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1. Potato Dextrose Agar (PDA)

NOTES 200

g

WA IR sA 20 g

U 20 g

UINAU 1 L
ABNI9usTEIN

: —_—
' Lﬂusﬂﬁmaﬂmqsmmﬁnq
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2. Production medium (Punnapayak efal., 1999)

ARTANN I 1RNAINYNA Y

Celldlose 30.0 g
CaH,PO, 5.0 g
MgSO, 1.0 g
(NH,)SO, 4.0 g
Yugdratne 7.0 g
Tween 80 2.0 ml

FeSO, 5.0 mi
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ZnS0O, 5.0 mi
MnSO, 5.0 ml
CoCl, 5.0 mi

UfutFumedaeinnduwldivingu 1 L

1U5uA1 pH Wivindu 5.0-5.5

ABnasTey
:" y 1": 2 d‘ ] g
ranegaunausvue andi Cak 8% Ol-cellulose Liasannliazanesin way
- g ‘l' _-' [ 1 e
Tween 80 waaAnuINAulF LB mAnuunsanasanalfvinty 5.0
7 ! _ .
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1. Dinitrosalicylic solution (DNS) (Miller, 1959)

1. Potassium Sodium Tartrate (NaKC,H,0,.4H,0) 285 g
NaOH 4.5% "# 300 ml
2. Dinitrosalicylic a§ / 880 ml
3. NaOH 10% 22 ml
Phenol 10g Iumn 69 ml

4. NaHSO, 6.9 g

A8nasTey

54 q 21891 300 ml NaOH 4.5%

1.2 acid 1%

1.8 laasluansazane Phenol 10% (W)
U3N04 69 m '

15 shasazaneit iy Flumadonigoumgdl 4°C iy

aetNan 1 Ay qmuglﬂli‘lm

2. 006 sm.uﬂuﬂ,{l JCLEJ NINYINT
bl A i m&mﬂﬂ NPINY .

Cntng acid monohydrate (C;H,0,.2H,0) 5.0434 g

USuA pH Wiviniu 4.8 wazfusBunmsdaeninndulivingy 1 L

3BN9LTEI
49 Tri-sodium Citrate dihydrate (C,H,0,Na,.2H,0) 47191 7.6466 N3u W1ATANE

W sndu 990 Reddms ukaAn Citric acid monohydrate (C4H,0,.2H,0) adlil 5.0434

n3u Usu pH Wiy 4.8 WusinduauiBunnsdly 1 dss



3. Somogyi-Nelson solution (Nelson,1944: Somogyi,1951)

Alkali rr n

Somogyi-Nelson A 25
Na,CO, 25
Potassium Sodium Tartrate (NaKC,H,0,.4H,0) 25
NaHCO, 20
| 200

1

15
100

2

200

25
sndu 450
Conc. H,S0, *Annsasittiin 21

2. Na,HASO@iED ==

£ o g '

UINAU 25

..I
i

AU INENTNEINS

PRI TUAMINYAE

ml

nem

mi

ml

mi
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1. mahnavhihmanglasanasgiusuninglaedd DNS method
11 winndnsazarenglasly 50 mM sodium citrate buffer pH 4.8 A sdudu

maqmu0002040608101 ,

1.3
1.4
1.5
1.6
i
1.8
nglaguinsgin

' \ e lfiezasaninsTnindinas
3 Color Measurement Software

) 6. UAY 7. LUTEUNFINTENG

2. nevina
21 HTENAs

Fia & aﬁooozo4o£81o1 416

2.2 wazm alu itrate buffer pH 4.8
mmmu‘lﬁ'ldm‘l. mﬂzﬁ j w ﬁ“ﬁ ﬁ %

Lmums‘a"mﬂ DNS 0.6l

z’Q mmmm 1RIINYAY

mumnau 4 ml

125 DNS method
buffer pH 4.8 maudindu

Ay 2.0 mg

26  duAInamanduuasiinutnaniu 540 nm laeldistes aulnlnstiinfines
27 duRrassnsazanelaeldlisunsa DIB Color Measurement Software

o ' 1 J ' 4
28  WAMAnaULAs uavANnauldaande 6. uar 7. uadsunsiinng

nglagamsgy
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3. me‘v‘i'mﬂﬂﬁ'\mang‘[nﬂmmj‘munuﬂnﬁimzﬁ%‘ Somogyi-Nelson method

3.1 wisnussavarenglaalu 50 mM sodium citrate buffer pH 4.8 parsidindu
Vi’N'] ﬁ'\i‘ﬁ 0.00 0.03 0.06 0.09 0.12 0.15 0.18 0.21 0.24 0.27 W&z 0.30 mg/ml

32 ldansavanenglaalu 50 mM sodium citrate buffer pH 4.8 Tusieldldas
luvaasanaaavaenas 1 ml

3.3 (@n&"7 Alkali Copper Reagent 1 ml

34  sulunwdestlwaan 1 0 W

35 Lﬁumm a8l Arsenomolybolat

3.6 mnmnaus 0 o

' U y J a (-8
3.7 2uANNSERANARLAIAINENARK 520 nm TaelfiaTasaiinTasinindines
el ‘-i B.Color Measurement Software
. R ] .\N

ANAUL \ wag 8. mwﬂunﬂﬂmma

?
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R X
o/

7 Lt
39  thAnsaafiauis /
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=
" b

nglAganAsgy 42 F\\
3 JYENEV AN
4. mavinaumfiR s uiiissagaulngda Somogyi-Nelson method
4.1 WITENANTAY qﬁ@g na,,’ 0g b\ itrate buffer pH 4.8 Aa g
A .

AN mu 0.00 0.03 0.06 0.090.1 n;,p 0.27 wae 0.30 mg/ml

4.2 sodilim citrate buffer pH 4.8 e lélda

dansazanenglag

lunaannmaainaanazo

- '— _ : ‘\
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L meviinang
R T
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5. malnziiTinanhineiaadlagds DNS method wuwalng (Ghose, 1987)
51 ldnsvmmnsas Whatman No.1 1110 1x6 cm alMaannnaaInaanss 1 3%
52 N 0.05M sodium citrate buffer pH 4.8 13u1ms 1 ml
53  iinsqetraenlaf 0.5 mi
54 hliinfigramgll 50°C s 1 4alug
55  AN&19aza1e DNS 3 ml

5.6 mn'l.ummamﬂumms 9

57 WRutindu 20 ml ’///
58  duA muﬂ@ nm Taeldipdnsauintastiinfines
J U

4'—

i o U <4
Lﬁﬂﬂtﬂﬂﬂﬂﬂﬁ'\ﬂ')?gﬁﬂﬂuuﬂﬁ

lor Measurement Software
° 4 A ' [ aa’ o i g
wAanewldunAuanygh A\ 10 ufiguiuAdsesitananglag
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6. MSIATIZH A3H1 fpeE "~ Sologyi-Nelson method wuulni
(Somogyi, 1951) '

6.1 v 1 Whatiman No T ANIAM X6 cm asluvaesvaasiannas 13
6.2 05M citrate buffer pH 4.8 1339617 1 ml
6.3
6.4
L
s Py %mﬁwmm
6.6 ihaaan 10 Wi

q IR IO M TINYA Y

1 1 J
dwAmeganAuLaefinauEnaiy 520 nm TneldiAdesauniasinin
dwef A msganfuuaddiendldinsunatagiesueni®a  TnenReudieutusnis
-~ -1
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6.10  dwrrdvasarsararelneldhilsunsu DIB Color Measurement Software T
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7. mslensilBnuhmainadlagdd DNS method wuugagay
7.1 ldnszm1mnses Whatman No.1 91419 1x1.2 cm aslunaannaaenasnas 1 3w
7.2 fy 0.05M sodium citrate buffer pH 4.8 13u1#3 0.2 ml
7.3 Ansetraeulesi 0.1 mi
7.4 dlihixdigoamgd 50°C hwasn 1 4ot
7.5  \Aug19azane DNS 0.6 ml
76 mu'lummﬂmﬂumm 5 Wi
77 Fauinndu 4 mi_ ”//
7.8 ‘@o nm Tneldietasauininstnia

a o o - - — e aal o 4
WRBT  WIAINTHANAULAITIE . 95 eenBaudeutusinig
- H - : W iy
AANAULAIIRIUNAANA [paelAs 3971, ‘
7.9 ] et lalsun lor Measurement Software

ihdfigulfinAnnoiaiadsdeding WieufuAdresitnanglag

8 MsuATEMRinglBnashniiagas Somogyi-Nelson method uLvsiagIY

8.7

WAis 0.05M sodifuncit ‘ 8151m2 0.2 ml

L1x1.2 cm A9 IUNARANAABINARARE 1 T

WANANT Atkali Copper Reagent 0.2 ml

i martinns

RS2 N U i
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9. wFeuiiaunisAaseilF it na3Adlaed s DNS method s21319MS
ArMsivuuUnAuazuuutagou

TusBuMsNATIER wuwnf wuutiagsou
nIgATENIas Whatman No.1 1x6 cm 1x1.2 cm
0.05M sodium citrate buffer pH 4.8 1.0 ml 0.2 ml
LRLERNE BRI 0.5 ml 0.1 ml
tinfigosmgdl 50°C 10 h 10 h
DNS — ml 0.6  ml
Fuluriidien 0" min 50  min
ndu ml 40 ml
10.  WFswnaums? * ‘ % Somogyi-Nelson method
szuamadiATeiuuiinl s \

AL
S e

AURBUNTIATIZR _LTRIN D wuuln@ wuutiasIuy
NsYATHNIRY Whatma 1x1.2 cm
0.05M sodium citrate ‘ | 0.2 ml
LRLURNE BRI < ogﬁ ml 0.1 ml
ﬂuﬁqamqﬁ 5 i o ANS 1.0 h
Alkali copper reagent | "ﬁl.o II Imll N 02 ml

‘i

v [~ )

e RLE RV LT TLY (TR
' =

Arsenomglybdate ‘ 1.0 ml 0.2 ml

T o

UINKU 50 ml 1 ml
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1 unit enzyme = Buunglag 1 pmol Mifinuntelu 1 ud
maldnasiildnaany
| X
= Waununglaa 0.180 mg MiAinaunely 1 ui

4
melinaeildnaaay

nglag 0.180 mg

nglAd Ti-To mg. e

Twaa1 60 w7 &

-1
981 1 ¥l ag ! ———"Jimol/min

AMNLTAYLAALTUAY O finglha~ ) pumol/min

= 180 60
o & - - TI'TO) 7
AIUIAGLAR 1.0 ml azdl qH . ( Unit/ml
. ? S b, 0.180x60x0.5
WiAeitequadlandian (FPU) = 0.185T;-To) Univmi
iy Nt
WANPRAAIUNE (Spe -k Ly Unit/mg

Protein

i
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1. midinasqueauaniitfvetagiasiinanlianiaguasiindnldanidas

T. reesei SeNUG QM9414 e 3% DNS method

Oneway Anova . ’
Sum of Squares | ¢ an Squ Sig.
Between Groups 0.001 oqo 0.078
Within Groups 0.003 o.g 00
Total 0.003

Post Hoc Tests

Multiple comparisons ),
Scheffe P (=i 4
M
. e 95% Confidence Interval
() TREAT | Mean | (TR Méan | Di ) Eror | Sig. | LowerBound | Upper Bound

Normal Spec | 0.052 | Normal Img 0.0§ﬂ'-g‘{g’ﬁ : .004 0.812 -0.017 0.009
Small Spec §F | 0986 0.004 0.087 -0.024 0.001
Small Img & =13 _ 0.004 0.534 -0.019 0.006
Normal Img | 0.056 | Normal Spec _%;T, 0.004 0.812 0.009 0.017
Small Spec— | 0086 . - 004 | 0422 -0.020 0.005
img | 0078 | J| 0.966 -0.015 0.011
Small Spec | 0.066 0.087 -0.001 0.024
N 3 0.422 -0.005 0.020
Smail Img 0. 0.707 -0.008 0.018
Smallimg | 0.078 | Normal Spec | 0.052 0.006 0. 0.534 -0.006 0.019
Normal j;mg__ | 0.056 0. 0.004 0.966 -0.011 0.015
ﬁﬁ% .0 | E_ggfgﬂ ?7 -0.018 0.008

Homogenous suBsets ¢

TREAT @
Normal Sp
Normal Img
Small Img
Small Spec
Sig. |
Means for groups in homogeneous subsets are displayed.

a Uses Harmonic Mean Sample Size = 9.000.

NORMAL SPEC = mainsagiaauaninniaeisalalnsinlaum? uwudni
NORMAL IMG = msimuagiaauaniiiflaedtalalnsinlnm? uuudedau
SMALL SPEC = msimagiaaueniilaasinuszuutlszanananianin uuuinf

RANEA

SMALL IMG = msimsaqiaaueniidfiagiiuszuulzzanananianin uuutadau

URIANYIAY
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2. maimragasuaniidAvetegiasiindnlianiagiasiinanlaanidan

T. reesei A18Wuf Rut C-30 1ae3% DNS method
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Oneway Anova
Sum of Squares df | Mean Square F Sig.
Between Groups 0.018 3 0.006 0.968 0.420
Within Groups 0.193 32 0.006
Total 0.211 35
Post Hoc Tests
Multiple comparisons
Scheffe
95% Confidence Interval
() TREAT Mean i rror Sig. Lower Bound | Upper Bound
Normal Spec | 0.802 | No 0 b 37 0.996 -0.099 0.117
, 4 7 0.743 -0.149 0.067
Small = 0.4 037 0.796 -0.145 0.071
Normallmg | 0.793 | Nogmal S 0271 7"-00 7 0.996 -0.117 0.099
Small Sgec A3s 0.037 | 0605 -0.158 0.058
Sm 1.103,] - 1350.046 \ 037 0.664 -0.154 0.062
Small Spec | 1.135 | Normal Spec % A 3 037 | 0.743 -0.067 0.149
Normal g 793+ /740,0 0.037 0.605 -0.058 0.158
Small £ 0.037 1.000 -0.104 0.112
Small Img 1.103 | Normal i 0.037 0.796 -0.071 0.145
Normal Img g I 0.037 0.664 -0.062 0.154
Small Spec | b7 0.037 1.000 0.112 0.104
T “ N

Homogenous subset:

TREAT N 1
Normal Img 9 li'l&.
Normal Spec |
Small Img F‘ u g::a w
Small Spec 9 0.843

qF 0.605

re:::mmmmm URNAINYA Y

TUHIEING ©

NORMAL SPEC = msiaiaagiaauaninmilaeidaialnsiilmam? wunini

NORMAL IMG = msimisagiaaueniinalaeiganlalnsiniaumi uuubedoy
SMALL SPEC = meinisaguaauaniinsiaesiauszuutlszaaananianin wung

SMALL IMG = nsiausagiaauaniifiasiussuuilszanananianin unusedau
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3. msiatagiesuanitivetagasiinanldanisagiasiinanldanidas
T. reesei 18 WU QM9414 Tneid Somogyi-Nelson method

Oneway Anova
Sum of
Squares df Mean Square F Sig.
Between
Groups 0.001 3 0.000 2.526 0.075
Within Groups 0.003 32 0.000
Total 0.004

Post Hoc Tests
Multiple comparisons

Scheffe

-—-"'""

: 95% Confidence Interval
(I) TREAT Mean IREA ean +—Diffe Error Sig. Lower Bound | Upper Bound

Normal Spec | 0.064 58 | 7 0.134 -0.026 0.002
0.998 -0.015 0.014

0.710 -0.020 0.009

Normal Img 0.058 0.134 -0.002 0.026
0.184 -0.003 0.026

0.660 -0.008 0.021

Small Spec 0.067 0.998 -0.014 0.015
0.184 -0.026 0.003

0.803 -0.019 0.010

Small Img 0.072 0.710 -0.009 0.020
0.660 -0.021 0.008

0.803 -0.010 0.019

Homogenous subsets m

SubseTfo,r alpha = .05
TREAT N L=
Normal Spec F i stwquﬂ‘i
Small Spec
Small Img 94 0.071

AR U AN Y

a Uses Harmalc Mean Sample Size = 9.000.

“MAEMWME ©  NORMAL SPEC = mzimisagiaauaninmiaeiaaulalnsinlmam? uuudni
NORMAL IMG = msinisaqiaaueniiapiaeisalalnsiilsam uuusedou
SMALL SPEC = msimisaguadueninalagimuszuutlszananantann wuudni
SMALL IMG = msimsagiaauaniidsiagrussuinlszansuanieammn uuvseday
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4 mainmagasuaniiAresagasiindnldanimageaiindaldanidan
T. reesei §neug Rut C-30 TngAE Somogyi-Nelson method

Oneway Anova
Sum of
Squares df | Mean Square E Sig.
Between Groups 0.031 3 0.010 0.500 0.685
Within Groups 0.669 32 0.021
Total 0.701

Post Hoc Tests &V//é’f—
 —

Multiple comparisons ’-__-_"

Scheffe

95% Confidence Interval
() TREAT Mean Sig. Lower Bound | Upper Bound
Normal Spec 0.843 0.974 -0.169 0.233
0.729 0.123 0.279
0.853 -0.141 0.261
Normal Img 0.839 0.974 -0.233 0.169
0.929 -0.155 0.247
0.982 -0.173 0.229
Small Spec 1.057 0.729 -0.279 0.123
0.929 -0.247 0.155
0.995 -0.219 0.184
Small Img 1.075 0.853 -0.261 0.141
0.982 -0.229 0.173
0.995 -0.184 0.219
Homogenous subsetsm
o
TREAT : .l ‘
smaisves | 011 11 ININEINT
Small Img W :
Normal Img 9 = (V)
NormalSpe ‘
IRNE ANR1INYIQE

Means for gr&‘ps in homogenus subsets are diplay.

a Uses Harmonic Mean Sample Size = 9.000.

‘wanews :  NORMAL SPEC = msaaaqiasueniisiatizalalasinloam? wuuini
NORMAL IMG = msimsagiaauaninalaedtaulalnsiilaun uudedau
SMALL SPEC = mainuaquaaueniiisiagsihuszuutsyanauaniann wuudnd
SMALL IMG = msiasagiaauaniinaiasitussuuylszanananianin uuysiedau
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