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Cheese whey = 7| 2u] X2 AFS-3F Gx|HAl &
Qa Ae] FAB Ao}

HAE JUEA 7HA B ol 5535 3]
e Y Qo] 7154 AFog di o8y
gtovy, FHAMA T, 1976)3 &FS28-(F
1, 1976)0] 1A H o] 2doll= W Ale] LM o] A
Z7t5) 3 ok Al gl R nAu) el 9
o AL ot 2 AiFe B Al
o] AR WL =5 He HHo] 974
T oofyel 1 #}de] W] wiiell o)k
of ot HAFARA Ao gk A7) ot
(Humfeld & Sugihara, 1949, Lee%, 1975, Sakamoto
5, 1978).

FAWALE ol A wimhsEAt, R, EFAA
yah, A", W3 RIS, detietse
i, FgaIH € HIFAEYRT) A Ao
defA gArh(]h, 1987). AR A-g&gAtdt
9 2 g3} gto] Folx FolWAly ¢
i Roz FHFEn, AANHAY gdEFA
glucans FYE L FAFA o] Ae Aoz 4
7 QltH(Takashi &, 1985). ¥ 2 FFHe wA
o2 FAFY AHE HA F7kEo] 3ol uhe) X
ZA ko] Azt oF 30% A=Y Fketi o o
of we} FAHEQ #4(whey) AAEFE FFdu
Utk A FUY FAHLS 5 52 AFsEd 52
Atgy AFRMER ARSI e AAolth 3
& df 2]l A= ultrafiltration, reverse osmosis, electr-
odialysis 59 WHE o] &3ld FAL EAA I
gl gy 5359 AES Eelstd nRririA 9
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(MAEdT4)

S wEvde g, &

= FoH(Kim %5, 1981). ol
g olgste wATALE AMA AAtste
NENZE A 2 HAZFALL o] 8T F

Eole Aoz uyA

o=
o et

o
o

sfthi AZhen,

F4¢ NRNAR ALgato] AT A
Aol @A Askehe 2 Wgelel e A
EYEAR FEAEAN 5B AY A
Mg 2AFSIRZIOl B aske vjoltt,

I A= 2

1 AR5

N2,

ol oF

A ALS-s MATF F IA WA (Ganode-
rma lucidum NG-L)& A&t A 8ol Al %
wolrow, QAW Al (Grifola frondasa ATCC48688)
& ATCCE g Hohwol A8 dFEI
£ MR ZE YM agar S AHESIEom], AAH|A|
= &4 (chedddar cheesedl 2% AAE FAE)S
ultrafiltration(FS50pp membrane, flow rate 3.5 L/hr)
ate] Ao oS pH6.002 ZA AL Zhtatdt
&3 Toyo NobSl o#tA 2 Ajojzgh & 7]&u)#]
2 ARtk wARA 9] A el S 250ml S
gh2=z1e] 40ml o WA= ¥ ar 30Tl A 180rpmL
2 7-10 97+ Aok e, e F e
#ALE FA 72 10,000pmell A 1524 4 8ha}]
AH8-3kd k.
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) kgt A S vl BEd A4 F9) o
B3l FHFF2 13 AFHF 18A3 5% THAA=
sl AzdALRFE SAsAoR Mg liter T gr-

am F2 #7334

i
-
(<]

3. Wxz A=

HAeade 7B A2 AMEE FHd 2 g4
HES 1% (W/V)H F718 A & ZA st A5
S v HAALYE FAHAMNY BE=
CMC(carboxymethyl cellulose), LAMHA #-$-= s-
oluble starchZ Z}7] 0.8%(W/V), 2.0%(W/V)¥
74 v Al 2zt AAYS H7bsle WSS M
stgon ol F7]AAYL 0.2%(W/V), F714
29 F42FF 71F02 0.052%(W/V)H =5 3
713k Tk

A

4. Y

Ay

WAFAR vl g ] gt FA-2 paper disk d-
iffusion WHoz Ptk AP FFS A
vj Aol paper diskE &2 FiL o]oll HAITALA uf
FAL 15418 FFso Z 0HF A5HF 2
LA wlFEE I AKAAE BRI
g SAo] AHS AT Gram FHATLEE
Bacillus subtilis ATCC9372, Staphylococcus aureus
KFCC11764, Gram <3722+ Escherichia coli
ATCC25922, Pseudomonas aeruginosa IF03899, %1
T2 Candida ablicans 1F01594, Saccharomyces
cerevisiae IF00250, Trichophyton tonsurans IF-
0594601 A tt-.

718 Q) f-Ho FHE @4 2 O FES
ARs7) f8 27 BRE 1%(W/V)H H7tet
of ik A Figl oA B vie} 2o] 94
HAL CMC 3717t FAM &0l 3t} o] Aate
& 5(1986)9 G. lucidum CAFMY065 3 5wl ko]

Carbon Sources

Contro] |————
C.M.C. =]

Soluble starch [ —
Lactoge ———————
Maltoge |E—E—————

Saccharose

Galactose — |

Glucose [, O 6.Jucidum
Xylose o B 6.7r0ondosa

T T T

0 50 100 150 200
Relative Growth (R)
Fig. 1. Effect of carbon sources on the mycelial gr-
owth. Each carbon sources were added to the
milkwhey as Tw/v%.
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Fig. 2. Effect of carbon sources concentrations on
the mycelial growth.

g ARAusaAs A AFN FARY K=
soluble starch €} cellobiose, &4 Atol= CMCS}
cellobiose 7} -3t ths B aroh= ofzho] xjo] 7}
AT, o= 7|EuR A o] B FFAEIF
9] zpolof 71915 Aoz Aztslo] At AAH
A& soluble starch®} T34 xylose7t A -0l
T2 gaddolflon o)F vwE 717o] A 5
oluble starchE oz AF o] er2 UM 72 ALL-5}
Aot

Fig. 2= CMC ¥ soluble starch $=% 3 7}o)



2 HAFALS] A8 ERE Bl 2o g A
Ae& CMC F% 0.8% H7PHA B8] F718ld
7| B A RHS ALE-S wiRo) oF 1.7uje] FARAY
&g Hoy, 1 oF%F Fx9 CMC H7le ¥
A4 w el AkA Zataoh AAHAL solubl-
e starchs 0-6% WHlolA A A1 2% 3 7)s)
A& WA FAM o] SR 10l4de] T
oAM= to]del Wistrt flem olw FAMY S-S
=l vls oF 1.3 A= F71ekdc)

Control

Yeast extract

Peptone

Casein hydrol.
NaNO3

KNO3
(NH4)2504
(NH4)2HPO4
(NH2)2C0

Nitrogen Sources

O 6./vcidum
— B 6./rondosa

0 50 100 150
Relative Growth (%)

200

Fig. 3. Effect of nitrogen sources on the mycelial gr-
owth. Each organic nitrogen sources were added
0.2 w/Vv% and the inorganic nitrogen sources wer-
e added 0.052 w/v% as nitrogen base to the

. milkwhey.
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Fig. 4. Effect of nitrogen sources concentrations on
the mycelial growth.

Substances

7

HHALYA HME FAREZ] 918t 7] 2 Ao
0.8% CMC$} 2% soluble starchE 718t 7}
F71 249 0.2%4, F71A49L Aaxggor
0.052%4 H7bste] FAMYSS vlwstgoh Figs
of vteRH uhe} o] JAMAlLS tlzFo) HlE f
71 HAYSZ yeast extract, F7]| ALY 2 (NH)

S0E H7HE FAS W FA Kol M FRL

2. Aed

g

W, QAL F7]1-2YO R yeast extract, F7)
Aagez KNOs A7hee] $43tdch. &3 go

29 AYeMe F7A4LYE ALV E Asln
(NH:):SO:9} KNOsZ 0.6% 74 sz H7}sie
FAA G AAHRE 2] vl Fe b ) z2Tol
Hl s FAHA-L (NH:):SO: 0.2% H7HA) oF 1.3
v, AAHAL KNOs 0.1% H7HA] < 1. 18 A}
5ol F7 | AHFigd).

2EZF HEY E7]9 v, A%
A5 < 3t ERE YEX
Auf Al AEREE 2 B35S s AHgst
+ auxin AlEEZNA indole-3-acetic acid(IAA)L}
a-naphthalene acetic acid(NAA), A &x|2] 4 2
#o] Zstoll zhg-atn AEZAu Aol callustt
ZAog R AEEE 2 AFEIAT7] Y8
AH8-3F= cytokinin Al D EH oA kinetin, A]@ )
A 2 FEH BEL AZAJ e B2A2 g A

Control
IAA(0.001mM)
IAA(0.010mM)

NAA(0.001mM)
NAA(0.010mHM) T
Kinetin(0.00 ImM
Kinetin(0.010mM

6A3(0.00 1mM) = E ?ZZ%Z,
6A3(0.010mM) '
0 50 100 150

Relative Growth (%)

Fig. 5. Effect of plant growth hormones on the myc-
elial growth.
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U= gibberellin Al 2 & 2ol Al gibberellin As+-3-acet-
ate(GA)E A7fste AKE vlwsigl. 1 Axe=
Fig.59 YeErd upe} o] ARHAL [AAS
10°'mM 718t A-S W v ztol Bls) oF 1.2v),
AR GAE H7IetE e o oF 1.3v) A= AL
A 5ol Z7F =AU

4. Z7] pHe] A5E}

%7] pH7} #AMA SOl A= &9E %A}87)
g3t 7] 2a Aol ztzbe] HA whAady) ALYS
H71s vl AE pH 4765 W= F2A3sto] v g
#e BT 27 Figeoll VeR upe} o] JAMA
< pH 55, QAHAL pH 5280 FAMI K] 714
FUT

5. 225 we FAM A4S
Rt

ZH S HAAE FaHor #AEE FHS
HES HEFS 1-15%(V/V)2 ¥WsiA 7)Y )
gt FAMA AP FS ZARE A Fig73 2o
T FEFO S7HE wel dAkA Aol Fob
sttt FAMAL 10% o178, AMMAL 8% o]4d2]
HEFREE & 2o]2 Holx] &gttt JAHA
o] FAMA BAFL HA 27 7]Euj=]o] CMC
0.5%, (NH:2:SO: 0.2%% #7}skaL pH 552 ZA g

6
o 6.Jucidum

& 6./rondosa

4 ] L T T Ll T T
0o 2 4 6 8 10 12 14 16

Inoculum Size (v/v&)

Mucelial Dry wWt. {(g/L)

Fig. 6. Effect of initial pH on the mycelial growth.

vj &Kol 77k Fu)Fsle] FAI FHES 10% A
Z3lo] 9U7E vl %3S wW 10.2g/L FojAH L) o]
A= § 5(1986)2 G. lucidum CAFM9065 43
ol A 129 widEAS w 4g/L FFolEe A
Hwsld & FAMIAYS & 4 Y. 39 o
AW AL soluble starch 2%, KNOs 0.1% #7F %71
pH 52 2 FAHEY 8% 2 3t 99Uzt g3t
Aozl FAMZLS 6.2 g/Lolck o] A (1986)
o] G. frondosa 90085 PDA iAo A 2097t vl &
glo] 6.2 g/l AR E A-2d vlaste] Eu AAY
WA 9] AR wlFA] W FIITE B Vs AEE B

dFn A,

6. FAA Wl eFelale] ALUAEA
FA

WA AR vl el o] A EAER HAS
s §-4 wFAFe] FaAd EFS BAEA
Fig8ellA X vjel o] JAMA wjgdL B s-
ubtilis®t P. aeruginosa®l, QMWMA-E B. subtilis,
Staph. aureus, P. aeruginosa 2 T. tonsurans®ll g
g3 S Jehh ook o] 5(1982)2 Poria cocos®l
ghatelol] #& A+l A Poria cocos Gram ¥4
Q) Bacillus, Staphylococcus, Streptococcus®l| o3l
A g S Jepll ey Pseudomonass M %

Gram -S4l = &8 o] ity K1 3. o
o} wjmste] 2 Age] AR AMHAL Gr-
2 8
~
=
St
« 61
E
=
£ h
® -a
b 24
8 O 6.Jucidum
=
o ® G.frondosa
o T T T T
4.5 5.0 9.5 6.0 6.5

Initial pH

Fig. 7. Effect of inoculum size on the mycelial gr-
owth.
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Ganoderma lucidum NG-L

[B, subtilis S aureus P.aeruginosaT. fommrans"

Fig. 8. Antimicrobial activities of Ganoderma Lucidum
NG-L and Grifola frondosa ATCCA8688.

am S47% Pseudomonas®l i3S Ho|FH
o|5o] Mitele FgHAdEH AME Y& 7‘]°i
FAHEG. 0 Mg gL =2 A
A 915t wigAH Z7kx] o 2 HEEIE
2E preincubationdte] TAGAWEE ZAS 4
7 Ao wsls A § AT

V. & o
AAufFoz FAAT ANHAY FAAES
A8 7) cheese ARl FFAH S 7] EujA R A}
B3t wiFHAZY 2 wjgAde A FAHER
of st EAE AFe o 2o

1. 9AWA L 7120 A FHl CMC
0.5%(W/V), (NH:2:SO: 0.2%(W/V)E F7}stal pH
5582 ZA3H wjAld #d3}st FTHE 10%(V/V) H
F3te] 99Ut gl 10.2 g/Le] AZRTAIE &
Art.

2. GAMAL 712w Ao soluble starch
29%(W/V), KNOs 0.1%(W/V) #7}, %7] pH 52 2
FHRASTE 8%(V/V)el HAAZZNA 97t v g3}
o] AojF HUFRFAME 6.2g/1.0] AT}

3. A Kol g AEAFT2E H7te 4%
% B GAMAL indole-3-acetic acidZ 10°mM

d7kste] AR ARO], 12w S8t en, A
)\% gibberellin As3-acetate 10°mM 7= FAMY
Akl 1.2v) F7)sksch

4. FAMA FAA wlFd A B subtilisSt P.
AAHA v Fed e B subtilis, St-
aph. aureus, P. aeruginosa 2 T. tonsurans®| t)] 3k

i ES Yepi

aeruginosa®l,

ZF a1
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