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AR SC LA R R 7 A JEUORE, 8 SR M 7 SR 5% 2 W ) 4% 22 W KRR
K B2 I IR s R Fe AT AL B, (R A 2% SR e AR BT 4T 4E R € ) 73 B9
SEILT U 2R W = SUK RRAS AT R I R, JF F T IR L &R R R B A
FERAE PG, D RTRRSEAR P AR  Sh RAE T EOR S e, R E LAS
RAGERIT:

(1) AHFFEHRET A R T2 L 2 WE IR0 % 2 WK . 8
LB A R I 2 AT TR 2040, B8 X2k 5 2
R ZHEITURACIEREAT 752, Kl 1 2 W KB A KR 5 A
R GRKRY], RBUNE 1h, $ZEGRE 85°C, LMFIKIE 60%, #
WL 1:12 g/mL i), BTl A5 R 78 B 2 B 15 R i KN 10.61%. 248 ABTS®
A1 DPPH AI A1, WiZRRTEZHE R A A E . B2 PR ERINE
2mg/mL, HIRIKRILBIH AN 1600%, HEHE N 98%. MFELL
BRI BA RIS .

(2) NP R T KRR, AT CRF RIS 1)
A R FRATFA I . TR —Fh T /KA G B IH Trametes sp. LS-
10C FALEE 75 TRAC T AR A8k (0-0.08 mol/L), FiikbFHE & (130-
170 °C) T Ak BRI [8] (0-180 min) X i 245 SR 56 A 0 41 4 22 20 49 43 B 3L
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SR FEME, R 7K AR FR AT H0 e e D R 7K AR o b B S PR R AIE B
R ] S AR 4 21 25 B BE IR 204 o IR T8 7K B OK BB B AR P T Ak 36k
LY KB KRR . G5 R, KRG A BB AL B
130 °CH1 0.02 mol/L ZALBLTALHE 10 min, WZRR T gERIRHE R
N 52.83%, FA4EZR BN 58.97%, KFHRHA 30.56%. 55k
FHELEL, K IATACBR ) BEME ™~ 48 m 1 3.12 . /KPIBG ALV Tkt
PR =238 T 4.77 fifo MOKIATIALBE 5 RHIE B RE ] & AT 4 5
ZE SRR RN, PUARHR AT DA AR A, AR TR Eih s Rkt f
2t X G IR A%

(3) AR A RBKE R, AR R T — P E ke
A VY SRR B R TRACBE T2 o @I I BT 43 #T92, DAEF 4 3R AR B 22 AR
JRER RN S8, X THFA 3K (50-90%) SRR E (0-
0.08 mol/L). FHALFEIEFEF(100-170 °C)FNFiALFEEF [8](0-50 min) i ALFE
SEAFREAT AN o X FIAL 2R (8] 4 ke B 42 o UM BV R AR I 3% 40
AT BRAG SRR PRI 5 AL 22 S M AT RAE /00T o R TE T Bl . LR B
AR IR B 7K A0 IR R o B SRR T 1 23 FHE AR Bl K f 38 3 1
oM. ZEERE: AL TUALER 244 0.037 mol/L FeCl;, 62% THFA
WEEAN 170 °CLRE 0 min, FHALER f5 2% S50 I A 4 25 R B AR5
IR EN 93% A 85% . JEITRAF /1T, THALHE G A A HIA L &
SRR, RPN, AAE R, R 5 ER D,
LR AE K. F 2%IEFUIR A 10 FPU/g T-3E/K AR 24 h 214 F,
AL HEH 2% SR 5 (B AR SR L AR AR BRI A R e T 6.0 fi5. 7 15%
B g4 S FPU/g T-4&, 7E¥N I PEG10000 7K A% 72 h J5 %
ERErE 2R R E R 62%, TALER S (s B AT R4 . At
BE 12 h A1 24 h 3l RRE 5%)5, SRR AR LEATAE RAMEN(15%) 52
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0.7 1%, JKRE ) R A LIS 95 /L, AT HT R 2EAE
AU P T A A i A 1 o

(4) K5 LAVY S0 B R S Bk TG B 5 ik 25 SR 7 A B ARV
RRBIE R FH [ 41 4 PRI R R B 26 P A Wi g o LA i 26 W R
S BRI MR #EAT OO . B T RN . R AR 0T B BEAE K5
M, 368 T P R 3 S DA K e JSE THT AT A, I B R s SR L K 4L 4y 5
W DACAG I BE R B T ik, PIAL 35 5 voh 24 SR e I G AR VLV E
B = S AR g, ok G IR A AT SO B B A, AR E
o B2 A S B R TR T IR R IR . S5 AR R R AR T
SN EINE 70 /L BERERY 0.75 /L BRBREEN 2 o/L WA L 250:1,
HAMEHN 11.2440.59 g/L, AR &E N 6.27+0.05 g/L, JHMAGEEA
64.11+2.73%. W R FCHgAR ) K e P W 2 B BE 8, AR N
8.72+0.14 g/L, g/~ &N 4.29+0.25 g/L, RS BN 48.91+0.36%,
G B 07 R B 43 SRR 0, IR DA AR = A S ) £ B AR
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FRACTIONATION OF CAMELLIA OLEIFERA SHELLS
COMPONENTS FOR HIGH-VALUE APPLICATIONS

ABSTRACT

The processing by-products of woody oil crops are commonly
disposed of through incineration or landfill, resulting in low utilization
efficiency. As a by-product generated during the processing of Camellia
oleifera into tea oil, Camellia oleifera shells (COS) demonstrates
significant advantages such as abundant raw material availability, low cost
and renewability. This study aims to achieve high-value utilization of COS
through component fractionation, thereby addressing energy shortages and
reducing carbon emissions. Using COS as raw materials, this research first
extracted polysaccharides and prepared polysaccharide hydrogels.
Subsequently. Meanwhile, the ethanol extracted Camellia oleifera shells
(ECOS) are underwent pretreatment to facilitate directional separation of
lignocellulose components. This process enabled efficient enzymatic
hydrolysis of cellulose to obtain fermentable sugars, which were then
utilized for microbial lipid production through Rhodosporidium toruloides
fermentation. The resulting microbial lipids provide essential raw material
support for sustainable biodiesel production, establishing an integrated
pathway for the comprehensive utilization of COS resources :

(1) The total polysaccharide components in ECOS were subjected to
ethanol extraction with process optimization. Simultaneously, the

antioxidant activity of the purified COS polysaccharides was investigated.
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The swelling ratio and encapsulation efficiency of the polysaccharide
hydrogels were determined. The results demonstrated that under the
optimal extraction conditions of 1 h duration, 85 °C , and a solid-liquid
ratio of 1:12 g/mL with 60% ethanol, the maximum yield of total
polysaccharides from ECOS reached 10.61%. Moreover, the ECOS
polysaccharides exhibited great antioxidant activity, and the
polysaccharide-based hydrogel showed excellent swelling capacity and
encapsulation efficiency. At a polysaccharide concentration of 2 mg/mL,
the hydrogel achieved a maximum swelling rate of 1600% with an
encapsulation rate of 98%.

(2) A novel hydrothermal-white rot fungus combined pretreatment
method using Trametes sp. LS-10C was established. The effects of varying
ferric chloride (FeCl;) concentrations (0—0.08 mol/L), pretreatment
temperatures (130—170°C), and durations (0—180 min) on the separation
efficiency of lignocellulosic components in ECOS were systematically
investigated. The hydrothermal prehydrolysate was analyzed for inhibitor
content, while the functional groups and crystallinity of the pretreated
biomass were characterized. Additionally, the enzymatic hydrolysis of the
pretreated material was evaluated. The results demonstrated that the
hydrothermal-white rot fungus combined pretreatment achieved the
highest delignification (30.56%) efficiency under conditions of 0.02 mol/L
FeCl;, 130°C, and 10 min, resulting in 52.83% cellulose retention and
58.97% hemicellulose removal. Hydrothermal pretreatment alone
enhanced enzymatic hydrolysis yield by 3.12 fold, while the combined
hydrothermal-biological pretreatment increased enzymatic yield by 4.77
fold. The analysis of characteristic functional groups and cellulose
crystallinity after hydrothermal pretreatment reveals that this treatment
enhances cellulose content, thereby improving the enzymatic hydrolysis

efficiency of COS by facilitating cellulose accessibility to cellulase.
V
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(3) A synergistic pretreatment strategy using tetrahydrofurfuryl
alcohol (THFA) and ferric chloride (FeCl;) was developed. The
pretreatment conditions were systematically optimized via response
surface methodology (RSM), with cellulose retention and lignin removal
efficiency as evaluation parameters. The physicochemical properties and
chemical structures of lignin in the pretreated solid residues and
prehydrolysates were characterized. The effects of enzyme loading,
substrate concentration, and additives on enzymatic hydrolysis efficiency
were investigated. Furthermore, the effect of fed-batch process on
enzymatic hydrolysis efficiency was investigated. The optimized
pretreatment conditions (0.037 mol/L FeCls, 62% THFA concentration, and
170°C with holding for 0 min) resulted in 93% cellulose recovery and 85%
delignification efficiency. The analysis of materials revealed that the lignin
content of pretreated ECOS was significantly reduced, with surface
structural disruption, decreased thermal stability, reduced surface negative
charge, and increased specific surface area. These variations of pretreated
materials contributed to the enhanced enzymatic digestibility. Under
conditions of 15% substrate concentration and 5 FPU/g dry substrate
enzyme loading, the addition of PEG 10000 during 72-hour hydrolysis
increased final glucose yield by 62%. The liquefaction time of pretreated
ECOS was shortened, achieving a maximum glucose concentration of 69
g/L in the hydrolysate. The optimal fed-batch strategy improved yield by
0.7-fold compared to the initial batch process, achieving a maximum
glucose concentration of 95 g/L in the hydrolysate. The processed material
can be subsequently utilized as a carbon source for microbial lipid
fermentation.

(4) Microbial lipid production using THFA-FeCl; pretreated ECOS
hydrolysate was investigated. Microbial lipid production pretreated

hydrolysate was achieved by yeast of Rhodosporidium toruloides using
VI
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enzymatic hydrolysate from THFA-FeCl; pretreated ECOS as the carbon
source. The fermentation process of the yeast was first optimized with pure
glucose. Then single factor experiments and response surface methodology
(RSM) were employed to optimize the medium components of the
fermentation. The results revealed that 70 g/L glucose, 0.75 g/L yeast
extract, 2 g/LL magnesium sulfate, and a carbon to nitrogen (C/N) ratio of
250:1 was the optimal conditions. With these conditions, it could finally
yield 11.2440.59 g/L biomass and 6.27+0.05 g/L lipids (64.11£2.73% lipid
content). Based on the above optimization, 8.72+0.14 g/L biomass with
4.2940.25 g/L lipids (48.91+0.36% lipid content) was achieved from the
fermentation of ECOS enzymatic hydrolysate. The fatty acid composition
of the microbial lipids resembles that of soybean oil. The optimized process
demonstrates in this study represented a good example of a novel effecient
bioconversion process of lignocelluloses to microbial lipids.
Yu Yanling (Biology and Medicine)
Supervised by Zhang Qin
KEY WORDS: Camellia oleifera shells, polysaccharide hydrogel,

lignocellulose, pretreatment, microbial lipids
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1.2 KRERAHZE
% 1-1 R REMM TR AR 24

Table 1-1 Lignocellulose content in various shell-type agricultural and forestry processing wastes

ARIFEFYER (wt.%)

EENG &) T ST P NJ& ik
Tk 36 16 25 -
e 32 20 20 -
ks 31 31 38 .
Mibks 24 27 # o

2 16 18 39 o
#15 35 L s —

YR, PR R =8 BH L A = e fae 450, mR— Nk
ARRA AR KL 4R EM IR BJE T HROY . P H AR AR LRI RRIR IR JEAL R
RMAURAED) e R SR fr e w P siik & G AR AR IR A &
64%4 4. HHAM . RAEV BN TIRFAY) (FREAEFT LB WA
b e o I R S AR T 7 P S B A AL 0 I DR T AR BT 2T 4 3R A ) S s 1S
R 1-1 AARRRERRMIN TR AR ARRF RS (Wt %), FH AP 5eR 4 4
REPAUER G 50 wt.%bA L, RETEK & 30-50 wt.%. L, A ROH 5220
LRUEFR AT YRR DLOR I 3 1 25 R A S R 41 4 2= A 0 0 B R AL R s (LA T
S

ABREKAFER G AHEREZCE (B 1-1 i) , KRERLEWHAITTHE
ZRERIE I B i, X BT C-C BT C-O-C BAH HLEEELY, ALK AR
e, AR T A4 4 3= ARV R AE AR Y Re DR A R I R 5 kot .

L ot — PR E MR R A YY), AR R AR R EFE, FHER
AR gE R —F . SR EA S BMAEREW, KA E LA R IFH
ghi, MHRMRTEIEN . 8RR, T B4R & & PR,
SEARFEINR T MR RIMERE . AR A SR AER AV 20-35%P4, 54F
YA, PR TR AW, TR SRS Cansoi . CORERpE i
W) ML AR LSz s PRI R AR ZR, e — o IR R 2R 05 &
TR G, By SIS BAA R S BRAE A S 36 S SR 2R I K7, AR 3R 1 52 A 1 IR ]
(o A BS540 L e o A AR S A S8 1 5 i o A Jo 3R T 5 2 4T 4
FoE I ER Y R i & -k KAk & Y0 2 & Y (Lignin Carbohydrate Complexes;
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LCCs)P. LCCs MR B A%, RAKCBHIA LT 45 3 X LA TG X A=
BEAT /K, FRAC BN TR AR BRI 2 B o B, PRk, il 2R SRR LT
YL 2R E [ PR A S TLAR o 2T 24 3R Bl K R v X507 W ) B

OH

Bl 1-1 AT s Al o

Figure 1-1 Lignocellulose model diagram

1.3 RERA%ZHITALIE

A5 2T 4 2 1 AL B AT DAY D A5 AT 4 R S AR i A R v U E R AL
(RIBE 7o A7 250 FIAL B2 28 T 5 S /1ot e L P 7= 2 ) 7 A DL B sk
DGR JEIR B BT, C&A 2 ERART R WAL I 5% . LG st
JREGNEL | BRI ARG WLV FRITRAL R, DL R S (i MR (A IR FE ARV 77
AVRIE G SR , X EETA IR T O R SN T AR R R IR, BAek
F A FREA R PT,
1.3.1 4EETRALEE

P TRAL B 2 R i MU D AR BT T A BT D)L e, BRI TR
A BT P AL B, AR /D B AR B AT R A S AR T AR B R, 1
INT AR BRI R o X L E AL ER VA SR A N, N SR AR A R
A WA B BT | RAF )BT, 08 35 AR 0 21 4k 3 AR 05T IR 251
H¥. SA0M0, YT EAA/ERT S . EVERT RERE ST, oAb 22 70 o B o b 2 2%
AR, HRRTEAREY SRS BT, KR BRECE PR T 55 P 8w
AL AR5 AR ARG LCCs [R5 708,
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TR, i B TR kb, mE K R e o A
BORTEA A2 22 PUAC PR F g B R Y. bl o 8 75 B K FATRUAL B0 FH 25 B o
Z PP YERI0), H R X B AR B A AT AE ST A = (K ) R AR BT 4T 4 2 AR o
oA 2 e PR 7R VS FH R YR (R4 7R B R I R AT A 00
1.3.2 BRTnALIE

IKIATRALIRAT B HE ) JTORS IR I A R ER LR B3R, O A I 22 It ok b SR e 5
FEEMR LT UER I RIS . SRRy, FEAE 7 AR BAG 2 L ORLRIA
BEEAHON . B FRAC B P2 B AR G 0, LA 4 1 o0 AN i SR AR 5 221
LT ALK S K%

IR WL . MR CIRJE T IR AL BR AL . B ERAE /K i R HoRE T
(IR TR AR T £ 4 21 25 M 1 0 m) ik, S0 - ald Jot T A AR T 4P 4E 2 pE i
BEEBE, REARRAT4E R, B RAARPEE PVE . SR, X TR R 4
A A R U, 0 5 T T ) TRA B 2 1 B PR TR R ARG B 2 4P i
BE/K AR LT AE 2RI, AL F R r 20260 Gl i BRVR B L AL BRI (] HG) 23
ORI R TR 140, H RN PR 5 -5 TR, AR
SRR IR . RN Z IR, I oA JFA TR B LT e R Tt L S5k Rl AR 45
DRI AT 3 3, BT AE RIS LN AR BTS00k, TR A 7 A R R
J 2 BELBR T 474 2B I AT 2l TR FUA 3 57— R AR S B A A i, TR
HA R E RN T, ) R 2% PR TR B P A 2SR O3, TRAL B 5 75 B K i i
FRAMELA SRR, AFETEAL PR SO i P HE RS2

WAL 538 RIS IN 5 B 2 SR, JFLAE S0 35 A ) T Ak B i 8 o ) F R -
WOREE T R P de R ALy o B8 5 WiR AP AL SRR 1A A 1) B A 04, R
B T TR AT JE b Itk B AN R SE IR AR i, AR SRR SULER NS 5
2. Hou 55 NISVR /KIS FeCls 7 BSMR LT 43, Har B RE 34%38 i T
277 %, ¥ G MRIE K AT B FE T, BIRREA SR A 4E R 1 p-1,4-F5 1
SIHR KM, (AR BT R AAERRIE MRS T 5 KA —IR45& IS Blan, FIH
AICL AL BEARM 5, AJ5T 2 AORFAE 5 2 S T 3 o, SR WIIR T AICL £ — 2 b
TRBEAR BT R4 G SN, 18I C-C B ISR A IR A 1), AR R BRRCE T
Beel661, PRI, % 5 W RRAE PilAL B A 35 EAEAEAR 3, (RAEA T 36 00 bR BRI,
I T LA A FARTUAL B 7575 LASR = K R 3 R R
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1.3.3 RILIFEFN TR IE

RILHEIA N (Deep Eutectic Solvent; DES)ZRFRIE YR8 1A, 1€ SCNH
Pl 2 FhER R RAARIR G, EATTHEAR T Al SR st CRISE & 20D R
NG TGRS 5 A S FRAR L, ST E L SN B A 2
BRI, W1 DES, MNFLER. SEAR R AN SRR AL, X 2 M AR A B R AR BT R
Tt R A R(>90%)1), Shen 5 AVOVE IS A ChCl-FLER TRALBRRL R, SEBL T
=T 80%IKIA T it 2 AN 94% I BT % . Xia 58 AVUAE ChCl-Hli 5l
&R EMKED R —Fh =414> DES k&, S5HAIH) 6 DES, W1 ChCl-H
MIAHLE, F=JC DES TACBIHA @ AR R B BR % . DES FAL B AT 2 5
B ERAWRACR, AR AN 58 R BES AR A R 772, {H, DES 1)
FPEERGE, (K DES EAdYRtReR, 7 Wk /5 s B ey U b, a8 ek
It 5 v 1 e =RV AR 74,

1.3.4 BHLEFITALIE

AL T TACFLE KU A4 2 30 3 0 | s ) 4 41 4 2K g R D A
= ARy TR RS, I8 B TVE R 5 T RSO 5 G ™), Hor,
Z JUREAEAR R ERAE .

R AR T R F TR s 21 4 3R A= P s S A HLVA T, i, R
B Oliva 55 NUCVR] F FARETRAL BRAG R T Bz 0 AR WD R B Jdemn 17 18 £%, 1
B L BN AR T R, TR AL B R e A A A S TR, H AL T
SO E PE IR R 2R A — e . R REEARIE N B W i 5 1 5 e R DT,
177 L P R P B M A b U A AE 242 1) . Fan 45 AUSURIF ZBE AL BRI A,
H R RN 67%, REFELFREN 49%LL R ST%IARTRBR R . 15 L8
I 10% NaOH, AR BLFR RN 86%, H A THE 2B RAUN 23%, MAH
(R AR 2R M 58 2 A TR R B 200 60%. LB FAL 2R SR B AR
WA, HARREH R4 &R .

i S T R £ 4 2R IR B A B A R R DA RO A= P
RIA T 2R BB, SEIRA AR 4 3 20 70 IR R A, 2 s Hr il DY S0k 45
Wei 55 NP1 #h R - 20— I FHUAL 24 1 8 B PR~ £ 2 SRR I 3R 99% AT
67%, LA ETHE RN T H R A RAREE . H i FUAk B At ok e 4 M b A
LCCs I eI R 5 M, 3% B TR 153 G 52 3 FE AR I 7 AR A/ 1 4l
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i 70 B 43 1500, (4 TG R I A A AR F T LCCs I TRAR BRI, Y SRRy —
Fi it R T RV AR 77, Wang S5 NB2VR T PRI IR 4 B 70% DY SR B 13
BT, HA T 1% R BMBR, LaAgE Rk, B A nim]
Woige o (RIS, i AR LA R AT DAZEAS = AR PR BOR R AR 45 AT [, s
WAEHF A -

1.3.5 £ITsLE

AT (BISEE. SEEES P ENRR R MEER KRR RS
SN . ER I SR 5 A Y R [ R AR RSN, T LA SE AR
ARG GRS 4 B ST AR RRA B « 1% 05 78 LA 535 H AR S AR 34 s AT,
PRI A, T LB G 1 AR R0 S SR s B0 3,

8 0 B R L AE AT 2R I A v 1 v a8 A T 0y L B LA 2R 1 1 0 B8, 4

H i ME—— S BRAE AL RS 77 R R 2= AR BB — B K AR 1S
FLTE 73 WA K 3% P A il % SRR R I 3R I S Wl I A W B R iS40,
Liu 25 NS B 22 ] DLE B2 5 3B IR IR R N AT i, AT AR AR A I 35
Wang %5 N SURIF (1165 8 R B TR B oK, AR 4k R LR R
29.9%, {HZ TG BT 30 KA AbFRIN (8] A4 ke AbHE IS 1] LA R B2 B AR 20, F
— (A= AL FER F AR AR EE T2 A S A T, it WA R R A A FR A 2
B 26 M\ 27.9%32 B 5] 62.8%138), Fenton T kb BH 45 & MEH FL 1 AL LIS (0 KRS AT
R RS FE OO IR R P B A 32 T 3 4%, HOR B (e B ik 2] 10 R,

PRI, A= P RAN ) 3 b B 7 1A 25 T R 2 7 AR B[R] R0 HEAJ A B TRUA 2
SRR PRI, 2 48 T Ak B T ) S v £ o R (T B RO
1.4 WMEHAET &

TSR i R A g A A S A = I B SR, TR R Rl P A s s 2 312
JeVE o A A B T S B 4 TR 20% 0, AT AR E A
Yy, Jrh DLRERERIGE O E AR . BAREE I RE IR s B AR R A i, A
F H AR R IR SR A B R 2R, [l R BRI B3R 2% 8], 0 TR 1Y
F R BR T 580k . 5 2T BORT LU B BRI AE W, HAMY AT DLSE IR I 75%
PR TR AR 2R 28, I FRE I F 22 PRt ) v 28OR FH R, 59 B, L)
TR A = B TR0,

[ 41 & % B (Rhodotorula toruloides)REAE P2 S N R FNHE, [ 40 4 fu iz B

fm
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ATV S I 70%T 20t 2 8 PR 40 B A IR B R A R s S A KRR R R,
[52] 21. 2 0 P B i 17 #2582 o 60 0c 3% 1) BRSO (2 IR 1 AR R I FH oo 2 3 P
Leiva-Candia %5 N0 7 i BEAE AR MR 2 5540 e A DRy A 0 St v 1) 82 FH i 55
A7 7 3BT, W GE R AR A A i i R I A B AR B AR A A A T i S e R
SR RRIR R AR T T

DA A e AINEREFT L KA AN FCARAE A I 5540 5 AR T 2 4 3= AR o v DA
RIS T % o R 21 A f I B R 532, AR R T 21 4
AU AT T B AT A f e AR AOR B IR A P IR TR, T R DT IR P DA AL D %
T AR W SEPTHE I eit BR DD ERAS 1 — MR el 1 [ 2D & fla i i o LT
PRIAE )RR B & B s N PR AR 37 °C, $-TF T WiRER & & . BPSe g
R IR AT A T B R 9 UV 2 R R iR FL S5 4 5 m] m] e AR ARL, A P i
WAL IR TR AL T — R 70 B . [FB B EEAI L, (R4 KRR RE S =
AR NERFIIRIIIR, HAZ T Rs AR DT R AL B, S LA i R AE Dol Ak
A7 R S A % b T LRI B0 99. 1001,
1.5 ARAR. EXFEHF=
1.5.1 fARARE

(1) M R 70 o 2 W R S R AR I i 46

XA R T R 2 AT B R R A, BRI (], SREGE S, RN L A
Je CRERFE NS, TSR 2 1 At AT IEAS SE56 o R T 2R AL LTI
BEHR (0 25 R FH T 5 SR TAL BRA 7T o SREL £ BEHR IR 1) 2 B8 E AT I 2R SR 5%
s B AR SN IS PRI SE (DPPH e ABTS'H HIFETERAE /1) K 2 H Kt
R FRI ) 46, FEX i 2% R 58 2 KB 5 AN R 2 B KB AT 1R IK R 5 8081
PR R .

(2) KRS AJEHE Trametes sp. LS-10C AL i 2% 575 7= b

WHFE T KATAL B DL K AR & E R L Trametes sp. LS-10C TRALBERE$2
JE T 2% B SE A AR T . TUAL BRI P RN R AR B, PRFT T AN [ A B A A ot il
FRTTHAYER . PAYER . RTURKER B, UK . i K
i Ak S e P AR FAL BT JS R R SRR B R 14T DA R AT A B A R AR A
DA 7812 A0 BEAR R X K AR R BB Trametes sp. LS-10C TilAh ¥R $2 J5 i 2%
RFCHIFE o
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(3) VUZUHEEE I G S TRUAL B il 25 SR 5 7 i

T AN, RN TA) . SEEURE . DY SORmE AN S R 9 Ak
S, a7 VR R E B AR ER AR A RS, GRS i s R S AN T
Kb 3R 8 R TR WAL (R AR J5 3R PR A 22 G A R AT SR AE AT, PR 4 S 0l o A B R
ACEEASCER R FAL BRI 5 1R 25 SR 5 (1 BR AL 4 o AT RAE AT, S SR K fif g2
HEARAKE . B, CAUHANE S SONTRNS, BB R B SO A IR i
e ST AR AR B A VA B i T 2% 1R N B/ AR RIS o [RIISF, BRTT T AN RIS I 71
LA S PEG10000 A3 inE 5 B /K Al R HORE0E, feJm, PRIT T 70 fHAMEEXS FUAL B i
Ze e 70 ek B AR AR AR S, R ARAS ) AT R RERE AR s F T I BE R I P A=
I

(4) i TR 1 R I ) 2% Gl A= Pt i

DADY SRR S R TRUAL B i it 2% SR 5 R Bl A VB M B st , R PR [ 40 2 e 1
BERBEAE AR . 2%, DA &R AR gl B g R Bt AT AL o
BB T SR AN RN SO I B AR K IR s, G T o R 3R S IR I R
BERIERE TR EE o 120 20 X B R AE oM B, 25T B AL 5 i R I 77 2,
DA 25 SR 58 B /K SR A it FH T I B R B A = S AR i i o ARV S R B %

et 1-2 P
HRRT ﬂ
R | NI |

MR I R }’| £
E | smxmr |
‘ KR }
RaLiE IKIREXE Trametes sp. i :
i i LS loC e | -RER | TR
— B AL, PBIHR
AR "”*;Jﬁ”’” BT a
FIEDH ; (| mmExeman
FTIR, 9F EIREEKAR g
e - SitkabE
s lmimm [
[namﬁaaﬁww]
TR ) —
| = | AEEYRBERERS

302

Bl 1-2 AWFFHERERL
Figure 1-2 The technical route of this study
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152 HIRENX

MR IR E AR A G EY . BT, REWMZMEER ST 6700
JiH, AN 2022 A — SR, SCREYT ORI 2R R 1 AR i S THIK ™
M, AR ER DGR, 1T B RAEAF RTINS il R L
T 50%010%,  BEE AN TV IRZES DG, KSR SR, AR I
RFATHRERIARPELER(>T0 we.%) AL AEDETEH 7> (ZHE. 7. BERAM
MEAS , FIARAR AR GROsEaistbe) , MR RRRIEPIRY, (T
A R FH i 4% SR 570 A2 PR R ) R o AR SC DA R SR SE N EORE, A SR A 2
G IEAT 53 G5y B8 B L B AR F BEAT B 90 o K 2 SR 5 v 1) e 22 W AT SR T )
KB, P EESR S I 2s ReR 7K S BB FL B Trametes sp. LS-10C
N VY SRR IG5 FACBR TR B, 4R FC 7 AR BULT4E R WAL 70 20 B 1 00, T3 5 19
T2 SRS I v R 7K Al LA R AR AR it i PR R R A 7, it 25 SRS R B R AR e 1
WA SR ERAR SR
1.5.3 MARGFT=

(1) AWRSCRIL T A R A W o 3 U Sl 27 G R

(2) AWK T EANRERE DR AL B 753 lan, SR eidid fiikt
W m AR R R SRR RS, JF0HT 1 FeCls ALK BTLT4EZR 1)
FRERALEE, MR- REm, BT BRI R B A o R B O R R AR A e
MIOCHRE, ARG RUTAL B AT JB K

(3) T FJ o1 2% S 58 WA = ) S0 AS PR PT R TR P T I% B R I 7 T A i
Mg, oG TR R el TR, TR S i A P SR A T R R

12



ZRCLRE R A 22 A ki S

28 ERRRESRNEMEKER &

2.1 5|18

b5 i s P A B N, R AT G AR E ) 50%, RS AR
B ITMA R TS, XS T A T R PR E R e A EE . BEARIE, JhA R e
S 2RISRy, W hE. R B, RRESREMEYR, Kb Zhs
Bl A I AT A [ B S o R AN 2% iR 1 W T8 P SR FHUO105) g e IR 2
WEP R IR IR EIURE . R, H BRI A HUEA T 0,

HAT, 7EM R 78 2 TR B I8 5 R AR RGRBGE, AKI-EAR I, Ak
AIHFEAC, (H2 2 PERIERAC, HIEF e 8 2 be 1 ik 2 iEshit
HRREZHE. MR A5 B8, KA B i 2 0, TR 20k
PIER BEAE M A SR e R U0, G m] DR DR 255 S5 B At P B (2 A R P 22 WV i »
AT KR Z PR R, HAE CEEIREGE T SR T BARICRR A

M FCH B9 G5y B A R 72 4 3R I AR o A 55715 2 2245 45 B 2%
TS RIE I B R U Z B RSy P T AR T CRERR AU R R e e 2
PEEIRR, HARASEE T2, 2 S 2R o SR 72 2 BT 1 KBRS &, XI
HR IS 17 o 5 2 o0 /KRR PO S0, % 90 22 WK AR (1  B R R ELER R i
2.2 LIEMR
221 KIGER

TH 2% S5 F I R 2 AR AR I B R B ) R RS
2.2.2 SEBIRFI R

B A A LB R 1. 2,
2.3 LWHE
2.3.1 HMFRFTHTLIE

MARRFLKTEEET 105 C T Z2EE, S8 Em AU IEH 0% 21T 20-
40 H. WZRFEFTIMAN CEEFER T H1 KRB, SRBGH R R b 25 a
RV, YRR K R T 45 P T K SR 52 2 W BV TR L 2 0,
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CBEHRIN S il 2 R 5E A N 5 S TR B 50 10 SR .
232 HERFTR SRR T ZHMK
232.1 BRERERWIT

LA 10 g KoM 2% S Fe kit , o] s At DR 3 B LK« SRR H] 1.5 h,
BHBREE 1:20 g/mL F1 ZEEAKE 80%, & XA RIS LR E (55, 65, 75, 85 A1 95°C)
SHHEER 2 B s, A ES 2 k.

LA 10 g ¥ i3 25 SR 7 A FE v, [ 8 FUAth PRI 3R S AR SR P« SR BGIREE 75 °C,
BHREE 1:20 g/mL F1 ZBEAKE 80%, & SEAN AU 8] (0.5, 1, 1.5, 2 F12.5h)
SRR 2 B s, A ER 2 k.

LA 10 g ¥ i 28 SR e A FE v, [ 78 FLAth PRI 3R S AR BL7K P« SR BGIREE 75 °C,
SEHURTA] 1.5 h A1 OB E 80%, H&ARSEHUEHREL (1:6, 1:8, 1:10, 1:12 #
1:15 g/mL) SRR Z SR 5m, FHES 2 k.

LA 10 g BB (i 2% R 7 Ay v, [ e FOAth PRI 38 AR RE7K T S BGIRE 75 °C,
SEBUE] 1.5 h FPEHREE 1:20 g/mL, A [F LBFIKE (55, 65, 75, 85 F1 95 %)
XHRIGH 2 BB, FHES 2 IR
2322 1B

AR LR 2R S8, SR FH DY DR 3R = /KPR i 4 SR A 8 22 W PR R I 2% AR ik 4T 1F
ACBET. WK 2-1 FoR, EA IERSIRIRIAT L) L5, LB HETRIEN
febs, MRAEGES 2 K.

F 2-1 AR ZER SR IEAZ R B it %

Table 2-1 Orthogonal experimental design table for the extraction of total polysaccharides from

Camellia oleifera shells

K A B [A]/h B i@ /°C C LIERIE % D BHk H/g/mL
1 1 65 60 1:8
2 1.5 75 70 1:10
3 2 85 80 1:12

233 HMERFTEZENRERAK
2.3.3.1 WAL ZPERIRG

A R LEHRBUGRAE 4 °CF 40 10 min (8000 r/min)Ji, FFEUTHERES
JHVE % 25 RAXCKs SRS A8 B R ARAR 1/10, WA NN 4 R AR R TEK
LWE, fE4°C PR, CFEALIR G, WD IR LM, A Sevag 7%
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MIJTVERR 2R AR, 5 A5 TR B3 2% 5 2 100l
2.3.3.2 MR FEE SRR it

1 FH KRS 22 BV R B BE TR 1 2 pHL {2100 8.0, Bl 18N 10%IK
4 30%6) HaO2, FHAE 50 °CHEE IR N IRl 2 b7, Tl 2 SR se it b ot
M 5E o
234 HFERFTRZEHBEUMR
2.3.4.1 Z2HEbRE i 2 1 2t R B U9 077 4 P e

K2R -BR LIRS, WERAARKEL 250 mg #4595 T 250 mL &, FZKE
7%, 193] 1 mg/mL [ % BEbRHER . B 1 mL /N [] ¥ B 4 &k (0.02, 0.04, 0.06,
0.08 UL & 0.1 mg/mL) FIFREH, A2 mL /K, BBEMA 1 mL 5%KE %
W, WREHAE, UK EMA 5 mL Kk HoSOs, ¥EAIEE THI/KF R 15
min, BEGBNGKKI AR S, DUROGRE AR, AN R RE (861 &) A
WONTEALAR, 7E 490 nm AW EWROGE . SEIOEIR A b FL S, SR FRE 26 (&
2-1a) , ATEEZHEENE.

PR 2R RIIE: A RS IRER TR 2R, B mL A%
BESRIREAT S0, SCIORE DR G AR 7 E— 8. RN ZIEJE, T 490 nm
KT G R, I FARHE T R MR R 2 RS & .
2.3.4.2 TR bR 2R )2 R [0 A 7 R A

EFAFRE 10mg 7= T T 100mL FEHY, HOMEES. 0.0, 0.1, 0.3,
0.5, 0.7, 0.9, 1.2, 1.4, 1.6 #1 1.8 mL, KIUKA 10 4~ 10 mL Fis A &I,
BN 1% AIC ¥ 1 mL, FIJo/K CEEE 200, s br itk i 22 0K 2-1b.

P B B R I A R TR T SRR 4, B 1 mL SRR
BRI, SIRETARSCIMARIT LB, fFRERMNTERSE, 7E 410 nm FEHATR
SCREEEME, ) FHFRAE e T S A 2 b B 2
2.3.4.3 B hrit il 28 00 2 R [ )3 07 R I B

7E 50 mL &I 5 mg W FRRAIEG, FZABMKERATE, 5K
B4 100 pg/mL B FERFRAER . B 1 mL ANFERE R & TR (0.2, 0.4, 0.4,
0.8 LK 1 mg/mL) FZ&&H, MA 10%MEMKEHAF] 5 mL, #£2)FE 5 min,
TN 7.5%BRFRENER 4 mL, FE5)JEE TREAL RN 1 h, WOBEE IR K
765 nm M, B BRiE 2 WL 2-1c.
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PR P T SR AGIE: e ' I REah R BT 4L, I 1 mL R R
FMEPRIL JREERAEUIER L, RS, £ 765 nm AbNIE HIOGEE . R
P i 2T 5 SN R AR R BT

(@) (b)
0.4 0.6
| =4
e Y Ll
"""""""""""""" 0.4 ) L 4
o s >
= 024 e g | -
o) P y =2.5743x + 0.091 C 24 e y = 0.298x - 0.0056
R? =0.9996 P R? =0.9998
I -""“"
0 T T T T 0 T T T T T T T T
0.01 0‘03 0.05 0.07 0.09 0-11 0-2 0.4 0.6 0.8 1 1-2 1-4 1.6 1.8 2
7 %5 AR (mg/mL) 75T WP (ng/mL)
(© (d
12
14 '_‘__,.,-o |
e 0.2 e
. 087 e
0.4 e y = 9.8426x + 0.0027 ) . y=1.89x +0.005
’ e R? = 0.9994 R*=0.9931
0.2 et e
.
0 T T T T T 0 T T T T
0 0.02 0.04  0.06 0.8 0.1 0.12 0.01 0.03 0.05 0.07 0.09 0.11
BEE TR FE (ng/mlL) e ZW ¥ (mg/mL)
(¢)
0.8
o -~
0.6 e
& 0.4- P
) P y = 0.0066x + 0.0467
" 2=
024 o R2=0.9991
0 T T T T
10 30 50 70 90 110
BSA #fE (ng/mL)

Bl 2-1 brdEthiZia) i, (b)), ()87, (d)'2F LA (e)BSA
Figure 2-1 Standard curve (a) glucose, (b) flavonoids, (c) tannins, (d) saponins and (¢) BSA

2.3.4.4 Z R FbnE it e (0 2 R0 E] U3 O R PR

HERIAREUSS 2 R ARUE T 25 mg, 7 25 mL BB FH 80% L FEIE RS 1
g/L B ZAMER . B 0.5 mL AFEIREZRER (0.2, 04, 0.6, 0.8 LLJZ 1
mg/mL) T IFAE T, WHL 0.5 mL i 8% & HlE LBE AW, HIRAWVE TUKK
REYIT, AN 4mL77%WERIER, #B5)T 60 °CHEIRAKB S I 15 min, A
Ja TUKKIBE A HE 10 min, B¢)a£E 551 nm AbM5E WROE I, 58 82 2 bR v Hh 28 L
2-1ds

PRSP B RS EIIME : R | mL A SRR B, JEaRlE ik
A b, R FHbRAE D 2t S iR R PR R R A &
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23.4.5 EHHEERWE 7%

B ESERYEE DR R AT MR E B E MY, A mEAEA
(Bovine Serum Albumin; BSA)FRHERE i, HX 0.5 mL AN[FHEE BSA (20, 40, 60,
80 1100 ug/mL) FIFGRE S, A 2.5 mL ZLHRE, RBEWSETEK
595 nm FIEARHERERIOEEE , ARYE BSA HO [ P S HLT 7 R s JiE 22 sl o v
e (K& 2-1e) .

B P E RS EIE: R 1 mL A R R, 5 8HRE ik
[ b, [RMEEHIE, fE 595 nm AN E RO EE . R bRt il e vt 5 S R AR F
EEAB SR
235 HMERFTRSENEIMIEN
2.3.5.1 DPPH i&RRAE /1 E

MR U SIRRIE 7T 590, 3@t DPPH [ 5 M 9256 YAl 2 08 B BT A AL T
Yo o, BOHIARFEERE (0.3, 0.6, 0.8, 1.0 L& 1.5mg/mL) HIMZSRLE A%
B R IR IR VAW, A 0.40 mmol/L () DPPH-Z. ¥ A4 [ Nk & o A& HILEL 20 pl
FrIFE S 5 0.18 mL DPPH-ZFEEMIR AT 96 FLIRH, ARG E TR
Iz 30 min, FEJEAE 517 nm B IAIBOGE . PLHTAR MR AF JyBA XS I, it
PR 5 U 2 R L i DPPH 385 BR R

DPPH # % (%)=[1- “=-21x100 2-1)
0

X Ao AZEI/KY DPPH IR N JE FIWOGE s A N2 FERBTIA IR 5
DPPH ¥R NG IO s Ao NI RS2 2 W/ HUA LR 5 28 /K IR & )5
IR G AR
2.3.5.2 ABTS & e /1l &

AR PHI AR RIE 52 v ek, PR S 2 B ) ABTST H H AR B BR e
I E o EECHIRFIBERE (0.3, 0.6, 0.8, 1.0 LLA 1.5mg/mL) s 288 ik
MRV, ABTST MR /K LM B 22T 734 nm AABOGAE A 0.70 7245 WL
180 uL ] ABTS™EWAN 20 uL FrdllyR T 96 LRk, #ESIJELEME AL XM 6 min,
734 nm ALEROGEE . DABUIRMERAE x4 . 4% BB AT ABTSE R %

(A

ABTSW%I%%(%):[I-%]XIOO (2-2)

Ao NZEIKYE ABTS UL E IOEAE s Ar 9z R 7 2 By
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PR MER S ABTS R NG FIROGAE s Ax Joit s 58 8 2 Uik iR 5 28
TR7KIR & 5 O AA

2.3.6 SHEKERLAOFIE

2.3.6.1 il % 7%

% Liul 155 N A5, 3% R 0E QRIS S 3% TRV LA 1:1 Ik
LIRS, FHMNEARR AARFREE (0, 1, 2, 3 LK 4mg/mL) MIHZRRRZ
BV, PR 51 )5 BT - 20 CCIRIR IR AT I BOA R AL B o A5 i 7E IR 2 A
NrEARRIG, R HKER . 2 A KB R R S ie ik AT R,
DLASE R 20 T KBRS IR, MR, RTPEA4RDR
R 2 WE 4% KB, SR R AE E Y SER VAT A, ZFEIREN 2 mg/mL,
IKEREAE AR T IRAL(-47 °C)F 1% T 48 h.,
2.3.6.2 M1 5T 2 HE KR 1 P R A U
(1) JHI2% 552 2 B /KR I K P52 1 e

MR i 2 55 2 NDIORIIE 7E i, BUAVR TR /K Bt FE S AR L, 1B o,
BT 37 °CH) PBS W (pH 7.4) 24 h 5, K/KBHR R IK 8%, #ATHR
il my. WEIKEITHE AR

Tk 2R (%)= m;l—j‘” x100 (2-3)
(2) A 5T L B KB 3 R M B
WG T 5 B A R 2 BB R, 1RIET 10mL 255 7K, 24h J5EUH,

K PR - BRI e R i K 2 i i RS R 2 B R B R T A
BRI
WHA(%)=-1 x100 (2-4)

2 MOAHN I A SR 58 20 s My KB IR AR B 2 R e 2 R T
24 GR5WR
241 BREXE
2.4.1.1 $REUF RG] 2 BE 1S 2 1 52

058 AN TR EUART (B 0T vl 2 SR 58 A 2 B AS A (s, ] 2-2a Fram. BREUES
155 i 22 AR R [ R A 4.14-5.06%, BEE SFEHU R340, B2 HEE R 23
ETtEds, BIREIEEMN 1h B 2h 206, S2iEEE ETHERIE, 2id 1.5h
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W OB IS, SRR N ETHASESE . Jy 1R s 2 M2 B 2R A 4
SRR E], fe AR 2 BE AR AU (A8 4 1h, IX— 3R HUN F) 5 AR s A
TIFFC ¥ 3k 2% 2R 7 2 W SR UK TRI AR .

(@ o (b)
ol &
: H H ¥ ﬂ
M N

2 . ' ‘ . : 0 .

0.5 1 1.5 2 2.5 55 65 75 85 95
I i) () I (eC)
(c) (d)
8

B4 3

b £ 4

-2 =

32 o
1:12 1:15
)

0
60%  70%  80%  90%  100% 1:6 1:8 1:10
LB L (%) BHBH (g/mL
2-2 ANFEHEEUEE ()R], (b)IRE, () LI FE DA S (d)RHA L X 1 55 SR 7 5 2 Bl 1S R
fpEAL

Figure 2-2 Effects of different extraction conditions (a) time, (b) temperature, (c) ethanol
concentration and (d) solid-liquid ratio on the yield of chitosan polysaccharides in Camellia

oleifera shells

2.4.1.2 TR EXT 5 2 015 2 (1) 500

I 5 A [R] e RGHR BE X i 2% SR e e 2 WA R 2, Wi 2-2b s, BEE TR
WORE T, BE2PERBAET . 195 °Chf, REHERRERRE, Hi
WASE N 5.23%, T 85 °C NI ZHEFREMIT. M2 HAESREN T, 5%
MR, D, RS 2 MR BURZ 1L $E 75°C, LL 65, 75 Fll 85°C
VENIESS SEEG (7K P
2.4.1.3 ZERFEXT 2 AR 500

I 5E AN [R] £ BEVR FERT I 2% SR 58 B 2 WA 2R g, W& 2-2¢ i, Rk
1328 B £ BV P )35 0 2 B T i S5 BRI, 70% S RER FE RA 28K, N 6.01%,
4l CTEXT 22 WS AR, PRI AN R, IR X 70% SR B e IR FE
2.4.1.4 R LT 2 BE1 2 1) f2

I 5E AN [RDBRE EL R 2 R e 2 BB 2 2 m, Wil 2-2d s, R 5E
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A 2 R P E R SRR L L AR A e B S, SRR EE AN 105 g/mL BB iR &
1:10 g/mL i, Z¥E7 8 20 ETHES, JRE 1:10 AR5 K. JR10, dksifR
B 1:15 g/mL 5, ZHESREACRT RE2 BRI 7 id &2 52, 52
AR R R R RS Ol e AL, FRR 2R R, I mBU R L
SARN T 2 SR 58 L 2 R FR
242 ERXLWERDH

22 AR FL L HER SN IEAT SRR TR

Table 2-2 Orthogonal experimental design table for the extraction of total polysaccharides from

Camellia oleifera shells

e e 1] i 2 LIERIE RHELE ZHET %
1 1 1 1 1 5.71
2 1 2 2 2 4.25
3 1 3 3 3 7.12
4 2 1 2 3 4.45
5 2 2 3 1 2.50
6 2 3 1 2 5.66
7 3 1 3 2 3.72
8 3 2 1 3 6.22
9 3 3 2 1 5.61

k1 5.70 4.63 5.86 4.61 /
k2 4.20 4.32 4.71 4.54 /
k3 5.18 6.13 4.45 5.93 /
R 0.51 1.81 1.42 1.39 /

IRAE R 2-2 AR R R 2 PRI IR A S I T R T R, KR 2
FRIFR & TR B S AR U B>C>D > A, SIR T 4% 558 M 22 B BUR B K
PR3 R PR HURE, HUUE CREREE, ZJGRRRRLG, f)a 2Rl ). iR IEs
BI04 AT A5 R R e A SRS A T 208 AiB3CiDs, RI4RHUNA] 1 h, 42
HURE 85 °C. ZBEIRE 60% LA SRR EE 1:12 g/mL.

e 2 e e 2 BRI AR AT IR SE S, 220 =40 PAT SR A5 B
FRFERZHEMIRICEN 10.61£0.32%, HAITHR & T HALFKA TR, H
Bk S B 45 R 5 1RSI 45 AR T, IR SR H B T 23RO 2R R 5T 8 2 W 77 1%
fRmr Sk,

243 HMERT R RFTLRENIEMER S S

R s R G CREPAL B, 13 BIBEHE S 1 2% SR 5% DL A SR HE U -

LB & BN 16.2040.01%, iR RFTE A2 EEN 24.3540.55%, H
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TEEN2.77£0.01%, FHESEN 5.59+0.78%, BHEEN 36.3120.53%, &M
i N 7.89%+0.04% . AR UTAEAL 5 I 2 R B 2 S T HEE 2 RS B
N 63.89£0.12%, H.TE BN 1.64+0.05%, HHTHEN 2.51£0.16%, B EEN
29.86+0.26%, HHEEEN 3.26%+0.25%-

244 HERTESENEIMIELNE

2.4.4.1 DPPH J&F& e /1Ml 2

DPPH (1,1- R EE-2- =BR8P 2 —FhfaE a0 B A, LR/
BV IR, TR 517 nm ACARHAETR G, 4 B B v il 2 Ak
DPPH I, &#04FE TR DPPH-H, SEUARARE, WG TR, MRIEE 2-
3a AT, HIZRIRSCE 2 SO IR TR LR BE A o IR A N, 3 DPPH % B
REJJTEANWTHG 0o 0 BRI MR R I L s e s v, T 2% 2R 58 5 2 68 1) DPPH
JEFREEJITE 0.3-1.0 mg/mL Jli &Ik E FAHESHHE, £ 1.5 mg/mL 220 R
JERF, 3 DPPH iEFRFN 76.10%, H IR AT RE2 MR R 7 HIRER K, Mg T
VB
2.4.4.2 ABTSHEFrAE /71000 &

ABTS™ 2 WAl R AR 2 WEHT SIS YE I AR R, AR AL A8 T A7
731 H R (-OH) AR 3 (-COOH) 45 17 1 2k A1 1 /3688 B, R i 4 0 1)
ABTS G JF 9 TE A2 e =4, W € & S B 5 1) B B 5605 B g /),

MR & 2-3b AT AN, il R Fe A 2R S PR MRIE R ABTS e ) 5 HKE
RIE L, FEE B 2R EIRERIR N, ABTSYERRAE NGB WA Z SR I, 2
AR RM LR EIRIE N 0.3 mg/mL N, ABTSHHRZEA ik 94.26%, H
S5 R G A PR IERA AL, il R D 2 BRI N 1.5 mg/mL i, 3L
ABTS" R 45 R 5% A PR MR AR . Y5 ABTSHERR 45 R, AR
Fo e 2 B BRI PR PRI, BURaE. R, HERS SRR
a4 ABTSHERRAE ST, AR R 7oA 2 MR I BRI PUEYE, TRES ZH 4
o 5 Ry A7 oct20. 121,
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(a)
$ 100 = - — — —
= 80-
&
5T 60 -
E 404
E 20 -
[=]
0 T
0.3 0.6 0.8 1 1.5
P (mg/mL)
b
— 100 (®) == ——
S
98 «‘ I
po]|
£ 94
{0
s 92+
[=-]
< 99 1
0.3 0.6 0.8 1 1.5
/¥ (mg/mL)
B 2-3 2R TR 2 BERIPUA IR KDL A 4 (2)DPPH H HHZEIE R g 77 L (b)ABTS HE
RE 7T

Figure 2-3 Antioxidant properties of total polysaccharides and ascorbic acid in Camellia oleifera

shells (a) DPPH free radical scavenging capacity and (b) ABTS™ scavenging capacity

2.4.5 SHENCERMERERN
2.4.5.1 JHZ FE50 0 2 WE IR FE 0 7K B i R K B8 77 1) 52 el

% WK BRI 7 K B8 F1 R VE AN L ARR DIRERIIZ O S 522 IR e S e 1
RIS RIS 7. B 2-4a TR, JZR BT 2 KRR I K BE A %
BEVR FE (38 I 2P THE EIE 2 mg/mL J5 UGS . 525 AKER T L,
TS L5 2 HE K BRI ROV K B 70 BE 5, Tl 2% SR 5% 2 (0 5N AT R b g R %o 7%
ST T I A IR R VR FE S AT 508 7K B M 19X 68 5 A (R B30 P o A 2 BRI B T
BN 2 mg/mL I, FHoKEER B A B BV IKPE S TR K % . Smant' VR A B2
3043 51 S R A2 I 22 R DR PR Vs K 8 S 71— A FEE (1 ek A SR 5 2 W K
o hlaE 2 R RGN, FOE KRG, &N 1600%, b7 F/KEER K %
&3 5. H5—3CE . Ik, IR, 5 KM SAEY 2 BEK B AL, At
L 7S b QU =T
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M 2-4b FISH,  H/KEERARIN 2 mg/mL (R, MARLT4ER, R
LR R AL 7 R 7 2 WIS, ol 2 SR 58 VA I P A vy o L L DR T i 2 A
FRP I AR LSRR E 2 T I ORsG7nAs e AU, ) pe s AR
e KB AL L _E

()
2000
1500 -
S
¥ 1000+
®
500 -
0 . ; . ;
0 1 2 3 4
i AS 4 56 £ K% (mg/mL)
(b)
2000
1500 =
S
5 1000
=
Eg
500 4 {“‘w
0 . . . , :
e 5 PANETHER R ILLT 4% YLK A% B
2-4 (a) AN [F) i 55 22 BV FE DL S (D) AN [R] 22 B8 1 /K B A T K P

Figure 2-4 (a) Hydrogel swelling of different Camellia oleifera polysaccharide concentrations and

(b) different polysaccharides
2.4.5.2 Z N FE XK 1)L 3 RE T I
20 W KIS FA) B0, 38 30 I B 7K B AR A 24 i DR TR BE 0 B3 llimy , TR
TS 2R, R Z KB PR 0 iR 2-5a mIA, C4ib AR R
FEZFERINIKIE N 1 g/mL i, HAEEN 100%, XAl REER AR, FF
WO TSR 2 M2 IR = R R e 5], BRI T T 2% 22 R LE KB AR P I 78 3 R
B Z PRI T R, 2 HOKEUR R L TGS, ZHKRE 2 g/mL i, H
BLEE N 98%, ZHEKEN 4 g/mL /& 90%.
P 2-5b AT, KBRS N 2 mg/mL B, WURET4ER, RFRFHR,
R A S A w2 HERT, R R AR R, HUOEMMAgER, BT
Az, RRULHIFER. ZHEREATENE, T2RKEIRIERZ S BA
RAOFIIRETOMERE, X P 25 0, ] DU HC oA Gl T 8Ok 22 B 45 25 R B AR
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o G NG 2 1k =t VA=Y 478

AT RIS, g 2 fE T, T 2B R se B R i), thmT BUA T
MBI 1 E R, HRMHER AR ARA . S S 0 i R
JBETHITITE, ATk, AR KA B AR B 1T R T T
T R FEARBE R BRI T 55, 7T DS 8 5 S ke v, wldt— b b e A
FEA TR S (R BT 3¢ 128,

(a)
100
9
ﬁ 90 - }
i)
80 ' ; ' '
1 2 3 4
s RS £ B A (mg/mL)
(b)
100
i N
—_ 80 -
9
% 60
40 : ‘ . ‘ .
iyl AP A P REEF A eIt I B

2-5 (a) /A [t 25 22 WE IR JEE DL K (b) AN IR 22 W /K B 0, 3
Figure 2-5 (a) Concentrations of polysaccharides in Camellia oleifera and (b) hydrogel

encapsulation rates of different polysaccharides
2.5 KB
AT DM AR SN ERE, A R AR ML AT R 2RISR, JR &% 2
IKEEIR . B, Rl SR ST B T2 AT AR 3R S0 J5 AT IE A AR S5, el
a2 BT R 2 R PUEYEREAT 1852, B S 3T T S 2 KB R ik 2
5 MPERER I . R BT g RASE AR
(D) HARFT B LR RAERR T 208, R 1 h, JEBCRE 85 °C,
CBERIE 60%, EBHELE 1:12 g/mL I, FriS R a 2R EE RN 10.61%.
(2) JEid DPPH AT ABTS e 45 54 B, il 2 o 2 2 Bl B Hosd b s 1
(3) M E 2 WK B TERE, I RS2 HRE N 2 mg/mL, HEMKE
L E] 1600%, WEFEN 98%. RUZHIKEEA RIFHEIKIES 0.
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£ 3E KAKEBBERE Trametes sp.LS-10C FRALIEHEE
REFHE

3.1 5|18

VISR BERERE S, A TRAL B AR o 2= ARG R IR =00, X e
Vo= A0 Rg K fE, T TR RS B4 RO, HEGTTIE SR SETS ee Fh A T
REBEAN BEVEAR - FRBEACLE, T BA 2= AR 00, 207 E R B AR A4
BB R AT R . PRI, HIEESI A 56 d 5, KRREBRE
N 49%, HEEE A SNSRI T 1.39 450120, SR FH B0 AL BEAT H A T AL R
Zhtr, A BT R A R I BERE AL, Wang 25 N\ SSUR P 1 55 1 A FL i
B AL oK, HER s a2 83%, FALHN [AHKIE 32 do K —
(A= P P A RN FL A T AL B T 2 AH 45 6 I, A BT 48 0 A B (1] DA B 8 v A
BRI, R H PR Fenton TALBE 5 HAEFL B XA TALBEZ2FT, L S5 bk ™
KIS T 1152, LAY 10 do Trametes sp.LS-10C J& T & E % H A
AR PEREREARE ST YR SCERTT R, Trametes sp.LS-10C 7] AR 2 0008, 0k
B R ARSI, K AR A B VA R K R AP Y R S R AR . [
b, ARFEATIERL T R K R B R AT BB R TR A A A T 1 L

AR TN R IR R T R S I B A B AT A AR R AR R R
E GBS, WSS LT R USRS Al R BN . 5, AR KT 3 5 K 4
BRE 13 L  TIAL B i 2 RS AP 3R L SRR ORI R Ak, T H
X 7 AR 5 P S o B3 7K AR T A SRV 0 1) P s DA % T A B i b o4 SR e
TEE RE B A R AP 4E R 45 R AR Ak, R KRB 18 I Trametes sp.LS-10C
AL FR KT R I T A% SR 2 43 DA A 2 1 52
3.2 IR
3.2.1 KIGEH

Trametes sp.LS-10C Bk A TR R ZE 07 14 ORI T H 5 LR 15 32 ) (R K 0
(fR5E 4 = : CCTCC NO: M2015191)
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3.2.2 SLEH

ARSI i JEOR A BT 2.2.2 ZBFESRBUS M R 5. Celllic®CTec2 £F4E%
BE(SAE0020-50 mL)>R - b vhg 3 B4R B 55 51 5 IR AR, L IBARAIBES
150 FPU/mL.

323 1EFHE

LR ER AN S TR IR HAINE 20 /L, £ 5200 g/L, HA pH.

R FRHE: 25 ¢ Wy Ja (T 2 RS2 A0 150 mL /K VA RN N3 Ak 2ok 34
TRAC BT 2 HAA 5 AR AR IF RS pH 2 4, AhRRIE URFKD JIF ek
FERACK AL A (5 K B HITE 80%, BT 500 mL MR Hh K 1E A -
R B TR

DA ERFFREEAE 121 °CHAF N KB 20 min, [ 44 7% 2 MIAE AR BE 77 5 9 m
A 18 g/L E I -

3.2.4 ILWIRAFIREE

FITRAA, ACHE WM R R 1. 2,
3.3 LW HIE
3.3.1 JKIAFRAALTE

FERGEN AT PN 25 g Briead 07 5 i 2% 2R 5% L 150 mL 7K €0, 0.02,
0.04,0.06 LAz 0.08 mol/L) I SEALER , A7 5% A A BT ANEE AR I B 2248 (1000 mL),
wi LEE, BRNEERERE, BARNE, SREEEHEERAEE, DL 500 rppm
PiE, (REYRH SRR AA] . Bt s Fy s IER, M 20 °CLLA
o3P 3°CIHEE (130, 150 BLK 170°C) , fRil& (0, 10, 30, 50, 90, 120, 150
DAL 180 min) Ji&, HUH SR E TUKOKIRALEE 5 min, W EEBGIAIEN 4, Uk
WRARER 53 P T AR s A o3 25 B8 KRk [ A B oy R ik, VIR
TIENL(- 47 °C)F T4 48 h, F TR LR E 54 I E KA 4E = MoK g . BEE
ARSI T 105 °CHET, I T-3R 78 TRALFE N o 2% e 00 B B [ DA S 41 4 R 45

EAR
3.3.2 JKATAALIR G M AR THHEE REEI AU RL R E

e HELIH 2L G AR IR it AL S WD IO ARF AL RE [, L4348 7 AL 400-4000
ety 34 32 Yo A X AT 2 RLIIRE RO 25 80 B2, AT AR VE LD 5°-550,
0 2°/mintP,
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3.3.3 KABKEBIREE Trametes sp.LS-10C FRALIE

P T 3.3.1 KA TIAL B A 45 B R 55 B T 43R F < — 4152, g BTy
TRAL BRPUSCER I 4 1) S 7K B R 80%, KB S 1E 9 I LB R IR 77 ik o LA—4HK
FATIAL B S5 AN T A — LR /KR AL B (B R 58D BEd B I . R IERS
FrIEA A G 1 20% L BN I JE J R, FEIRIEEE 28 °C, REIKF# 7 180 rpm,
I 8] 8 d, IR E TR I BACKS e I 5 57 v 1) 00 IO B 259 5 J I N T R -
FRANZE PP (0. 1mol/L, pH4.0) 100 mL & THEIEFEIK 30 °C, 150 rppm FHR¥; 2 h,
B O B TSRO R BRI, TR R A A 2R R (R o o [ A
BB TKVEREAR R > e, WETIENL(- 47 °)C) T4 48 h, HI TG
LERRE, AJREFY4E R A5 E S KA
3.3.4 MR RFTARFRTL RS ARINGIHN E

o2 ARS8 A o 4 4 2R SR P 5 1 ] 5K AT P AR R IR S = (NREL) B R 1 5%
THEV B E ) ST R I 53 43 a3, a1 A R K AN 5 il 4%
R R WA G BAAR s AR FARERMATRESE, SHLK 2 NP
176

FREX 0.3 g LM If [l AR i, 1E SRS BRAREORE S AR BL i, TSN 30 mL /)y
WA, SRJEIN 3.0 mL 72 wt.%iRERIR, T 30 °C/K# s N I B i R 8+ 60
min, BEJG, KNI RGP RIS LR YA 84 mL 2 BT KPR PG AR
AN, JERBRIRIEEFE T3 Do B TIARE T KE % 121 °C F/KME RS 60 min.
RN SERUE, B 15 mL _E3ERT 50 mL B0, R INATRERES A1, A
AW FEE F pH R4y P . B ETEW 12000 rpm Z.0 2 min, £ 0.005
mol/L HaSO4 ke 2 %, 1 0.22 ym GHLRIEMEG, B BOBH B (X (High
performance liquid chromatography; HPLC)R il Fo o4 7 & & CRI&TRE, ABERI
BIhifEmE) U3l RES R4 gER. LGRS REWt2%) M HEAR W :

PRSP AT YE R S B (Wt.%)=100% ( RIE R H MR x 87mL x 0.9) / (ki
x PR (3-1)

B S AR 2R A B (wt.%)=100x[ ( FiER AR E x87mLx0.9) / (ko
x FERLTTED + CEIEW PRI RAARIRAE x 87 mL x 0.9) / (ks x FERIE) ]

(3-2)
N ki koo ke AT, AKERITRATHERR K i SN P R AL T R4

=
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Z9105 0.97, 0.84 A1 0.88,

PRIER VS VE AR R 5 B, A 90 T A R e PR AN AR R I/ B . M
R ANV A 5T 2 o = 4 8 AR % 30 20 S B M 394 (80- 120 pm) Hl1 98, 5% A
I 4 F 200 mL 2 B 7K Bk £ IERON PG B TR 105 °)CHt+ 8 h J5, #
HIRE R TSR P A A E R IFRE, 108 My GHIRERED , SRR
agpdph, BEEETFHEE 575°C, R 3h 5 HIRAEIZE 105°C, JHE TS %
HIZEFEMRE, 108 My G o FER TP IRAEVEAR TR (wt.%) TR AT

FE S R R ANV AR R 2R (Wt.%)=100 x (M1—-M.,)/ (KSR &) (3-3)

Ue R CEAYER) PR T ONARE AL B (RS 48 R 5e i 31 JR 47 4
2 CRARR) MERRE D ERRT%S CRa4ER) NERTS . DRE
Kb P T Ve 25 SR 5 R AR S O 2R O e, Ao 3 M oAk R A5 T T 0 ek 2 [ A
T SO J5T 3R ) B B ) L

[ AT ) A 2 P T 400 o) A FRO A ) v 8 R € v oA A I
RWEFIATAEY) (OB IR BEIEAN S- H M) , KA Aminex HPX-87 H A
BT #0185 K (300 mm*7.8 mm, Bio-Rad), Bt £7n ZE 37 66 2% (RID) A1 48 A6
MUV, 210 nm), 45 °CH:E, HHE A 0.6 mL/min, a4 0.005 mol/L HoSO4.
3.3.5 KABE AR ERTAEE B REEE RN E
3.3.5.1 RGBT I E

R BENEE (VI € LB BUREY R, 8 FHAEAFR 0.8 mmol/L &I ¥
URTIE 24 s B AL VUAE 40 °CI Y 10 min J5 VKB 1k [ R FE37 BILE 465 nm &b
MEWROCAE . Forbr,  FTA e sl i v 35) 4 FH T8 R/ A R B 42 AR (0. Tmol/L, pH 4.0)

i B R S DL RS B VR IR . WG 3 Wk, BURHIED,
VERERRE AR W T .
GG = —o2 Y (3-4)

EXAVx10°
H €=1.2x10* L/mol-cm, 4 465 nm &b @6 A 5 /K% &% AOD:
30min WIROGRE ARG At: 10min; Ve BERBIRSAER; Ver BERIR
HERRAARL e BETRORGRE IO A5 4K
3.3.5.2 £h4E Bl B E
HR4E NREL #2 H 1055 T 45 4k R B DR AR S J1 0 7 k033, s /KB &
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B L B TR 25 R e R R P AT 4R 3RS . AR SEISR FH DNS VR E £ 2 R il
BEE, MR E RN PATREARIF RO EE R & A R AARRIE IR A5 HFR
HY 50.0 mg Waterman £F4EJE4% ), @ /5E T 10 mL &+, IO 0.5 mL #ik
B AN 1 mL pH 4.0 BERR-BEIREAANZ IR, THIRIER AT RE. FRGWRET
50 °CHE IR /KA H S 60 min, BE/EIZEIHIA 1.5 mL DNS 8728 1 [ B, 78778
EIIFE B O, BB E WA T SN S min J5, SLEIFUOKIBAH. £ 10000 rpm
B0 2 min, B 0.4 mL B35S 2.6 mL LB FARRE, TR 540
nm KA EIROERE, I SRR bR il 2R S A B AR S R
LG RAF T 4k R BT IR AU W I B ARG . — 20 Bl 9P 2E 1 ol 7 # 14 7 FH
=/ i AR A

08
.
0.6 o
.:.E 04 7 v =0.7825x - 0.0387
c e R?=0.9997
.r".’.'
0.2
o
0 : , . . .
0 0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8 1 12
74l %7 B < )% (mg/mL)

3-1 DNS Frifi 2k
Figure 3-1 DNS standard curve

3.3.6 A4 REKIERE

HERFR IR T4 3 ol 2% SR 58 LA B FiA 315 1) i 25 SR 521 0.4 g #1020
mL FTEERRZE M (50 mmol/L, pH 4.8)1R & 7E 150 mL WIS R, ##IK 50 °C
150 rpm FREATEGM, WIMA4ERBEEEEE Y 20 FPU/g T-3E. € HAEX 0.5 mL
/K AR THEREE D E , - 20 °CIRAF o« AKFATRAL B F /K FAIE & 1 85 L 1 T A
R (i 246 SR 5 [ A R A T O SRR EAT B KA o K o SR IR it B 0
(12000 rpm, 2 min), FFHRENAH(0.005 mol/L HoSO«)FkE, X EiEWIL 0.22 um
AHLRIEML, BEFE HPLC DARTIZK AR rhoA e, DU 4 0 7 0 VT ik B /K A AL
.,

IK A P ] % BEAR B < 20 mLx0.9
B R AR

TR T 2(%)=100% (3-5)
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3.4 #R5WE
3.4.1 KATUEEBERZNAS T
2 3-1 AR FUK A BRI 2 RS AL A L

Table 3-1 Effect of pretreatment with different hydrothermal conditions on the component changes

of Camellia oleifera shells

il o AL R (%) FUL A A T A IR (%)
i} \ FeCl; By . W . ,
PR Bl 7R T ol
(°C) (mol/L) -
130 10 0 83.88 18.09+0.24 37.22+0.71 31.02+1.41 93.85+1.22 85.99+1.64 10.29+4.07
130 10 0.02 8371 18.37+0.43 37.89+0.04 31.15+0.57 95.08+2.24 87.38+0.09 10.07+1.66
130 10 0.04  73.58 20.95+0.15 36.09+0.33 35.38+0.02 95.36+0.66 73.16+0.68 10.22+0.06
130 10 0.06 63.64 23.43+0.56 26.24+0.21 40.89+0.22 92.20+2.21 46.01+0.38 10.26+0.49
130 10 0.08 4994 30.93+0.24 13.62+0.15 52.08+0.40 95.54+0.73 18.74+0.22 10.31+0.69
130 0 0.02 8590 17.03+0.37 36.77£0.45 30.44+0.24 90.48+1.97 87.02+1.07 9.83+0.72
130 30 0.02  79.65 20.87+0.24 34.01+0.59 32.89+0.35 ~100? 74.63£1.29  9.65+0.97
130 50 0.02  71.17 21.7840.41 32.92+0.51 36.64+0.01 95.86+£1.82 64.54£1.00 10.07+0.04
130 90 0.02  49.66 27.94+0.39 14.37+0.04 50.98+0.58 85.81£1.19 19.30+0.06 12.69+1.39
130 120 0.02  51.14 28.30+0.14 18.26+0.13 53.07+1.21 89.50+0.44 25.53+0.19 6.42+3.27
130 150 0.02  50.03 23.95+3.89 13.77+£0.14 52.40+3.22 74.11+£2.15 17.84£0.20 9.60+5.51
130 180 0.02  48.67 27.68+0.15 14.20+0.06 52.30+0.42 83.33+0.44 19.18+0.08 12.23+0.71
150 90 0.02 46.54 29.01+0.07 8.19+0.03 57.18+1.31 83.50+0.19 10.49+0.04 8.23+2.12
170 90 0.02 5040 27.47+0.53 3.93+0.32 61.78+0.12 85.61£1.64 5.3440.450 /

@R B 1L 100%, IRETRE XL

A F o B B /K BT A T s 7] A B8 i ek 2,

AU AR RO, (HR YRR IR B AR 2218 TR,

IR T T A E S AR (0-0.08 mol/L). I (130-170 °C) T Ak P i ] (0-180
min) Wi 7 R R AR 4E R
PARARZE BB . B R R P A 4e R, AR ERBABAR R E S =
16.17+0.39%, 36.30+1.30%, F130.23£0.18%.
MRPEER 3-1 T, 2R REAE AL EE (130 °CHl FeCls 0.02 mol/L) 1,

Mooy

=

BRCR KIS,

AT 52 SE L i 4T 4 3R AR B

b4
KA TR 2 £ HE LR -
SR AE 40%L 14 . I ik

RIS [A) 1 0 32 FERE M AR E, R LE R R N, LR [F — IR R (130 °C),
b5 SR BRGNP R A g RS R R RRIC, X TR 5K 5
R AE A 5L, B FRUAL BRI R A miR A &S, AR
HAEIAR . KK B T AR ICRA A, femih 12.69% (130°C, ikt
P[] 90 min 1 FeCls 0.02 mol/L) o 3X A fg 2 K R TRALBE N - ZVE ML AT 4E R
TS RTS8 T B A B AR, Ao 2 I B P v, A 45 /K BT A T i 5%
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ST 2R B B e 0 BT Rk
342 IKATLIEE MR RFTHTLIR RS

VTR SR AF R ZET KB, B, mvRER) |, K ATAL B 4o 7= A i E ]
F CHIR, LR, 5-FH AR , XEeHH ) MAF e T E R B2
AT, ARIER 3-2 W, 555 A SRR AR & =B D B R A, K
NAFBAMCIR. HIEF TR, TERRTEHEL RS, BRI Eagi Rl
FIR. LR,

FETALEF (130 °CAHT FeCl3 0.02 mol/L) , B FUALFRI [ (38 0, 7K #A T
Kb BRIEFR A R S A AW N, M TRAREERS ) 90 min B, FERE
BHN6.12g/L, ZBEEN221 gL, 43t 90 min J5, WHERHINWISE, OB
BIFMh 8N, HeGE NHULTE 150 min I, ZF2 N 8.52 g/L. ¥ & al
BRI S5 22 T A R AR AR L

Be 32 AIRIZK ISR I 2 SR S AL B P 9

Table 3-2 Inhibitors of different hydrothermal conditions of Camellia oleifera shells pretreatment

o

solution

¥ B AR (o)
=] Y BE
?f i ] (min) Fiﬁff g 2. R
130 10 0 0.7240.14 / /
130 10 0.02 1.4640.22 / /
130 10 0.04 1.344.17 2.3840.05 /
130 10 0.06 4.48+).16 5.0710.47 /
130 10 0.08 1.8240.24 7.354).70 /
130 0 0.02 0.0940.01 / /
130 30 0.02 2.3540.24 2.1440.14 /
130 50 0.02 5.7240.66 2.1140.36 /
130 90 0.02 6.12+1.52 2.21+1.32 /
130 120 0.02 21.2240.14 7.24140.32 /
130 150 0.02 20.01#.71 8.5240.98 /
130 180 0.02 20.73#.06 4.23+.28 /
150 90 0.02 21.014.10 2.3140.97 /
170 90 0.02 16.49+.35 / 2.6240.18

3.43 KA EREFHEE SR R AU RLERE DR
3.4.3.1 ZKIATRUAL T X R e R AR RE ) 2 B

I FAL B AT i A SR SEEAT B ZE AR b, 15 2RO
B 3-2 iR . FRALBACR 2R REEH) B REMIALS), 1 3071 cm™ (£F4ER
R B SRR AR 50 ) AL IR I AR A 2T 4 3R~ 2748 3 (19-OH B Ik 51 kS
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(R3], B SALBRIKREE RGN, 3071 cm™ #2846 cm™ AbIIAEZ), W RER I AT
ACFEREAE TP 2T 4 3R S T SRR, 3K S K IATRAL B 5 o R SE I AT R R 45 S
FAXT NI, 1018 ecm™ AERELFYER N p-14-FEFHE, HAS S HI9E, R RTenIr4E
RIS EATAE N, 01600 em™ EE I E URIENE, AR HARFUR S
AR DRI, 3K 5 20 7300 7 v AR SR AL B AR R E

(a) (b)
180min ] . i 150°C w_///
150min ——
_ | 120min _ T
& = [130°C _
# |oomi — [ ~~—"""
= ﬂm_n,_r_r_ii_r_,_,_r..ff—*_ — Y H | o
s “‘_‘—"—*‘*‘ﬂ_/‘ = W
—
30min . - -
[ — N S S

T T T T T T T T T T T T T T
4000 3500 3000 2500 2000 1500 1000 500 4000 3500 3000 2500 2000 1500 1000 500

HF(em™) #(em™)
()
0.08 mol/L FeCl, I .
D e N A
=
e, —
5 foosmanpeoy |
—
4000 3500 3000 2500 2000 1500 1000 500
FH(em™)

K 3-2 AN[E) () FRALBEIN a],  (b)TEJE LA (o)A R FE oAb 3 /5 it 2% SR 58 FT-IR ith £k
Figure 3-2 FT-IR curves of Camellia oleifera shells after pretreatment with different (a)

pretreatment time, (b) temperature and (c) ferric chloride concentration

3.4.3.2 FKIATIAL BT F5 0 7% SR 58 A7 4 3 45 L FE K o A

AARERMGERE LB EETER T BB 20=21.7°oo) AT IE i X
20~18.7°(Lam)HEAT TR, AN[R] 7K AR AL P 2% AU 15 1R 45 o FE 5 R I 2 5 ) 5%
RoTERIXTH, HAAgERG RMEAR S, BRI R T R LA RN
15.54%. EHIE 3-3a W50, BEA TUARERES (A 003G 0, FEoF4E R 4 s RS
JE BRI S, B ATIALEE 90 min, HAFHERSE M N 22.58%, WA
YR ER S T 7.04%. EHACEEFEF (130 °CHI 10min) , FeCls M 0.04
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WHNZE 0.08 mol/L, JHIZSHFaE: 54 E N 12.05~23.61%, X A] fE 2 T Ab B FE b &
BERR TOREER R, SEUAT4ER K BEWI I, YRR K45 AR AL 2R B AL
e, JEM X B BR S8t b X 38 K, mT RS (e gk 4R 4 Rl AT R

(a) (b)

30mim Crl%=13.74
o 0/ —
50min Cri%=15.26 130°C Cri%o=22.58

90min Crl%=22.58
120min Cr1%=13.92| &

150°C Cri%=23.46
150min Cri%=18.81

180min Crl%=22.00

G
hift J2E

 JER Cr%=15.54

T T EH Cd%e15.54
1 i

1 1 1 1 L 1 1 ME—— 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1

5 10 15 20 25 30 35 40 45 50 55 S5 10 I5 20 25 30 35 40 45 50 55

0.04 mol/L FeCl; Crl%=12.05

0.06 mol/L FeCl, Crl%=13.86

0.08 mol/L FeCl; Crl%=23.61

 EH Crl%=15.54

s

5 10 15 20 25 283((3} 35 40 45 50 55
3-3 AN[FE(a)FRALERIN E],  (b)HRE BA L (o)A BRI FE
FRAL B 5 o R5EH) XRD 2k
Figure 3-3 Different (a) pretreatment time, (b) temperature and (c) ferric chloride concentration,

and XRD curves of Camellia oleifera shells after pretreatment

344 KAKEABERTNAIEMRRFTES S
HI3 3-3 7K FAE G 1180 B0 B TOUAL B i 48 AR AL o AR mT . 205 A RS 31
TRAL B (i 25 SR SEACT R B R A BT i o KRG B TR BN 2 R4 s
(I R SR FE R A AL B J5 He 1, AR TR 2% e AF 43 & 2 AR B 26 P
KT o BRI AR, AP TIAL B il 2 SR 58 /K FATIUA 3 Ik A o A ) B TR 5
PR AR B TR, B/b T AR B AT 4 R MR k. 7E AR E R R (130 °C
A 10min) , FeCls M 0 3G/1% 0.08 mol/L, HAFIHRMFRF N EIHE TR, &
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DA==Y 479

N 30.56%, JLAFUERIRE TN 52.83%, FLT4ERMiH N 58.97%. TALHL
A BE AR K P Ab 2 = A (R 1) 4
i 2 R B A R R R R R R B AR
e 3-3 KA B H B TIRAL BRI 2 SR 7 1) 440 A4k,

Table 3-3 Changes in the composition of Camellia oleifera shells pretreated by hydrothermal

7 10-14 STACEA ) 16 IR RMIE, H

ABEI

combined fungal treatment

e HEG 4N (0

A —e aﬁ%ﬁ: FoChikE DRI PURRETRRAACY

=] 0 S NE N

il °C) (min) (mol/L) (%) AR N LF UK Y NGiE
1 130 10 0 67.17 14.03+0.52 35.52+1.04 33.2040.17
2 130 10 0.02 61.87 13.81+0.13 34.6140.10 32.550.14
3 130 10 0.04 70.27 16.81+0.76 31.9940.56 33.98+1.12
4 130 10 0.06 58.67  20.230.96 18.8540.03 41.4040.53
5 130 10 0.08 55.19  21.8940.51 14.6840.28 43.7540.64
6 130 0 0.02 64.95 14.5940.52 39.5540.18 30.2240.66
7 130 30 0.02 62.97 14.2440.32 33.2540.06 33.4940.24
8 130 50 0.02 60.78 15.3740.12 32.2640.43 33.5840.47
9 130 90 0.02 55.91 18.241.70 25.37+1.57 40.24+1.81
10 130 120 0.02 59.71  21.56+0.05 21.41+0.02 39.63+1.26
11 130 150 0.02 66.64  21.81+0.70 20.01+0.27 38.5740.12
12 130 180 0.02 57.98  23.49+1.64 17.91+0.39 40.2240.55
13 150 90 0.02 4654  25.45+025 2374024 54.710.16
14 170 90 0.02 55.01  26.60+0.47 2.3240.07 63.9340.04
15 IR 2 77.15 17.13240.19 32.8640.39 32.2140.54
16 OB E /K Az 70.15  13.1340.33 37.6620.27 31.5840.29

B 3-3 KIS TR A B R R e 9 4L AR Ak

0 Vi b THALEE 5 T A% SR 5T A 4 53 [FTUSCR (%)
] B WA FeClikE ‘(%) ez B4R ENGE
(°C) (min) (mol/L) R % TR i o
1 130 10 0 67.17  58.2942.14 64.6240.35 23.1040.4
2 130 10 0.02 61.87  52.83#0.50 58.9740.17 30.5640.31
3 130 10 0.04 70.27  73.0643.28 62.60+1.09 17.67+2.71
4 130 10 0.06 58.67  73.3843.47 30.1740.05 16.26+1.08
5 130 10 0.08 55.19  74.72#1.74 22433043 16.74+1.22
6 130 0 0.02 64.95  58.60+2.08 70.9740.32 12.33+1.48
7 130 30 0.02 62.97  55.46+1.25 58.6320.1 27.2840.52
8 130 50 0.02 60.78  57.7640.47 53.7030.72 29.62+40.98
9 130 90 0.02 55.91  63.0745.88 40.18+.11 13.13#.12
10 130 120 0.02 59.71  79.62+0.19 35.25+0.08 18.4042.59
11 130 150 0.02 66.64  89.89+2.90 36.35+0.49 8.6140.01
12 130 180 0.02 57.98  84.22+5.86 28.88+0.62 7.92+1.10
13 150 90 0.02 46.54 73.25+0.72 3.07#0.31  5.49+0.36
14 170 90 0.02 55.01 90.51+1.61 3.6630.11 /
15 IKFARIET 7715  81.73#0.89 69.8440.83 14.3241.44
16 JE R E K A B © 70.15  56.88#1.31 71.9740.53 23.74#.10

SRR I R FEE 130 °C, FeCla ¥R 0.02mol/L 7K A TRAL R 18] 10 min Ji5 48 40 B K B 5 AR BEN 116 .
B Trametes sp.LS-10C, PRIREEFE 8 ds

b EESE T I A R ARG K AT, AN AR RIRFK S 5 K BN AT E B Trametes sp.LS-10C, KK
8 d.
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3.4.5 KBRS A ERE IR G~ 1 EERAVEEE D17

R 3-4 TRALTR R A X R TV A 4 5 1)

Table 3-4 Effect of pretreatment conditions on he enzyme activity of crude enzyme solution.

%A e ‘ .
H e R TGB 2R Y R

A ey (min) F‘(’r(fllélf)g (U/mL) (U/mL)
1 130 10 0 1.958+0.030 0.35020.004
2 130 10 0.02 0.73340.022 0.03620.008
3 130 10 0.04 3.22040.069 0.47940.007
4 130 10 0.06 0.01140.001 0.33040.007
5 130 10 0.08 0.01140.001 0.49340.019
6 130 0 0.02 1.20740.044 0.3930.004
7 130 30 0.02 0.6060.016 0.42640.007
8 130 50 0.02 1.27140.044 0.36740.015
9 130 90 0.02 0.43040.017 1.05340.012
10 130 120 0.02 0.05840.001 0.79440.001
11 130 150 0.02 0.00140.001 0.8180.023
12 130 180 0.02 0.00340.001 0.64740.028
13 150 90 0.02 0.00140.001 0.46540.012
14 170 90 0.02 0.00240.001 0.4550.004
15 IR 2 0.00820.001 0.42640.012
16 SR TC K A ° 1.79340.066 0.39140.014

a RIS U 45 R4 130 °C, FeCls R0 0.02mol/L 7K #ATi &b BRI ] 10 min J54 A K H 5 RN B E

W, RRRKEFE 8 d;
b ISR M R R FER G A TIALEE, R FERIFAUK 7 Ja KN R A, #RIRET R 8 d.

IR FRERA 1 T8 B VA TRAL 5 7 AR B e Bl 35 AN 22 3-4 BT, SRk IR i
X KA AP PIAL B RE MR, K IATIALHE 130 °C, FeCls 0.04 mol/L PA K
FALEE 10 min, HIERERES &N 3.22 UmL, 44 R£EFE N 0.48 UmL. 24
SACER IR L =1 (0.06-0.08 mol/L), 7R WL A JE L 1 AR A A A e Sk, LT
RE S SRR P R K B TR B 7= AR A 2 i ) 5 380 o B v e i A A 13,
PR £ 2k 22 BT 0 5 7 i DS R B 4 4 RS MK T 2 U/mL, ATRE I
TR E T4 B A Pl A 7 O 1) T PR AT 3R VD R e, 3 BT A SR A 1 LT S
FRi R Al
3.4.6 IKARIKMEXE BIREETIERZ RFTHEEKER

D] A48 57 A9 2% P9 AR RO 2 1 il 25 SR 58 DA R FRUAR B 5 ¥ Tt s SR52, W
INEF4E R BEEE N 20 FPU/g T8, 2RI 3-5 PR, 2% 52 i kiR
12 h B2 % 6.39+0.03%, AR 24 h B AR F N 12.07+0.71%. BEE R
BRVR BE (PRI, 7K A T4 358 1) 38 2 W 7 e g, BB I RIS 0, /K AR AL 2
(Y81 22 3 7 e I 2 ALk B R 1 (7 8500 T 0 o K FAB A 2L B TOUAL B P R o
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IKFRAA L, B9 At e, 4 R B, BE/K A X 19 I mT e ik — 20 It AR o 3R A
130 °CTALFE 30 min FF5 0 0.02 mol/L FeCls 25, BE/KAR 24 h 5, KHIATAL
S M fg = 28 7 3.2 £, KIS B FLB Trametes sp.LS-10C b B2 A
FEEBEE T 477 5. KB FURE AL B R AR A B 007 A, HEE IR T RER IR
N R AR R 5 B AL B A

Wang %5515 [ 16 B AOAEAR FL B B0 & TR B K0S, e v &7 B = B 1
83.0%, fH2H IRALFI A T A 11 K APk B 1 J S B TOUAL B, R TR N (] hy 8
d, Iz R T A R AR FL B A TR o R 14 BPR A Fenton FlAL 3 5 HEAE)
FLABCA T E AT, FOCEM =R m T 1 52, BBy 10d. AF
KBS BB Trametes sp.LS-10C TiALH Ee M= R R ELIR = T 1.5

.

l\:[ o
R 3-5 JKE PR AR FL B TRAC B 2 SR ST B K A
Table 3-5 Enzymatic hydrolysis of Camellia oleifera shells by hydrothermal and hydrothermal

combined fungal pretreatment

s HEE 2 (%)
TR I AL 2 TR AR A BB AL 3
i lﬁ@ FeCls [ 12/(h) 24/(h) 12/(h) 24/(h)
(°O) (min) (mol/L)
130 10 0 46.1040.02 46.2340.01  49.8140.50 56.3940.41
130 10 0.02 39.8340.30 39.0940.42  49.7740.35 57.1840.79
130 10 0.04 38.7140.94 40.0640.17  50.1042.03 50.9742.81
130 10 0.06 36.1840.53 38.0240.06  48.1040.45 47.4542.31
130 10 0.08 40.1340.38 45.444021  50.9040.63 52.3142.40
130 0 0.02 43944023 46.2641.26  41.8640.32 45.2540.41
130 30 0.02 36.9740.89 37.4040.01  50.1540.28 57.230.18
130 50 0.02 39.2240.34 40314030  49.7340.19 49.9940.38
130 90 0.02 45.4640.04 48.9940.15  44.8040.01 50.800.64
130 120 0.02 38.0240.26 42.1240.03  39.1020.07 45.30#0.71
130 150 0.02 50.2240.24 5653028  ©2.8340.44 58.0240.03
130 180 0.02 42254023 47.974021  45.753.75 54.881).66
150 90 0.02 63.6841.44 70.060.80  90.43#0.46 9518463
170 90 0.02 67.2640.05 76.3640.19  80.6830.07 86.831.74
KPR @ 42.7540.04 45.0540.34
JE R TE K P22 1 b 7.594.28 57.9440.97
ABEPRJE I R TELE 130 °C, FeCls B3Il 0.02mol/L 7K FAFAL BRI [R] 10 min J& 28 4bBUK 1 Ja RN HE H

W, KRR 8d;
b EEHR S KM A BT R LK ATRALE, AR BEFKY G KEEN AR AR, RS 8 d.
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3.5 KRB

WIS T K INER S A B Trametes sp. LS-10C TRACHE 773, AWF7 S
FERE AL TN B 1R I 1RV A5 40 5 e K ™~ 28, SEIN Trametes sp.LS-10C i £ 1L
S B BRR F P E A G R DR R, IR ERIRE % SR T AR
14%(0-0.08 mol/L)~ i 5 (130-170 °C) T 4b BE S [H] (0-180 min) Xy 2% 5 5¢ H1 A it 4F
e 2R 253 77 BRI RE IR, 0 /K FATIAL BRIV AT $0 R A il , k7K AT A B S 1
RAE B RE I AT 4 2R 45 M0 B A0, RIS FLAL 38 /5 21 4 3R B K AT T % %% &2
AL AN U T .

(1) ZKANTRALEER 5 i 4% S 72 BRI B A ] LA B £ 4 R 45 i B 3R i ¢ 1
TN EREE M R AEDRAS, SRR R ST REMIR

(2) JKIRE E TR H A TRAL B A R B i 9 30.56%, 4 130°CH
AR FEARIIEAN 0.02 mol/L HALHE 10 min, FLLF4ERIREI N 52.83%, F-4F
HeRKWiH A 58.97%. KABLA AEHE Trametes sp.LS-10C TALFETE — B FEfE
EABETARE.

(3) THALHR JG 2% SRS o S5 AR RATY, 5 4R 2 S MG P AR R, 7K
AL B 5 V5 FL IR = R 3 1 312 %, /KIS BB B8 Trametes sp.LS-10C
TiAL PR GRS T 4.77 5.
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4T NSHEK A SRR RE TR

4.1 5|18

BIRA W TRAL B (KR CRARS PR AT TE A M AL 50 SR IR, (L2 B8 = B K AR
A U EL A TR RS (7 2 RS B K AR RCR AR, FOlE & 8 AR T TS S
KW, FLRTREAZ A RS A W m AR B S5 M P 2 3. Rk, fREES B
AL B AR BT R m il 2 R 5, SR AT 4 3R FR 5 B . A TiAh B
AR, A HUE R TAL B AR B AR A AN TR TR
REEZ, 5 T — 0 e o T e JH A v BRI 381 A9k A LA 7 R
PR Gy R, 3 EURSE R WA R AL B AR b B A A e R, PR T
3E A3, TG DU SRS (Tetrahy drofurfuryl Alcohol; THEA )& — e b A 1A 75 H.
HA @R B R, e — iR 57 i TIAL BRI 70401, Wang 45 A2V FT X
RTETRAH BN 70% THFA ALY TS0 T 91%MIAR R R A MR, 4R
JUFse Sk, B2 mims i . 46 THEA B HLVA 7 A+ THEA A LA
FEA P A PR RS D0 T AT (R, SRR3R R o

A% B 1R A S D ORIV I TOAL B 2 ) AR 2 S 52, Je i F A
R (BREUET ). SREGHEE . DUSUREE AN S BRIR ) |, BlJG, SR8
THT 7 425 70 B2 A BT SRR 2 il 2 SR 5 R B AL TIAL B 2% A o BEAT T TAL BN Ao £F
U R AL AR IR R 7E, P T e . B B L L E A RN A 4y
AN FHAL B AT J5 A0S R RWE SR . LR T AR S BRALVE S5 AT RAE 4347
N JE SRR K AR (AL B AR o ST BR B (et 25 SR 5 DA S oA BRI R A o 3 AT
GrEaif, BHATEEALANIE . BB IR UL K GPC S RAE
i BEJG, DURIEINE S SO aAR, B SRR L R BE AN R SRBERE |
iR 60, iR 80 PEG10000 A1 PEG20000) S i A% 5 7 I g 5 B2 A1 v oA i i
Jr B 7K MR EME . PR ST T PEG10000 78 &0 Bl /K ARG K SE e, B Jm, N 1 it
— B s RS AR 2, RTC T A SAMEEXT TR B il 245 SR 5% R K AR
SO, P ARAS R O] R MR DR P T 5 4 A P I Rk R = A e i
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4.2. SRR
4.2.1 EIEJRERL

BEHRI 2% S FE AL 2 0 %75 2.2.1
422 TEIRFIRILZ

FTAAAL AR MR 1L 2.

4.3 KWHE
43.1 SULER-TEMEETACIERMAE RTINS E

4 15.0 g A F 5 300 mL THFA/ZKIETR (50, 70, 80, 90 BAK 100%) 5
FeCls (0, 0.02, 0.04, 0.06 LLJ% 0.08 mol/L) EALFIMA A TN HIREG)FET
RBLEE(1000 mL)H . 8 BT ARAB ISR RE, KRS PILL 3 °C/min B)E
FIFAEAF AR (100, 120, 130, 150 LL& 170°C) , FALHEFEH
SN ZE AR LA 600 rpm FEAT UM $E, 55 o I iR P 3 T Ak 3 UL FE ) 463
THE, TRACEERS A (0, 20, 30, 40 LLJZ 50min) o RMEEHJE, ZEPE KM
FRNVKK P PGEA N, B 2RV 00 2 =00y ik FH 80-120 pm FLAEHY
WO S AT A U, 43 B I USCE F A BERRT A RV o oA B Y 4 FH 40
it ARSI DA B A 5T 2R P[RS o LA BER ) I A B ) K i 2 P e, YA VR IR AL
(-47 °C)AET 48 h Jafitife T B S H T Ja 8k, 4R, PAGERMATE
[R5y 53 b DA S AP 3K i . 3050 LA SRVEAEHEAE 105 °)C T HET 8 h, TS
BRAE AT
432 SMLER-TISMREETACIERMAFE REAMMK

i Design Expert 13.0 #AF ¥ i1 H 0 4 4 5256 (Central composite design;
CCD)YRA VY S HRREIR & FAL B AL B 25, 2R R R UHEEE(130-170 °C).
IS 1] (0-30 min). AICI; ¥ (0-0.04 mol/L)H1 THFA /% (50%-90%), SR & i 4%
AR5 7 % DR R R 5T 3R 0 Bk 2 AR 2 4 3R OR B R (R 52, -4 s LA R R DY S0k
BT T 2.

CCD S5 e s T 4 KI7F1 3 KF, Lkt 28 s, M4drHEE K.
IS8 Design Expert 30 S5 BT 70T, @37 T 45 B 4040 1) 2
[ YA, HEIGAIE T [V (AT S b . CCD SRI0 B3 St W i BB U 3% 4-1
7R o
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Table 4-1 CCD experimental design table and corresponding response values

# 4-1 CCD LG BETHR I B A

X1 X2 X3 Xa Y1 Y,
R s LR pec i ﬁ%ﬁi SHERE ARENG Eﬁf
o oy (%) (%)
1 50 0 0 130 88.50#).35 25.23+).66 90.20
2 90 0 0 130 91.9146.65 18.18+1.60 98.33
3 50 30 0 130 97.91+.23 36.49+4).19 78.39
4 90 30 0 130 98.94+).65 22.07H.37 91.34
5 50 0 0.04 130 87.20H.56 34.064).31 71.56
6 90 0 0.04 130 87.30+.30 24.94H .74 90.33
7 50 30 0.04 130 90.104).59 76.234).39 28.66
8 90 30 0.04 130 91.804).44 58.544.40 49,18
9 50 0 0 170 93.1240.17 33.56+1.38 78.74
10 90 0 0 170 98.90+2.00 20.79+.50 88.56
11 50 30 0 170 89.33#).27 68.28+2.00 34.34
12 90 30 0 170 92.70+1.48 30.03#).70 73.37
13 50 0 0.04 170 96.70+.17 79.044.95 23.63
14 90 0 0.04 170 91.67+1.26 77.414.33 32.14
15 50 30 0.04 170 67.254+).72 85.024).06 16.20
16 90 30 0.04 170 64.514).73 85.55+4).34 17.14
17 30 15 0.02 150 91.02+2.26 58.61+4).49 31.11
18 100 15 0.02 150 94.81+).96 27.18+2.97 79.76
19 70 0 0.02 150 84.704).67 33.304).46 66.26
20 70 45 0.02 150 82.25+).34 82.24+).17 23.93
21 70 15 0 150 92.804.56 25.904).63 85.55
22 70 15 0.06 150 83.674).40 81.14+).89 21.56
23 70 15 0.02 110 92.70+2.65 15.302.43 87.94
24 70 15 0.02 190 81.44H .63 87.94+4).07 19.65
25 70 15 0.02 150 95.15+.19 73.85+).51 30.79
26 70 15 0.02 150 99.8640.12 73.11+1.53 27.88
27 70 15 0.02 150 97.4710.11 76.8710.28 31.61
28 70 15 0.02 150 96.3540.82 79.2540.41 29.15

433 FHEEERKEESE

1 W

mmol/L, pH 4.8)7&

A1 150 mL 5 253,
%4 50 °C #1150 rpm FEEATHEME. [FIRS,

REL 0.2 g TR TALEE 5 B9 25 52 A 20 mL F7F PR 2% #P R (50
N 10 FPU/g A4k 5B T8, 7E8%
PAREHE 5 A 2% SR e A s B k47 ik

BfE. WAL, EARFFYERBEHE (1, 3, 5, 7 f 10 FPU/g T-5) FEFUKE

(2, 5, 7, 10, 12 F115% w/v) &, XHPiab3eym 25 5 55 B K fE e

fitio N T MTRARER 5 B it 2 R 70 b 3R B 2 M &b, K
i 80+ PEG10000 FI PEG20000 4

40

SEININFRILL 40 mg/g BT 3L N & 3

A

1T 1=

JEAT TR
s 60, It

TR I
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fU A, SR — D e IS IR e . BEAh, AREIE TR A R S8 BT
FEAR R LT 4 KB KB KRR BL (12, 24, 36 LUK 48 h) #MIIAFETRFEE (3,
5 AL 6% wiv) , BETTAEA 7K Al A 2 b ) B A L IR R IR 3] 15% wifve 5 J1H 0.5
mL B AERE , B T VK- 20 °CLRAT 4 BT AR [FIAE b 72 12000 rpm 250> 2 min,
AR EIEVBAR RIS 0.22 pm AL RIEMELS , R = RORAH LA, FE T IS K
BRI AKX ET 3.3.6

43.4 FHEENHMHRLI A

G B TRARFE i s SR 5 CRIBEER 5 A A8 52D FITIAL B 5 )i 5%
0.4 g F1 20 mL F75 BR 22 (50 mmol/L, pH 4.8)VE-&7E 150 mL M mh, fn
ANV YR, 1 4°C 54FF 150 rpm $ER M 2 h'31, W45 3 S 8000 rpm
B5.0 10 min, MU ISR (&, W 2T 4 3l 2R 10 o B T S B S 06
JE VAR i B 4T 4 SRR 1 IR 2 22, VR B PR T 4k R B (1 5 B LA AR 4T
UER I TR A AR R, AL ST
43.5 KRFEARIMALTSE
4.3.5.1 MARFTARPIR PRI 44

T2 SR ST R A5 2 (BRI LA R alifh 570 22 13, i Sk R B Kb S I
RATENR RIS, BL 1, 4-Z5UNHONB BT IE SR, T IRBORE It
FEIERIRGG G, IR P B8 N 95% Z B 4T 4 RyTiE ok, B0t %%
VUEYD, R IEWMORAT S UORYE . BIRAEIS 10 ARG 28 TKIR S,
F HCL 77 pH £ 1.5-2.0, 10000 rpm 5.0 2 min J5EUTHERS 7, 2B FKE%
G S RTIR(-47 °C) T 48 ho BE— AL , KRR 2 VAT 90% LR,
TN 10 f5AARFR 1258 1 /K 5 O HCLIEAY pH £ 1.5-2.0, EEEL. WikS
BHRTHRAPR, KRS B3, BR2IAmRER, BEE - RAPRE S
I AEAR TR . T 2R R T BRES TR IR i 2 SR 52, MUEA b dn 44
N MWL,
4.3.5.2 G- I SRR TRAL B R R R R SR BRI 24k,

MRAE Ma 25 AU 56 ) 77 V3R BUR AL VA R 7E THFA WilR AR R, H
J7¥: 5 HCL 5 [BISCR FiAL BRI pH & 1.5-2.0, £ 10000 rpm 250> 2 min J5 &
B YITE . VIEMA LB T RKREHEE R, BEJE1E RS A R T B
—47°C T 48 ho FHHRAE 52 57 iR B 2 R UL S 4k 75 25 Ead A ]
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PZA 25 VY SR B T AL B P B B 3, 7E AR SC P bl i 44 09 THFA-ARJF 3R
4.3.6 ARFRETHE R LE 73 BIME 75 3 LA R HIHI 446

HARD e J7 iR & 4T 3.3.3.
437 G- ERETIEE RRRFTHRIES T

SR VY ORI FRAL B 5 i 25 58 (0.037 mol/L FeCls £E 170 °CF R 0
min) AR TACIR A R 7 (B IS s 1 7e) T RAE 7 H . FT-IR W5 77
FEAR W TN 3.3.2. FRELL 5.0 mg WIFEMAERE IO FURER . KA
HLT SRR L BT ity R TR IR 28540 o SR PR PR ARG I ot ) 2 T L4 o, R o
SAEEIZRE TR, BTRENCEIMT Zeta AR, SR BEIEIRACH: 1 7F
KT R RAERE S 104022 S5 4 2 B B 60 mg [ PR FE 094 0.5 mL i Ak — 3k
TR, SRJE BT A% LR A3 b e 5 ) 2D HSQC NMIR i
43.8 MERRFEARREZMUSBRERRRWRES

R 5 (1031 245 SR 7 AR 5T 38 A DY SEURRIE A 5 3 R AE A AT AR o FT-IR U 5E
i EAR W E T 3.3.2. BUEERFRE 8.0mg, WM T 100mL ZEEH, ARGt
JGRETHIE H: 3D FOGHREE . SEAMr OB EETHEE 200-800 nm FHFEVE A, W E
FER 1 em, SpHTEAMBICRE. ARBTR T8RRI E AR & 3T 5 %
Kyl #%(RID-10A), 7E 50°C {84 [PLgel 10 um MIXED-B (300 mm x7.5 mm)]
HET, LA 1.0 mL/min Ji3E, JRa0AH 9 ISR .
4.4 ER511L
4.4.1 SULER-TUSMREZRITRALIE ZFRIRAL
4.4.1.1 BRHEFEMRL

W T A D SR B M A B R e THFA WRE . SR BIRE . T
Ak PR L FEE R FT AL SR I ) % it 26 SR 5S4 43 43 BT R (RIS, o B TR SR IR R AR 2%
nlEl 4-1b Fios, B THFA IREERIHEN, THRERAFERREEMEANKR, 1
7E 93%, =5 THFA WKIEZ N 90% N FLAT4E 2 (R B 2 1E 98%, THFA #K[EZ Y 70-90%
RIA T 2 Mt 2R AE 80% /e AT, 5 BB o)/, S Ak - DU SR 1) T 2 ik 25
RFECKH 70% THFA W N fEE . BRI BIRER (K 4-1c) , 0.02 mol/L
N R BEE TACER R BN (B 4-12) , L4 ROt n, 2
20 min EFIE K, FHERMEERN 98%, AFEMHEN 81%, b5k i I
(I3 N, 274 3 OR BE BRI R TP 8R T F% .
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100 @ - 100 100 ®) z 100
I I

807 B 5 F IR g B = 805

g < £ 80+ g

U . F604 AT E] M

ﬁ 40 . - 40 E ﬁ 60- i}g

%20 L0k % 402

0 T T T T T 0 40 T T T T T 20
0 20 30 40 50 50 70 80 90 100
T A BE [N} [11] (mim) THFA ¥ (%)
(©) (d)
I = 100
I ’ l ;
90 90 o 590+ o -80 _
) o o g S < g
i m O ® X - 60 5%
E L F = g ¢
- — 4 - — ﬁ
A% 70 70 e @ 70 = = 8 40 ;\;
= R i
& < W F20 2
50 T T T T T 50 50 g T T T T 0
0 0.02 %(E)%'.?; 0.0§ 0.08 100 120 130 150 170
FeCl; AR (mol/L Tkt B BECC)

AR REE) O AKRBTRBERFE(%)

B 4-1 A FIFALHE (a) FRAL BRI 18], (b)THFA WKEE, (o) SRR BE LA K (d) THUAL B 20 i 5%
RFCH T BRI
Figure 4-1 Effects of different pretreatment (a) pretreatment time, (b) THFA concentration, (c)
ferric chloride concentration and (d) pretreatment temperature on the husk components of

Camellia oleifera shells
4.4.1.2 WM THARAL
Z JulPl AN 5 AR & (THFA W, FeCls WRFEE, TRUAb3 IG5 Al 7l #E v}
[ L RAE (AR OR B AR BT bR ) IR ¢ Rl LA ik #2
(Eq. )F(Eq.2)3R 7~ N T4 ht (Al
Y/=97.23+0.4058%X;-0.1525% X>-1.35%X3-1.02xX,4+0.0163x X7 x Xo-1.25% X % X;-
0.3312%X 1% X4-3 44X Xox X3-5.62x Xox X4-2.14x X3% X 4-0.7110% X12-3.35% X2 1.93 x X3%-
1.79 xX2-1.01x X x X3x X4-2 24X Xox X3x X4-2.69% X1 2% X2-3.09% X1 2% X3-1.50% X 2% X4
(4-1)
Y2=75.77-7.29%X1+9.80xX+15.40% X3+16.60% X4-3.18x X ;¥ X+1.99% X X X 3-
0.9687x X x Xat1.13x X% X3-2. 78X Xox Xy +4.3Tx X3% X 4-8.76 XX 12-5.06% X2%-5.76 % X3
736X X4%2.68% X x X3x X4-6.43x Xox X3%x X4-5.83% X 2% X (4-2)
A Y Yo iR 4E = R AR TR MR, X1 Xov X3y Xe 2 iAR
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& THFA WREE. TUALBEISIA]. FeCly WKJEZ . TALPRIRSE . MRIER 4-2 thHR iy
Z 7P HT(ANOVA), 2745 Or B SRR R i B R AL 1 p fH/N T 0.0001, (H T
R, p HRT 0.1, XRMPAEIIBAE A G2 e PR a4
R AR 5 REUELIRT 10%, VLI S8 K BAT R 4F (ks BEAT AT 524k

R 42 LPYEFR AR 2RI BR A 1 2 T IR R 1y 223 W 4

Table 4-2 ANOVA results of the multiple regression model for cellulose recovery and

delignification
e AL IR B 2 (%) AR5 2R R 2E.(%)
Ratio F-value  P-value Ratio F-value  P-value
BT 178750  36.22  <0.0001 17548.70  47.48  <0.0001
Intercept 97.25 / / 75.78 / /
X1-THFA K % (%) 0.40 3.92 1.51 -7.29 58.63  <0.0001
Xo- FH AL BRI} 8] (min) -0.15 0.18 0.07 9.80 105.94 < 0.0001
Xs-FeCls ¥ &£ (mol/L) -1.35 14.58 5.61 15.40 261.68 < 0.0001
Xa-FRALHE I (T) -1.03 8.40 3.24 16.60 101.41 < 0.0001
X1X2 0.02 0.01 0.01 -3.18 7.45 0.0212
X1X3 -1.26 25.25 9.72 1.99 2.93 0.1180
X1Xa -0.33 1.76 0.68 -0.97 0.70 0.4253
X2X3 344  189.75  73.04 1.13 0.95 0.3547
X2Xa -5.62  505.13  194.44 -2.78 5.69 0.0382
XaXa -2.14 73.53 28.31 4.37 14.05 0.0038
X1=2 -0.72 12.43 4.79 -8.77 84.87  <0.0001
X2 -3.36 27051  104.13 -5.06 28.21 0.0003
X3= -1.93 89.61 34.49 -5.76 36.57 0.0001
X42 -1.79 77.31 29.76 -7.37 59.93  <0.0001
X1X3X4 -1.01 16.20 6.24 2.68 5.29 0.0442
XoX3X4 -2.24 80.55 31.01 -6.43 30.44 0.0003
X1X; -2.69 38.70 14.90 / / /
X1X3 -3.09 51.05 19.65 / / /
X134 -1.49 11.90 4.58 -5.83 8.34 0.0162
AT / 0.44 0.80 / 3.34 0.1752
A 5t 2 H(%) 1.78 8.85
(L34 25.86 19.99
e R 0.99 0.99
W R’ 0.96 0.97
Tt R? 0.78 0.82

AR 4-2 AT, F4ERRERIERIL 25.86 FIA T R BFRZEAIEE
19.99 (IS EEEAERT 4, RUFZBA AT FH-FHEM TN 0 F oo RER?), HA
RIS KT 0.9, RS I RECB KT 0.9, RIIBELS S0 8040 140 &
Rif. HHAEA B, FAR TR R X EF4E 5 AR B 5 (p=0.07) FIA 5 25 i b R
(p<0.0001)35F B2 F2m, TMHALER (Al 5 THFA KX 4E R R E (p=0.01)
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FAA 5T 25 B R B (p=0.0212) 1) 3 HAF P 23 o TOAL PRI B 5 T Ak PR Bf ) AC 5 3%
il B R (XoX=0.0382) /) p DL K Tl AL R B 5 FeCls Rk & R B & i bx K
(X3X=0.0038)I1) p 1EH EZE A HAEH

o -
i %
e 73
% i
S =
5 S
?;5%

o
n

e
=

*®
n

21
4
R
il
%
S

80
~

i [ (min)
(iv)

(%) S ERSEIMES N

B‘“ﬁl(min) FeCl W’E(M)
v) .
(vi)
Kl 4-2 4SRRI 20 3D/2D WS () THFA W SIFIE, (i) THFA WJE 5540 gk,
(i) THFA 3R S5, (iv)iRE5 THFA K, (VIRESEE, (vi)EES S eik g

Figure 4-2 3D/2D response surface plot of cellulose retention rate (i) THFA concentration and

(Do) B

time, (ii) THFA concentration and ferric chloride concentration, (iii) THFA concentration and
temperature, (iv) temperature and THFA concentration, (v) temperature and time and (vi)

temperature and ferric chloride concentration.
A R A AR AR, RoR AR R S R A R RO &R . i,
TEARFETAL R 264 FeCls ¥ FE(0.02 mol/L) LA K TRAL G FE (150 °C) A TE LT,
THFA % FEE 151 Ak 35 B[] of 2 24 25 08 B 6 R o0 25 . Bk 2 1) & il Ay 78 LA 1)
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THFA ¥R £ (50-63%)Ta FEl N, Bl A TilAb ERSF[A] A 0~30 min (340, WELRIA R &
Fii b & B T 4. THFA IKFELE 64~90%H 8, (H R A 2K S 208 _ETHE
BTN RS ISR SR, TETRAL B 5 T 2 SR SE I AR 4 2 (0 IR B R AN A
MR Aerh, THFA ¥ EEANTRAL B [A] 2 (B A7 B8 A ELAE A, X sk i i
T&E PR THFA WREE, R LLEEARAE 1 T4 25 BN 8] A SEIWA 0T £ 4 35 16 A

A
- %
Jig i
b B
* %
wd
B
>
%
&

(%) HBENT>r
(RIHBTMFTH

(%) HSEMT >
(RIHTENT >

(V) (Vi)

Kl 4-3 AJiE WS ZEE) 3D/2D Wi (1) THFA W 5018, (i) THFA W E 580,
(ii)) THFA K E 5B, (Qv)iRE S THFA WK, (v)iRESETE, (vilEE S S Sk

Figure 4-3 3D/2D response surface diagram of delignification (i) THFA concentration and time,

(i) THFA concentration and ferric chloride concentration, (iii) THFA concentration and
temperature, (iv) temperature and THFA concentration, (v) temperature and time and (vi)

temperature and ferric chloride concentration.

FIFH Design Expert XA B B £ 25 14 0.037 mol/L FeCls iR E T 62%
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THFA WJZAE 170 °CORIR 0 min, T B R LT 4 3 Or B F MR 5T 3Rt B 32 70 il ik
#) 97.69%41 88.17%. FEMAAIFAF T, o R BR J5 2T 4E 31 IR B R AR
JR MR N 92.82+0.11%F1 85.32+0.62%, 214k R AR B FAAR EMBERE p
EIIRT 0.05, SEIHHE 5 T AE 6 53 72 57 o P AP 4E 3 B %08 92.20+0.07%,
TRALHE S5 [ A TR v [ R h 22.33+1.03%. TRALER G (M A e h e ge R S E Lt
JERHR & T 3.2 £, 153 66.61£0.09%, FLFHER AR 73704 12.64+0.35%H1
20.79+0.41%.

S BR-DY SRR B TR 25 (¥ TIAL BRI ok & F 9 1.23+0.13 g/L, TR %
BN 421£0.05g/L, HEPESERN 1.93£0.62 g/L, K& EN 8.58+£0.34 g/L, 1
WA RN 4.0140.07 g/Lo 25 3R, TiAb BRI B0 Bk 1) AR SR 1 2 LR B IR T
AFTE  IX Be 25 B Tang 5 NSHRIE 1945 AN, AT THFA /KIS HRAE 150 °C
AR 30 min, 45 LK B 2 R IR SROWE Ml DL B A AR N ACHE T 78 AR A THFA
F FeCls MM 2% 578 o i AU P AR SR A T W] Re .

R AR R AR 7L (3R 4-3) 4 B2k F 70 LR MR IR 37920 (9 AR J5i
SRUE R, SIS AR A 0 B BB R [ N 1 4 2R O /N B R AR 19 - Qi
S NIIF 0.21 mol/L B EHEEAE 130°C T TRALERJH 25 3 76 30 min J& , A E] 8%
AR 2R R, BEE PAL TR (B 2E K55 70 min I, 2% 558 IO AR 2 i KR
HEME] 17%, (22, WMZRFTHA4ER IR 73% N R 65%. 1EIAFG L
WA Cy -IRNES. CBE. BEER. Hha) U4 147L FeCls LTS 192 i 7 AR
YRR 3 LR (KT 70%) , HEH L 4ERRE R P LUREL, A
JREF Y3 K E R A Y RAE AL B IS FE A i, AR R A e Rk & . A
L2 T, AP AIERIRAF TR 24 (170 °CLR¥E 0 min, 62% THFA, 0.037
mol/L I FeCls) I B /G A R b RBR T 85% AR E, [N
T 3% 4.

SEUGA - DU SR P T A 3 B0 2 4 ST 4, L A FELLE 2 (R AN 4 S B 2
AT, 12N R AR, (1S AR ER B HIE 170 °C (R T- THFA (i
RO, Bk T THFA SRR GEACER IR EE A, AT B S 40 A 1 S S22, o —
JTTHT S BRAN (0 S A A 7R T8I IGEE S FBE 7 5 5 AR A TAL B A A [ET AL
PRI, SUAR BRI A U SRR (1 A o 21 44 2 TR 3 7 VR AE Ml A v e T A
pNUEIETRCE 1) [1p =
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R 4-3 RIREF Yz AW 7 B AN [ FIAL 25 92 (1 B A

Table 4-3 Comparison of different preprocessing methods on the separation of lignocellulosic

biomass
AL F I T 2% S5 4L
U 4 kb Era‘/ﬂﬂﬁ*%m H 43 1m]
K (%) .
5k ‘ ‘ ‘ LT 4 =7
. i BE MW 4% ; {;é_jlf Kz Xk
(T) (min) fREAE E i Bk %
Hih / 180 180 82 33 39 [146]
i 3% H.S04 160 150 38 100 78 [147]
[ 0.6% H,S04 125 100 88 86 68 [153]
7K 0.5% ZnCl, 170 30 80 91 5 [154]
K 2 mol/L 3E 5B 120 30 66 85 27 [155]
A / 200 120 71 03 gg  [143]
TG lj‘]@a
LT / 200 120 76 74 72 [145]
K 0.21 mol/L P& 130 30 73 72 8 [144]
K 0.21 mol/L P& 130 70 65 81 17 [144]
=
THFA  0.037 mol/L FeCls 170 02 93 92 85 f“
™
;ﬁ? THFA  0.06 mol/L AICI; 150 30 98 93 90 [143]
=}
HiE o=
. . I/L FeCl 1 [149]
s - 0.05 mol/L FeCls 30 90 86 99 65
IKFE R [156]
N Hi 0.06 mol/L FeCls 150 20 96 86 72
FEFF
THSE
KFFE K 0.25 mol/L FeCls 138 20 71 93 12 [150]
i
H; K 0.1 mol/L FeCls 160 30 70 100 0 (51
HtE i [152]
s I 0.025 mol/L FeCls 170 60 94 26 53
i3] 7K 0.1 mol/L FeCls 170 30 85 84 0 [148]

@ 2 S S E N E IR T R E] 170°C,  BIAE 170°C FARFF 0 min i, SERDRE SR 85 B EHR A VKK A
442 TRALIERTEMFREHRIES
4.42.1 LLAMYHT
223 THFA-FeCls AL P (62% THFA, 0.037 mol/L FeCls, 170 °C {#%F 0 min)F¥)

T R TG AR AL BRI AR SR STAH ELAL, 2R R 5T 1250em ™ b ZLAMIE (5 AR5
21 C-O-C AR FRAHIR) JUFIHA (K 4-4) , RUIRFIRSE TR, H
X RETFRAL B JE AR R & A 30% FFREE] 21%. tbAh, 1725em™ AL WR IS
(R TT FEMR A 1) C=0 RANA ) JhIG. X ATRERE Kok 221 4k 304k
ORI AR, T — AR T 2RI, Wen 58 NISSHEBIAR R A2

48



ZRCLRE R A 22 A kiR S

B I 10 25 3% W] AR 58 A Jo 21 448 2R R0 KA

17257

——  TALFRRSE

— KRR

T T T T
4000 2800 1600 400 2180 1730 1280 830
B (cm) A (em)

B 4-4 RACEATAL L E (K13 7% R 5E FT-IR 2k
Figure 4-4 FT-IR curves of untreated and pretreated Camellia oleifera shells
4422 T

PR S TR = 2 400 °CIY,  TRALFR AT 5 i 25 SR 52 I R E AR AN K] 4-5
PR, Sl 400 CI TR BEAT 5 i 2% SR 7 PR AR 270 64% A1 82%. [F]
I, G TAL R 2% SR 7 B RO 3 B A 295 °CT T i ] 345 °Co 45 RERH], &
A F e 2% B e ) AR e MEA B T R B R . X RT BE R R A A SR SR T AL HE
Ja, W HATEYIR IR E) MBS Te P Bk, 1 A 3 i 1 ] i
FREMR TR, AR, X5 LR R,

of

100 8
—_— o —4=
FIAL B f5 5%
80
Fé6
=
£ o 2
e E
i T4 8
40 - 36% E
T (=]
o v 2
204 345°C L 18%
295°C d 400°C
0 T T 0
30 220 410 600

HIE (°C)

K 4-5 RACBEATALEE M RS TG 2k

Figure 4-5 TG curves of untreated and pretreated Camellia oleifera shells
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4.42.3 ST

AR FEL 0.037 mol/L FeCls £ 170 °C F#%F 0 min Filkb# )5, H SEM K
BiER (B 4-6) , TALERETE Rl R R AE T R FIESERN, MRV
T BRI R AR A, SE M e 8 TRAL B B S8 /N D) R 2, A
M58 T AL . 75 SEM MR WIS S TRAL HR 5 (1 [ 4R 5 i R T 30 70K
7S, X N RAL A M AT R AR T B

J e 5 ' : T SO =
// s - 5, e W NN
oW g, 7 ‘ v ahole O LT ?
&= W —~y 4 \
g e = = - \

smoothness-crust 3 : y R\ N
e ¥ = ' &AL TR AR 3
e b : s 3

SEAL ~ SRR
> o R . -, .
\: \hb_e?j.:\ \:\ ; "

M &
~ ¥
3

e slice
3

Regulus 2.0kV 7.6mm x1:00k LM(UL)y».

Kl 4-6 RACBEAITIAL P 2 R e ) SEM K&
Figure 4-6 SEM images of untreated and pretreated Camellia oleifera shells

4424 WREA, FLAEBRIILE ST

RZ A F P RS LR TR L FLARFRAIFLAR 20 58 0.24 mP/g. 1.04x107°
cm’/g Al 3.36 nm. HILERMM ., FUAFRFASEIC T RRAED T (g E i
g 159 1600, 30 b 2 J5 (e 2% SR 5 LU R AR RN LSRR AR 3 I T 24.6 £570 34.3
B, AL F] 6.15 mY/g A1 36.75%1073 em®/g, W FRAL B G (T 2% R 7 45 /AR 15
FAHI, A R e T AR TR G K, A BT 7E B /K A% o 58 47 PR W B 2 4 R
DASR B K MR AR
4.42.5 HAGATHT

2035t FRAL B 3 2% B 7S B BB AL A-35.1 mv AN E]-29.9 my, TRANERFEAR T
TR SR SR AR A A AT, IX AT RS F T R T A 35 R LI A5 471 B AT A T
XML JE AT B 2 1 55 21 4 2T 55 3 2% R e 22 1) BRI B L/ 1601
4.42.6 ZYER BT >

FAL P S5 PRI 2 SR 5T X0 £F 4 S K P R I B 56.3%, 2 RALFR 6.9 5.
e R (SN =gtiabli B e 1 (S = R N o QU e A R S AR A K O
BRI A DU SRR RE 1) TRUAL 22 P RETE B /K gt - BAT (B
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443 SER-TSHREZR TR IR B E RIBR/K R

LA L [ TEAE 5%I, £F4ERBGECE S INE] 10 FPU/g TR0 (& 4-7)
TRALFR I 2 RSl /K il 48 h JE I ETHE 09 T1%, & T AR AT HiaE et fibfiLe
15 FPU/g T F /K LB TAL PRI 27 R 58, BERCRAN 50%. B2, X—45 118
WAIS T /KB FT MW . KA T8 1) 38 4 B 7 .(90%) 137 162 1631, 33X n] e 2 H
TR GEIE A ) v AR AL S5 AL T3

80

A 1FPU/g 3FPU/g 5FPU/g

60 4 < 7FPU/g =10 FPU/g

HEHE™E (%)

40 50

SIS 1) (h)

4-7 SY6JE ST L ¥ £T i 3R R B (FPU/g)
Figure 4-7 Cellulase loading with 5% solids content (FPU/g)

L 2% IR FE AT 10 FPU/g T35 /KM 24 h [ T4k FE e 255 SR 5 110 7 26 i = 2R
N 69.36£0.40%, LUARALHE I A% R 52 (11.5320.90%)FE 5= 1 6.0 i (K] 4-8)
THFA-FeCls T4 F 5 i 7% SR 7o B K fift 03 W 38 o . IX W] e HH T 41 4E R gt
i Ak S 25 SR 5 (0 T B R I BT R

SR, 1E 5 FPU/g TR T, BB PR 2%I8 NS 15%I0F, 6 & b
RN, Rl TRAC B S 2 SRS AE KR 24 h JERBETE &L, FERUK
JZ10%, 12%, 15%M, FALEM R R ERIE MBI R . 1E 15%FFIRE T
7K f# 84 h Jo, ANZRTS 50% M) EIHE = 263X ] e U DA T e A 5 I A2 Tl /K S
S R A T BE T AR R 2R A 4 R LSS AR A P B
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Tl # J e B e (%) 5 FPU/g 3%
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= Kttt
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A
4 N\
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) puLissil= 2 5 10 12 15
’ e N J
A AT Y

2%EFHE, 10 FPU/g T4

K 4-8 5 FPU/g 3k (5 BT XS /KA 24 h ] ) B B 52

Figure 4-8 Effect of solid loading of 5 FPU/g dry substrate on glucose yield from hydrolysis for

24 h

AR TRUAL B 2 SR S I R B KRR, FERE RN 15% 00, A 5
FPU/g THEHEATREMERT , VRN PN 700 vl B T LASE m B /K R R 4, AR 4R 14
4-9 AT A1, hiE 80, RHIE 60, PEG10000 LA & PEG20000 [ 4 bl = 5 L A& i
i, #REE KA R ER (K 4-9) o S5HARR AL, PEG10000 FIANA
fHKAR 72 h G IR &P R B E IR 62%. TALER 5 i ih A 52 M EE K A ik
IS T B 2 A0, K ™ 2 e o e WU P2 B ey T I 69 g/

70 - 72
| | ik L39S
i 43
65- b
% - 64
- b
s . =)
w60+ &
o b I ] =
= i 56 %
F 55 =
[ - 48
50 - I
45 40

Without Xylanase Tween 80 Tween 60 PEG10000 PEG20000
s

P 4-9 N RIS ARFR X B KA 2

Figure 4-9 Effect of different additives on enzymatic hydrolysis

7 5 FPU/g F3EMN 15%5 Bk JE 24~ PEG10000 ¥ hi - [R A% 5 i 25 4 &
=R, HE 4-10 AT50, BEEWINEE N, a5 R 20 0T 5 & BT
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¥, 40mg/g THIBIMENEA, FFHERLNDMANLE R, Dt —25
B2 i AL B 5 I 7% A 7 1Y) iR I EE K A o

70
[ sk
TR R =72

65 @
s @
3 % ' m b teg
¥ 601 2
¢ 1 :
= &
& - 56 =

55 =

50 - 48

45 ; . : . . 40

20 40 60 80 100

PEG10000 Z/NE: (mg/g)

4-10 PEG10000 ¥ 115X g 7K fift (1) 5 el
Figure 4-10 Effect of PEG10000 addition on enzymatic hydrolysis
MR SCERUA 190, 7 5 FPU/g HEEZRA T, MIIREE UK E N 3% 5%H1 6%
ITEOL TR, 43R 4-3 TERIGRIE R 1% £ PEG10000 FIE N A ATE 12, 24, 36 il
48 h IS INFRAL B 5 R 2 5, AR AR UK IS B 15%.
R A4 TRALBE S 2 R 7 7 R} Bl K i

Table 4-4 Enzymatic hydrolysis of Camellia oleifera shells with batch supplementation after

pretreatment
KIS TIAL BRI 2 SR 5
(%, Wiv) 84 h WiF=% 84 h MHKIE
o (%) (g/L)

P VIR K AR 2
5 HEFUKE PEG10000

(%, wh) (mg) 12h  24h 36h 48
1 15 0 0 0 0 0 50.1440.47  55.67#0.53
2 6 0 6 3 0 0 51.1740.02  56.814.05
3 6 120 6 3 0 0 69.5940.49  76.8740.54
4 5 0 5 5 0 0 67.66+.97  75.11+2.19
5 5 120 5 5 0 0 85.25+.06  95.47+.18
6 3 0 3 3 3 3 55.43#.01 61.5440.18
7 3 120 3 3 3 3 66.5040.68  73.2940.75

RIEFR 4-4 ATR1, 2 Sf S1%HE B RS 1 5 50%H) 5 & 5™ 241
L, T RART 4 51 68%, X BABIAGHE TR FE IRk A7 B T K R s o 48
M, MPIEE R EE N 3%, 6 5 A= R 0UN 55%, 6 S1E 12, 24, 36
1 48h SB3EAT T WAL ELIS (i 2R SR ST N . B 4518, 7E bkl p B0k
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S R W OGBS, X 5 TR IE U —S. 7E PEG10000 FIfE A
N, HERETEEERE, N2 553 SRR LA, £ PEG10000
120mg J&, HPE7FEE T 19%; 4 555 SZEBE"FRIEmT 17%; 6 557
S AREE RS E T 1% UPIGEIE KN 5%, PEG10000 4 120 mg, 7E 12
h #1224 h 3 RN T 5% A TRAL BRI 25 L5210 5 502 S - A RL SR mE , T4
BEIRIE N 95 g/L, LEAIIRIEFTREEED Y 15% M) 1 SRR = 1 0.7 £5.
444 IREEARRZMUSHREZARRRZNRIED
4.4.4.1 LLAM AT

Kl 4-11 #5187 MWL 5 THFA-RFUER I #ed 2% 7, 73 THFA- KRBT 1E
1723 em™ (5kedkI7 BRI C=0 $R3NAK) 1 1374 em™ (5 4BEEH) C=0 ik
AR ARG S MWL ML o Xk AE A T FilAh 35 ik P2 Hh A i 2% -
WK SV BB rh LI EL I A

NiAlinnd

— MWL
— THFA-lignin

T T
4000 2800 1600 400 1600 1200 800

A (em ) P K (em D)

B 4-11 ARBEFEA A FT-IR HiZk
Figure 4-11 FT-IR curves of lignin samples
4442 BHSEIRT
TERRMI IR IX 35 (& 4-12) , & WL Az [E] 4 (R B- O -4 (A A AD | B-5(C).

0-0-4 (C)~ B-B(B)F-OCH3) £ MWL H K k. JR171, £ THFA-FeCls FilAb2 f5

(K 4-12) , {E THFA-ARJi 3 A W53 63.0/4.36 ppm (55 ($B7E A A
A y-TAl p-O-4 (ke ie-J5 k) , X T ReR IR R 5ok &) CnAR R
EEFR I EE X 3rh y A7 B 1 L BEHE R bR . THFA-AJFi 25 71.2/3.82 ppm (B)+
80.8/4.52 ppm[A’s (G, EAIARFEIE) 1F1 70.3/3.4-3.8 ppm(Ca-Ca)U HI7H S 7R B
AKIFREHT - 0 -4, a-0-4 Fl p-p KWL 4% 50 o
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50

MWL OCH, THFA-lignin OCH,
' ss
A, A,
. ) WM : 60
A7 " ‘ ' W
| 0 1
(:7 (65
g
(517 o s
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B, ) 70 =
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Ay o % b Ay ) |
v g
! L7s
A'I,(G) 50
0
85
55 5.0 45 15 30 5.5 50 45 40 15 20

5 4.0 D
Chemical shift/ppm Chemical shift/ppm

B 4-12 AJ5 AR 1K 2D HSQC NMR 6 itk R AE- i s 1% [X 35k
Figure 4-12 2D HSQC NMR spectral characterization of lignin samples - aliphatic regions

100

MWL Sie THFA-lignin Sy

W ﬁ.
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oA o

-]
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| [} 3
G G 115 ]
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PCE
3.5 F120
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Kl 4-13 AFTZEFEMK 2D HSQC NMR Y6 RAE-75 7 i X 45
Figure 4-13 2D HSQC NMR spectral characterization of lignin samples - aromatic regions
Ak, fE MWL 55 EX (B 4-13) , 45550 S, XHE SLRER(pCE)F G
Iy HFE 103.9/6.7 ppm (S2.6), 110.8/7.0 ppm (G2)F1 114.5/6.7 (Gs)AL R 71 H ke, 1H
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H GHHREERID) TR AES . XEKRE RBMA R AR = RAAERHE H
MG, X5 Liu ZASEDRGH—3. 5 MWL i, THFA-KR KT
115.6/6.8 ppm (pCE 3.5)F1 129.2/7.4 ppm (pCEq.6) b A& I 1), 1 B % 75 57 1% Bt
KT fRE .
4443 1R

5 THFA- R Z AL, MWL B &35 784 5266 g/mol, HE-T1
ST RN 4543 gimol, PIEAA K. B AR E THFA/FeCls #4 H R I
45 SRAT U 10, B0 T R IR0 3R AT Re A B T USE /N B g K Rz 05 1661
4.4.4.4 A0

THFA-K i % 5 MWL 7 48R [X (200 - 400 nm) &, 4550 U1E 4-14 iR,
THFA- A 2 R AR ISCR B B 5 T MWL, ¢ 5/24E 280 nm, THFA-AJF & ()
MR E Y 12 L (gxem), MWL HJEAMRIGE Ty 9 Li(gxem). THFA- AR E £
U SR AN R MR . 45 A 4k HSQC BBESLIR M, THFA-A R K AE 320
nm Kb (11T T R PCE S c! SIRE AR T A 0] & S RA K

50
— MWL — THFA-lignin

401

14 hn

30 320 nm

SAMARICE (Lxgtxem )

20

10

0 T T T T T
200 300 400 500 600 700 800

WK (nm)
4-14 ARJTEAE A IS A 26
Figure 4-14 Ultraviolet curves of lignin samples

4.4.4.5 FICHRE T
THFA-ARJFi %5 MWL {58 6 i E W 4-15 FioR, {EECR KA 360 nm,
KRBTy 398 nm I A 2 THFA-A BT R KOG, 1538 2011 a.u., & MWL
CBER KA 310nm, REFE KN 370 nm BHAS IR 791 aw) 19 2.5 £, JoHtb
i FH A ST R USR5 2, 725806 )7 T 2o BRIV S 77
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B 4-15 AR EAE A 052G A5 28
Figure 4-15 Fluorescence isothermal curve of lignin sample

£ THFA-FeCls 74 5241, THFA H-TIE A BT 3R IR 4E 47 . RIREY LCCs 45
TTERT AR Brw i e e W R i A, 3 BRI R AR AL &) (= AR SRR
FERLE] THFA W8 0H (& 4-16) o HT[Fe(OH)(aq)" AL IR, I MERIA T 3

BT R AL, KRBT f-0-4. a-0-4 A1 p-p BRI e, @it
A BT BUKME, XA v B i —3 4 TR E— 2D B A RN
WA N EEANR L) AR E B R AT, BRI, XEATE N
By AP TT LAY 2 R AR AL S ST R 8 1 TR ML &), Bl d il ok
W% IR 5 T S AR S 5 A s T TRk 59 1021, AT kD AR B R I TR T B 4
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wwe WHHEH [\ @J
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"@s HO-—_y /\'\l//z /‘\1}/’ unsta i |
¥ . ¢ : .
N A } _1{,\\\_/) s k) J1 Bw
; {/ ¥ o oo o 4 “Cat ok s Car g
T I S
P i H,0 ! 3
{ ) S CH.0 LA Megy
NP o D O R -
“ Y o o o
. "b{,\' "C ‘,Lq-l

K 4-16 FeCls fEALA T 2T 4E 2 U I A2

Figure 4-16 Depolymerization processing of lignocellulose catalyzed by FeCls
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4.5 KRB

AR DAREHE 5 1 2 SR e A JEORE, FER T — P T DU SUBR A 5 S R
AL EE T2 Z A E A AR RE 30N 93% 0T, IRk T4 R e h ik
EARRAELYER, JRm 1A R e MR 2 R v 5 B o (Y K e
ROE . IJEHHTT T o AN B K AR SR i . B IS5 R0 T

(1) RALTALEE 2544 0.037 mol/L FeCls ¥ A1 62% THFA ¥R E{E 170 °C
PR 0 min, FRALIR 5 ) 274 3 IR B 2 AR 3= IR 2249 1) 0 93% 1 85% .

(2) LRI, WARRFTATR S =AW R, HRMBHIN, #H
FaE PEREAS, R b, EEREARNG R, BEIG R | WU 5 il 2k SR %

=
=
=
R
o

(3) 15%%: ik KB 5 FPU/g T2, 7E¥US N PEG10000 7Kf# 72 h J5
A HEF= 2 R E R 62%. TRACTE S (i 45 R AL I A1 469, 7K A= b i
B f v AT IS 69 /L

(4) Syfekhpldr, WIRAE IR E N 5%, PEG10000 &y 120 mg, 7 12 h
24 h 3 HIANEL 5% 2 IR, I EIBEIRIE DY 95 ¢/L, HEAIARHEE IR EEE ) 1 5(56
g/L)#Em 1 0.7 fi5.
(5) THFA-ARJFF BAT 7 BT8R MR IERE LK PR EE o

B F
&

hu;
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B 5 B SRR LB & RE YhE

51 5|8

[ 21 4 RE(Rhodotorula toruloides) & — R IF ITAE VIR R AE 723, T
H )= RERE T2 B G, BAEAEF A N R AEAE R . R
RV iZ, LA F R BE RS LAIF AR = IR TR, 17 AR 07 1R T LAE Ak 9 % P AR )
PRI, FERELE AT, [ £ A ff I B ] DUAR B35 70%% T4 it =80 6 (1 240 . o1 )
JRFIH PRI 53 5 46 v I K S P B8 R0,

e 575 DY 5 7Y S0 e SR K T A R e 2 SR 5 SR A D v AR G K e
VENRRIE, T B AL A Ja R BRI AL P i E il - B 5, DA & B 9 Biclsong
[ 21 A& Fe0 1% B ik Jig 6 J13EAT AN « B 8% T B lsRh S AN GRS SRS 19 BR AR KR 56
M, G URRR AR B R 3R SR AR Yk % SR B e e R R B P 4 0 (BRBREBE . IR — &
B GRIRR R LA B USSR REA K (RIS, X T 5 3 ok v F) 28 43 3R AT
RIRA . B, BT BIRRAG S B R B R AL, DA 2% SR 5 B AR O B U
I P A AR o R P SO I €8 B 04T T TR PR B AR e AR R K S i
PR RR A SLAH 53, A st Fig ol % A= A S ek ) T R SR AR B
5.2 SKIGMR
5.2.1 SEIGEF

[ 21 & ¥ 1% B} i (Rhodosporidium toruloides 32489), W v [ -3 i = W i
Tl G HE A L o
522 1EFE

YPD i 7Rhk: BEREKY 10 g/L, Hi%FE 20 gL, MK 10 g/L FESA pH.
PRREFRIE R T EEAN N 18 g/L B, 7E 115 °CK B 20 min.

PR AR R B R W EIBE 70 g/L, BERESEEN) 0.75 g/L, (NH4)2S040.1 g/L,
KH>P040.4 g/, MgSO4-7H,0 1.5 g/L, £ 115°C KK 20 min.

5.2.3 FEMEEEHES
o7V %« PRIDUR] £ A Fe0 % B} B A TR 7% T YPD W AR5 FR B, 380K 30 °C,
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200 rpm 375 24 h.

KRR IR IR WP CL 10% 35 Fh B H N KRG 758, $2IK 30°C, 200
rpm 7% 7 d.
524 LWIAFIKEE

BT AR WM R 1. 2.
53 SIFEE
53.1 SiEEE AR AR E AR
5.3.1.1 BRUEFNIE S IR P 2T 50 41 A Fa e B B 7= e 80 e 5 il

PP AR R B R IR (BERHR ) 0.75 g/L, (NH4)2S040.1 g/L, KHyPO40.4
g/L, MgSO47TH20 1.5 g/L) JyZEE, N 70 g/L ANEMSEERIE CHI%EIpE, AP,
T, RERERIFLRED 0f 5 4T A f I BE B P BOR K5, DA BEAE K B AR .

PLP= i i A B 7k R AR 70 g/L, B RESREAY) 0.75 /L, KH2PO40.4 g/L,
MgSO4-7TH0 1.5 /L) AFEE, ¥in 0.1 g/L NEMERIE (Beke, &bk, mg
B, OREEREAFI PR 3D 0T 15 £ A fl I BE B P i BOR I sE i, DARE B AR K B g dEAR .
5.3.1.2 BeRRE IR LR R AL

PLP= i AR R R 7738 (BEREERENY 0.75 g/, KHoP040.4 g/L, MgSOu4-7H,0
1.5g/L, THEREN 0.1 g/L) RFEHE, WIIAFNKRE (30, 50, 70, 90, 110, 130 i
150 g/L) F 781 21 Wl X B 0 26 At e BE AT i R (5], DA B AR KB g daAr

PLP= i i & TR 77 5 R4 R 70 g/L B RESE L) 0.75 g/, KH2PO40.4 g/L,
MgSO4-7TH20 1.5 g/L) NEE#E, WINARIMEL (0, 0.1, 0.5, 0.7, 0.9, 1.1, 1.5H
2 /L) PR ERANXS (B 21 A R BE B 7= i R R s, DARS B AR KB g dEAr

PLP= i I A B 5 7 ik (R i 0 70 /L BERHR B 0.75 g/L, KH2PO40.4 /L,
REERAN 0.1 g/L) NI UE, IS IIARIIRE (0, 0.5, 1, 1.5, 2 Fi1 2.5 g/LO ) MgS04-7H,0
X B 21 A A e BE R = R R, DA B AR K B g da AT

PP R BB IR CEIATRE 70 o/L. BERHEEU) 0.75 ¢/L, MgSO4 7TH0
1.5g/L, THIREN 0.1 g/L) RFHEME, WINAFEMWRE (0, 0.4, 0.8, 1.2, 1.6, 2¢/L)
[¥] KHoPO4 Xof [5 £ 4 R BE & 7= i AR M, DA BRAE K B R di T
5.3.1.3 MR IR0 R AL

A 50 DR 3% S 36 485 SR % DR 3 S T il I 7 = R B2V L, R Design
Expert 13.0 Wi B [ CPF ¥t CCD AR A &0 A W =i e i 7 2k, LR ™ &
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NAEbR. BEREE IR CCD SR BETHR S0 BRI SR U1E% 5-1 TR
R 5-1 CCD BB SO0 LM 3K

Table 5-1 CCD experimental design table and corresponding response values

Runs X1 X2 X3 Y3
B iR B (/L) BRALL R A (g/L) R E(gL)
1 1 250 0 5.90+0.15
2 2 250 0 6.07£0.05
3 1 1700 0 4.39+0.19
4 2 1700 0 5.05+0.58
5 1 250 0.8 2.38+0.04
6 2 250 0.8 3.10+0.29
7 1 1700 0.8 3.44+0.33
8 2 1700 0.8 5.11+0.53
9 0.66 975 0.4 3.84+0.80
10 2.34 975 0.4 5.07+0.73
11 1.5 0 0.4 3.61+£0.22
12 1.5 2194.3 04 3.71+£0.22
13 1.5 975 0 4.42+0.02
14 1.5 975 1.07 5.41+0.06
15 1.5 975 0.4 5.21+0.22
16 1.5 975 0.4 4.96+0.53
17 1.5 975 0.4 5.05+0.07
18 1.5 975 04 5.12+0.92
19 1.5 975 04 5.13+£0.34

B LA T VRN B C 2 5 RUG B B E 3o LRI A [ 5 . A 90 7 26 ] R R
e ERHE A 9%, HORS SRR L S,
5.3.2 WEEYIE RHAERERE

R RIG, BTSRRI % 0(8000, 10min) &, B4 FH 25 B /K ki
2 RO G T EZSBE TR 47 °CIET 24 h, BUHIT4HE R

VA VR )6 o R R AR N 50 mL HLZE RS04, M5 I 6 mL EhFR VA
(4mol/L), & ZEFH I JE1E 30 °C&AF T A5 AL HE 30 min 5 k7K 3-5min, TEHUE
SERIUKK B, A 10 mL = SUH e/ EE(1/1, v/v)HA 10 mL ZALEN(0.1 wt.%) i
WETOMA ER & 0E T, RG], 45010000, 2min)f&, HURERK.
T i R R R R A, IO S AR AR B 0, B R R IR AW,
FHBONE AT A, 2RI R R 2 o & e, 95 °C ML 8 h, FRE.

il

= e THRER _
VL) = s (5-1
e REGHARE R _
MR R D) = o (5-2)
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FEH g B

T4 (5-3)

JH P9 3 A B (wt. %)=100%

5.3.3 HFRRTEBIY LB HE YRS

T IR DAL E D BIR A AL (R355 97 SR A R B R ik, 7 B AR 21 Y
SUREIE - S BR TIUAL B i 25 R Fe BRI (T AR M U M N K B B 7
SRR RE AR P il I (AR 2 W, [ T I B R R 1) A 2 4 B FLAR B8 DA i 6 i
AL T2, BANBEREM PR, B TEERR, EREIRkit Tk
W= A= it g o
5.3.4 MERFEEEE LB REDBBER D 2

T 2% B e WA P ) I TR P AR ik i A3 o M S IR S D8Iy v, 2D
BBUNR IR R R T 1 mL 5% R F BV, BE S, 90 °C/KIA 2 h,
BEA S, DN 2mL IECKERS RS, 205 IEE BER, R NG & 0K
MIEERE S min, LRI 0.22 pm AHLRIEN, /590 2 uL AR (0.1 mol/L
C17:00 HT E#E. SAHEEHA: HP-5 (30 mx0.32 nmx0.5 uL.)
54 BR5WR
5.4.1 R R RIS BT S MBS E KA
5.4.1.1 Bl [ 41 A& f e BEAE K F 2

MGG UL R A, BRIEAN MR = i B R A L IR AR SR = DL IR I R 2H
Fi 30 TR IR P T B AR B N P B S o A AR R 0 DAL ) e B 5 1
B Z22E. Hih. BERERUER KRS . AWER N TOARRE. Hih. BERE. FLBE
St 2T K AREERE R R, 45 LK 5-1a. DA &5 N ME—BRJsi, B4 &l it
g A= R 2 R R i i v T MBI, TR T IR, B A T LR
AWE. HATRe RS B AR E T 5, L& N E AR RKK RS e, W]
DI BRI, A E A B T KB NR T BR 10 & i 5 R R 19,
5.4.1.2 ZRRE 41 4 F e B AR K (1) R

FIRAE N OCHEE 75 8, 76 VR [ 41 A P T R4 484 -5 1 o AR it A o L
AEPFFEIIRE . A [F] 2R X [ 214 i BRI A R BT A s i AN [R], (R
RESR I BT 18 P AR A S 3 0 DA Sk i = AR 18, Rt ik P 8RS AR
VR, AN R IR FE N 0.75 g/Lo Ho45 B 5-1b FioR, MR IR,
41 A& frl i B AR L Wi A A IR e R AR, TR S SR M AR A
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IR, (et 1 AR R S RE o 7RG Bk, PR 2 &
BB K I ERANAE 9 R
(a)

12

A ¥yi(g/L)

kAL AR it i FLBE
(b)

12

HWhE(g/L)
= -]
1

=
1

Wi WL MR AHRREN 23N

B 5-1 ANIR] ()i P AN (b) U T [ 21 A& A B B A R 2 i
Figure 5-1 Effects of different (a) carbon and (b) nitrogen sources on the growth of Rhodotorula

toruloides

542 SEEEERENEERRMAK
5.4.2.1 FIETHEAR FERT R 21 4 BEAE K R 5

Hi P&l 5-2a WI 1, RS AP FE RGN, 20 ATl BE & AR ISP 1Y
I, FEHIERR AR 110 /L i, HEERER R, N 2.67 gL, FEEHIT
B o B IR BN B B G A B R AR, RICFIE B . UBIEIKE
£ 70-110 g/L, WA= &AE EA, (HR2HIMAG 7 EAAHZEAE 0.5 g/L AN Ja8EsL
Bt 70 /L, W HIBEATT ST, o R R RE 2 BRI R AR
WIRRIE I, 2% BRI VL 7L,
5.4.2.2 FRERBEIR PR R 2 4 % BEAE K R 5 0

TEREYR TAE s, BREREEVE NGB oL Eh 20 73, Tl 8 B R AR
() X0 EE Ty i Y 92 150 20 2 PRI BE IR A2 BEE ), AT vt i 7= B 5 7 i it o
HIE 5-2b AT, FE—ERETEE N, BB AR T ARG R T m
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S BN N 2 T w= A A=) | 4788

it B Bk 55 R N I BAL IR B 11 P A LA, S IR IR Bk m] AT SR8 o e B (1 ok Hig 7
I8 5 T PR VA 2 PR o, I 5 B A SR I I B, 7E 2 g/ I I B B KN 60%.

(a) (b)
8 50 10 30
—~ ~ ~
T =6 P [0 52 81 =— H60
Hﬁﬂﬂm i_‘ * - - _30:;—; g"ﬂlﬁ) 6 I §
SE4 -zoéE EAL 41 40 =
= = SE &
Sliad ol

0 0 0 0

50 90 110 130 150 0 05 15 2
E}%iﬁmﬁ (g/L) ﬁ.ﬁﬁ% (g/L)

(c) (d

10 - . - 60 10 _
= 8 i ~_—H—{ = ~2 8 ﬂ/i\\-[—'——’ L 50~
m%%_” o] ———F -40% gmﬁ 6] T Sy uﬂ%
WHHMM% ienls

0 0 0 10~

01 05 07 09 11 15 1.6 2
AN (g/L) WM AT (g/L)
CO SR B(g/L)  ——EPE (L) HBE S 2 (%)

Bl 5-2 ARFIEIEME, (D)W, (c)RR LA K ()RR — LSk 0 0 40 A Fie B A I
R
Figure 5-2 Effects of different concentrations of (a) glucose, (b) magnesium sulfate, (c) sodium

nitrate and (d) potassium dihydrogen phosphate on the growth of Rhodotorula toruloides
5.4.2.3 FHERENHR X B 41 4 P BEAE K 5 M

B 5-2¢ W1, BRI BT ARER e m B BRI AR K S PR Re 7y, AE—
VO NSNS RSN, A Bh TR M B E K&, (HR B A RN IR 3G, I
BERERT S 0 G S B R e ETHE TR, i R B 2 R LT
5.4.2.4 BRSO 5 21 A& B B AR K ) 520

B 5-2d AT, BEAEBERR EEIVR BRI, AR R E RN, B
MR AR 0.8 gL I, AEWERK, W ERE . N T RLEREELT
AKINE, SRR WA B TR AR X TR B 2L A /R BE)
MRS RIS, (A R T s IR & &, X SRHBIBA o8 T et R A
Xof {72
543 SEBPEEFENNNELK

Z TG AR 5 AR R CBRIEIREE . BIRIKEE . MgS04-7TH20. KHoPOs) 5
M RAE CHIR = 58D Z B 106 Rl LU RO RN
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¥5=5.09+0.3872xX,+0.0519% X>+0.2943 % X5+0.1800%X; xX2+0.1950%.X;x X3+0.700
0XX2%X3-0.1977%X/%-0.4788xX27-0.0351 xX57-1.22% X" * X (5-1)
A GACRBERHR AT &, X7 Xov X5 70 BIZORBRIREE . BRACLL . B — =
R 5-2 CCD LI 7 234 2R
Table 5-2 ANOVA results of multiple regression model for microbial liquid and fats

U AR = & (g/L)
RESSL Ratio F-value P-value
it 14.08 108.91 <0.0001
Intercept 5.09 / /
X REE (/L) +0.3872 129.23 <0.0001
Xo-ik A& i (g/g) +0.0519 2.32 0.1665
Xs-T R —#(g/L) +0.2943 30.92 0.0005
XX +0.1800 16.36 0.0037
XiX3 +0.1950 19.19 0.0023
XoX3 +0.7000 247.35 <0.0001
X7’ -0.1977 33.68 0.0004
X2 -0.4788 197.46 <0.0001
X3? -0.0351 1.06 0.3331
X12X; -1.22 309.59 <0.0001
SR AT / 2.59 0.1896
A5 R E(%) 2.75
Gtk 38.20
e R 0.99
W R? 0.98
Tl R 0.88

WRAE R 5-2 WEEDI G 1) 2 7o R A REAY (1 )7 22 43 e 4 R AT, XA A
(P<0.0001) A A RFME, [BIZL Al BER ™ A AR AR P g 7 e HOkG FEABLZE R
T 4, RUNZBE AT HFHEFTN. FFooe RER?), BEEEEIKT 0.9, 5%
JEHIPGE R T 0.9, RUIEEAL S SLIHER G 4F. IRELL R BREY) &
T 240 P 9tk e Bl ) 2 R DR R U173, MR B DR 2% e o B AR R A S T R Y
VA FEE 0T [ 1 A PR B ik R 8 R OS2 T, B0 R T VR E A 70 /L RVl A
[E 72 D, IIANAS RIS R AN LA T B U LL B L S B R A — 0 2 (R E 2SS HAE
X TR B & Y PRI IR, AT DA e i i e U7

Design Expert M 8 [ 454 g5 8 1o vl Jig 7= 0B 9 6.07 g/L, AR 4 s A1
¥ T 25 26 P15 1110 S B A5 S B B A B30T o 4l 80 260 W0 R I Bl A e g e 2 10 T
M NI EINE 70 g/L. BEREKY 0.75 g/L. BREREEN 2 o/L. BRALL 250:1, HA:
YN 11.24+0.59 g/L, MARF= 8N 6.27£0.05 g/L, HIE& &N 64.11£2.73%.
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E 45
4.0
gf,@ < N
4’(_@/ S~ @\@\)\
£ > @//’%‘
L

(iii)
Kl 5-3 W~ B ¢ 3D/2D MR ()AL IR BRI SAR, (i) BEIR — A BRI R B 1 5
Wi DA A (i R — BRI 0 L PR S )
Figure 5-3 3D/2D response surface plot of oil yield (i) influence of carbon-nitrogen ratio and

magnesium sulfate, (ii) of potassium dihydrogen phosphate and magnesium sulfate and (iii) of

potassium dihydrogen phosphate and carbon-nitrogen ratio
544 B REEMrIY) LB £ REY MR
AR 55 DY 5 13 21 B FUAL HE S 1 vl 4 SR S i A 7 20 39 PRI A T P e R 335 7
SAEIT R, HAEMEN 8.72+0.14 g/L, RS BN 4294025 g/L, HIEE
N 480.36%, KT Al & HE s 7 A A A B =i, (R HC e P R e T A G
SCHRPS) ., it — P BGIE  [B) 21 A fR e BE AT DL G i 2 A ROV B SR AE LA A 4
AR, IR AT RESE A BRI P A B AL TR S
545 HMFRREEE AR REYHER S T
ORGP 4 SR ARV A % T 5 0 A T2 O 7= i IR ) R i TR
HRINER 5-3 Frox, MRIWTRRAH e 53 L GC-MS il Hi FGH A A P i T AR &
SUETHRR ) A 73 LU AT € &b . IR TR RLAH 73 T2 LUy (CL6:0)BR A R AN it
FR(C18:1) My o K 1R T R A T o 25 SR 72 A P 7= ok R o = 2 I I T e
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FAAL. SRS, SR il 25 SR e B BUA B (1003 A PR AR IR 5 v T A e W AL AN K
U, HO I ERAR TR, &M TR R A P AR SE i o

* 5-3 ANFERHIR R DT B2 70 0 B
Table 5-3. Analysis of Fatty Acid Composition in Different Oils

T AE AR AR IR & & 2(%)
FRAEIR  AFARMER  BERIR THER WilER VKRR
N =} Sk b
LGS ci60  C16:1 C18:0 cig1  Cl182 C183 e
K 7.99 2.74 0.69 50.81 19.81 3.78 17.96
T 30.85 17.75 1.04 8.93 0.82 1.74 40.61
A SR FEBR R
o 22.19 3.15 0.29 60.09 2.91 0.56 11.37
T2 = 1TV i ©
ﬁﬂ%ﬁﬁiiiFfFLﬁq 0.75 7.74 0.41 59.99 5.46 0.94 2565
H

R4 B NSRRI Hh B0 AL A P A W T 5 s RT3 3 L
b F A Ay 2 Sk Y SR HE TG 25 B
o IR ISt I 2% SRR B 70 g/L. TERERY 0.75 g/L. BREREEN 2 o/L. BRELL 250:1, 30 °CF 200 rpm %
d% I7y§ﬁ§i%{¢i‘9’%ﬁ%*}§ 70 g/L. BERERY 0.75 /L. FREREEAN 2 g/L. BRZ(EL 250:1, 30 °C'F 200 rpm 15 7% 7 d.
5.5 RBENGE

A EE 7 DA DY SR I - A Bk T A B et 2 SR 5 A R A B D FH T [ 41 4 #
W B I AR A E D i o DAL 2 B D RSN B B IR EAT D04 . Ak 1 I
BER RGP 0y HIRIE o I RF DA B I R I A = i A Pt g o 222
SRR

(1) B THT e P8 ) T 226 A R T 0 70 o/ L B BERR 0.75 /L BREREE N 2 g/L-
WAL 250:1, HAEMIE AN 11.24£0.59 g/L, W &N 6.27£0.05 g/L, HiESE
N 64.11£2.73%.

(2) MR RFEGME VR r HEa  BE R, HAYEY 8.7240.14 g/L, i
REF= 5N 4.29+0.25 g/L, RS 2N 48.91£0.36%.

(3) T2 S SEa i ) A I 7 Il A et i 462 =OREHIN 5 1) T WD e 2L e A oy 2 22
PADY(CL6:0) PR FERR AR (C18: 1)y, 5 K &M T Z 5 Wy & B AL, ] 9 Ji
B 2 A PSS
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FoE GRERE

6.1 Z5it

WARRFREFE, BHESARZMARTER., PAER, FhRU—EE
MFR R W 2. RTERr . B AR 4R, TURER
TR, T B M P DL AR W B =T IR BRI, b2 SRS o A S i
JEUAR B — 75 77 K PR 5 90 A S 3 371 — T R 7 2 T Ak TR 2% S 5 14 0
CRAGER-DU SURRE AL D, RIS R T T B AL Al B AR i iR 1K 7 i,
AR R A A BRI R . AREIE T A T

(1) AHFFTARAL T 65 il 25 575 v 1 B WA I B3R B T2 3014 7 20
IKEER . AR, MR R A2 MRS L 20y $RHUN A 1 h, 425UR
fE 85 °C, ZMWEIKEE 60%, BHELL 1:12 g/mL B, JMZTRFTRZHEERR AN
10.61%. ifid DPPH Al ABTS" & 45 R & W, 2 R 528 2 0 B His s i,
Pl % 1) 2 WE K B B RAFIVE It S ke, ZHRERINE ) 2 mg/mL,
HIB IR R IE BT RN 1600%, BLEF N 98%, R T ZHI/KEREPUAMIETES
AR T TR RGN T

(2) BWFRIFR T —FKIBES Trametes sp. LS-10C FELEFE AT 7k, &
G AR FAEL(0-0.08 mol/L)~ TiALFIE & (130-170 °C)FI i AL LA [H] (0-180
min) W I 258 SR 58 R BT AR 4 3R AL 53 43 B AR K B AR IR I, G 7K BT
PR RFIE B BB [T DA S R 4 3 (0 45 A B AR A EAT 4 M o 25 SRR TR AR 5E
WA KSR, TS, WARFAERNERERE T, TR 4E
RAEMIPIR . KBS B B Trametes sp.LS-10C TRANEEZE — EFERE 70 B
TR, KBS Trametes sp. LS-10C E. B 1# 41 4E 22 B ISR 18 N 4.77 % .

(3) ABFFEFFR T —Fh e T DU SO R 5 S B bh AR P TR B T 2. &5
BRI AT MM 0.037 mol/L FeCls ¥ B Al 62% THFA ¥ FELE 170 °CHR
i 0 min, FALHE S (474 2 (R B SRIAR R ILBR R 2501 93%F1 85%. Jlid
RAESHT, WA RTAR RSB H R, HERMEIR, e tEfg, %
T A7 AT SO/, PR IR K, 8 1 i 1 TRUARFILf i s RS2 B RE ) - 15%
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SEFR B % AR S FPU/g T-3&, 7E8 N PEG10000 /KA 72 h 5 (178 % i 7= % 85
EHEE 62%. THACHL IS BV AS e A A1, 7K A= m o 0 WA P e v
%69 g/L. ARl babrl, A E R R RSy 95 g/L. FAL PR H $R U 25
15 3 AR BT BA I BTSSR g LSRR
(4) DADY SRR - SR TR 315 i 2 SR 52 I B AR U B, R R4 440

BRI A P I E i i o A2 4 W M BEONS I BF 7 IR HEA T4 . B 8% T e
PEFPIE L BRI I BE AR R R, B DR 3R S DA K e S8 T A A T T R e e
FRH A HUREE . B BE ARG AR BRI R B AR P AR I IR . 25 SRR
GIRE RN AR B, AR &S 70 g/L BERERY 0.75 o/L. BREREEN 2 g/L+
BRELL 250:1, Wi S 1 e A0 AE 08N 11.2440.59 g/L, SR~ &4 6.27+0.05 g/L,
MRS BN 64.1122.73%. I F T 2 SR 52 B /K 7= 400w P R A I 20 T R I
i, FAEY RN 8.72+0.14 g/L, AR S 5N 4.29+0.25 /L, AR & &4 48.910.36%.
HARIWTIR oy 5 R G AL, RTAE g A 7= AR W S (VB E AR R
6.2 RE

AHFFHE T — PG R A VU SO 18 A7 S AL B 5725, SEI i Aot
R R GAgE R AR, HEKM - HEnTIL 95 g/L, K HH Tl RER B = AR
Yo, 2SRRI AR A Pt g PO I 7 B2 i 23 AU T K S, R P RR M py A
A S TEAE B AR R . ARRATY AT 4k S B J7 THI AT IR AR AL -

TE ST e v P A O R I ) iy, A BRI DU SRR T AL B 5V AE 42 0%
AT S AL A b, TR E AT 2 A A
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