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HE Wang-xing' , SHI Xu-ping' , HU Jia® et al

(1.Jiangxi Sericulture and Tea Research Institute, Nanchang, Jiangxi 330203 ;2. Institute of

Applied Agricultural Microorganism, Jiangxi Academy of Agricultural Science, Nanchang,Jiangxi 330200)

Abstract

The mycelium growth,biological efficiency and commodity quality of Ganoderma lucidum in five cultivation substrate with tea bran-

ches were compared, the results showed that the mycelium of Ganoderma lucidum grew best, biological efficiency was highest. The quality of
fruit bodyw was best with the tea-branch dust proportion of 45% in the test group formulation . It was determined that 45% of the tea branches

was the best formulation for the cultivation of Ganderma lucidum.
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Table 2 The status of mycelium growth
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Table 3 The yield and bioconversion of Ganoderma lucidum
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Fig. 1 Cap diameter of Ganoderma lucidum cultured with tea-

BEAR
Cap diameter /| cm

&~

[ )

branches dust in different application
24 REZAZEE WK 2 /M, AR & #—E
N, BB R TIC T v 2 5 B R 2 T R R
BEJRE YA B AT 45% 1, R 2T R T IR R AR

SR RS E SR, 2 3 By R SR 45
HeXTRRZHAR T T 2.7% \5.8% , X BiH 30% ~45% 1A 55 4% 8 U

AT T i R 2 T B R R A A T

25 REZWESE  hIE 3 R AEREYE & —E R
N, BEE AL P20 & RN R 2 TSk i
LR S, 2R AR R 1 R 2 SR 2 5 B 4 e



54 A LA 2019 &

16 1.4

= L2

5 12 B
ol 2 ﬁE

% 0.8 g5 0

_e WE 06
= mw &

8 04 8 0.4

= 0.2

U 2 3 4 X U 2 3 4 X

Bt Formula

E2 AEFEXBEARZEFEFEZEE
Fig.2 Cap thickness of Ganoderma lucidum cultured with tea-

branches dust in different application
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Fig.3 Polysaccharide content of Ganoderma lucidum cultured
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Fig.4 Triterpenes content of ganoderma lucidum cultured with
tea-branches dust in different application
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Fig.5 Tea polyphenols content of ganoderma lucidum cultured
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