA JEP
P45 B AT BLAST 4381, X e #8341, A
GenBank #% B e h L GER 73 AHBL 16S rRNA J7 41,
K Clustalx1.83 #1727 FI X, iad Clustal
W B¥EAE MAGE6.05 #1141 % ] Neighbor-Joining 14
HRAGAEW (KE 2), bootstrap {HIZEN 1000, H
S E J1-3-1 MR BEATE ( Sphingobacterium sp. )o
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0.002

0.000 0.001
0.000 -
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0.000 L0.000

0.001

0.000

0.001

0.010

DQ298768.1 Bacterium 3A3a

NR 044391.1 Sphingobacterium siyangense strain SY 1
IN128827.1 Sphingobacterium sp. B-2 (2011)
IN860316.1 Uncultured Sphingobacterium sp.
DQ298767.1 Bacterium 1C2

IN873182.1 Sphingobacterium sp.

GQ389199.1 Uncultured bacterium

HQ423411.1 Sphingobacterium sp. IN42

DQ298766.1 Bacterium 1B8

KC788639.1 Sphingobium sp. VITPRS50
Sphingobacterium sp. (J1-3-1)

AB680844.1 Sphingobacterium multivorum
AB680559.1 Sphingobacterium multivorum
JF768733.1 Sphingobacterium sp. KMSDrP1
NR108441.1 Sphingobacterium cladoniae strain No.6
GU124507.1 Endosymbiont of Nilaparvata lugens clone M142

2 EF 16S rDNA EEFIHERE J1-3-1 HESZELZER

2.5 KBRS

251 APBEAIE AIEBMELE 0.0% 3] 0.9% it
FPase, CMCase. B-7i % b 1 BB G 2 S B K A
#, ZJ5 FPase, CMCase BV BT N, 1M -2
T O Ut 0 1 D S AR

252 WItHpH  HIh pH {EAE 5.0-7.0 75 H FPase .,
CMCase ., B-# % ¥ 1 B 36 M 2 2 b I # %0,
FPase . B-f % b 11 B 15 YR I E VI 4R pH R 6.5 BT 3K
F| % KMH 9.41 U/mL, 7.57 U/mL, ifij CMCase W7E4])
4 pH Sk 7.0 B i )% K fH 15.08 U/mL. #14E pH {E
MLk 7.0 J5, 3 GG MER R R

2.5.3 Tween-80 TS HIE  Tween-80 ¥ Il & 7E 0.0%—
0.8% 0 5| N 241 4 K AL T B3, 7F 0.8%
i} FPase, CMCase. -7 %5 B 11 P4 0 15 21 i KA
3.83, 12.31 13.95 U/mL, Tl . —ElkE
1Y Tween-80 1] LIME S HEY A K, (HIRE ST 0.6%
B F R AE Y R LR

254 HEFPE EANRTE 1.0%-6.0% YU N AL
T EFFaH, 1E 6.0% B} FPase. CMCase. P-fii%iH
BT 1 3k ) B K8 5.77. 11.54 1 5.48 U/mlL, i
JEBEA TR

255 EXRRRAE BEERIEBIE. WL pHE.
Tween-80 WS I LA X 4 NHZE, S 587
BRI ZEI AR, SRR RE 3Kk
ISR, St 9 ik, 459k 2 iR,

®2 EXRBRER

FPase CMCase B 2 W il

HES A B C D
(UmL) (UmL)  (UmL)

1 1 1 1 1 685 18.15 5.86
2 1 2 2 2 876 23.47 5.66
3 1 3 3 3 78 26.62 6.56
4 2 1 2 3 665 1821 429
5 2 2 3 1 1751 25.58 5.38
6 2 3 1 2 1763 25.84 5.96
7 3 1 3 2 665 18.63 6.26
8 32 1 3 827 20.77 5.00
9 33 2 1 163 20.72 4.68

XIS AR T 22 3T, FPase, CMCase & B-
AR RSV ER ZE B e 3. F 4 K3k 5.

& 3 FPase RENTER

A B C D
k1 7.83 6.72 7.58 7.33
k2 7.26 8.18 7.67 7.68
k3 7.56 7.71 7.35 7.60
W% R 0.58 1.46 0.33 0.35
UWES A, B, G, D,

R4 CMCase RENHER

A B C D
k1 2241 1833 21.25 21.15
k2 19.87 2327 20.80 23.04
k3 20.37 24.39 23.61 21.87
|2 R 2.54 6.06 2.81 1.89
[WIES A, B, Cs D,
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K5 P-AEEEBEERESTER

A B C D
k1 6.03 5.47 5.61 5.31
k2 521 5.35 4.87 5.96
k3 531 5.73 6.07 5.28
W2 R 0.82 0.38 1.19 0.67
LWIES A, B, C, D,

M 22 20 Wt JL T S0, %) FPase 5% 0 5 Kk () [H
FJE Tween-80 WS, HILAAE AB,C.D,, LA
EFIETIEAAFTF 5 X} CMCase 520 KA R £ =2
Tween-80 F I, FEALLALA I ABCD, 5 X B-#i%)
AN AR A RSN ST 1) e s I T2 d R
AB,CsD,o G ABCD, FFARTEIESS R P,
BRI LA 5 IE A F R CMCase 1 B-7 26 W 1 1 15
PERR LA iR, gk 6,

A ABCD, & P45 R us AR T o 1 32 i
B4 A A BCiD;, HIEAT LUK 2H A ABLCsD,
E L CMCase 1 -4 25 05 17 M 19 e th 4 &0 XF F
FPase, fili RSN AB,C,D, « 4 RB I
0.6% . Tween-80 ¥s N & 0.6% . ¥4k pH 18565,
FliiE 6% ; X} CMCase Fl B-FIZ5WH T 0, feflt &
SN A BLCsD, : BRI 0.6% . Tween-80 ¥x
JiniE 0.8% . YIhh pHAE 7.5, #EFhEE 6%,

*R 6 & A1B3C3D3 1 A1B3C3D2 IR ELE

HE CMCase (U/mL) B- WATHETIEF (U/mL)
A,B,C,D, 26.62 6.86
A,B:C,D, 28.04 7.02
A \A
3 itig

3.1 Bej@AskIGiL

IR AL YE R AR, RGBS R L
OB, MR IEANEE (FPase ) JEPETICE
SR 4 KB TS S, PRI R R RN
PMFIBE T o A S0 T 1) (0 8 AR 15 1 5 K 1 DA v
Jy J1-3-1 (3.56 U/mL ), XFHEFT 16S rRNA JEH 7
G, GRFH . ERE J1-3-1 5 Sphingobacterium
multivorum ( AB6808044.1) L4 & R fxilt, &
FRHEEAUR 0.001, AHRIPEIRE] 99%, 45 SCHkIERHAH
LR L 97%, BIVATAE JoJ@ N AP e T R

YOE IR J1-3-1 A Z A2 BEAT I ( Sphingobacterium
multivorum )o 2265 ¥ 24 BEAT T 2 05 A1 T A 5 3% R fit
EYERARE S ) I IR A N R N
JHE . A I 2 W A i T T B I L A £55 AR
KELRERE 0 7, (R R R BL Rl LA B
FYERINRERINGE , A B 8 R R R A
YL RGE AR T -

Maki 25 1" ODAE 3 35 U8 S5 RE A Fp 0 2 A% 2
WA & Paenibacillus E2 1 Paenibacillus B4, &4
Z1F T 55 9% 48h, 50°C., pH7.0 (28 #h ¥ 50 mmol/L
Tris-HCL ), FR¥ 2 h 5, U ACHETE T 4 26500 2 &
FAEAT 73 535( 101.45 + 33.2 )U/mL FI( 130.45 £ 78.5)
Uil 5 AAFF4E T MK BREHE) BOTE PR . B
OV HE R SRR O P 0 0 2R G R T, DR AR TS
9 1.53 Uil 5 Ariffin 25 20 DAJH B3 SR 76 S HE oo 0
AR /N ZE AT B Bacillus pumilus EB3, 1E 24 5%
PR35 24 h,40°C . pH4.8( 50mmol/L F7 R ZE ik )
TR 1 h, JEAREHE MK 0.66 UmL., 5 FiRTHRIE
4 ST AR A EL, B RR J1-3-1 PRRERE 1 3F AR 98
T BN TR R B R AP T ORAL, DASLHE = T v
(P T RE S . (R EEAR J1-3-1 777 2R 4 2 2 rh e
HPRLF R B AESTE . BN 2RI AR U
RAFHIN RS, JCIL RS, ML TR
LR, PV R A SN pH . R
IR E PRI AL, AR J1-3-1 A RABER
AXIEN
3.2 FEEFAFRAL

KR — R B A AL R N R, A
TEZEEZNE MW, WMEFRILA . JFOR 5
BT, WA R BRI ARTR I 2R E
Ho T B R BE A TIR ABIEGY, 5 28R R I AR5
U, XERET & A .

B R IEABR AL . pH A . 1A 5 R A K
iz R i EL RS0 T R IR A E W P Bl RE o
R FRIE0 pHAE, 0T AT | 290 i A5 2% i e A A5 £k M

S S M E SR R AT, 3 AT AR R A i
TEFR R E . DA PR AT AR R DD SR
ity . AU R LA S B A B B A, O
BAT RUmas & A B R P AR RIE R, s n
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T YR RS . B R . Tween-80 S5 3R M
TEPEFRN AT LIS = £F 4 E BTG . Tween-80 1E A3
TATYE PR R AT DA w5 20 LRSS s i 1, — ) T ) T 4
JXHE R R AR, SCREREI R s S —
T ok /L 200 M R P B  , on  A  A 43
RIS EE R T UE I T 3 — . R R KN R
AT RAE R R R AR R, SRR
e 5 5 R i AT A4 o IR R P AR T R 3
e WA A ERF ], ) T ) B R B S B B T A
/NI T TS Y LR . R R4 S8k
R RERAANL, ARTF=Pam, HikDEE;
FeRh il NS IR R BE R, S

IEACIRI R, Pt Sl ik, M
AT S g R PR e B A AR R, ATLIZR S
% A R NI By s i, 58 Hh R R T PR 1) A
FUAE LA KR 0 7= A B R &R . Ak 2 )5 FPase.,
CMCase . B-7 %5 b5 17 B B 15 43 51 4 8.76. 28.04 Al
7.02 UmL, ZEALZRIAY 1.31 £5, 3.52 %, 1.97 f%.
W R WA A AL AT LU <7 & B P B e FE A5 1
AT R M B2 - TRTRR B 77 A5, Sl R T T e AL
A

4 Z5ig
AW EE. 5. difk, JFFRAEZK

=

PR e (0 I E A T TR O, B i AR AR 1 00 7
FimE a0, ARA% = Bt R U i B PR J1-3-10 %
J1-3-1 Rk 16S tRNA FOFESINE ST, B H L E
RS S AT IR ( Sphingobacterium sp. )o #E47 77 Til§ &
B, A3 A S T BRI AR J1-3-1 7= 2 f s AR
TG L PN D) SR R T R B A A R M 1
KWkt XFTF FPase, Ffl RMESAT N « R
JiEE: 0.6% . Tween-80 ¥ Ml 0.6% . #I4H pH {H 6.5,
PRl 6% 5 XFT CMCase I B-HIZMITFAE, Heil k&
P 55 - BRI R 0.6% . Tween-80 FSHIH 0.8% .
It pH (E 7.5 R 6%, TERI AR AT,
PRIPR J1-3-1 AU ACHE . P9 U073 SRVE G A B- 4 A W 1T
it 14 5% g BTG 20591 Ky 8.76.. 28.04 i1 7.02 U/mlL.,

& % x ok
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