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Abstract The rapid development of camellia oleifera industry has led to a large number of camellia oleifera
seed residue, which caused serious waste of resources, restricting the sustainable development of China’s ca-
mellia oleifera industry. Considering the high contents of organic matter, using camellia oleifera seed residue to

prepare organic fertilizer is an effective way for resource utilization. In the process of composting, cellulose,
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lignin and tea saponin and other biological macromolecules should be effectively biodegraded by microorgan-
isms. In this paper, three highly efficient degrading strains targeting cellulose and lignin in camellia oleifera
seed residue were obtained by screening and domestication, including 1 strain of fungus X1-1 ( Pleurostomari-
chardsiae) , and 2 strains of bacteria M4-2 ( Pseudomonas monteilii) and M5-2 ( Paenibacillus sp. ). The three
strains can also effectively reduce the content of tea saponin in fermentation products, to realize the harmless
treatment of camellia oleifera seed residue. The experimental results showed that after 28 days of fermentation
with strain X1-1, M4-2 and M5-2, the degradation rates of cellulose content in camellia oleifera seed residue
were 29.74% , 19.65% and 13. 19% , the degradation rates of lignin content were 12. 84% , 17. 85% and
26.39% , and the degradation rates of tea saponin content were 34. 06% , 45. 05% and 46. 15% , respective-
ly. Moreover, the maturity, organic matter content, andnutrient content in fermentation product of camellia
oleifera seed residue all met the organic fertilizer standards. The results of this study expand the resource utili-

zation path of camellia oleifera seed residue, and provide good strain resources for the efficient degradation of

lignin and cellulose.
Keywords

tilizer

YRS R A (9 B FIARAS i), 2 12
IR TLPU A2 0 A R T AR ik 400 27
B AR PSSR L 100 2070 [ 2016 4
TR IR o 3 R e R LI, H= i
R R E 7 S B AL B R 4D
StYa S N S N DR P Rt ) E TR B S
JRCT R IRIR B o RN, R AR A A
FEARER S0 B 70 T3l iR s (e A A 4
AR e RN P B I, AR R i 2 T il 2R ATl A
fE T RS R

AR T P & 5 s IR,
FERE R B 2 WA Az N TRy
SRR TR o SR, AT AT 2
FERIPEST B A R H %8, BUA 1 R 57 P17
175 ZCEIHE LA Aol A PR R e . MRz
&, LU R PIHEA T I AL P 25 A ILAE
T S B AR PR RS G IR A A 28 Ak B
K AR E B K T BOK K R £F
YEZR AR TR LA Yt o 45 F BT — g
OFFRGY AR LA B-D-A AR L 2
Ll B-1, 4-BEH R — R M S T 2
BEALE™ o 3% 2 R4y 11 R AN RE 1 4 1 e
W, AR G A AR DR A T 2
FEAATH A ML A4 o A v, 7 2800 1 2R W e i
He AL N RE WA R AR T 9/ N T8 -
Jite WEFERBL, B T I R R R
NGRS RN BOPO Y NDIE I R e 2
RRESCHYb] o d e - A AN G N 7 O I NI A §

camellia oleifera seed residue; cellulose; lignin; tea saponins; fermentation strains; organic fer-

i (AR TT 1K 20% L BN A RFSE B,
3 VA T AL 2 AL TR | TR e Bk S A 9 L AT TR
X ZHPRI AT R T , TR ML 4 v B s 43 1
FEAE YRR TV 0, A SR TR
YR T E5H KT 0 W2 B Ak R v AR 2R
F1, DT i 75 AL 2T 2 25 AR, L2 1 0 & i T
IR I o A A LI A HE ) e R AR T
NI A 5 0 WP o R N SR 2 A TIPS
BE RS, 2SR B LR Y
A K EA R R R £ B
TSR [ 265 2 T 1 R, A 2R A 39 5t £ %f
TR A PR RIE I O AN, 2K R R A
HUIEHE A 355 , 8 S VR Fh 7 4 28 722 2L 3 1
YER, Rl 2% 3 AL A9 20 ik, BELRG: 1385 77
Yy FAGEA 1 B, A AR 1 2 SR, B
THZAF R R BT T R Z EAR TR (274
IR L S SR W R AR Ak 10 22008 T 3l 25FF
KR AS 2 R IR A, XE DL ARS8 AR i PRAR 1 A
UL

AT, DA AS AR A A - A ALIE , e 22
LR HIEARIRE (LY R AA 2 MR, LS
XTI 2P R (0 0 R A B, PR IR, AR T 5 5 7 %
REDINEY S R P S TR Lk R N N &N
BRENIIBER MR, AN T DIRE B RRXT £ 4E R AR
FRNE e KRR A OR  F T 2 kR
Tl A MU, BRA% T 2 AL & i FR o A
4R O B AR bR B A A AR E R A HLAE, S A
FEAAE 7590 B9 R YR AL R BSR4 S



© 242 . VUL R 2F 240 HARBRE AR

554 &

BEFIATAT I 1 o
1 #HR57HE

1.1 SEedfst
11,1 RARXA

ARSI it M S AR R B 50 e K =M%
WM IRABR A MR B A R E
B SEACE BRI R R P L AT Y RN R B
LKA BREREER Ry o Bl TRk A AR 11 R
B2 BR A9l

LSRR (PDA) 15 95 5k 4% 200 ¢ 483
YIS/ INRE W 20 min, 1] 8 JZZb A b i, 2 205
A 20.00 g HZBE, INZEEKEZRZE 1 000 mL, K
PRALFE

R TR IR RS 55 AR BT R 2,00 g
TIREE 1. 00 g LKA BEREE 0. 50 g iR — A5
1.00 g MR 4 0.20 g ¥ T 75 187K, pH &=
7.00, ZEMEKEZZE 1000 mL, KEFALH

IR R P R SR B R 5. 00 g SE AL
10.00 g 4 1k 10.00 g, 35UfE 20.00 g, % i i
0.25 g 7K/ sk 1 000 mL, pH i £ 7.00 ~
7.201 K AL

ISR LT LR 2 R 85 7 2 MR 21 0.20 g 4
YR 1.88 g, L/AKEHEREE 0.25 g, HEIREA
B 0.50 g By 20.00 g, £ F7K 1000 mL, K
[LpLELN

FRHIBL LT 2 R 4l (CMC-Na) W35 77 5 i
iR 1.00 g 4645 0.02 g, -L/K G HAEREE 0. 20
g R ELFYER 1 (CMC-Na) 10.00 g . 7SKGH
B85 0. 05 g WERR A 71 1.00 g A% 5.00 g,
Billig 20. 00 g Z2 B 7K 1 000 mL'™>2 AL B,

LB #5575 Akl 10. 00 g ¥R 10.00 g,
PEREER I 5. 00 g 721 7K 1 000 mL, KR AL B

[ A b 7 < A G I A YR AR 5 SR Bk o A
20 g Bl KA AL,
1.1.2 K50 Bl

W R R BRI 2 1% DU 2 R (EDTA)
18. 6 g AU AR #4 (Na,B,0; - 10H,0)6.8 g, fil
— B I 2B T KIE Y A, BN 4 LTk 10
mL 501 30 g -+ ZHEHEBER AN (SDS) s I K F#
B 4. 65 g BEIRA AN S 55— =AM, m
R, AT YAk R RO R %
BEWRG B ECERY 2 FEBA 1 000 mL 25 &

LB FKERBNZIEL . LR pH {E 1]
16.9~7.1,

PR Y58 U ) - A% VR AE il B 27. 87 mL 98% 1)
B R FH B R 5 1 I 2202 % i 500 mL % B8 7oK
o R AR CE T, R RN 20 g 7N ik
—HILRALEE (CTAB) $RIRA], T 1A 2 3L 1% B
i A D B UE IS AR 0 4, B E 2 3
1 000 mL RIH], £ .

72% W IR - i U&= 53 B0CR 98. 3% R
iz 398 mL, HBIEHES I ELE TR, EHE
1 000 mL Bp7

8% (w/v) Fr FEE TG IK & T Vs YL« 1 R 1L
8.0 g i, FIJO/K CBEAME, BT 100 mL 7584
R E S o AN B A R S
e P, RO T it 20 BT I, 0 T o e e
ToK O o [, R Bt R, T R4 A
3 W AR NFHE

77% (v/v) il : BUFL R (98% w/w) 77 mL
JnE 23 mL 2K,
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SE) (GB 5009.4—2016) | (£ i Hh i iR 1 )
SE) (GB/T 12456—2008 ) 7 (i 4y 26 £ i vp ol
R4 I 5E Y (GB/T 5009. 10—2003 ) ) (£
B4 [ bR UE R IR D 4 5 ) (GB 5009. 6—
2016) 7 I AR R R P A 2 R IR BT ST
TV BB T v
1.3 HEHRHIIFIE
L3.1 4 Z i ireg ifik

BUMASATAARE 5 10.00 g, I AZDVF TR K,
KEET d J5 %5 A 100 mL () PDA WA 7735, 78
28 °C (120 r/min F A4 F 85 5%, i 4 R o 1
s N 4 1 A N S I R
AR DR IR 1 , o5 — 53 1% AR ot R 0 i v R
BRI TR R MR A 1T e o B AR L2
YR 51 ( CMC-Na ) Y (447 5 15 5% 356 Hh 1) 187 44 76 4
IRARSER: 35 2 d )5, #F BRI 10 A5 46 B2 1 A
BB EIRBEE RN 107" ~ 10 MG 2. FlE,
SBUAN[) e 2 A TR S 100 WL, 38 3k - A O A vk 4%
PRSI LT 27 4 26 [ AR SR 0 b, 9F4E 28 °C (120
r/min 550 T H3E 3 ~5 do AR TEVE AR RGO,
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4 BN 175 B B ) A R0 DK B R LA £
RIEAFRRE T, eI v 37 B Bl B AR R 1 TR ¥
T2 RNEIT st RIS B0 B v Pk
HUAE CMC-Na RS SR B 08 2 d J5 AT #
B TR IR R A it — 2P AE R T L 21 4 R M
(CMC-Na ) [l {4 5% 55 B b 4l {27 4k R 5 0, Pk
Ve RAF TR o S 008 D B R AR A 2
LB i rh 5558 1 d, O RS AL, 5 TE TR
5 50% Y H IR G, R AF 2 - 80 CukAf .
1.3.2 ARuA M AR FiL

e AR B ZR VAR W) 7 15 77 FE W A, 7E 88 R
HfREE 28 °C (120 r/min & FIEFR2 do ZJF,
[IREUEAT 10 586 EERR R AL, 7551 10 ' ~ 10 °F
FEIE RS IR o B o A ] o 8 A6 88 ) T AR 5 B
100 L FHSP- A U A 12 42 A 31 K 5 2R 400 0 [ 44 15
FeIL [ HAE 28 °C 120 r/min Z{F FHEFE3 ~5
do PEFRASTTZ ) U [ 4R 15 5 2k A HS i) B
7% PRBIR BT WA SR B 4597 3 d Z)E , IR
WO E 10 7 J5 /e AR e o B (15 97 3% Ll AT A
(] e JRE A I V180 TR YRR AT i 32 S 0 0, P Kl
R IR 2R TR . R IR 1E A R R Pk 2
LB i rp 55558 1 d, O RIS AL, P05 TR TR
55 50% W H M OR AT, RAF 2 - 80 “CUkAf .

1.4 HEHRERE
1.4.1 B#H A4

B R KR R LSS A MR 28, 40 ik
2 R Y (A5 ik
1.4.2 ITS.16S tDNA 53] % %

UL 0 B B R e AR RO R A
FJEAT ITS (168 rDNA 5 . ELARG R : DIFRHK
PIPE S DNA SHBIAR 17 ITS (168 rDNA J [K]
PCR 4" 3% ), X1-1 M4-2 F1 M5-2 43 5] 3k 15
556bp . 1422bp F 1446bp 1Y PCR 43 j B¢, Gen-
Bank %3 5 2% 5543 ) f 01677875 . 01855974
H1 OL872184 , W41l 453 (1 5 #k TS . 16S rDNA
55 Genbank (## E AT Blast LEXT, R MEGA #X
PEXT LEXTEE R T 04 B B s bk 2 s , OF
2 FR G0 R B R TR & AR
1.5 PRSI
1.5.1 #hRKREEMEERE

43 B BE ) ¥R BE 4 0.00,0.10,0.20.,0.30,
0.40 F10.50 g/L [ fik 1 A ot 28 7K 35 9, e
0D280 B LAINEA 51 28 Fr o W et 42, B4 sl 15
Jrfik Y =4.234 9X-0. 01 ,R* =0.999 5,

PRI (OD = 1) #2 30% (v/m) By 42 & 42
A 100 mL AR BAAER TR, FH7E 28 °C 120
r/min Z5F R R 5%, i1 5.00 mL JCH EP
AR T d B KRS . BURERT RS SR L, A
WK EC4. 00 mL 44, T8 000 r/min £54 F B>
10 min, fiff5 F3EWH 0. 45 wm 17K RIERLLTE,
D7 H: OD280 ¥ 24 0. 40 o/ L A {H, Fri5 45 AR
AEE 5 A A T R R,
~C2 1009 (1)

RIAREE (%) =

A €, FoRWI UG 55 77 5 b el 1k AR BT =k B,
g/L; C, FRORTFMAE S PR BT R R, o/Ls
1.5.2 wRArt P R E Aot ezng

Z B ORLET 3 i I T 2SRk
e B AR AT R S . BARTE R
B LB G R AR T 105 CHET BULTRE L ¢
TR, A 100 mL ke i 5, T4 vk
BT RO R A R AR ORI R Gk
Rk s F22id 100 mL R PRV SR Ve ) , Tl Ax ok
BT RO AR ORIR FRERR L, 5t
T NPREF YR i B S 72% B ER R ,
RYFHET  HBU AR TR IR L i 25
AR, PS5 550 CLedil 4 h, FIRM
JRA3 B A kR ER BT i, LT 22 R BT R o
1.5.3 wmPRreiane

R A R - PR (0 i i A R
B I K R RS R, BT
SR AR SR PO PR B LA = A B
HCy \Cp, BRI ] 5 B | A i A B
T RARRE , SRR LR R . Bk
Tk - OA BRI BRI 105 CHET Hih AR
5.00 g,570% (v/v) Z,fEHz: 1 7 iR A, F 60
COKBEHRMMIA 2 b U8 70% (v/v) CEEE %%
% 50.00 mL; @45 22 I 2, B B LR R
0.10 mL Z&{%7K 0. 40 mL & 8% (v/m) FHE T
K CBEAR 0. 50 mL T 10 mL 105 o il 58
2K A TT%  (v/v) BRERIEHK 4. 00 mL,
PE5), Pl a0 e fE IR 60 °C B ZK s B HR n A
15 min , FE47 8 64507, B 048 0 B =R,
70% ZFEE 4% 10 mL, #2457, DL 70% 25 N 28
1L 7ED KA 550 nm (RN E , Ak 0
154 hZRArraeg i

M ARG UL B TR o O 105 °C 4504
PRI S PRI 10. 00 g i AHEIE R,
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B 10.00 mL /) JC B 78 18 K, il H 55 KR
50% ,F-7E 121 °C T KB 20 min DL 2[5 ke 5 v
AREDR T, FFRHNE FELEAE T A
30% fifi it H ok 1Y TR AP IS AR, BT 25 °C 120 1/
min 50T DR E S AT U S R RE . AR RESE e 2t
e 28 d, 757 .14 .28 d BUkE, /- 5idkdE 1.5.2
LS. 3 e P BRI E A RS IS AR 2T
iR AR MR BR G, IFHE 3 F R
fifH,

1.5.5 A&

BN FEF R B K I Uk, T F
)5 A 0. 150 mm G, %5 BARAE 5 FH o g 4k 3t
/NZFERT BT SR 700 CTR a2 h,
BHEE &R
1.6 KEEFYIEFRNE
L6.1 J&zJZmE

FREUCAK B 28 d J& 19 3 255 k7 R e (A )
10. 00 g F 250 mL HEJEIH, $& MRIE W LEL: 1000
AR R T 7K, 9% 3 S 1 B EDE THE R, LA
25 °C,120 v/min B E 1 h, ZJ58H 0.5 h,
B B S R A .

TEREFR ML e YRR AR, Z J5 500 50
B IN—F ORI (1) /N L S Fh =, A ik =
$EUL 10. 00 mL, 55 | O i 5 I T AL IR 738 <, 76
R 25 CAAMF R DR 48 h, Geit k2
FIPRLEL, IF IR R RGE — i AR, DK
REFGERAE XTI it A2 (2) TR A3
EH(GD Y,

(H—AAZ 100% (2
BB, )

KA, I ZSFRA MR RHR B 5 55 T B Fh
THRFREE 3, % A, HIMZEAERIDLIE R
RIS MR, mm; B, /KR
IR FRIEE S, % 5B, K EERD 1) AR
£, mm,

3 PRI 7 45 A S AT Y oy e 200 o 4
BT BR 25 R A X 1% 2ZZ(H AR FFTE 5% LAY .
Horp, REHFSHOCT 50% Wk IEA ST B, K 2ETS
BORT 85% M M58 2.

1.6.2 =4 pH Zrp4 2N E

FREX 5. 00 g {3 25 k7R R T4 (3 0. 250
mm 5 ) FHARH, A 50. 00 mL A% CO, sk
(£330 10 min BRER CO, ) , {5 FIRE 140 HE 44 5
3 min J5#HE 30 min, A pH 3007 7 pH (A

WA E 28 d J5 I ZSFERIRE d BT R R
1 0. 150 mm fifi , FREX 1. 00 mg 2247 WA it 25 4%
HE G, 8 EA3000 JG 2 43 A AN 5 HAT Bl
MR,

SOM =S0C x 1. 724 (3)
A SOM AL & i, g/kg; SOC KA HLEK &
i, g/kg; 1. 724 J AL AG HLIRIRE R 5

2 ZEREHH

2.1 ERBEUMER

TMASFPRIM SEAS BRI PR T a2 1 B, Al LU
Bl AT (FE R R AR TR MLFLER ) FIS
ER RS, B A 50% , RN
X A A AL B e LA B ROR AT A HLIE

F1 MARPRISEAE

Tab.1 Basic properties of camellia seed residue

SAULE LA Ky Ko R HLLT 4t LG5 RER HAth
TR/ % 7.17 1.72 0.25 46.18 5.35 10.23 29.10

2.2 HEHRIFIE

TR WA 21 2 2R I RCR T AR FLAE %
CFYE RN BE SR L= o A B 1 R/ R
THRAIREW], WRRAE 2 FPEE IR IR F B ]
HZEH R (ILPE 1 (a) L (b) ], R T EEAY bk
ABGRI L JER MR AE ST o A — P ARG 2K
OrES . AL, AR L MRETMER R, M5 N
X1-1,

R T A 3 5 A B e R B T LA S I A o
RIEMAEMRAE NS . TSR R, T
MR R TR 3 e i (WK 1 (e) L (d) ],
VLA IZ IS MR AR T R R I 508 . TR —>F
Wit 25y 8 AiALIE WIS 5 3 MR %
fEEE, 53 g5 M4-2 M4-3 FIM5-2, FLifgH 4
BFTE B | BA P s 55 i 14 R 0 195 1AL R
S M T PR R R 5 7 A g AR U, PR L T
— TR T AR R R . B 2 R
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2 i1 M5 -2 R Bl AR Jo2R 1 R A AR A
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Fig. 1 The growth of the strain on the me
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Fig.2 Degradation rate of pure lignin
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2.3.1 M@ ek

3 O e ) 4 R R AR TR ARl R kA T
1, M B P AR BUR A HER MR R R
figp R, AT 1 B X R R A B RCR B A TR o
4 BREEAR R XHISORPAIEDT 7 d R EEAL PR, O

XTEFHERR TR R 2 28 1Y e A R 45 R 1 3
JirRs o HoHr, bk X1-1 XFEF4E R A B R R
AR, 73 ] 3K B 36.24% I 14.28% 5 il B Ak
MS-2 XA TR B A A dme e 19, 4 20. 55% 5 AHER
At 3 BRTATH &, AR M4-2 X 3 i) o 1) e A e
TI¥IA R (B ROR BT

P, 254525 18 4 b PR AE 20 5 28 Al R
FFAFR A R AR 205 R , Wf G R T PR X1-1 \M4-2 11
M5-2 Sy FAREEAT 2 — 25 1 B b S 0 1 252 2 1

AL
50
[ NI N
40
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Fig.3 The 7-day degradation rate of the strain to cellu-

lose, lignin and tea saponin
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ESNW NI I P o NEi-a i LT DS
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FIMS2 BIFERTE , AR JBUR B A 3 15 K I I ] 5
IEARSE, JFH M52 XA R i M R 2w T
XI-1 il M4-2, fE% 28 d I di 5 o il % 3k 3]
26.39% . HIE4(b) alAl, HPR M52 XFEF4ER
ek fifp A it A TR IS 18] P 8 o 2 BT e R 4, T
i XT-1 1 M4-2 XoF 21 41 28 14 i 3 ) 2 B SGREAIR
JE B o HED B G 1) 5 B IR D 9 =R
G iy RPN AR L R = e D N DR i & N
RO T ST AR 4, R 4 R
iR b o BRI R /D, T BT AR it
Fod b SRR A BN L 4E R ST
R A R AR PRRE A B R EAT, BRI
H 27 4l 28 2 it — 20 WO BRI A , (7 T 33 o fip
BT MERZ T, Bk M5-2 4 R 5T 2 R il g
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IR, TR N BN AT B e i 2R R . A
U, FEFE A B 0] P R £F 2 K A0 T R R R A
I, (HIRAARFRG IS X5 5K A SE A
R IR A B X FOKRFEF KB Y h AR BUR FIZk
Y 2 11 [ il R O 36.80% FiI 28. 87% 1) 45 A
U7, B4 () R 3 FhEbR 25 B K th R B
TR ERE , 1T LR A B A TR I (] 4E
Kmmds#Es i, £ 28 d j5, X1-1, M4-2 1 M52
PRl o S S P N S o 1 BN
34.06% , 45.05% F1 46. 15% ., 45 R 5 T o
&5 N\ R F 5 H B (Penicillium citrinum ) X} 25 B &
(R AR (36. 71% )

LR RIUR LT 4E R AR R A A R b R
PRI 5] A A2 AL DOOR 7, 26 28 d Y IR i OR #5
U, UG Y A R B I ) Bl T 3 b ol
AR FEIT RS

30

@ xS a2

7 17 28
R ) /d

(b)

B 11 S a2 [ Ms-2

10

14
KPR [E)/d

50

(©) I x1-1 [ M4-2 M5-2

40

14 28
SR EERTIA)/d

B4 Iz AR R () SR (D) KR ()
F1% e i 4 B A R ] 14922 £

Fig.4 Effect of fermentation time on the degradation rate

of cellulose, lignin and tea saponin in camellia ole-

ifera seed residue
2.4 EMERE

HRAEI SRR A I, 25 G HORR AR AICR ,
SEFERR X1-1 M4-2 F1 M52 Ry sl B A & bk, XF
HAEATIE W5 LA K DNA I e 0[] 504 0 7 o
WMES(a) F(d) (b)Fi(e) () F(E) 735 0y 2
fLJE bR X1-1 M4-2 F1 M5-2 {95 T 45 X ik
TSGR . BERE X1-1 AR A K, SRR
EHBREFR, KA O, S KA (0 B SR,
HOR BT, 1 22 A TG, S A0 KOIR, TERE s H
TCII L, #0152 i TR 2258 W 2T iU 1 981, 78
TEMEIE, H bk M4-2 6 7% 2% 08 3 9
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Fig.5 The colony morphology and microscopic morphology

of the purified strains

(a) 100 MHO10955.1 Pleurostoma richardsiae

53 MW136147.1 Pleurostoma richardsiae

53 MK267790.1 Pleurostoma richardsiae

76 1.1
53

AB364695.1 Pleurostomophora richardsiae

MK267793.1 Pleurostoma richardsiae

MK267792.1 Pleurostoma richardsiae
AB364693.1 Pleurostomophora richardsiae

53
53
53

MNG633946.1 Pleurostoma richardsiae
MK267815.1 Pleurostoma sp.

MHB859458.1 Pleurostoma richardsiae

MZ469320.1 Pseudomonas monteilii
4-2
AB641892.1 Pseudomonas sp.

454{: MK788360.1 Pseudomonas parafulva

MW383967.1 Pseudomonas sp.

—]8: KX756233.1 Pseudomonas parafulva

MH304303.1 Pseudomonas parafulva
17| MW736855.1 Pseudomonas sp.
453'2 MK 789742.1 Pseudomonas sp.
26 LC507439.1 Pseudomonas parafulva
KP234387.1 Pseudomonas fulva

© E OL872184.1 Paenibacillus sp.

41 OM585516.1 Paentbacillus rhizosphaerae
MT373481.1 Paenibacillus cineris
E ORO083884.1 Paenibacillus sp.
KT831432.1 Paenibacillus cineris
AY308758.1 Paenibacillus favisporus
{ OMS571181.1 Paenibacillus favisporus
NR 029071.1 Paenibacillus favisporus

LC588559.1 Paenibacillus cineris
38 IN592451.1 Paenibacillus cineris

s
® 48
80

K6 Xl-1(a) M4-2(b) M52(c)3F ITS.16S rDNA
SR G PR
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2.5 HMEFEAFHARESYMERNE
7 g AR AL B AT R R A BEAS ) I 8] )
REP= YT T R ZF R B R BRARO AT Ml s

CHEPLIERE) (NY/T 525—2021) 2K, i & 2745
B (G FEILF 70% A |, -7 ol LAE S,
TR SEHR B 2 2 T sk ) 0 i i 36 o, U 7
REERHCIEF] 28 d B AT R & B 7 10 1 T 24
JEABERAR. £ X1-1 M4-2 F M5-2 k%28 d J5
(IR PRI BE 77 W R 1 & 2R 46 80530 R 70. 65%
72.18% Fil 104. 41% , 2 3R4F A A3 HLAE 4 [ FK b
M, HM5-2 JiF 203 dee i, DR M52 3K BRI 7 &
s LA

120

B X1l D M4-2

100

80

60

iR HE 80 %

40

20

KB /d
BT &R B R M5 K 2555

Fig.7 Seed germination index for different days of fermen-

tation for each strain
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