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Optimization of fermentation conditions and structural characteristics of biological humic substances
prepared using compound microbial agents
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Abstract: To explore the processing conditions of biological humic substances (BHS) from agricultural wastes, this study screened
microbial strains with a lignocellulosic humification function and compounded highly effective microbial agents, investigated the effect of
fermentation conditions on the production of BHS, and explored the structural characteristics of the obtained BHS product. In this study, 14
humification functional strains were screened using wheat straw as the main substrate. Among them, the BHS yield of Trichoderma
harzianum DLT21, Trichoderma tomentosum DLS32, Schizophyllum commune JLD3, and Trichoderma koningiopsis DL.S12 was significantly

higher than that of other strains. The four strains had good compatibility and complementary lignocellulose degrading enzymes. The
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optimum fermentation conditions for the preparation of BHS by compound microbial agents were as follows : bran as carbon source, soybean

meal as nitrogen source, 1:0.8 mass ratio of bran to soybean meal, initial moisture content of 70%, and an inoculation amount of 10" spores -

¢ dry weight of fermentation materials. Under these conditions, the yield of BHS reached 338 mg- g™ in 20 days of fermentation. Compared

with commercial humic substances (CHS), BHS had higher N and H element content and more hydroxyl, methylene, and amide functional

groups.

Keywords : microbial agent; humic substance; solid state fermentation; conditional optimization; structural characteristic
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Table 1 Basic properties of raw materials(g-kg™)
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%k Kz Wheat bran 452+8.5 27.6+1.6 6.69+0.13 5.40+0.16 2.20+0.88 1.56+0.10
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F KIS Corncob 391+21.3 5.6+0.6 0.24+0.06 11.10+1.14 0.37+0.01 0.49+0.05
AL F Peanut cake 418+13.6 54.9+2.9 4.23+0.66 4.85+0.03 2.73+0.05 2.07+0.19
M1 Soybean meal 445+14.6 74.3+5.8 4.17£0.37 3.50+0.37 1.58+0.28 3.15+0.25

pH J 6.7 K% % 80%, 121 *CK I 30 min.
1.1.4 R 5hJE RE TR

IR i JE A TR Sy 55 AR RV A R K TR IES
F B VAR WA Ry 26 O XA # B2 B, 1T
VLI AR B KAl 28 | AH G ARS8 b5 o - S Al
fR2=40 g- L', 25743 (N+P,05+K,0)>800 g- L',
1.2 Fik
1.2.1 FRAREMRST B

1 g RBEAE S 7840 B 7% F 10 mL IS K o, 6
JEFRBEZE 10710107, B HL 200 L B3 5] ik A
PDA [R5 3535, B T 28 CHiFE3~5d. K HMEE
J& , BREBCP AR E A RAF BB S RHE A 1) B V%
B4 20T (%) PDA [EUAR RS 95 Fe itk — b 4l Ak 91 18 2~3
W B o3 B 345 1Y FLTR B MR G 42 T PDA BI85 77 2
BiFR BT 4 CTIRAA .
1.2.2 BHFRSEE

LA PR PR 2 TR 41 DNA $2 BOR F Omega 23 7] (1)
EZNA Fungal DNA Mini Kit 387 & 0E 47 H25; F 5|
PIITS1(IE [ 519 : 5’ ~TCCGTAGGTGAACCTGCGG—
3" )AITS4 (KI5 45" ~TCCTCCGCTTATTGATAT-
GC=3" ) ¥ B4 1TS X", Ak J5 4 34 7~y el A= TR
Py UAR i) e di A BR S w24 700 5 4 4R A5 A Iy
45 JLPE 52 NCBUEUHE 2 2617 Blast [A] Y8 44 43 A1, >R H
MEGAS.2 B &R 3% e i R G AL
1.2.3 JEFEAL DR TR AR I 1k

(D Fh T4, 28 CHEFE 7~10 d, TR 2K
HASEHG K BT S U #5563 A 7 A 2
T8 B G IR K P, S5 HR T i LA RO, A T i Bk
BL AR B SR FHTC UK R AT
107 mL "% H .

(2) JE 5 Ak T e TR R BB 07 o o W e B 1 x
1074~ g (DA B it [6)) #2802 3k 77 1 s 1 455
TR, WA TS, F28 CRIEE15d. K%

P 1%) WHARTY

ST I E SRR P i A AT Y R AR RS T,
ATy FHEYIE 5 .

(3) BRI AR BE 1 o & TR A4S s A
2 1R o 8 L I P 2 B B O AR U AR R, B 7
1 gBESHIMA 10 mLF2EUE (0.1 mol - 17" NaOH+0.1
mol+ L™ Na,P.O, AT Ky 1:1), 0 F 37 2 h,4 000
remin” B0 10 min, $EHEIEW, K AngEi  uE i i i
AR EERE R 3RARBGI R . BRI B AR, B 1/3
72 SRS AR L T8 F 2/3 Fi 6 mol - L B Eh iR R 1k % pH
1.0~2.0, s 40 fi 4, = N E S, 4 000 remin 45
FFF B0 10 min, YIREY) R A B , ITEH 0.1 mol - L
KOH % , R T EE 4% IR B AR A7 (ORI RE R AR R &
T AE INY/T 1971—2010 )0 2 i il F sk 5 1 -

(4) BRI AR T 27 4k 25 W R i e 0 2 o 43 311 LA
Whatman No.1 JE4C R I ELLF- 4 Z AL BREAR RN A
JEEWD, R DNS 3200 7 & 4R 6 | P9 1) 47 SR R A0 A 2R
W 109, 43 L 2, 6-DMP 32 M B 2,2 3 A
FHe— M- (3- 2 FEFR I BEME IR —6 -T2 ) (ATBS ) I %2 4
1 A A A T R 2 S A TR R TS
1.2.4 WA AL

SR FEVRT RS 15 5% 7 25 42 65 4 Ak D) R B ik =2 18] 1) A4
k. AL AT AL (EAR S mm) 203 UG AL 1
LA A [R) A9 2 B TR AR B R4 AR (AR 9 em) HLAR
2 b BE MR 3 em &b, A (] B B B T ik
DEET AR 5 —MIXTFRAL | BV Rk 127 D AEF-H [7]—
AL DA 3 om &R 2% 3 em , B 0 6 1 Ok
FI T RE B IR IR iR AL &, 28 CHE 9% 7 d, B
H WEL V& B TE S A AR I, e AR 28 M R A7 i 1)
RERIMRUEA TS BC . 92 8 1.2.3 Fh b TR0 45 7 vk il 4
T RE A RT3, K AH [R] 60 o B S IR A 3850 L 4R
195 R T 1
1.2.5 DRAR IS & T i A R 2%

AR Z I R B . 6 113 EWE



DA , 45 - S T TR0 e ) 2 WM R A 2% P e A B b 2123

TR R R SR IE 04500 B IR &l 1x107 4> -
g RERR IR A3 B R A2 R BR R R ORE OROBE K AU
IANRER IR Z IR B R IR SR AEAE DR, A
T Y5 R SRR T A ) S R R 7 R S e A R AL
T 5 RN T A SR g e R U 0T A BL 43 ) ik 1
1.1:0.8.1:0.5.1:0.2, 9] 1h 7 KR53 51115 K 50%
60% 70% . 80% , 4 Hz Fp & 43 5l % R 10°.10°, 107, 10°

¢!, F28 CREET d I W A= W) S Ha R = 4, 43331
% *Hr“l%‘%ﬁi%ﬁﬁmafﬁg;mﬁ’ﬂﬂ e e
FER IR B R e PR R SR 45 20 00 R 1 510,15,
20 d, 0 A= ) S AR R 7 A, 2 % Kk TR ) %o A 1 IS
TR = B RE o B AE 3 3 P47
1.2.6 A=W B AE IR 5 40 BT

4 A ) 5 R IR 5 T B s o S R TR R A 3 ] A
AR, Ff 38 1 C R AR A B BRI RIS

(D ITCEA ST FEEE VARIO 1P20 BT %
A3 BEASCI 22 7 G A R 40/ B9 CONLHLS L E
G RS A S AR S bR A
Syttt IR R I B AR R K 4y, A 22 0 1
FARREMRT OLR TR,

() Lot . R A A BLOE 21 4P 3% (FTIR) X
A IR R T B A R R A TR IE R AT . B
1~2 mg & T[4, I AR B 28 4850 21 40 535X (Nico-
let 1s50, FEER KR BHE A AL 22 H) A TL04M 1S 5
Mr L B BCRAE TG L 4 000~400 em™ o 2140 & B0 H
b FHCT A 35 S AR A WO B 2 R A T AL
H 35 1E , FI A OMNICO FR A4 X it [ 1 iR 4 e 1T AR
R
1.2.7 $edli o pr

K H1 Excel 2019 #4784 40 B, >R F] SPSS Statis-
tics 26.0v. JE A7 AN [RIFE A $i 4 2 18] 1) 22 5 2 3 14 40
#r, 2 & L& % ] Duncan 3 («=0.05) , % Origin
2019b il & .

2 GHRESW

2.1 EFEMSBEREE

ABIEFE AT AR N 52 R R R AR 75
Yy 2 LR R O e 5 5 14 BRI, IF X kA7
5o AR BGX 14 #R B AL DNA 9738 1TS J3 371 50
J¥, #2282 NCBLEH AR 158 -5, I 7E NCBI £l
JEE BEOX 3 5 A LT DA R T 91 (] U e s AR T 10
ANTHRRITS FEA (8 FH MEGAS.2 8018 1ok AR 42 1 Ay 7t
RGEREW . Wit 5O EIERT AT X SRR

PR MALE B R 5 HRIR S KR & (OR041595 .
OR041596 .0R041593 .0R041594 ,0R041605) .1 tfZx
o Hh A2 (OR041599) . 1 FEZ4HE 18 (OR041598) .1 kL
FE G OK 2 (OR041601) . 1 Bk My % K 2 DLT21
(OR041602) .1 P e [R A EE (OR041603) . 1 #RELE A
77 (OR041604) . 1 #i M 5 K 25 (OR041606) . 1 Bk A E
/NS (OR041607) 1 BRFL 75 32 (OR041604 ) ,
HoR g E B icE 2, B3N RFEMIA o
A1, FE WA EE TR AN [ PR 53 244 5 oim 3 Wik -
2.2 BN INBEERIFIE N SR
PLNZREFE R IEORE, 43 5 R 14 Bk BT 4T [
AR, BRI EWNE LR, mE lan&H, G
AR EE DLT21 B S AE R - i £, M 299 mg- ¢, H
e éﬁz%ﬂtamsnﬂﬂ@%]wa,\DWE&FE
B 281,281 meg-g s BB HLER i e R R A
FONFAR A DLS21, K 125 mg-g ' A [ & Ak Y
JE 5 AL RE ) 2= 5 BRI, 3 U5 DR B RR 9 7 i RE AN
EIOpiE7/Tib] i s A R N P N B T =i s U

4007 (a)
350
b a
300f a a a =
+—-— ab £
250 = L b

200
1501

A AT

GATOEART R %'» RS

JEEAE R Humic substance/(mg-g™)

N
QY QY
NV FFIFFIP \V\VXV\@\
iR Fungal strain
120 (1)

"o 100 [ = b

g

= 80f . ¢ ‘}

3

'S d de de d

o601 def ef ¢

E f fg

= 40 g

&

=

2 2r

g |+‘

0

\"*@@'m(\?’%\w&\\ N
0&* VARV %\”\”\” \V@\
R Fungal strain

AN FREF R A AN ] ) 25 5 2 (P<0.05) . T I,
Different letters indicate the significant differences between
treatments(P<0.05). The same below.

B Rk EYEERTE

Figure 1 BHS production of functional strains

www.daes.org.an




m@g 2124

VRETRR Rt Y F 425 % o

PREE DLT21 SR 7™ & fie i, 0 96 mg - ¢, HIR®:
R0 BB JLS2, M 83 mg- g, X AR 1 W AR P i

%E?Eﬁﬁmﬁk

T WD TE A R T 21 4 2% il R v 2577 A S AR R
%) B AR T 2 40 1 TR LM AR I T 4 2K o fi Tl 1
2 U 0 O A ) B TR AR 1 T 28 0 o 45 T B TR AR Tl
TG ME 2 PR . W T 2F4E R0, 2408 1 JLD3 i (4
AREF DLLA2 2% (o il 25 JLS2 BE AR HEE ) 8% /T4
T TR AR G (8] 2a) o 248 T JLD3 4 4 i 25 JLS2 AN
98 A BE DLS32 P4 1) A R it 1% g B . o F LA 7Ry
Hﬁﬁ@?ﬁ(l’é‘lzb)o XFF A e R, 7E 14 0K AR

% DLL22 KRR WEEGIE 71 fe i, HOR 2R 2448 1 JLD3
%nuﬁyakﬁ DLT21(E 2¢) o X FA TR FEAE B, $0U5E
[CAR%EE DLS12 = il S AL P i, FLA R AR ™ i 1 4R
EPERE )1 G B 2 5 (E 2d) o JIrA TR AR X8 A A
FIAR TR i A ALY BRI R S T

VTR 5 T 0 7 Tl B ) Ay i o 8 bR R
FAAL T RE B AR , 14 RIS PG KRB DLT21 G0 B A%
DLS32 448 i JLD3 FIBL B F& A 55 DLSIZFW‘EE&F
AR, SR TR JLD3 7R AT A R A A 4 K e

300 [ (a)
250 a

Ex
200F 1 b

150

100

i ﬂﬂmﬂﬁﬂ ili

Q&O’@*ﬂ?ﬂ» f»“'%\ EOR PR RN
YOG S \»

Bk Fungal strain

VE4LETE FPase activity/(U-g™' )

241 (c)

[33

(=)
T

[

0y
e

de cde

Il

&w S D Vq;» 5\ > OO
N N

R IR
Xylanase activity/(U-kg™)
®© o

~
-

'\ NG
@v@@@

[EE7 Funga] strain

568 - LA PR R, FULRRE FROAR R DLS12 1 A 5t 25 [ i 1ty 17
Tk, BRI 4 BRIODBE AR SEA T A A A2 L. H
SRFEI T B DLL22 A K 25 DLL42 Al 2% (4 i 25 JLS2
i, FRI A v ) A R 8 il K L {H PR I S I
TR & T b R b ] e ™ AR TR EE 2R, T LA AR 1170 2
o LLHERR

R T S DURR T RE B RE 1A 251 | R PG IRE RS 5%
K ) R TR R IR A B TR, UL TR R AR K
I, 25 D RE B MR AH 2RSS SR & 3 R, 451 A 9 B
PR 2Z 1) A B T P g SO AR R, R BT DO #k
FLIA YR HE PO o H 3 DU R B R 4 REAH (] 9
T B ERIR A5, RIS L5 AR )
Je 8L R A LA
23 SEAEAEBZEMRL
2.3.1 ﬁb“z/)?xfmﬁﬁaﬁgﬁ’ﬁ? M)

AN T 5% 28 T8 L T () 5 A8 S e R B AN ), % I
@liﬂtﬁ&ﬂ?ﬁ%ﬁﬁkﬂ%ﬁ&ﬂﬁi%ﬁfﬂr]“*] npE
dafin, MUAER R | BRI B IR A, SRS A R A
MR e, HJC B 35 22 Sk o (HDUER R i IR )
BB TR PR, N 178 mg- g, X Al e h TRk

14007 (1)

_1200f

o I

1000 [

g%e be b
£ g00f c
gé = c
5 § 600 d d(“ de def
T2 400t

=

S 200 |'I"|

0 []

&\'&%\”'%@' 09'@ '13" DL L

RN \)
IV FFPID QV\V\V\\’\
TH Bk Fungal strain
061 (d)
a
~ 05 bed abc ab bed
1 Tag cde bed bed 1 de _I_bcd T
ML 03
=
& S
2AE 02
wE
=
0.1
0 ARSI WA \ O
SRR N RIS N4
IV IFIIIEE S

W% Fungal strain

B2 IhEER PRI 4T 4 R B R Bl S 1

Figure 2 Lignocellulose—degrading enzyme activities of functional strains

P 1%) WHARTY



A 5 S B ) 5 A 0 MR A0 2% P R P B 2125

9 cm
JLD3 JLD3

DLS12 DLSI2
B3 IhsEERIER

Figure 3 Compatibility of functional strains

) TOC TN TP FI TK 7 & & FIHAWRIER(WFE 1. 75
AbER B S W T YA R A R T RE 1
HE A, BT LABEBR AR F A A S A i

2.3.2 GRS PR i 1 R

AN TR R AT A Sy i A 3 A AR AN TR) 1 i 1R
R, R X R IR 7 R 5 W T 4b T, 4 DR
MR BB T AR IR ™ ik S 2 v T A U, R
FEBR 5 BORR = 43 591 K 180,69 mg- g™, iX AT RE A [H]
RN EHIH TOCHI TN &, 0F H oMb F 5 i
FI Bt T 0 2 E R S AR R AT A oL, A
ACVERT A T 2 FER
2.3.3 BRAVR IR HH B AR 7 e S

TR R IRIE B C/N 52 0 25 A6 HIL 5T 1) 53 fife 180 25 1
ok g A 8, 08 T 52 W0 5 PR PO T B0 ] e WIT AL
e SRR T /NG, B R 7 e R TR
T T F AR A B AR IR ™ o o XX AT e 2RV I
HHCH 1:0.8 B, BB MR 7 ik B, A 275 mg -
g, BLET A EORR 1 7 it R fe = 1, 96 mg g
2.3.4 WG K3 JE A R ™ i 14 5 )

[P 285 R W 1 5 R 0000 s 3 7K 2338 5 5 i 38 4
T2 W] A ) A £ S A T 7 e [T 4d R I
TR R 7 3 B 7K R R S R R e T B 25 Sk
(ERF SR KRN T0% ), BB P ey, 316
mg-g™, LA X RS R 7= i A i, M 90 mg- g7
2.3.5 BRI g Xof R 7 114 B )

F2 0 R s R T PR AR A R R T P ) R TR
FEFNA: 773405 . TIIRE AR B 742 it X e R ™
FA) 5 T N Pl e JUF 71 5 T = i 1 9] 42 o 2 el

A T AR T AR 7 B R ) 4 i 1 AR T B
FEES . YA TR RN 1074 - g B AR
R, 279 mg- !, BURS SRR 7 A 88 mg g7
2.3.6 2[R [ X G TR 7 k119 5 M)

P L A AT T A R ™ i B A i IR i) P S
B B, SR R R 7 B A R TR I T S K 3 1S
i, YR 20 d B, SRR R Y B L 4k 338
mg- g5 B BIR ™ et B A K R P ] S K 252 W Rl T
POAIFAR T, A 82~105 mg- g Z 0], MK
PR TA] 43 51 15 d A0 20 dEF, B RE R = B G B % 22
5,5 R SRR AR, PR R T 15 dAE I
PR TS I], B S AR 7 5 311 mg-g ™'

2.4 EYEEBR LS ES T
2.4.1 HEWIERIFRICE F w4t

JERE R EE i ak (C) VA (H) A (0) =FPocE 4l
B, HRk A A m A (N) FaR (S) e =™, g2 0]
HLAEMEHRY COUR G BRZE, N41.03%,0 0%
RZ 0 26.09% , PR T/ 5 AR CLO LR & i,
AP EEAR R N CH T3 5 o 43 S 7 ot g A R 1
4.63 15 F1 2.48 15 , X HE— 2 2w T R E AR 1 C/
H.0/C.C/N. C/H®N N IEHE IR o+ 46 & FE 13T
Braabn, CIHAB ML/ , 3R W RS AE IR 45 45 B IR, A=
JEERE TR () C/H /TR i AR , 22 BH A W) B A R 46
JER T 7 S IR . O/C FRAE S HIIR 1 E AL TR , )2
BT AR b U R AT R, O/CE R, 16 FA S
FER 7 S T RE TR 22, AR ) S R IR O/C {H/INT R
At B AR , 2 B AR ) I A IR 7 A0 RE A I e
JEREER . 7340, A= W AR 1) C/N (B /NF 7S i
iz, RUVEY AR & AR £ .

2.4.2 KRR IMETE 43 BT

FTIR 25X MR B RE A A XM E ik 2
— . &5 1(3 500~3 200 em™) & O—H (14 41 45
Pl LG WIRIG F 2Ry 2 LT 4 K5 04 2 i 3
(3 000~2 800 cm™) J& 48 FAE NG 15 FAG BT 240 A P i)
7 3 CH. A AR R 3005 16 4(1 630 em™) S RAER
FRAR 1) C=0 i 45 4R 2175 14 5(1 590~1 540 cm™) FAE
ik e 2510 & W 9 N—H il 45 9= 3 5 1% 6 (1 480~1 340
em  )CEIRFRA B T COO—RYAEXS BRI 45 Bk 5 5 e 7
(1320~1 240 em  )fCEFR I L1 C—OH 45 ik 50 5
U 8 (1 120~990 em™ ) KRB Y C—O X}
FRAPZEIR S ;16 9(920~800 em™ ) Ft 3 C—H P45 R 3 .
AW R IR ) R I RRAS 5 B S A RS, AL o
TR BB & AL R 25 5 AR W R g v e 1 0

www.daes.org.an




9]
—_
[\)
@)}

VRETRR Rt Y F 425 % o

RE'S

~ (a)BRUR Carbon sourse

~ 200
"h[] ;:- ?-
o0
\E/ 150 F b \ [0 Z A4 Wheat straw
Z I @ %5 Wheat bran
% KM Rice bran
=] T AK® Corncob
£ 1001
7
é ¢ a a
2 50¢ j b [ N
= ) =
m 7 c
' / 77

JE R R

2% Variety

—~ - (b) %K Nitrogen s S .
7, 200p IR O g (NHL)2s0s
25 b & O JR 2 Urea
E §\E§ A A Peptone
5 150 s NN TAEDE Peanut cake
¢ 1 NN [0 =¥ Soybean meal
: B\
= NN
1 oy \
- NN
£ N
£ NN
: =) \
g \
= N

0

JE R HHHR

2 Variety

400 r (d)#1fH7 7K R Initial moisture content

o 00T Copmes g U it e = ¥
o Mass ratio of carbon source to nitrogen source o a T a 0 50%
El a O1:1 g T & O 60%
< 300f : < 300f I
& 300 a I O1:08 ¢ 300 3 2 \ 70%
z = 1], 1:0.6 = Z 80%
g T, b N 1:02 E
_i; 200 / \ ‘E:‘; 200
s 2 7
= 1001 2 i b b = 100f b T T.
& 77N & 77\
= = |
0 0 -, .
JE TR HHETR JERIR } HARR
FZ Variety Fh3E Variety
300 (e)3%F = Inoculation amount
D be i ab g1’ - 400 1 (f) R} [E) Fermentation time
o T ¢Sy Qe ?“ 2 O >d
g MY B1o @ he b 0 10d
2 NN 108 5 300 T 27 15d
£ 2001 v g T 20d
=
z 2NN E 7
= AN Z 00 f 7
: NN . : 7
g L NN a a g © 77 a
£ N ot : a3
a a
z 7 N = 100f AR
£ 7N\ g 7
@ 0 NN & 0 7
JE LR ) HARR JE TR HHER
2K Variety FZ Variety
B4 FAREAZBEZGNEMEEEB~EMZMN
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Figure 5 FTIR spectra of humic substrance
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