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Abstract : The effect of different fungi on the decomposition of cellulose in the leaves of Eucommia ulmoides

were studied to select suitable ones for the extraction of gutta-percha. The results showed aspergillus niger

BN was the optimal fungus, and the productive rate of gutta-perch increased 13. 3%. Acid-base treatment

was used to measure the change of coarse cellulose, estimating decomposing degree of E. wlmoides leaves.
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Table 1 Fermentation state of Eucommia ulmoides leaves by different fungi
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Table 2 Dry weight of Eucommia ulmoides leaves under different treatments
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Table 3 Decompose state of coarse cellulose of Eucommia ulmoides leaves under different treatments
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Table 4 Sugar content of fermented liquor under different treatments
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Table 5 Productive rate of gutta-percha under different treatments
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