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Abstract

tus geesteranus. [ Method] From material selection, formulation and the structure of bacteria stick, the cultivation technology of Pleurotus gees-
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[ Objective | To improve cultivation technology of Pleurotus geesteranus ,increase the biological efficiency and the quality of Pleuro-

teranus was improved. [ Result] The modified formula not only retained all the characteristics embodied in the formulation of conventional cul-
tivation, but also improved biological efficiency and producing mushroom rate of Pleurotus geesteranus. | Conclusion] The study provides theo-

retical basis for good quality and high yield cultivation of Pleurotus geesteranus.
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Table 1 Hyphae growth under different formulations

K A K BB

BT ! ;
. Growth Grouth speed Full time

Formulation .

vigor mm/d d
P, + 4+ + 5.45 29.7
P, + 4+ + 5.70 30.9
P, + + + 6.65 26.8
P, + + + 5.40 34.4
P + 3.95 46.8

T+ + IR, + + B, + R
Note: + + + stands for thick hyphae, + + stands for general hyphae, +
stands for sparse hyphae.
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J7 P, PR Py AHZEAK, T Py PRRHRAR, N 257.4 ¢/4%,
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Table 2 Yield and biological efficiency of different formulations

g i G/ e gy
F lati Yield Biological Tide
ormuiation o/ 4% efficiency // % period //d
P, 286.8 95.6 4~5
P, 313.1 104.4 4~5
P, 333.8 111.3 4-~5
P, 308.4 102.8 4~5
P 257.4 85.8 6~7

TER G 20 ~25 °C 2 MR 70% ~80% A1+
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Table 3 Growth of hypha of different formulations after improving

the fungus rod structure

< R HEASE
Eﬂﬁ . K% G?j{ﬁ(hlf;pid {FUZIT T:rllg
ormulation Growth vigor mm/d d
S, + + + 5.35 34.1
S, + + + 4.50 36.8
S, + + 3.90 38.1
S, + 3.30 39.8
S, + 2.65 45.0
S" (X fiedd) + o+ + 5.55 34.0

S’ ( Control group)
T+ o+ + ORI, + + 9, + R
Note: + + + stands for thick hyphae, + + stands for general hyphae, +
stand for sparse hyphae.
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Table 4 Yield and biological efficiency of different S groups

W s LER7EZES b

J . Yield Biological Tide period

Formulation y Dlotog P
o/ efficiency // % d

S, 310.0 103.3 3~4

S, 305.3 101.8 3~4

S, 292.7 97.6 4~5

S, 286.8 95.6 5~6

Ss 248. 1 82.7 6 ~7

SR HAZH) 308.4 102.8 4-~5

S’( Control group)
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Table 5 Yield and biological efficiency of different Z groups

Ly i ERERCR S
Formulation Ylelg BlleOglCal Tide period
/4% efficiency // % d

Z, 281.8 93.9 34

7, 307.9 102.6 34

Zy 313.2 104.4 34

Z, 264.9 88.3 4-5

7' (XHIE4) 257.4 85.8 6~7

7' ( Control group)
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