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Table 1 Effect of different substratum fomula on

the mycelia growth of Stropharia rugoso-annulata
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Table 2 Effect of different substratum fomula
on the fruitbody growth of Stropharia

rugoso-annulata
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Table 3 Effect of different substratum fomula on the yield and biotransformation

of Stropharia rugoso-annulata

HSRB T kg 5 1@ ke O 2 W4T kg BB S WA A ke

fif 748 7 i / leg

Subfrijiﬂgizmua Substratum First flush Second Third Total yield of ijiijfrjgtin
dry weight yield flush yield flush yield fresh mushroom
©)] 100 20.1+0.4 ¢ 28.3+0.5 ¢ 20.8+0.4 e 69.2+1.2f 69.2+1.2 1
@ 100 21.4£0.4 b 29.3+0.5¢ 22.1£0.4 ¢ 72.8+1.3 e 72.8+1.3 e
® 100 22.7%10.4 a 34,1+0.6 a 23.340.4 a 80.1+1.4 a 80.1+1.4 a
@ 100 23.4+0.4 a 32.7+0.6 ab 22.3410.4 b 78.4+1.4 b 78.4+1.4 b
® 100 22.7+0.4 a 31.3£0.5 b 21.5+0.4 d 75.5+1.3d 75.5+1.3d
®(CK) 100 22.2740.4 ab 33.4%0.5 a 20.840.4 ¢ 76.9+1.3 ¢ 76.9+1.3 ¢

R AR/NE FH £z 0. 05 K FEF D%,

Different lowercases mean signifieant difference at 0. 05 level.
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Feasibility Study of Cultivating Stropharia rugoso-annulata
with Hemp Waste as Substitute Material

SUN Xing-rong.BIAN Jing-yang.GUO Li. LI Jie,ZHAO Jian-tao.JIN Ling
(Daging Branch of Heilongjiang Academy of Agricultural Sciences, Daging, Heilongjiang

163316 )

Abstract: Hemp waste is the main byproduct of hemp fiber crops,in order to avoid environmental pollution,

hemp waste must be reused with multimode as resource recovery. The experiment of cultivating Stropharia

rugoso-annulata using hemp waste instead of straw was conducted. Effect of different formulas on mycelia

growth, fruiting, biotransformation were studied. The results showed that cultivating Stropharia rugoso-annu-

lata using hemp waste instead of straw were more thriving mycelia growth,more fruiting. the biotransformation

was 80.1%. The best medium formula for Stropharia rugoso-annulata cultivation was 50 % hemp waste, 30 %

straw and 20% rice hull.
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