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TEZMEMRBHE HZ1 ERANFRENERF0M
Y, OBA, EE, TWE, FAK, THE

SRIIRE A B A ar Rk a2 Be, DI AR 614000

WE: [ B8 ) Milh & aspergillus fumigatustFh—FE HAT L AE R M RE Y FLTE , X HIE R LAY RIEST
B AT A, fumigatus TP IZHE AT K5 25 48 R AR G OB BT I8 [ D7k ] AU CMCIE £E8 37 4k
TR 2T Y 07k A SR RAT G W 18 v 2 5 R 8 HH 2R 4 R BE R IR A, fumigatus HZ1, [R)BFSR fA1llumina
PE150-V- & #- A7 R Y, Bl SE4T THISCHAE MG B2 0 Fr, AMNE R T DNSTENE T H 4T 4E
HWEE . [ 450 ] 4 R A fumigatus HZ13EF 41K/ R27.45 Mb, GCH it H49.43%; iE1INR
KOG, GO, Swissprot, egeNOG, KEGGHIPfam%i iz i i1 Be4h R W IE R 41 60 5 947346 A [R] B sk
IKAL G W5 P (CAZyme) T B 25 L I L R 4 56 5341 CAZyme L [H, I+ 5 HAbAFIA. fumigatusFHE A
HCAZyme Al o & 22 5 5 ASWFITIE Y€ Hh 2 5 R BT 4 R B AR AHOC R 2T E RIL [N | R4 R
B A AU i R R IR 5 AT 2 SR B 25 R R ], FECMCHE IR B b JLR G &2 a9 H B BOs s
Mo [ 458 ) ARIFE RN A, fumigatus HZ1FER AT T I F R8T, TIT T LT 2k 2 A 1) 10 4%
filh, S Wl S R 1 LT AE R AR ), e B SE PR AR L T B AR

KR EhEE HZ1, KERITSR, WA, EUESE0r, RN, TR R

X — PR S AL . LT RE G E i )" A 2T ZE R Tl
He X SIS i B SN IR th R AP R R, ihEg

YR B-1 40T B A A A S e —
&, HoA ., R, REE T AT A

M A HLBEURLY, (L FLAT MR 3 T
KA, BLRET XEFAER MR F AT, RIS
2 0 4 22 LA o L B R B 5 2
EL BB AT TR, T3 2T 4 2 1 S 5

EEWB: WIAERHITRI2019YFG0139)
B TE TR (=
BIE1EE . E-mail: 13366181512@163.com

(Aspergillus) R FLRE 43 Wb 5 A 5 21 4 & W fift A %
B Z Fh I 65 52 18 . Aspergillus niger NS-2 LA
2 BK R IS ) B RE A 7 A AT UL Y K BT AT 4E R g
BO WHERE B Aspergillus fumigatus 75,

s HEA: 2020-08-29; 1&EIHHER: 2020-10-23; M4 HERHER: 2020-11-10
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ZRIW TR, TR K B AT T BE 20 Wb it 4
o1 4 oA
BB TR AL R K REAS FTD) 5 Aspergillus fumigatus NS
T 77 A R ELA AR T 2T 4 2 )

FEE MY B R T AR AR AR R ﬁZF%%ﬁ’%ﬁ
BRI RE . K& KRITG(Cyriotrachelus buqueti)
VER—Fh Ll , mEAFEN A LR,
Luo UVl 3 4% Sk 41l S F BB R TR 2K
MR BRGNP )
I e 25 T Bk B AR R 4R 38 A AE R Y
MR, IS HARALER R, BIGT4ER
R A, O HL— B2 Yl 3 M TR B P 43 5 2
FEIF R LT YE R EMRE ), 0 DRI 28 J AT 7
(Bacillus velezensis LC1)!", A58 MK L RAT 4
I T PN O 2 S — R AT 4E 3R AR L, i BRI
7 K ﬁﬁﬁ%ﬂ‘ﬁﬁ“ﬁ@?%?mu%ﬁﬁtﬂ It H

0 2oF 2T 4 2% W 0 o i LT e R R RE )

s Aspergillus fumigatus 7] VL5

1 ARR®

1.1

1.1.1  JEYE B . 1% CMC Z WA : 200 mL
FIBAKHFIMA 2 g R ILLF R, LAtk
IR PR . B 100 mL €W . 40 mL 7%
YK AT 20 mL 4 0.2 mol/L FSARZE th ik (pH 4.8)
PRz, 4 CARIRIRAE: 1% KBTI : B
1 g DKM AIIE & 0.2 mol/L {7 R - Fik 1R 4k 2%
M (pH 4.8) THEAMINIA A, E4 % 100 mL,

4 °CARIRIRATE 3 1%IASHETHER : B 1 g AR EF4ER
FidE 0.2 mol/L MYREIR-BERR AN ZZ thil (pH 4.8) T
PR IGA R, EZZE 100 mL, 4 °C {KIRIEAT

1.1.2 BEFE. CMC 3t(g/L): B T4
24 5, NaNO; 3, KH,PO, 1, MgS0,4 0.5, KC1 0.5,

FeSO, 0.01, Bl 15, pH M E 7.0; PDA ¥53%
F(g/L): S5 200, WA 20, BUEM 17;

TSA HigeB(g/L): BREEWR 17, #H4ah 2.5,
NaCl 5, K,HPO; 2.5, KH,P0;2.35, KEHEH
3, Blg 15,

1.2 BRBRAY S B 1

KR RATGHFE DU R i R N B (R &
103°98', Jk&h 28°96") K4k . ﬂ%ifﬂiwk ZEIRIK
FER . BT s 55T &L 121 °C K
20 min, K5 Pk 0 B H T 75% R U
SHMRW 2 ho RREFMT, MEKERTS,
P R iE, TR D5 IR K B K
W B 35050 o N i R S AR VAR R R T R
10" 2 107, 43 5HL 0.1 mL 8 107 & 107 By FE
WIS T CMC K553, 30 °C [HiRE3R. CMC
KR 0.2%MI R 21 YLl e 0 )5 T i ik 41 4
R IEARTA
1.3 HEENSTFEYFLEE

DAL % B9 ITST (5-TCCGTAGG
TGAACCTGCGG-3")H1 ITS4 (5'-TCCTCCGCTTA
TTGATATGC-3")§ ¥4 ¥ 51 . PCR [ 44 U0°F -
95 °C 5 min; 95°C30s, 55°C30s, 72 °C 1 min,
35 MEF; 72 °C 7 min,

P8GR ARG A8 1% B IE W R bk,
G0 R i R G A s s R A R E 58 .
3T MEGAS i F4B 4% 244 3 NCBI GenBank H
R ENM 20 KIFHIRSH L Z B RSk
7R
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1.4 SFHERBE M E

¥ B BB MRIERD T PDA B5 355 |, 28 °C 1%
I 7 d BB REMA R, WM IR
B, 1:50 M CMC B 573, 28 °C . 220 r/min
PWHE R 6 do HIERRE TR 1. B3 M 6 K
B3y, R IR LAL 4 °CL 8000 r/min 0>
20 min W& ISR OB, T 21 4R R s
7

S3HIAE 0.3 mL B 1% CMC., 1%/K 15 F1 1%
AR gE R ER PN 0.1 mL HLEHE , 50 °C 5
iR 60 min J5 A 0.6 mL DNS 5], it
5 min WK 2R, BEFRARTIIA 0.2 mL
RN, OD{HT 540 nm K FllE . A4S0
BeE S AEA, 28 et RO R T 0
1.5 Z:FE4 DNA BB 50 %

B B BB RRERI T PDA B335 |-, 28 °C 85
=7 d BERRMA S, WA IR 1
B, HERRT TSA H53R%Edh, 28 °C. 220 r/min
P iige 2d, [ ERE.OHL 4 °C. 8000 r/min
20 10 min R IA . BRAREE 2] DNA $2HUR
Al CTAB 31", Sk I op [ B i e e A ) R4
BBRAFI A A Wizard JEHZH DNA 4lifhix 5]
&, —20°C %

BRI B L 40 DNA 3T F iR S 4
Wy s 25 B AT BRA wliEA T BE R 2 — AR .
V-5 4 lllumina PE150 ~F-5, XU w78
JE=100X, i A Bl 350 bp, 32K 150 bp, %X
i H 6 G
1.6 FEEAHAERAVREBFEST

WL Humina P55, 152] T Kt A
T BOE . 56 T RRAS R R 45 SRR, R A
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Trimmomatit 5 {4 %] J5 4 B 04 7 0% 0 TAb 3L
FEXF A AR L B A reads B T HITHLE
{1} SOAPdenovo! i f:%} L5 /5 () reads AT
A PHE , BHEZ Y scaffolds . f# FH# {4 GeneMark-ES
(v4.33)" S gEA T4 S HE R T , ] tRNAscan-SE
(v13. DU tRNA, RNAmmer (v1.2)!'°
BRPERN (RNA, Rfam (v10.0)! -9 sRNA,
RepeatMasker (v4.0.7)!" #4364 75 & 41 Fi

B LB PR REAL G NR R L KOG IR IE
B GO 4321 Swissprot?! | eggNOG™ |
KEGG™'#l Pfam™!, ¥%fF NR. KOG. GO,
Swissprot. eggNOG F1 KEGG 4 8¢, R
Diamond™ #4347 e Xk, B B-value<1E-5 191E
B, TRE A RS SR S T, A 2
THREVE R B o Pfam $04 7 7 B % F§ HMMER™®!
B A KGR LY, B E-value<1E-5, M
T 7 326 4 75 20 Je v B9 R o

L1 Re g e AR T 25 35 CARD . Bk
&Y E R CAZy . R BUN &= T IH ¥
DFVF. CARD H4iFETERE, R blast™ 5 4
JEE HE X, B E-value<1E-10 AR CAZy $udi i,
FH HMMERP 5 0 5 % 4% & X, H
E-value<1E-10 ¥ F¢ ; DFVF 13 F:F) FH Diamond™!
A 580 i H X, B E-value<1E-10 (i F% .

2 HRApAT

2.1 HYEEWEEE Aspergillus fumigatus HZ1 i)
2 78 B Wl T W 2

A RAT G2 W T8 v 0 108 31— bk £F 4 3R %
fi# I, Sanger MIFRTFIL ITS JFHI (&R 5
NMDCNO0000104), KB R 500 bp. #% ITS ¥
FI4E48 NCBI #E47 blast, FF5 s 741 T4
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KSR RGN 5K A. fumigatus HZ1
SRk A fumigatus HNC-92Y-3 (MN588060)4H {1
Mefem, R A fumigatus HZ1 5 A. fumigatus
HNC-92Y-3 & Mhd i (B 1-A).

W T HRIE A, fumigatus HZ1 27 4 E [ RE
WSE T FEMRTER LT 4 R (CMC) B 37 P i 27 4k
RS, AFEN D HSMERG  AM SRR B
ATV . S5 3 Fhar 4k 22 i B Ak BRAS 1]
BB E FFH(P<0.05); A 1| K A fumigatus
HZ1 W) PR RIS A 1.358+0.11 U/mL, 4%
JE b RS 6 K FTFF] 2.634+0.13 U/mL (& 1-B);

HNU) A BB RES N 0.797+0.024 U/mL _EF}#1]
1.247+0.033 U/mL (& 1-C); 1fii -7 %5 4 11 B B
M 0.548+0.017 U/mL EF+#] 1.556+0.12 U/mL
(K 1-D).
22 ERANF5ARE
AWEFE A A — AL Ilumina Novaseq F & X}
Aspergillus fumigatus HZ1 FEFHI (R 1), —
L1551 5232.64 Mb i b £t i , X))t h 2 1o i
JE 35 4956.16 Mb 9%, b Q30 &l
97.73%, GC &4 48.89%, K-mer FifliH AL
ZHRK/NR 30.10 Mb (K-mer {55 17, HEE N 31),

(A) MNS588057.1 Aspergillus fumigatus FIL-121Y-3
’_I_E MNS588018.1 Aspergillus fumigatus ZJC-64Y-1
MNS588058.1 Aspergillus fumigatus JS-187Y

MNS588000.1 Aspergillus fumigatus JS-242Y
—* MNS588061.1 Aspergillus fumigatus FIL-81Y-1

L+ MNS588056.1 Aspergillus fumigatus HNX-115Y-1
—* MN588060.1 Aspergillus fumigatus HNC-92Y-3

L——— NMDCNO0000104 Aspergillus fumigatus HZ1
[ MN588016.1 Aspergillus fumigatus ZJC-125Y-2

|_|:: MNS588070.1 Aspergillus fumigatus FIL-21Y-3
MNS588004.1 Aspergillus fumigatus JS-248Y-3

+ MN588037.1 Aspergillus fumigatus ZJL-68Y-7

MNS587999.1 Aspergillus fumigatus 1S-222Y-2

MNS588065.1 Aspergillus fumigatus FIL-80Y-2

MNS588053.1 Aspergillus fumigatus FIC-16Y-3

+ MN588064.1 Aspergillus fumigatus JS-185Y

+ MN588041.1 Aspergillus fumigatus ZJX-45Y-1

(B) 1.5

+ MN588022.1 Aspergillus fumigatus AH-116Y-1
MNS588009.1 Aspergillus fumigatus JS-222Y-1
MNS588007.1 Aspergillus fumigatus JS-188Y-1
MNS588002.1 Aspergillus fumigatus JXL-108Y-1

Q Endoglucanase j Exoglucanase ’3 Beta-glucosidase
£ 25 £ £ 15 w—CMC
=) = Glucose ) ;’GIUCOSC S = Glucose
S 20t S 10t =
Z 15} z z 107
g g E
[} 10 [} 05 (5] 05 L
g g g 0.
< 05 3 3
5 00 A 0.0 & g0 ML= - [
1 3 6
lncubatlon time/d lncubatlon time/d Incubation time/d
1.  A. fumigatus HZ1 5 F ¥ E (A) K 74 Z B8 7F (B-D)
Figure 1. Molecular identification (A) and cellulolytic activities (B—-D) of A. fumigatus HZ1. Descriptive data

were expressed as meantstandard error of mean (SEM, n=5). SEM describes the dispersion degree of mean
sampling distribution and measures the size of mean sampling error of the enzyme activities (n=5).
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FT 1. A fumigatus HZ1 £ [F BN FFnE %
Table 1. Genome
A. fumigatus HZ1

sequence and assemble of

Assemble Genome
Raw bases/Mb 5232.64
Clean bases/Mb 4956.16
Genome size of K-mer/Mb 30.10
Revised Genome size of K-mer/Mb 29.70
Scaffolds number (=0 bp) 1587
Scaffolds number (=500 bp) 266
Scaffolds number (=1 kb) 218
Longest scaffold/kb 2537.63
Total length/Mb 27.45
GC/% 49.43
N50/bp 547959
Gene number 9473
Total length/kb 13834.71
GC% (gene region) 54.12
rRNA 29
tRNA 1
sRNA 1
Tandem repeat 213192
Interspersed repeat 19366
BIEJG O 29.70 Mb. #5338 J5 B9 B4k 415

Scaffold /&7, GEitHE(#E 1), 45K, A%
FERI—3EA 1587 4> Scaffolds, MK (RIE
R/N)H 2745 Mb, HHKTF 500 bp BIH
266 1~, KT 1 kb 4 218 4>, fitK Scaffold K
&k 2537.63 kb, FEH 4 GC & il 49.43%, N50
{8y 547959 bp., ZHAEFLHF A5 9473 MEEHA

MR 13,834.71 kb, GC FHN 54.12%, 41
£ 29 1~ tRNA. 1> sRNA fl 1 > tRNA, HH
FEA ) MK Bl 232558 bp, o 3 DR 4K B 1
0.81%, fTEHEE LM, BEKELE T L 0.74%,
BAEEL TS 0.08%. HEFEAHHEC FZE KM

actamicro@im.ac.cn

PR E R O (B RS . NMDC40001003).
23 EEHAER

ik NR, KOG, GO, Swissprot,
KEGG Fil Pfam 04 P2 1 B 45 SR R W A. fumigatus
HZ1 JEH A 9473 D IEFE T, 53904 9425 (99.49%)
6674 (70.45%) .

eggNOG,

3487 (36.81%). 5033 (53.13%).
7363 (77.73%). 6540 (69.04%). 1 (0.01%)FEH
H 2] NR . Swissprot. KEGG ., KOG. eggNOG
GO FI Pfam H¥EPE(& 2). XLEHERREERA P,

2877 L INERE] 6 DR, 2283 Ak
]I RE S 5 AR A, 1240 DI g B3
NR e 1% (18] 2).

2.3.1 KOG ¥R A 6674 A JIEFE PR
2989 1~ KOGs H, Ho g SR IL[H f: 2 1 4 4~ KOGs
53 e 2 D A KW 344K (predicted transporter
major facilitator superfamily, KOG0254, 124 />
FEIN) | 55 A S0 58 i v e i £ 3 R 5%
%% iz 75 M (synaptic vesicle transporter SVOP and
related transporters major facilitator superfamily,

64 AN . S AL SR OE T
(permease of the major facilitator superfamily,

KOG2533, 52 /™3 [R) M FEBR %2 24 (amino
acid transporters, KOG1286, 51 3R (A 3).
h T NBAE K- A, fumigatus HZ1 2745 R
R ShRe, AT T 2 580K A& v A
) KOGs. A5 300 4> Jk B B2 ook b &
YA, (4% 297 > KOGs, Pl o-TE kg
(KOGO0471) . B-7i %) 11 B (KOG0496) A JL T Jix
i (KOG2806)%:

KOGO0255,
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Figure 2. Venn plot of gene annotation.

I A: RNA processing and modification

[IB: Chormation structure and dynamics

B C: Energy production and conversion

[ID: Cell cycle control, cell division, chromosome partitioning
B E: Amino acid transport and metabolism

750 - BIF: Nucleotide transport and metabolism

B G: Carbohydrate transport and metabolism

B H: Coenzyme transport and metabolism

B1: Lipid transport and metabolism

lJ: Translation, ribosomal structure and biogenesis

BK: Transcription

BL: Replication, recombination and repair

500 BM: Cell wall/membrane/envelope biogenesis

BIN: Cell motility

B O: Posttranslational modification, protein turnver, chaperones
[P: Inorganic ion transport and metabolism

B Q: Secondary metabolites biosynthesis, transport and catabolism
[UR: General function predicition only

250 | [1S: Function unknown

[UT: Signal transduction mechanisms

[IU: Intrancellular trafficking, secretion, and vesisular transport
[IV: Defense mechanisms

[IW: Extracellular structures

IY: Nuclear structure

[Z: Cytoskeleton

Gene number

0
ABCDEFGHIJKLMNOPQRSTUVWYZ
Function class

3. A. fumigatus HZ1 & KOG $1f
Figure 3. Gene distribution based on KOG classification of 4. fumigatus HZ1.
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232 GO WE: GO HRERW, IRt
R Z W EE B (5612), HUCRAEY R (LR 4L .
5500)FNANMLL o> G % 5488) (&l 4), ks,
W& T HmAKAS AR EE GO, {4
GO0004553 (K fift O-KEELAL 5 W% 7K ik T V) |
G0O0005975 (k7K Ak &Pt ) At GO0016787
K i eI )
2.3.3 KEGG E%: KEGG &2 6 13,
SER B e 2 R S AR AR DG Y, gL 5

(A 240 B0 HG 385 T 292 N3 (K i K Ak A
YA DL R S IR A . FERE A IE R A (starch
and sucrose metabolism, ko00500, 89 JE[A]),

BHETRE AR B 52 4E (gly colysis/gluconeogenesis, ko00010,
51 AR, ZBERZ TR AL (amino sugar
and nucleotide sugar metabolism, k000520, 74 4>
HERD SRR e B R T G A . R
FIBE R QR A v B N D) A R R(EC.3.2.1.4) 2
SerqE K0 AR, KB A fumigatus HZ1 BEXFLT4E 2R
ISR RETAE — W, T8N B-D-Hi%HE

P vy =
BALHL(E 5). 7 KEGG iR, fFE2E
100 Biological process Cellular component Molecular function 76540
2 10 1654
= ]
[ =
) 15
s )
=] G
gl) o
8 3
£
=
15) g
o] 3
5} Z
~ 1 465
0.1 5 5058 3 5585888 3883853880 5S5E5E SESLE5TREZ2E 5232202002 02005520 2020 7
SSESS8 S S 88888888 8858538858 8855825538 8885 5555 FS8FsEEs
C T RSO S S LSS SRPRSS8LESSE ON‘“K%): S0 S5C 508 S oS S5 SE S ST SBS5888 8%
-c:-.g.,_"\]kkN“&.QE&&&&&&:&‘,*&E &:"GS. *'oE il ~] §a, O:N 000 00000 OO0 000
b%:QQNOQNOQQ‘QQQQ‘UQNQ‘M ,:O,*Sk-..,osmvuz@'a S8 TAIITTIIIILITTITT
S5 =8 SSoegmsmsms folos ST IHCTEIRSENPS £ o5 sos5 858580585
FoCHSFS FSeSEEEEEsLesY 5 5E5L55887°87 £ § S5255355<285¢7
LFOEFL 7R°S55aa8L598 O S55%55 &3 5 @ F $55558558 S&58=58
5L £%538 A TS 500Xk Ias Y LI S& (@) T O SS5S5LT9E S5L 55
% §OF<5 & TH5535 TE5A §s3 8352 3 S S5s85888s 858 &5
SlRS) s o &L8L S ES 55T ! S OIS PEITLS xXPs LS
SL 5 S§F & SO NSSS Sex S 5D o OSSP SSES o £
= 3 3 ~ T 1) A< > = S SE S O08Eww =1 ~
% £ iEFF  5s355% 28 GG F < pppssSE SES
g < pols) ) SIT S < 55
S [F 5 Sz§88s 5 I8 F Su55558 553
P =558 S 3} < SSO&§F o2&
g 3 §33F = S w~3 & °5 8
5 g SEE3 = R
£ ~ 5555 g
5 S58E s
£L™ 5
5] s
2
£ E

&l 4. A. fumigatus HZ1 B9 GO 217
Figure 4. Gene distribution based on GO classification of A. fumigatus HZ1.
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Xenobiootics biodegradation and metabolism
Nucleotide metabolism

Metabolism of terpenoids and polyketides
Metabolism of other amino acids
Metabolism of cofactors and vitamins
Lipid metabolism

Glycan biosynthesis and metabolism
Global and overview maps

Energy metabolism

Carbohydrate metabolism

Biosynthesis of other secondary metabolism
Amino acid metabolism

Translation

Transcription

Replication and repair

Folding sorting and degardation
Signaling milecules and interaction
Signal transduction

Membrane transport

Transport and catabolism

Cellular community-prokaryotes

Cellular community-enkaryotes

Cell motility

Cell growth and death

[ Cellular processes

M Environmental information processing
I Genetic information processing

Il Metabolism

100 200 300 400

Counts of genes

E 5. A fumigatus HZ1 # KEGG %%

Figure 5.

2.4 BAKAAYTEHES(CAZyme)E B

B IR 41 B K A G 3 P T R A R R Y
A. fumigatus HZ1 ZEHA A EREE] 534 4~ CAZyme
I, HeEammEILHE 5.64%, HAETK#
it (GH) X ik /K A6 G 1) B il AT SCBRAE T, A
AR 270 A~ GH ZEH (B 6). LAk, % E
T 96 MR ER(GT)HEE, 80 MHEEEME(CE)
LR, 15 DN EHZRERPL)IEN , 66 4 HA 4
LR (AA)FE TN 7 ANBRK AL G W45 A
(CBM)A:H (] 6). —3F 270 4~ A 3 B 3
62 > GH ik, Hrpfutin £ 12 GH43 . GH3,
GH13. GHI8. GH16 il GH5, 43445 19, 18,
16, 16, 14 Fl 14 P55 80 4~ CE [ 4 H |

Gene distribution based on KEGG classification of 4. fumigatus HZ1.

11 4~ CE K%, fuff, CE1. CE2, CE3. CE4 %,

Hrp CE10 i 8w %, k5] 40 15 AA it
A 114%%?&&1&,,\*@)\5@( WZH 2 AAT
Tl AA3; 6 4 PL ZIEHTERE, 45 PL1. PL20,
PL26, PL3, PL4 Al PLY.

ATt — 2 A S R 22 5T T

A. fumigatus HZ1 5 HAM A. fumigatus FE R4+
CAZyme 3N, 25 1R A. fumigarus HZ1 53
fl 4 FF A. fumigatus W) CAZyme 53 4ji o i % 2=
SE(F 2), GH Wbk %, HUE GT.
A. fumigatus HZ1 JE 4 th CAZyme J X 55 & i
Z, HH AA FIl CE #F¥HMKZ, GH fl GT
BHED.
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0 5 10 15 20 0 10 20 30 40
GH95 = CBM66 @
GH93 CBM63 2
Gl == ol B com
GHES = CBMI =3
GHg8 /™
PL9 [
GH81 = PL4 =3
GH78 |y PL3 = PL
GH76 ' PL26
GH75 PL20 &
GH74 = PLI1 ==
i R
—
GH7 =l CE5 ==
GH67 =@ 8%431 j:l
GH65 =
= Ry - «
—
G(‘;*S% — CEI5[
GH55 CEl4E
GH54 [ GH R ,
GH53 |7 CEl —
Gé‘ﬁ; = AAY
AA8 3
GH47 AAT AA
GH43 AAGE
GH38 |/ AAS5(A
GH37 = AAY [
GH36 /3 AAI
GH35 AA2
GH33 @ AAl6D
GH32 [ AA14[D
GH3| AAI3[
GH30 =@ AAll =
GH3 ] AAl E
GH28 GT91
GT90 ————m
GH27 I— GT8 ==
GH25 /3 GT76 3
GH20 == GT71 =
GH2 e —
GHI8 ' o100 B
GH17 ——™3 GT62 ==
A= G138
GH154 /3 GT57 =3
= g
—
GHI134 = GT41 2
GHI132 == GT4 |/ GT
GH13| == GT39 =
' oheE
GHI128 3 G133 B
= GT32 ==
GH125 = 1328
GH12 = GloR b
GHI15 73 GT25 ==
GH114 = G124
GH11 [ G122 ==
GHI109 ————™ G121
GH106 =3 GT20 [
GHI105 /1 GT2 ]
GHI10 2/ GT15F=/™
GHI [y GT1 ==

6. A. fumigatus HZ1 WKL EYIEHEER S S RRIERE
Figure 6. Gene distribution based on CAZyme and carbohydrate binding module annotation 4. fumigatus HZ1.
GH: glycoside hydrolases; CBM: carbohydrate binding module; CE: carbohydrate esterase; GT:
glycosyltransferases; PL: polysaccharide lyase; AA: auxiliary activities.
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#*2. WHHEEREMEASD CAZyme ZEFRKH
Table 2. CAZyme gene numbers in A. fumigatus genomes

Species CAZyme proteins GH GT CE PL AA CBM
A. fumigatus 75 529 272 98 69 14 55 21

A. fumigatus AF293 528 269 109 75 15 57 3

A. fumigatus var. RP-2014 498 257 99 68 15 50 9

A. fumigatus A1163 532 270 106 73 15 58 10
A. fumigatus HZ1 534 270 96 80 15 66 7

Enzymes: GH: glycoside hydrolase; GT: glycosyltransferase; CE: carbohydrate esterase; PL: polysaccharide lyase; CBM:
carbohydrate-binding module; AA: auxiliary activities. Genomes: A. fumigatus Z5 (GenBank: GCA_001029325.1); A. fumigatus
AF293 (GenBank: AAHF00000000.1); A. fumigatus var. RP-2014 (GenBank: JHOI00000000.1); A. fumigatus A1163 (GenBank:

ABDB00000000.1).

2.5 KRERGHEEMER

251 SFEER: A fumigarus HZ1 L2 ik
HREE 55 NEFERB I, HAha3s 25 Y]
HIRBERG L L 7 AN H R PEREEL A 23 A
-7 2 Y AR LR (3R 3) 0 DAY U0 RO Tl L] 2 )
fIE 8 T GHI2, GHS5, GHS51, GH6, GH7
N GH74 8005 AU S0 Tk A 4 5 114 28 11 I
J& T GHS5 S0 5 B~ 2 Wl 17 Tl ik DX 9 50 190 2 11
FiJ& T GH1 il GH3 (3R 2). F & T4 R Ak
B A. fumigatus HZ1 FAT 5550 10 2T 4k K 5 i
1.

2,52 LYERM: A fumigatus HZ1 K:H4H
SEAT 39 AN ILIN gAD  AF 4 E B, G 19 4 B
B BIEIA | 8 A SRR AE R S 12 /> o Ath g ik
SIQE R N N A TER (SR AR 7 1P TE A
RSN (R 4). B-ARBEHEE 2R T
GH43 % ; AR R WEEYE T GH10. GH11 F1 GH30
G H R EE, o-L- Bl 1wk i 1 1 i 5

B RLA B ANIEE)E T GH127. GHI134, GH62,
GH54. GH47. GH38 Fl GH125 F (3 3).
2.5.3 KREEBE: A fumigatus HZ1 FeR 4] it
A 18 AN iy A TR M, ALHE 4 DA EE |
3 AN AL ML DR N 11 2T G % O AU
S, KRR RSN EAE T AAL K
T, i ek AE A T TR 2 A 1 B TR T AA2
K, FYER R A R i i A SR T
AA3 KR (F 5). x4 R EKW A. fumigatus HZ1 [A]
) FLAT A 5T 3R R Ak g
2.6 HABINRELR

i 2 % [ (CARD) $4 #f J 14 P 4 R 0,
A. fumigatus HZ1 FERAFILHE 2 A 25 3L H
(5567 ¢ F1 5860 1) (3% 6); HHEEUREDEIINT
(DEVE)FBLERFEM, A fumigatus HZ1 FEHH
It 1082 NEEBURE R I H T, Kby
i 311 A, BEASE T 313 4, HaE 1 1774,
HHESIYITE 245 4, AARTE F 34 N 6).
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R 3. A. fumigatus HZ1 EFEhAFH EZ/EER
Table 3. Cellulase genes in the genome of A. fumigatus HZ1

Classification Gene ID CAZy modules E-value Classification Gene ID CAZy modules E-value

Endoglucanase 1709 _t GHI12 4.90E-51 B-glucosidase 370 _t GH1 5.40E-100

2927t GH12 9.20E-27 5677_t GHI1 1.80E-159

3476_t GH12 2.10E-45 5823t GHI 6.10E-165

8667 _t GH12 6.50E-25 7227t GHI 2.00E-155

8722 t GHS5 6.70E-219 8889 t GHI 5.80E-154
8272 t GHS5 5.50E-150 1708 _t GH3 1.70E-61
1164 _t GHS5 5.60E-159 1847 _t GH3 2.10E-62
1657 _t GHS5S 2.60E-131 1974 _t GH3 2.50E-64
6881 _t GHS5 2.20E-27 1983_t GH3 1.50E-59
4314 _t GHS5 6.40E-135 3016_t GH3 3.20E-67
4194 t GHS 2.70E-68 33t GH3 8.20E-63
5332t GHS5 1.80E-113 3575_t GH3 3.70E-56
6578 _t GHS5 2.30E-116 5056_t GH3 3.00E-62
8258 t GHS5 6.90E-116 5570 _t GH3 4.10E-61
376_t GHS5 1.20E-88 5621 _t GH3 9.60E-52
6830_t GHS 3.70E-87 591 t GH3 1.10E-61
3375t GHS5 3.10E-112 602_t GH3 1.60E-66
5108 _t GHS5S 5.10E-108 6911 _t GH3 3.30E-65
6294 t GH51 2.70E-129 7041 _t GH3 4.50E-46
2998 t GH6 2.30E-97 7148 t GH3 6.60E-61
2180 _t GH7 1.30E-145 7750_t GH3 5.00E-57
5291 _t GH7 4.20E-198 7969 _t GH3 3.00E-53
6577_t GH7 2.10E-202 8902 _t GH3 5.70E-58

6782t GH7 8.10E-146 Exoglucanase 137_t GHSS 2.80E-233

4919t GH74 2.00E-25 1980 _t GHS55 5.70E-278

2102t GHSS5 5.10E-284

5466_t GHS55 2.30E-105

5849 t GHS5S 4.90E-183

8039 t GHS5S 3.30E-218

8851 _t GHS55 2.00E-223

T 4. A fumigatus HZ1 B F LA b 3 T4 B HE
Table 4. Hemicellulase genes in the genome of 4. fumigatus HZ1

Classification Gene ID CAZy modules E-value Classification Gene ID CAZy modules E-value
Beta-xylosidase 7906 _t GH43 9.50E-163 Xylanase 1232t GHI10 9.90E-87
1705t GH43 3.10E-156 1965t GH10 2.30E-35
237t GH43 1.90E-125 2135t GHI10 6.00E-103
2765t GH43 6.70E-133 4814t GHI10 1.90E-107
8894 t GH43 8.10E-129 11t GHI11 1.70E-74
8060 _t GH43 1.30E-96 2002_t GHI11 2.00E-75
1197t GH43 1.90E-67 25t GHI11 3.00E-78
2715t GH43 3.60E-87 384t GH30 9.70E-125
2978t GH43 5.10E-85 Other enzymes 6386_t GH127 9.6E-170
5197_t GH43 9.00E-12 264t GH134 5.4E-87
2424 t GH43 5.60E-98 2542t GH62 7.8E-120
735 t GHA43 1.10E-96 8086 t GH62 6E-118
7423t GH43 9.20E-85 6660 _t GH54 5.2E-162
8087_t GH43 1.50E-134 2017_t GH47 3.2E-176
1219t GH43 6.00E-127 4763 _t GH47 2E-175
1284 t GH43 1.70E-129 5264 t GH47 1E-166
1456t GH43 4.80E-116 5839 t GH47 7.3E-136
5580 _t GH43 9.70E-107 6709 t GH47 4.4E-144
8887_t GH43 7.20E-129 8782t GH38 1.5E-86
2236_t GH125 5.30E-164
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#T 5. A fumigatus HZ1 EF B h K FREEE
Table 5. Ligninase genes
A. fumigatus HZ1

in the genome of

Classification  Gene ID CAZy modules  E-value
Laccase 5161 t  AAI 1.1E-44
5162 t  AAI 4.1E-120
5731t AAI 1.6E-38
4662 t  AAIl 7.1E-119
Manganese 2131_t AA2 7.7E-60
peroxidase 2845 t  AA2 2.8E-13
7286 t  AA2 4.4E-65
Cellobiose 5600 t  AA3 3.5E-52
dehydrogenase 2396 t  AA3 4.7E-179
2415t AA3 2.8E-126
2970 t  AA3 1.3E-156
3830t  AA3 4.9E-155
4306 t  AA3 1E-96
5515t  AA3 3.1E-179
6155 t  AA3 1.3E-170
7966 t  AA3 1E-140
8795t  AA3 1.2E-175
6411 t  AA3 6.3E-178

% 6. A. fumigatus HZ1 E b Ih 88+ 8
Table 6. Other
fumigatus HZ1 genome

functional annotations of A.

Functional annotation Number
Resistance Type

abcA 2
Disease-Hostkey

Animals 311
Herb 313
Plants 177
Vertebrata 245
Xyloid 34

3 ik

AV R E—Fhag e . KT
Koo A IER AL 7 M, o] DL BH A P R
fRLFYE R T1 o Aspergillus fumigatus VF h—2
HASGERMEMe I, HENARAFEER

CAZymes HE[R|, 0] 53 Uh 22 Fh 22 (4 R 5T 41 4k R A
g, Xt A. fumigatus FRRIER DA TR ARFIT,
KA RT A fumigatus VERRETAE R ARG BT IR
24 5 KR

AR A R KAT G 18 A 0 3t — Bk £F
A KRB Aspergillus fumigatus HZ1, H4F 4
EEHE/E CMC ¥ fe e p s 6 d b &t 17+
B, TEH 6 KIS YY) HRAMNG . S A SR il
I - 4] 7 W T 20 5135 %) 2.634+0.13 U/mL
1.247+0.033 U/mL #il 1.556+0.12 U/mL, 5 2 i
) A 2 TR RR BT AR RO AL fumigatus HZ1 3
K20 K /N K 28788216 bp, GC &N 49.43%,
5 A. fumigatus 75 JEH AR,

A. fumigatus HZ1 3&[H 403 B3 534 A
CAZyme JE[H, 145 270 4~ GH %[, 96 4~ GT
FEH, 80 4~ CE A, 154 PL 3[H, 66 1~ AA
FERA 7 4> CBM LA £ 103 > 23 1 3R A5 1Y
BN A S, Aspergillus J&{E CAZyme J:[H
Hoar b JE 40 A2 P Miao 45 ME i b g 3t
[K 20 24 %F 4 ¥k A. fumigatus CAZyme $EAT HO4S,
15 A fumigatus 75 . A. fumigatus AF293
A. fumigatus var. RP-2014 Fl A. fumigatus A1163,
/R CAZyme JEIRTE A. fumigatus BkEH AOEEAE
R EM, CAZyme N KATIKH, A fumigatus
SR GH S F B A kY, AT
ZER 5

CT Y R BT S N U SRR . D) R
TN B-5 29 BHTE i . Miao 22 T 4. fumigatus
Z5 FER A A g R BN, A2 25 MWD R
BEREIEI . 3 AN RBEEEIE R F 2 15 A
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Genome sequencing and bioinformatics analysis of cellulolytic
fungus Aspergillus fumigatus HZ.1

Hao Tang”, Li Zheng”, Lu Lei, Mingjun Wang, Yuangiu Li, Chaobing Luo”

College of Life Sciences, Leshan Normal University, Leshan 614000, Sichuan Province, China

Abstract: [Objective] Aspergillus fumigatus is a cellulolytic fungus. The research of its genome will facilitate the
mining and development of enzyme resources associated with cellulose degradation. [Methods] A. fumigatus HZ1
was isolated from the gut of Cyrtotrachelus buqueti by CMC selective medium and Congo red staining method.
[llumina PE50 platform was used to conduct genome sequence and the relative bioinformatics analysis was
performed subsequently. Furthermore, the cellulase activities of this strain were determined by DNS method.
[Results] The genome size of 4. fumigatus HZ1 was 27.45 Mb with a GC content of 49.43%. The results from NR,
KOG, GO, Swissprot, eggNOG, KEGG and Pfam database annotations reveal that the genome contained 9473
genes, and the carbohydrate active enzyme (CAZyme) annotation shows that the genome contained 534 CAZyme
genes and coincided with the distribution of CAZyme in the other four 4. fumigatus genomes. A variety of cellulase
genes, hemicellulase genes and ligninase genes related to lignocellulose degradation were identified. In addition,
cellulase activity showed an increasing trend and high activity in CMC medium. [Conclusion] Our findings provide

reference for the application of A. fumigatus.

Keywords: Aspergillus fumigatus HZ1, Cyrtotrachelus buqueti, genome sequence, bioinformatics analysis,

cellulase, cellulolytic fungus
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