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AR, #ATHESERARG BRI EIZE, Z2REAN.: EEHEFITS 4 TEL, AREEZAS
WEBAE; AMFHBEERENZHASFALRERKIEREH 30°C, & pHIAH 6.0, &k
R RIRS AN A BRE . RO, RELNEA RS L BB, L 60.0% X ARF K 30.0%
ARG R BAE R IR AT, A ELR T 41.49%,
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Isolation and Identification of a Wild Lentinula edodes Strain in
Chuxiong, Yunnan and Bag Cultivation

Cun Mengren, Yu Lang, Li Lei, Wang Qin, Chen Yuhui, Feng Xiaofei
(College of Life Sciences, Southwest Forestry University, Kunming Yunnan 650233, China)

Abstract: In the research, a wild Lentinula edodes strain from Yunnan Chuxiong area was isolated and char-
acterized. Effect of different temperature, pH, carbon source, nitrogen source and inorganic salt on mycelia growth
of the strain were studied. At the same time, the wild L. edodes strain was successfully cultivated by the mixed
sawdust, corn cob and other agricultural waste resources as the main substrate. The results were as follows: Com-
bined with morphological and ITS molecular identification, the strain was identified as Lentinula fungus by mor-
phological and molecular identification; biological characteristics experiments found that the optimum temperat-
ure for the growth of wild L. edodes mycelium was 30.0 °C, and the optimum pH was 6.0, the best carbon source
and nitrogen source are corn meal and peptone, the best inorganic salt are calcium chloride and magnesium
sulfate; bag substitute material cultivation results show: the optimal bag substitute composed of 60.0% sawdust
and 30.0% corncob, the biotransformation rate reached 41.49%.

Key words: Wild Lentinula edodes; strain isolation; strain identification; biological characteristics; bag sub-
stitute material cultivation
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F a4k ( Lentinula edodes ) & ¥ [E B3 &
DA AR, AEFR ELRAA AR A B AR B D s A
T T s, R D I Ao AT AR & 254 1 3
o, eHE T Fan . CFas . ORH SR TR AR AR
AP R A= 5L IF &P Bl BP9l 1A
Wi i, AR LB AR TR R A A R A A A R R A 4
FE 5T () 90 2 A s AR R B A AT, X A
il A & SR B A L, FTLL, iR
X AR A I R A 0 Ak R R 1 R AR 1 A s
b TR K R I ELR AR

= SRR AU IR S A AR SRR 45
PR LB AR T ad By H AR A, i
T X W R, R A EE
) B AR TR M S B 5 s, 2 DX R
iz, mak, 24 “HEelEEE” 3%
B, R b B A AR R, FIREA
WA Yo AFRA “A/ 7. EARRE ML X B AR
FHTE b5 >4 b RAAN i 7 BoRTTmk, (HIE
Iz XA B T L R R AR AR BRI R AN
5, XY O BT A A 4 . BRRE (Auriculoria
curicula ) . 4x B- ( Naematelia aurantialba ) %5 0]
FIE A B A IR E WA, TR TR A
FRAE T Ry T S G b e R I X AR
FHEEGEUR, BR T 5 8 X0 B8 AR 0 BT 1 LR 47 R A1 DA
Fi, RIS R I E A Y MO T ) . R 2
B ( Schizophyllum commune ) 55 1] ¥ 372 ¥ 4= &
G TF A, AR 1 2 e o DX A FH TR 7 b 1) ]
R g R,

FEMEH I BT AR R IR R, AR U
Kk, e 52 BAAA B A a0 50 A, Y
M T S b B S B A A a2 AR AT BROMR[E] SR
i, mEAR, BIZARWETZNT K. BA
MEAERE,  BUR TS AR KR B R i o PR BT A B P TR B
RS, (B HATR IR, B B X 2 i
Y A 7 5 T AR Ak S AR R B AR G i F ST A
BT I B A g i PR AR S, FETT S A
ATEERGE, HAWENTSME. rbl, RN
T o3 5 B Ak 355 X 12 b DX M A A g B D A
PRI TFF K Rl 5 SAf A 4% 55 B 2 A0 B8 2 SR
SEERME . [FIET, DAEKE . VEYIFRS A SR %
TR N B TR B AR O iR R R Pl i
HEBKLE, SRR GIRETR . A5 E X
T b DX B A A o AT O R AR A 0 A A R

f7, DY A 7 7 55 T K8 B8 BT kA R
FEIRASRAR BRI 5T, & FIF & A Rz X A i R
PP A g R, PR M A R R T TR
12 1 2 T 2 I DX ] % 5 B AR R Y &
%[11—14]o
1 MBS5FZX
1.1
111 BEX At

ZeARE . BRI, ZE. AENEA YK
iy, HoAh R REEE R EZEZY 0.5 cmx0.5 cmx
0.5 cm K/NFEH .
1.1.2 XA

P A i SR B 25 AR AR SR I A N
=5, ASYg (26°22'17.2"N, 101°37'14.6"E ),
H KT AR ( Quercus variabilis ) FiA . T
SEAARSERE | 5 AR ) B AR A T SR R R 4
BIAEL, GRORAE, IS0 s A B A H
113 ARXIE AL

PDA ;7 3. £ 200.0 g i /K # ] 20 min
Je 2o g BT AR T R i A R A B 20.0 g, BAR R
180 g, ZEMM/KERZ 1L, Rab¥EHE. 10
200.0 g 3 /K 2 il 20 min J5 3 38 BT A5 H T H o
A 200 g, WERHIRE 3.0g, BiER 18.0 g,
KH,PO4 1.0 g, ZEMBKERZE 1L,
1.2 Ak
1.2.1 BAGH 5. siFti i

KA 00 B 5y B RS B AL A ek TR D . BT
BT IR G R MG RH TS, TEXW &M T
P HCHT A A 4 A0 T RS 5 T R A A RN T
PDA }iF3 I, T 25 CHFMEhMATHFRE. 1§
20 4 [ B 22 8 e I BBt o B A A T Al AR 3R A
PR R AT
122 HAFERAFET

FIH 2 B U5 X TR 22 R B S R AT 5%
[) BF 36 B 3 B 4F 1 TR 22 AR 3E 4T DNA 4 L
ITS M7, LU 519 1TS5 ( GGAAGTAAAAGT
CGTAACAAGG ) FliEH51% 1TS4 (TCCTCCGCT
TATTGATATGC) A 514, B KB 53.95 C,
it I v B H AR P 50 4738 F0 B3 1S H AR F 51 9
Fh 7 2 0 52 B A= A 4 1) fDNA-ITS 751, FH
NucleotideBLAST (http://blast.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/Blast.
cgi ) X FE5 AT 2 5 LX), BEHCH L A
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mPH, i MEGA W RS LB, WfiE i
BRIFE G R .
123 HASHAREDFHBERRL

XT3 B8 M JE W TR R T R 3 FR IR . pHL Bk
B R, AR, BESBRNT . Kl
ST A FHAT AL AR AR TR R T AL R K INAH [R] 1Y
“HYET (HR05cm), 20 W3R T IR R 5%
FJEHCE TSR E T EREE R (15, 200 25,
30, 35 °C) 10d; 4rl4ERh T AR pH ( pH=5.0,
pH=6.0. pH=7.0, pH=8.0. pH=9.0) f\ILMliH% %
FEREFE 10 do R DAARTR BRIR ( RERE . 22 28 0% .
Kby, AIEMETERY . EORBY . BER), RFEA
B OEA. FRE . BRI . MRk . R
K EN . IRE ), NEITHLEE (L. 6
FREE . BEMR B, SAbEh . BRRREk ) 4
e SL Rl TR P R A . BEREE . MR A
B, F 25 CA&MTEFE 10d, TR R TR HAR,
TR REZKH YA RKESE, B RER LR RE
4117
1.2.4 A AFFRABIE T EAR

FEREC T AR R RS . KO B
MR, #3% 1 SRR SO, AN T
13000 g, R 12 1.5 KRS G 3 AR
({4 FHHLAHE A 18.0 cm x 30.0 cm Y PVC # 4% ),
pH Bk, BUI5LE 3 4 FAT.

R 1SR ERAELL

Table 1 The matrix ratio of bag substitute cultivation

i FRt%  BARIE% kY%
A 10 80 10
(6%Z%k, 1.5%%

B 20 70 T, 1% AT, 1%5
c 30 60 M, 0.25% IR L,
0.25%M R — A8 )
D 40 50
E(CK,) 0 90
F(CK,) 90 0

PR R Bl 2 AR B R S R R R RS 37 10 d
Ja&H, R 110 (Vim) B3R B — ik
A, MG MEET 25 C & T RE A H
Fige, HenP MR AN RSO, JFORA 4k
27 o3 S SR AN [ TR A TR 22 A ) A K R O
A, A (1) IHRERE 2K B ¥R EE,

T 22 PR K = 2 K A KRB ¢D)

FHEAP N E 2K ERE ARG, TR
TR, A 1 TR A o 1 [ 398 ' B 8 R
( 80% ~ 85% ) M fb &, FF LI 46 40k )5
W5 AR I A NG LI B B AT SR MR B
FANEC T RIS 3 78, AR (2) HHEARFE
(LRI

TEEAL R = g R R T IR < 100% (2D
1.2.5 Ky

S 03 R ] IBM SPSS Statistics 20 % {4
“Duncan” JrikXf W 22 B KR | YRS
B AT 7 2T 22 AT

2 ERESWH

21 BHEFRHFRWOIBS5LE

$EF T PDA VM35 55 4L T 20 °C IR
THFRY) 8 ~9d IR R K 22k (El 1b),
LG TR 22 BT 25 C R4 10~ 11 d K
KRl ( A% 9.0 em ), B A= 7 46 TR 22 IR0 11 &
PR, WP Rm R EAPR AR, HES
WA e FroR, aliAbaqs il ey A 4 ik 7 1 1 bk iy 44
R OCYR-YCY—17 o F G2 0 3ol B ) 1 22 Ak it
fImge, HWeZaM. 58, OB, TfE—
BB 22 | SR 2 I A BRI & 254 (18] 1d ).

c. PDARSFRILY BEARD CIEMR)  d. B22 DS BLIRIA 451

1 FAEBRHENELESR
Fig. 1 Mycelium culture of wild L. edodes

rDNA-ITS 7 FRESE R MR . ¥ YR-YCY-1
PRRRIN T 5 3145 77 514 B2 ol 878 bp A9JF 41 ( Gen-
bank: OM455387.1), i i Genbank %% 4 /& tb
XF, f#i ] MEGA % {4 i) Neighbor joining (N j)
PHERGEEW (E2), YR-YCY-1 FHEM ITS
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F 5k YAASM1520 ( Genbank: KY494616.1 ) HWFE. SEE. NeR . FiEE . &

(14 7 2l B PR AP S AR DL R e (1100% ), 455 E

iHE}[IS—IS]O

ASNEE, LA I A UK G Al Al B B R R T

79

61

78— MT212398.1 | Lentinus tigrinus | SR1352
AE\/IG208016.1 | Lentinus tigrinus | MG331 K4-2D

0
MT773615.1 | Lentinus tigrinus | NSK 1014110
KC797150.1 | Lentinus tigrinus | MMRD—04

[ MH856644.1 | Lentinus badius | CBS:316.50

L

100

KT956126.1 | Lentinus badius | WCR1104

KY494500.1 | Lentinula edodes |1.9015

100

MK940843.1 | Lentinula edodes | HA—2
100

) KY494617.1 | Lentinula edodes | YAASM1520

go - OM455387.1 | Lentinula edodes | YR-YCY-1

88 KY494616.1 | Lentinula edodes | YAASM1520

[ KP866679.1 | Lentinus connatus | DMRO—689

L

KT273369.1 | Lentinus connatus | NGBUPtB

| AY615972.1 | Neolentinus adhaerens | 11104

L

100 — KJ141188.1 | Neolentinus adhaerens | DAOM:215211

0.050

CV632845.1 | Amanita muscaria | EST022

B2 YR-YCY-1HEKRFEXREH
Fig.2 Phylogenetic tree of YR-YCY—1 strain

22 HAEFHEEVFHERAR
221 REBE. pH AT A5 E LK E RO H
AR EE . pH 18 F 55 3% 0 85 4 75 4% 1 2
AR ILFE 2~ 3, FEHEYCY-17£15~35<C
REJE SRR IE W A K, Ak g
KRNI T e K F WAL G, W2k E
15 C A& PR Ew AR, (R4 RKIRE
1, AUh 1.8 mm/d, I AL T AR B i A K
B (P<0.05), 30 °C B 22 4 K 30
P, KB T 33 mm/d, BT HALEE &
FTHARKER (P<0.05), HREFEE3SC
BF, B22iRA KEFI G T, BT 25 A
30 C R 224K HR (P<0.05), B30 C &
FU #5038 A 2 I B A A 4 T 22 AR AR K IR, &
BT R 22 R AR R R, HLTR 22 R o AL
Wit % 3K R, = A Ak Ak
BEWZ 7F pH 5.0 ~ 9.0 (Y5 [l N IE# AE K, 4 pH
6.0 B, PR R, A8 T 3.0mm/d,
i3 T H AL pH F ARG (P<0.05).

2 AEEFERENEHEELENFTN
Table 2 The effect of different temperatures on

L. edodes mycelium

RE/C W2 HARKEE/ (mmd ) (L2320
15.0 1.8+0.03° B, 40, Wi
20.0 2.3+0.09 B BOHDH: . R
25.0 3.0+ 0.04° B, Bt W
30.0 3.3+0.03 TEHE L ORPH: . k%
35.0 2.7+0.05° WA BORCH: . W

e ARVNEFRFRRZERBE (P<0.05),

®3  FEIEFE pH N EHEE LRI
Table 3 The effect of different pH on

L. edodes mycelium

pH W22 HAE KU/ (mm-d ) [LEESI 2

pH 5.0 2.3£0.09° BH. g9, Wi
pH 6.0 3.0+0.08° WELOHPH: . ke
pH 7.0 2.6+0.03 TEE . BOHDH: . Bk
pH 8.0 2.5+0.05" B, 0. R
pH 9.0 2.4+0.06° B, 0. B
pH 10.0 23+0.02° Lo I 11 I 0

¥ ARVNGFERFRRZEREE (P<0.05),
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222 Bk, AR, MBS HEETFALERL

A

3R 4 WAL, BPAER 4 AR YR-YCY -1 7Rt
KA 6 FheR IR ¥ REAL IR A K, Hrh KSR E
h EERRIE, 2 RA K g, O 3.2 mm/d,
B F T HAL AR IE (P <0.05), 0T KB
YERRIR, WK K HOR R, HIARKHE
RENT 3.9 mmvd, 3R TN 0 A d YR ) AR
KR (P<0.05), (AE5E50 . KhnlE
WML, HZERBHERERER AR E, 3@
26 5 AlH, EBE YR-YCY-1 & A A A TR EY
WS 2 R AE K R, A% T 3.4 mm/d,
BEETHAEE (P<0.05), HPERMT R
FIE MR RT3, B A F s W 218U TR
R R AR, UL IR R BB ISR T2 B 2
T A 2R, SR T — s AR R

x4 AEABREINEERLEHNZM
Table 4 Effects of different carbon sources on

L. edodes mycelium

PRI 2% HAERKHEE/ (mm-d ) RS2

TR 3.4+0.14™ T BOHDH: . B
By 3.4+0.06™ W R B
VS 3.5+0.21° Lzl & I CED RN 7 2 o
A PETEN 34+0.17° B ML, Bk
B/ S 3.9+0.11° W OHDH: W
BTH 3.2+0.14° BA. 4. s

E: ARNGFREFORZERBE (P<0.05),

x5 TRARBENEHEELENRIN
Table 5 Effects of different nitrogen sources on

L. edodes mycelium

HEAERKERL RS T 3.9mm/d, —FHERANL
., AR SRR, WA
WK E R ERASE T 3.5 mm/d, —HERAE
OIS . W2 RRNRRE R A K,
VIR AR EE . EALES 2 A ICHLEL REAS 1 UE B A=
T R 22 AR A, T R I R P A AN ) R R
P22 AR R AR

®6 ARILHELNELEEHLERIN
Table 6 Effects of different inorganic salts on

L. edodes mycelium

PEREIR WL HARKEE (mmd™) [LE23
HAM 3.4£0.07° WAL OHDH: . e
FNE 3.0 £0.08° B, A, R

PRSI 3.3+0.03° WL AR ke
TR g 3.0 0.08° B, L. R

PR K gk g 2 A 3.2+0.03° WL O Bk
RE 0.0 0.00 -
T RNANEFREFEORZERBE (P<0.05) , “-7 FRHELA
REIEH AR

WL 6 AlHl, BR T BB LASL, B AR
i B PR RE RS TE 4 FhCHLERIG SR rh IE A G, K
IS I SEAL B B R B, TR 2R A K R

HHKTCHLER 22 H AR # B/ (mm-d ™) (L2320
TR R 3.9+0.13° WE L M e
AAES 3.9+0.11° THE L M, e

R — &40 3.5£0.17° R, ML Boke
AAkth 3.5+0.11° . ML BokeE
NIRRT 0.0+ 0.00° -

E: ARNSFEFRRERBE (P<0.05) , “-” RRELAR

REIER A4

23 HEBHEBBIEREAR
A F 4 ( YR-YCY—1) 45K 3% 15 4 45

mE 3 pin, RIS G 3 d IKPE TR R
W, AW AR 5 RN ER 7 R, AR
ARAT 1 B A5 A 1 TR AR B 08 7E AL 1C Y 6 Al A%} 2 ot
FIEF AR 4 . FERRECTT D W 22 kA
KR EP, K587 4.7 mm/d, B3 T ETE
J7 A FFASXF BRI 2 (H (P <0.05), Hk b
JEBECTT C A1 B, I A #5 5h 4.6 mm/d
43mm/d, B. C. D XJ A7 4 o 22 (4 A Kl
NS AR E . 456 F LR RACR T
GELLI, FERIETT C AR s, k8T
41.49%, WBEETE A, B AIXIEE ALK F 5L
A AR (P <0.05), HRNIEFEE D,
TR WAL R R 36.66%, SHiJT C MHIEL, —
HTE R 2R R HUR R T I 1y Y 22 AN
WE . CRA R, TR AR R R TS AR A i
103 5 TR 22 AR A K R AR — IE A DG, TR
B 7 C A1 D AL 22 K s E P, [R5 44
AR BAR X EGS, FEADRRC T C TSk E;
R T 40%. ST EEBTACT A L, B DL
KOS TE A A T A 32 35 Jo T R 2 A vk 1 AR
KRR AN AR, BT B — e R
RE 8 4 /5 1 S AR 1Y A W 5 Ak 3R R TR 22 AR A K
ROFTLL, ARWASESR I LT C ALY
SR L T .
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#®7 TREREAFNEHHELEEKERE
RF SR
Table 7 Mycelium growth rate and fruit body biotransforma-
tion rate of L. edodes in different substrate formulations

M5 W HAERKEE/ (mmd") WLES SFRAEYRLE%

A 3.9+0.15° WHEH: 28.84 £ 3.007°
B 43+0.35% WWEHLH: 32.61£3.697°
C 4.6+ 0.40° WAL 41.49+3.971°
D 47+0.15° WA 36.66+3.912°
E(CK,) 3.2+0.30° I 27.81 +2.523°
F(CK») 3.9+0.11° WHEE 2883 +1.166°

e REVNE FRFRR2ER BE (P<0.05).

Dt

FR¥ %
oy PR s

c. AR

d. s 7ok

B3 HFERHFREEREBRL
Fig. 3 Bag substitute material cultivation situation of
L. edodes

3 &SIt

EEMNEREGEEFHEEL PR EZTS
L BT SRR B R RS, T 22 iR
TR/ 7 LGS R A GOWL 45 R 1 LT S i A
A E BB . AR B a5 ik,
A BB W] 3] T 22 1 ) BRI &
LK, AR R AE TR R 22 AR T i R R R
FEAT SR, O RRR B S E SR AL TR A AR AR T
R, TTS 0Py 45 A 2 3T 45 of T 2 i A v
AT, BEYT 2N T 2R B R R AT 4
S TAEPEOY B S M 5 4 I 5 H R AT
A HLES 5 BE i DR 2 oE 5 T R RUE B Y 4 5E T
VB AW IR T i R AR AR ORI Y H 24
PR, RPRAPERSR . RAT B R I A A
SC, 3 gk I RE AN ) P DR 2R I 6 X B A A 2 T R T
2 RIE SR AE A R A E N, O e S AL AL
558 MU i 1) A7 B AR I o AN U N 3R A B &

R, PR B IR 4 0 DL R KRB AR R s U
AN AR . RIS B SRS S R EE . pH
J6.0, FiFFIRE 30 C B EZIRE SR, Ak
R, MRS R S B HEP RRFER W
WhoE g B BA —E M —2E, IS TEAEE RN
FERVER, X 2K A — 2 i
PEEF A& AS ) ofe 5 0 A= o 5 PR AR K IR B L
P T REAFE 225, 8T HAEXRE | pH.
FEEFRTRMAHE T MAEARKER, &%
TR AT IZ B A B 2 R VR A 0 2 R R iR AT A5, 6
Tt — 2T 4% B R IE AR IR A I UE . AR
B0 1k 2% B S5 TP AR IR o KR RE 1 1 e 2
AR A SR AE Y R 4 e, SEgarh, IR
TT 30% T KU A SE B0 21 558 2 AN N T K Ay i
BB 22 KR T 1.4 mm/d, AEW5E LR
PR T 13.68%, UTAEE, FIO6 T as AL AL B
FASKI LI R T KErss. Bl . Bk
(B9 32 IR FEAS LR B 5L B P O I — 8 = &
KFEFHR G PR A0 M R R R G 5% .
AR R, 845 T 18, 27 d fi30d, {H)E
W are—EFE LRI, T gD
(A AIF 5% 3¢ BHAE L 5T P a8 i AN [] Bb 9] 7 6K R FHIR
B YT Fr a1 AR A YA S A, (R
] 3 5T FP AR N 62% B KA FRIR A P 20w
TSR b A I RO . SRR S R R, ]
HF A W55 A R A 22 TR0 68% B KA FHIE A9 1 5K
B2l AR WAL R AR 5 6.09%. A B PO IR 6 b
FHTEAR R S B P I — i W 22 B RES
ERRTL LT SRR AR AR, A A
R T 5.07%. ] WLASRLIE R . BCLE .
HOEHA AR S R R WA A . WaEK, 5
IR I AL A 2 = B MR R . oK
O MRFFST . RS TSR AR R BE IR R B R
KR, S2KEMEL, RREFSFEE ERNTE
U ORTER DA E SR T AR R
B & 225, AR R B4 BUR A UE F) T4%
BT Z RS SRR 1R T, RIS I RE T AR
EIRA A AR, X B R B el B AR £ K
Jr B — 8 B S B A T B

ARHIFTENT 1 REAE I B A B 4 AR UEAT T AP
Y, AR BT K AR B AT, R HTE
AL K 77 B IF R T W YR-YCY—1
MY TAE, B TR &8 B (Len-
tinula edodes ) . H.[H Z SLHR i ¥E T Ak IR . AR
TCHLER . pH LA K 8% 37 1 3 6T TR 22 1R A K s
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EOBLIE TR 7 AL, 45 R e i B A T s o
A KR & TR K 30 °C, & pH M 6.0, iR
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T KU B A 3 R AR S RO A, A
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2 A s 10 A R B B SR L 5 AT AT o
Shy % M T A 0 R A R AR R R SRR, R
oy e 19992 b DX A A g T (AR ok 5 2 e
filh, AR A 1 ) B A R ™ Ml AT S e
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