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PRI R AR BA MR . RARRA R, WX RS Allomyrina dichotoma3 %)) [
G B S8 BRATUE F AR TRT, b BR% WA P A% 5 TR PR AR EU B BRI B R EA TS s, 47 IR AL Yt
PSRN E SR, Bbk M24 PR AR KBRS ) iR, FLUBANEE. AUIHEIRIETIRE. SMUIH RNE TG AN B-
IR RS, FE /KN30 13.14 U/mL. 45.67 U/mL. 18.29 U/mL. 36.30 U/mL; J@id 16S rDNA 751 Lt
XForAT, 4 RE HON DUSRE 2R AT s il ZE A2 ONT Wl 5 AR SR G T 1) 2 HE K 751, i B R 2R DN 2H 4
£ 4290258 bp, HFEBER] 15 MFLEREAHCHERE, Hpads 4 MNY)-p-1,4 HRERERE (EC3.2.1.4),
9 AB- B EFEFRE (EC 3.2.1.91) AHIKEER, 2 MNHMIIB-1,4 HIZREMERE (EC3.2.1.91) MHICHER. &5F e
LT Y4k 3% Ve AR BRI T 2 A B M A (R A R
KR DX BRAe N EMEY; FYERERRE: BRI, BEEA
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Abstract: Cellulosic biomass is the most widely distributed renewable resource on earth, and the
screening of efficient cellulose-degrading bacterial strains is of great significance for the
development and utilization of cellulosic biomass resources. We screened 58 cellulose-degrading
bacteria from the 3™ instar larvae of Allomyrina dichotoma by Congo red staining method, and
selected the strain with larger ratio of transparent circle diameter to strain diameter for enzyme
activity determination, and obtained the strongest cellulase-producing strain M24 by combining
the results of Congo red staining method and enzyme activity determination, which was identified
as Bacillus velezensis through comparison and analysis of 16S rDNA sequence. The crude enzyme
solution of this strain was determined to contain filter paper enzyme, endoglucosidase,
exoglucosidase and B-glucosidase with high activities of 13.14 U/mL, 45.67 U/mL, 18.29 U/mL
and 36.30 U/mL, respectively. The whole genome sequence of the strain was obtained by genome
ONT sequencing technology, and the genome of the strain was 4 290 258 bp in length, and a total
of 15 cellulase-related genes were annotated, including 4 endo-B-1,4 glucanase genes (EC 3.2.1.4),
9 B-glucosidase (EC 3.2.1.91)-related genes, and 2 exo B-1,4 glucanase (EC 3.2.1.91)-related
genes, thus providing an important theoretical basis and test material for constructing cellulose
degradation engineering bacteria.
Key words: Allomyrina dichotoma; gut microorganisms; cellulose-degrading bacteria; enzyme
activity; genome

RIFAGERAE N —MAE IR, EERA4ER . RBRMNPA AR, KM
TAREBERT A — R BBk I BT AP0 A5 A R AT R B B A6 2% - (Serrano-Ruiz et
al., 2010; Zhou et al., 2011). FIAFEYIXT L 4R BAT LV M B A RAL R s B0
RBLFAFRAL BEFEMCAEMR AT (TR, 20190, vk, AMJIB-14-HRBETIEE . A VIB-1,4-%
SEWE T B A 3-8 4 W Y B2 2 5 LR AR 1) 1 ZE DI RERE (Chandel e al., 2012). £ H AT
82 Y AR R A A B 7 A PR T 2 2R I KR 23 IR AP AE AN v L B A P A A0 220 55 ) R el 5%
2022), FIMCIEE I REEE TR B 23R 2 B 0 w7 21 4 3R il s PR ATD IR 2 2 i A2 o
AR AR AT IR 17 1) CEF RS, 2022).

EERG Y, P2 BRRA R, SRNAERIELIERRS, HEFEL SN AYhe
WAL S PNV AIFRERTE, 20100, Hbh BBCR L BRI SRR AT 4 R Bl 2 —

CEFHEAE, 20200, MIER A KELAAERIERMT SMUIB-1,4-H BN . A VIB-1,4-

TR, XY R PR AIEF] 74%~99% (Brune, 2014). BR A A E B AU 47 4



KRR R YR & &5, WA R Omphisa fuscidentalis« ¥ 5% K2 Monnochamus
alternatus “5 B S T8 U AT 72 A AU B-1,4- 78 SO | P11 B-1,4-7361 SR I R0 B2 267 i
(XKL, 2017; BI5E, 2018); KREE E MR Phalera assimilis. %I K& Locusta migratoria
S B U TE TR AR R A DIB-1L,4-H R ARG (CSCATAE, 2015 R0TAE, 2016). AWK
SO0 [ o 2 s AN [ b X 1) 208 Al A A A A S 3 2 S5, R T 4 BB PR T 8 1 B 2 g A T
TVLIRE KBTI Ceracris kiangsu BN Z R Z R BE (BUA, 2022); WL
26 EE AN AR A AL I 3 AN M ERFPEE (1) AR 15 Tribolium castaneum i 20 g 20 B AE“ 117
MCJE” FKE EAAEREER GIFHAE, 20200 mMASHETHMW . RLTTERR.
BT A LLRMN I 4 AHUX S S Rk Spodoptera frugiperda W& n] 5 7% 41 T4 ¥ AH XS
FEMEREZE (FKFE, 2022). AR, RBAFE, HEEMMEEAR, HiEANmEY
LREE S AT e R IR AR (3455, 2023).

SR 46 Allomyrina dichotoma J& %838 H Coleoptera X X B & )& Allomyrina, {t+
B #E. HASRTEZR Z00 (ERoR, 20100, SRR, REEABSNE, &
WFRRAR AP RIS, M ERET, 1 ERAE 10 GBOLARSE, 2012; FiERESE,
2014), 3 W4 BB — AT IA ] 24.08 g~34.52 g (FEM1H, 20200, &—REAWEH . HE.
BT 25 KRR S R IR B (Bae et al., 2020; Park et al, 20205 Zhou et al.,
20210 WX BEAIEA—FIAERER yEMM R, HpERARENAHERBR,
TRV 5 O AT 1 1R SRR 4 i L (HTVLAE 820 R 43 BSA9 31 31 MR LA £ 4t Tl
PRI EEFRILAE TR, 37°CHER 15d G, T FEF4EMIBE MR 2e i T IE B 34%.

HEWED R G ATIRE R, IR 2 T A AR TR, £ 9~10 k%8 70
d ATREAL TR 1 kg B HUMERUE YR B IOR O B PR S L TR A% A L IR AR A5 IR B Y
MR CRRAR T4, 2017),  H BT IC T 75 AR IR TR (10 X0 SR <6 . 108 21 4 3R B A T ¥ G
Wi . BTk, AT LA MR B A B R 1 R R G oA TR R, WA AR B s 4T
YER MG, MR 4ER M TR R M 7 EE AR IR Y
| MRS
L1 Riesre

PRl BB e 3 W4T 2020 4 5 J 10-15 R B w5 M 0] 18 i fa) 81,
£ 26~28°C, RH 60%~70%M1AFR = N, A H BT,

FERH: 1 mg/mL MR LW . 1 mol/L NaCl A% « DNS 857\ 1 mg/mL 7 %) b iAW



0.1 mol/L pH 5.5 ZJR- LIRINGZ VST 1% R EELF4E 3R (CMC-Na) ¥ 1%7K H
1% 2T AE VAW A0 16S tDNA I 514 27 F (5-AGAGTTTGATCCTGGCTCAG-3")
A1 1492 R (5-GGTTACCTTGTTACGACTT-3") 5 PCR mix W4 T AV T (Bl B
AIRAF .

FER IR LB A EAR 10g, BRHEE 5S¢, NaCl5g, Z&187K 1000 mL,
pH7.0; FRHILLFEZAMET 7L BRHIELA4ER N (CMC-Na) 5g, (NH4):S042 g, KoHPO4
1 g, MgSO4-7H20 0.5 g, NaCl 0.5 g, FeSO4-7H0 0.1 g, Z£1#7K 1 000 mL, B flg 3 20 g, pH7.0;
WA EEE; 97 : CMC-Na 10 g, NaCl 10 g, AW S g, MR 10 g, Z&487K 1000 mL.

FEAE: FIRM. BRI E AR, PCR A BIKAC. AR DAL,
TR
12 WG E
1.2.1 Wtk 2

gh b EE: B3 4 10 Sk, YUHMRAREE 48 h 5, FHIEEKMEE S WE, H 75%F kR
0 2 min BEATARL W RE, A O RKIEDE 2

fEHpIE: f£8E TIEGY, MHEREERIES, SEMThmAER, % 10 R4H
AT R R B A S S VR AT B T S0 mL B0 A

S B g B SAREREHTRRE, LK E 8 ML 107~108, IEHUEE
ANBEEE IR % 100 pL 3R AT T~ LB By ek, ®BREESE 3, HIE T 30°CIEIRE -
Fr g%, BTCBIZKAIR, AR T 78 T8 R/ B (s (1 AN TR PR E B0 R V& 2281 LB PR b, 0
PRI R B VE EAT L M LB o B AT T, AN EE 3K, BB T 30°CIER B TR T .
1.2.2 R EAT 24 R TR

PRI T T8 AR PR IR LT S R AR TR R Rk, B T 30°ClRIR BT FRAE R 77, L FERems R
AR B, B KR 5 0 7 2 R MU B R, SR 4 5 T 0 oF 25 AE 7% R B A A R B o 6k
EREE TR, WIANEE, REIN 30°CHIRF T IR 24 h, HUS mL MR Z0 B0 P AR G
15 min, JEEENIRAER, FHIA 15 mL NaCl %3 B, 15 min J518 25 NaCl B,
Vet 3 U0 WS VE A A TE WK, FTebs s RO & 1 7% ) [ /K i el LA (DD R
HHEAR (D, WESKER D/ EE (He), f#H] DPS H1#) Ducan BT &% 7 0 b (P
<0.05, P<<0.01>, #J:BHiikth D/d BORHIB# k.

1.2.3  ERRERE JIRE ] &
ISR LT 4E R FEM A H 30 mL LB B 775050597 12 h, J5HL | mL & BHEF T



50 mL AR A B R RS R R, BT 30°C, 180 v/min (IR IR FEIR AR5 9% 24 h 5 4°C, 8 000
rpm B0 15 min, BRI RRARE G, 4°CIRAF&H
1.2.4  TERRERE 300 5E
1.2.4.1 20580 20 BB A v ith 2 15 1 57 (B )3y 72
(1) HU1 g oK & RE (105°CHET 2 h) INZTR/KIEfE, ©4 % 100 mL A&, ALE
& 10 mg/mL & AR AEVE T, 2~8°CIRAT -
(2) WEbrUE 28 KM RE S 1. 0.8 0.6+ 0.4, 0.2, 0.1, 0 mg/mL.
(3) AU ZEL 50 uL F AN 150 uL DNS RAIEFZ - OE S, FMNKE 3 AN EE,
AT, WhKIE A 15 min WA, AHEIA 1050 pL XZEK.
(4) 8%, 540 nm ALWEWOGCHE, PIEERRE (y) APAIR, BOGE A (X0 J9l
AL bR ST ARAE T2
1.2.42 JE4KHE (FPA) ¥% /1l
A He fH>5 1 16 MR EHEAT B 7700 € , BL 3 mL #1907 BB T 15 mL X%,
BI\ Whatman 1 534525 1X6 cm (50 mg) A1 0.1 mol/L ) Z.FR- 2 B AN ZE AW 3 mL, 50°C
fEIE K 60 min, 7K S min, JIA DNS E 5 3 mL, /KK S min, VKKAHE
i, LATHEAKIEAXIE, W& ODsyp, REH 3 REH.
1.2.43 WU BEREE /0 E
Mg TTEER 1.2.4.2, K RIS 50 mg F1 0.1 mol/L ) Z./R- ZBRANSE AW 3 mL 4t
N%RF LT R (CMC-Na) ¥ 3 mL, S0°CIEIE/KIS 30 min, FHAWSKLEAAS, WlE#
BRI A A SRR 0, 50 3 IRE A
1.2.4.4 AN BRI /0 €
e T 1.2.4.2, K ERIELLS 50 mg F1 0.1 mol/L ) Z.FR- ZFRANZE M ¥ 3 mL
N %A A R 3 mL, FHAR AR, P58 IR I A D) 3 SRS ), 1581k 3 KR
=2,
1.2.4.5 B~ %] Bl iR 0 e
Mg TTEER 1.2.4.2, K iR IELAES 50 mg F1 0.1 mol/L ) Z.1R- ZBRANSEMIE W 3 mL 4t
N 1% KR 3 mL, H AR, W5 BRI -3 R S /), IR 3 IREE
1.2.4.6 MBS JIiH5E
S J1 A : 50°C pHS.5 461, BBk 1 ng iR HEFT % ZE MR8 1 AN
AL (UD,



s ) (UML) = CERE & & X R EAAFX1 0000 / OIABER AR <0

Ad: 1000: mg F e Aupg MIBOEEG = BERURY RIS E] (min)
125 TEbk M24 %7€

fi HURE bk 240 B B P AR B DY 41 DNA Dy AR, 8 48 18 16S rDNA JE ] 51 %) 27 F
(5“AGAGTTTGATCCTGGCTCAG-3') #1492 R (5'-GGTTACCTTGTTACGACTT-3") #4T
16S tDNA §1.

PCR Jx ¥ (&% 50 uL): PCR mix 25 puL, IEM5I42 ul, A5 2 ul, i DNA 2
uL, dd H»0 19 pL.

S 95°CTRAEME S min; 94°CEHE 30's, 55°CIB/k 30s, 72°CXEA#H 1 min 30s, 3t
30 MEHS; SRJE 72°CHEMH 10 min, 4°CZ1E RV,

SNSRI 1% 55 TR B B FE VKR AN PCR 7). PCR Wi TAM TR (L
B B AR AT . 545 3@ T NCBI Chttps:/blast.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov) #£4T BLAST
EEXT . BAG % tH AR S5 TR 16S rDNA FE K7 41 J B 28 SR b ARABL EE L= 1Y) 16S rDNA
FERFFIAM R, A MEGA 11.0 A5 B2 8 R, 1€ B R @ 200
1.2.6  BHPRAE AN

T B S 4 o M24 PR TE R TR LB 59756 h, BT 30°CEIRER 1, 180 rpm
BGRETE, BEXAEAKE, KW 14 000 rpm B0, B 1 g A, TWET R, EHER
IR PR 2 m) EAT AR R o T2 20 25 R AT S B R 0 . AE4W B RNA 2570
T, SR FE S 5L R 34T egeNOG . CAZy S 504 2 1K Th RETE R 74T -
1.2.7 AR

FITA 1) 45 BRI 2R P b e 1, X302 7 H DPS £ db 3 5 %t )2 Microsoft
Excel 2010 B HEAT ALPE . 23 Hr .
2 ZRERH
2.1 EFkKTHIE

W25 IS 4 fefi it 4y BS 204043 51 144 BRANER, I CMC-Na B5 77 BLRIRI R 20 e ¢
AL B 58 PREFHE R MEMR A, 5 36 Pk A i 22 ks AR SITHEL 58 FRAH R (1)
He {f (D/d HeAE) (2 1), 3 He fH7E 1.78~8.42 2 [i]. & WA B K /h— 2 R b S T 4R
YR B EAR, HARAE N RRAT 4 KBS LN — & AR bR, A 705 2R 50 1 1%

He>5 [¥) 16 Bk, WE H™ P 4E R BgRE 77



x1 ZHBER. BEERR-EE

Tabe 1 Transparent cicle diameter, colony diameter and their ratio
[ERiE TR Wk EAE d EWIE B4R D He= [CRiE TR W% HEREd EYIEERED He=
Strain (mm) (mm) D/d Strain (mm) (mm) D/d
number Colony Transparent cicle number Colony Transparent cicle
diameter diameter diameter diameter

H1 3.39+£0.09 14.63 £0.96 4.31 H58 5.45+0.74 14.37 +£0.38 2.64
H2 3.63+0.23 16.83 £ 0.96 4.64 H60 4.48+0.19 21.77 £0.99 4.86
H4 3.49+0.20 18.48 £0.36 5.28 He68 3.92 +0.06 7.43 £0.86 1.90
H5 3.81£0.37 14.24 £ 0.30 3.74 H69 4.24 +0.08 12.97 £0.20 3.06
H7 3.05£0.07 13.53 £0.28 4.44 H70 4.14£0.15 14.87 +£0.33 3.59
H8 3.56 +0.23 13.77 £0.31 3.87 H73 4.37+0.39 9.20 +0.63 2.11
H9 3.77£0.08 15.03 £0.46 3.99 H78 3.85+0.18 10.50 £ 0.79 2.73
H10 3.75+0.24 19.60 +2.74 5.22 M1 4.35+0.07 17.33 £0.37 3.99
HI11 3.70£0.17 21.9+£0.69 5.93 M4 3.77+0.24 18.43 £0.94 4.89
H12 3.22+£0.04 18.08 +0.55 5.62 M7 3.92+0.24 16.66 + 0.56 4.25
H13 6.11+0.42 18.84 £ 0.64 3.08 Ml1 3.77+0.12 16.91 +£0.89 4.48
H14 3.49+0.14 12.70 £ 0.42 3.75 M12 5.86 £0.21 17.43 £0.82 2.97
H16 2.97+0.10 18.65+£0.05 6.28 Mi16 10.56 £ 0.93 24.88 +0.47 2.35
H17 3.46+0.17 15.18 £ 0.50 4.38 M17 3.74£0.14 18.96 £ 0.14 5.08
H21 3.76 £0.19 18.13 £0.47 4.82 M23 6.96 + 0.80 29.10 +0.10 4.18
H24 3.46+0.11 15.26 £ 0.35 4.29 M24 4.25+0.21 35.75+1.21 8.42
H26 6.25+£0.75 17.35+1.06 2.78 M25 5.12+0.72 27.47+1.37 5.36
H27 7.49 +£0.26 13.30 £ 0.36 1.78 M32 6.30+0.62 36.52+1.94 5.79
H28 4.29+0.33 16.85+0.59 393 M33 4.21+£0.23 34.09 +£0.34 8.09
H31 5.18 +£0.42 15.33 £0.59 2.96 M34 3.79+0.28 31.37+1.33 8.28
H32 3.46 £0.06 16.18 £ 1.21 4.68 M39 4.27+0.03 30.60 +0.58 7.16
H33 6.22+0.70 16.54 £ 0.55 2.66 M41 7.68+0.18 34.03 +£0.50 4.43
H35 5.67£0.08 17.65+0.99 3.11 M44 7.01 £0.08 31.67+0.23 4.52
H38 3.98 +0.40 17.93 £0.23 4.51 M46 7.39+0.31 31.32+0.39 4.23
H40 3.55+£0.33 21.21+1.25 597 M47 4.34+0.22 32.23+£0.41 7.43
H41 3.91+£0.20 17.29 +£0.81 4.43 M49 5.97+0.24 27.94 +0.21 4.68
H42 7.30£0.73 1591 +£1.51 2.40 M52 4.95+0.16 3290+ 1.24 6.65
H48 3.96 +0.02 16.82 +0.36 4.25 Ms53 10.54 £0.59 34.12 £0.65 3.24
H51 4.77+£0.38 17.07 £0.96 3.58 M54 4.33+£0.20 34.52+0.84 7.98

W RPEHE N T LFRMER . Note: Data in the table were average + standard error.
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2.2.1 2R AT AR AE Hh 28 5 AT B )T O R
DL AT S B R AR FR . ODsao NNAAKE, ZhilF AidEbruEth 2l (B 1), bRz ry

FEHN: y=0.5255%-0.0191, #HKFREL R?=0.9901.

12 r
y=0.5255x- 0.0191
R?=0.9901 .
1F R 4
22 o0s ®
3]
E%
28 06 ®
®35
® 38 04 o
02 »
ole :
0 0.5 1 15 2 25

ODs40

3 W TEp
Fig. 1 Glucose standard curve
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Pt 375 S AN [ e A0 T LA A [R] PR TG 70 R fiG, HEK 16 PREATIR 4 Fh2F 4 85 )
BHEBEES (GR2). IBAEGE IR /S JITE 5.00~13.14 U/mL 2 8], Hd M24 B3
B, N 13.14 U/mL, HYCA HIL (1122 U/mL). H16 (11.05 U/mL). H12 (11.05 U/mL)-
M34 (10.97 U/mL); AV RHELFEES I7E 8.39~45.67 U/mL 2 [8], Hrh M24 B & &,
N 45.67 U/mL, %N HI12 (43.21 U/mL). HI1 (39.11 U/mL); 4 Bk B 76
10.53~20.42 U/mL Z [8], Hr M25 & m, 42042 U/mL, HKCN M34 (19.36 U/mL).
M32 (19.10 U/mL). M24 (18.29 U/mL); B-#i %l HBEE /1 16.72~36.30 U/mL Z [8], Hrh
M24 B E & E, N 36.30U/mL, HXNHI2 (27.03 U/mL). H4 (27.37 U/mL). M34 (27.53
U/mL). ZRENIRAGEEE E IR, M24 P2 404 R IFRE ) 5

F2 1o kAL RMERNAEREEENNESR

Table 2 Cellulase activity assay results of 16 cellulase-producing strains

iz 32 JBARERE ) P D) SR T AR S S ) B-HI T HETF RS /)
Strain (U/mL) (U/mL) (U/mL) (U/mL)
number Filter paper enzyme Endoglucosidase enzyme Exoglucosidase enzyme B -glucosidase enzyme
activity activity activity activity
M33 6.87+0.10 g 28.78 +£0.39 f 14.88 +£0.26 ¢ 20.39+0.32¢
M24 13.14+0.13a 45.67+0.29 a 18.29+0.18 ¢ 36.30+0.03 a
M32 10.30£0.17 cd 32.84+0.30¢ 19.10+0.30b 2421 +0.17 ¢
M47 575+0.121 16.00 +0.51 i 12.06 + 0.15 hi 16.72£0.11 f

M52 6.31+0.02h 13.58 +£0.37j 16.09+0.39d 20.77+0.32¢



H12 11.05+0.03 b 43.21+£0.08b 15.58 £0.11 de 27.03+0.35b

H16 11.05+0.03b 28.50+0.26 f 13.47 £ 0.03 fg 25.05+0.34¢
H40 7.08+0.07 g 1538 £0.08 1 10.54 +£0.16j 20.10+0.26 ¢
H10 7.43+0.10 f 11.93+£0.23 k 11.58 £0.6 1i 22.23+0.36d
Ms4 9.98 +0.12 de 21.58+0.14h 12.86 £0.07 g 24.67+0.25¢
H11 11.22+0.08b 39.11£0.25¢ 14.06 +0.22 f 24.14+045¢
M39 5.00+0.12] 8.39+0.431 10.74 £ 0.2 1j 20.00 +0.50 ¢
M17 9.82+0.11¢ 16.08 +0.56 1 12.73 £0.12 gh 19.84 +0.38 ¢
H4 9.84+0.07¢ 3456+042d 17.72+£0.35¢ 27.37+0.55b
M34 10.97+0.21b 13.63 +0.28 1936 +0.14 b 27.53+0.64b
M25 1041 +£0.17 ¢ 22.79+0.61 g 2042+0.28a 22.16+0.24d
P<0.05 P<<0.05 P<0.05 P<0.05
F153,=432.703 Fi53=1085.312 F153=150.615 F153=159.92

W NG EER IR AL R JF 25 L 45 S (P<<0.05). Note: Lowercase letters indicated the results of the inter-processing variance
comparison (P<0.03).
23 HEHEM24 HFEMZELEE

FII514) 27 F Al 1492 R 47484 16S rDNA JE K FE 51 T M24 H145E , K B R 16S rDNA
LR PP #17E NCBI B4 ] BLASTn BEAT /781 LEXS 37, 08 HEE SR rpoAH AL B2 B v ) BT R A
FEL I MEGA 11.0 #2240 B W o Bk M24 1628 fOFT B & 9 D3RI 2F FAT B Bacillus
velezensis M55 R ARG, ERALM A RON—K, HFEEMERTE 99.86% (K 2)

98 @ M24
99 Bacilius velezensis strain QT-50 L
Bacillus velezensis strain FZB42 U1
Bacillus subtilis strain BCRC 10255 44
92L Bacillus subtilis strain NCDO 1769 45 5
Bacillus atrophaeus strain JCM 9070 4
Bacillus senorensis strain NRRL B-2315.
S\ Bacitins licheniformis strain BCRC 11702
801 Bacillus licheniformis strain DSM 13 1HTEIDSM 13(NR_118996)

Bacillus stratosphericus strain 41KF2a [{H} 227 1 FF 41 KF2a(NR_118441)

00l - Bacillus zhangzhouensis strain MCCC 1A08372 it HIMCCC 1AO8372(NR_148786)
1001 Bacillus awstralimaris strain MCCC 1A05787 [T EIMCCC TADSTET(NR_148787)
Bacillus capparidis strain EGI 6500252 111} 6500252(NR_156073)
Bacillus ides NRRL B-617 FHIFTHINRRL B-617(NR_114422)

Hl[l[ Bacillus thuringiensis strain 1AM 12077 3 IAM 12077(NR_043403)
!ﬁn Bacillus cereus strain IAM 12603 1

FFETQTS0(MT065778)

1T TZBA2(NR_075005)

1FFFBCRC 10255(NR_116017)

FFI#NCDO 1769(NR_118972)

SUTO(NR_024689)

JIFFHINRRL B-23154(NR_025130)
BCRC 11702(NR_116023)

78

FIFEIAM 12605(NR_115526)
911 Bacillus cereus strain CCM 2010 #HE2R I com 2010(NR_115714)

Bacillus timonensis strain 10403023 §

SFT (1 1403023(NR_133024)
SFALFF I Marseille-P3516(NR_147383)
FIKCI(NR_145534)
Bacillus mesophilus strain SA4 157 FIISA4(NR_149175)
Ateribacter populf strain FIAT-45347 #5537 T [FJAT-45347(NR_159290)

Bacillus sinesalountensis strain Marseille-P3516 1
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Fig.2 Phylogenetic tree of strain M24
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Fig.3 eggNOG function classification from M24 strain
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Fig. 4 CAZy family distribution of strain M24 genome
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Table 3 Cellulase-related enzyme families in the M24 genome

EYiSE e CAZy Kk T A 1 EC# (Tl
Gene_ID CAZy_family Predicted characteristic activity EC# (Predict)
GE000282 GHS5
GE001151 GH51
endo-B-1,4-glucanase EC3.2.14
GE001172 GHS51
GE002362 GHS5
GE002149 GH1
GE000286 GH30
GE000456 GH30
GE000457 GH1
GE002362 GHS5 B-glucosidase EC3.2.1.21
GE002558 GH3
GE002703 GH1
GE003525 GH1
GE000282 GHS5
GE000282 GHS5
cellulose B-1,4-cellobiosidase EC3.2.1.91
GE002362 GHS5

3 Fig5iHe
12 it o b DX R A B R SRR 4 F 0 s i v o B A B 58 RBEWE PR AR R
BeranTeE, e 36 ¥k, BT 22 Bk, J W b e dE R B AR AR O T ATl BRI
LD IE 16 AR EHATEEE JJIE, SR ERHIX 16 IR A A ERNA ARG R,
Forp M24 £ 4 RS 0 B, JEARERYS 7100 13.14 U/mL, A I SR AE L BEE /14 45.67 U/mL,
MU0 SERE B 000 18.29 U/mL, B %) B8 H S /179 36.30 U/mL . 5 [RI M 7T AT X
FE3 AT, B35 P X5 it XX SR < 6 J A T 8 21 A4 3R Bk ik A1 P A SR AR B AN
(Huang et al., 2022). B3 7 5E 45 3 WU R 4 F il 1 45 2 M B M24 BiE 0 T



H RS A IE LM 24 S B & Cellulomonas sp. h9 PV SEBE T B§E 71(0.19 U/mL),
KT 65 FL WL Coptotrmes formosanus [ TE ik 1) 21 IR A SN B Acinetobacter johnsonii W
DI RBE R /) (93.73 UML) SANFEIRET 4 BB ARAR L, & T oK bk} o 43
B AR TEN ZEFRT B Bacillus amyloliquefaciens P V) RFEF BEIE 71 (6.40 UmL), {HKT
Tt I B L B Aspergillus terreus B- & T BEE /1 (167.70 U/mL) (¥4, 2014; X
FEE, 2017; BRAEMSE, 2019; mpIAK, 2020; FHAFsEAE, 2022).

GOy FAEMFEE, Wi Wik M24 4 VUSRI F AT B, DU 2R AT B8 32 0 A T
SR, RelRHHEMEK . M IIRGARI Y, SOKFEREER B Magnaporthe oryzae Y
IR Alternaria alternata- 5 R RIELIRE Colletotrichum graminicola “FE Y% 5 E B A5 W &
FIHIRCR (BRRTT, 20205 RIESE, 202000 BRZERIERLASL, DUSRETZF fOAT B ik B R 47
ML RBEMAE ) (RS, 2022), GRS, ALARAE Ry, B AL AW, B RERE AR
Holotrichia parallela J% 8 W45 )0 343 BA B bk, oy D)7 SROME 17 BE 7176 0.61~54.39
U/mL 2 [f] (Zhang et al, 2018; F5/E%, 2019; BEASZI%E, 2022); AulEG /) 294521 U3E
Wr2F fUFT B Bacillus velezensis (M24) W) R BEH BHE /174 45.67 U/mL, fEHLA B K I
SERT SRR T P L AT Y RS

[ Bl Bk 2 ) AT RE A7 AR R R A 22 57 (Van et al, 20200, AR5 B9 13 2K U130
SFHAT R AR RARE B, K2 50I-p-1,4 H R (EC3.2.1.4) MAXEREY 44,
B-HI I NEF Y (EC 3.2.1.91) MAMHKRIERA 94, 4MIIB-1,4 HIRPERE (EC 3.2.1.91) K
BT 2 A R DU 28 fAF B I 21 28 31 P2 il ox Bt R PR B AE 7~26 S22 18] (Zhang et
al, 2017; Chenetal, 2018; Zhangetal, 2023; Zhangetal, 2023), R F B kLT
24 FOMH DGR IR 22 55 01 J DRI T A B R PSR UL b DA K% B Hle B PR AR [ T 7= A2 11 (22 g
R, 2020).

g bRk, DB 4 fugh d i 1 vh 43 8545 21¥ Bacillus velezensis M24 £F4E R & )
B, HE—ERMERS SR ER. (AF45REYRATET 5. PR K6
B, RIS 75 % B AR 2 i AR AR EA T O A AR o L=l i, T 2 ) P R R R R A A 4 4
o PR A I il TR E R M AT B R 1 B8 28 DASR U P B8 fr L P S S K N 4T 4 3
I PR A s IR AT TEAH S 2T 28 2R B )/ AL, R B AN TR 470 B 451 DA N AS [R)A b
TR TR, LA RO R R F AR 3 27 4 32 2 A 0 B R P A A R AL 1k
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