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Isolation of a Humus-reducing Bacterium Strain and Its Biodegradation of Pollutants
CAO Jing, LI Yonghui, YI Yucheng™, WU Juan, WANG Ning & DOU Yueqin

(School of Resources and Environmental Engineering, Anhui University, Hefei 230601, China)

Algimey  In this study, a strain of bacteria, named F1, was isolated from the sediment of the Chaohu Lake under anaerobic
conditions to study the effect of microbial humus reduction on biodegradation of pollutants and biorestoration of contaminated
environment. According to the results of electron microscope and 16S rDNA sequencing, F1 was identified as Klebsiella. It
can utilize anthraquinone-2,6-double sodium sulfonate, the humus mode content, as the only electronic receptor for anaerobic
extracellular respiration. The optimal temperature and initial pH is 25 ‘C and 8, respectively, for AQDS reduction of F1. F1 can
utilize lactose, and has a strong reducibility of Cr (VI) in the nutrient solution. Its degradation rate for p-nitrophenol can be up
to 81.31% when added with AQDS, and up to 93.26% when added with ferric iron ion. Fig 9, Tab2, Ref 17
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1.2 Hf9E. e REE
1.2.1 BEHRE FERNR A I F2 55 (BAS) : NaHCO, 2.5 g,
NH,C10.25 g, NaH,PO, 0.6 g, KC10.1 g, 2824 0.2 g, 4
HEZAEAWI0 mL, ZEWE/K] L, pH =74, 75455 min HE4.

Yerk ZAERW: EWE 0.002 g, MR 0.002 g, Ehnikik
B 0.01 g, HEZE 0.005 g, HiIEE 0.005 g, MR 0.005 g, %F
FHRFBHFEE 0.005 g, IZR 0.005 g, ZEIH/K 1 L.

BAEREF AL NaHCO, 2.5 g, NH,CI 0.25 g, NaH,PO, 0.6
g, KC10.1 g, BEtH2#9)0.2 g, 44 F AW 10 mL, Rk
1 L, pH=7.4. 0.5 mmol L AQDSE i 4= 4y IR 48 W 1% ) By
ZARANS mmol L4 A FHAE Ay HL T LA, A 18%-20% Y B i
Rk A 85 3 3, 1 18 A iy o3 B 4l Ak

LBIEFRSE: R0 g, BERHREIUYS g, NaCl 10 g, 7848



JK 1L, pH 7.4. LA 18%-20% ) 35 B BV A % 44 535 37 5.
1.2.2 EMYBELMAE BERBIKIEI0 g FEA100 mLE £ 1
FrHET, FEAS mindEA, BRI ZE, TIREIGEFHAE T30 C
FRELIG SRS d. SRR R MR Bk, 40k 107, 107, 107,
10,107, 107, 107, 10K BB, R4 A5 1F T 76 SRl PR A%
5L (BAS) | & R4 5y B8 3R 15 SR Bk, v 44 A FL JF 6
2 10 AU LS AN B T 285 B 22 [ e (i 0.
1.2.3 EMEE VL P B DNA A, LA 2 B1 3 FH 5 14
27F-1492RY " 1#416S rDNA F B. TH Ak 16S tDNAR P 3 | 16S
rDNAFHI I LA BLASTX} [ 2 A SCHk[6]. B FMDNAEH
SR H TIANGENZ R DNAF= 44 8L, 4lifbil 7 &. PCR™
Y B BV TR TR AR IR S5 A FRA R SE AL
1.3 BERERFMEMR

5 JIT Ui A O T TR F 1R Rl LB % 35 38 v, FIR
AR R3S CIEFE, B WAL WU ZE ODggg nnfHE. [FIRT 22
[FI /046 pH . W5 B . T (AR 25 4% 14 F JB5 8 0 30 i I F LY
AQDSHY A UG P (2 WA . AF 55 S [F) 49) 4 pHG 52 40 B ik F 138
i AQDSHYFE A, 43 BE HI 9T i pHIE 414 5. 6. 7. 8. 9. 10/
BASE IR, 7535 C. RE A THFRS dJn, BOREM & B 77
WP AQDSHIAH,QDSH ik BE .

AR E R4 C L 20 °C, 25 °C. 30 °C. 35 C. 45 C.
50 CHAFT AT B K, 25 484 [R] 1 5 X 1 ik F Lk
J AQDSHE: i A 52 ).

RS8N ) - (L A 0T B R F 154 I AQDS I S2 i, LA i
0.5 mmol L™ AQDS iy HLF 3244, 43 5l Fit i ¥ £ ¥4 5 mmol
LA 0 SR 2 2N FLBE . SRR AN N B AR Y
BASK: F23k, IREREFES d, BUREDN 2 55 75 MO AQDSHE & K
ODyg0 - LA EBEAFE T3 FAT, B IR,
1.4 E#RFIFT RIS MR
141 BE#FIIHEFRPC(V)RIIPNPRLERIER K witk
FUEM T 50 mL BASHAR; F7 %, LAS mmol L FLAH M 1 11t
&, 0.5 mmol L' AQDSH HLF ZE MMk, 40 B A [ e J3E
A Cr(VD), 2 B BORE I 52 1% 73 WP Cr(VIDHe £

K ERFUHEM T 50 mL BASHiiA RS 355, P45 mmol L
FLAE A FHEAK, 0.5 mmol L'fAQDS KT 25424, 10 mg
L' PNP, FIR&E K It L TR SR, T ST & B
T2 15 52 W PNP& . 53 /NS BEASIN G R 2l R 28 1 % R
5. DL LR I A AR, RSB 3ANTAT, R
1.4.2  FEREF1%T 3B FPNPRYIE JRIER (1) B3R5
AbEE . LIERE TR AA T TEZRE FK H, SRAEER B R 0-20
emBFE M. L RE B2, BB A AR KT BFE I
0.2 mmfLARHH, FBH AL B G LR A

THECR R A, EKE R2.1%, AP S & H2.16%, pH
S98.35. - HES K R A AR E 5 A ML B BRI AR
2V 3 pHAE R FH K IR B r A ) ke .

(2) W5 S0 S s fERRFRELS g 1 AE T h, 121 C
B HK B4 b [ KB 3R A AL mL 0.1 mol L™ PNPHRER
W CRECAETD , A2 g2 35, TR EE —MK, £F
HSRA% & RS 18 B8 PNPIS 2L +#E. L5 mmol L™'#,

194 W #a%

BEVEHL LA, 0.5 mmol L™ AQDSHYBASH A 15 75 L 4RI F L.
WE LI FSEE4H : M54 38+ Fe(ll). M,i54% +38+ 5 mL#
W& Myi5 5 13+ 5 mLEE R+ Fe(), [FIAT LK 58025 1
Y ZHM,. Fe()/0.5 mL 1 mol LG bEkIEW, T M b ik
BASHA R 2B W, 25 0 B4 A R TR K. 4% 505
HEESR G5, FR U LM S M E#E25 ClEiR A bRE
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(3) BEMMALTE . 76 RN J5 BRI AS mLOEE, HEWR
RA IS IR 26 BLS min; F-LA2 000 r/minZ.0210 minj5 HL
W™, ftHPLCSM .
1.5 SEIAE
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25 8 B A R E S F 46
1.5.2 SEREHFMESE AQDSIA J57™ 4 AH,QD S I &
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A0 S R FH A8 TE W8 bk /3 5l e B 3k 1, (VDAY I 2R i — 2K
et — koo .

e i R A g 94 2 e ol 0 2 SR FH R R AR i 1%, BN
AR B BE /K= 45:55 (V-V) 5 SEREVEME, 7 E 291.0 mL/min; %5
HME K F275 nm; R3S °C; BEREARI20 uL; HESH
g, YR Z A S RS, RERH AN,

1.5.3 PNPERREIHE  PNPERRK= (p)-p)p,*100%. 2,
po—HEHAPNPHR B (B4 : mg L") 5 p—HUREPNPYRJE (B4
mgL").

1.5.4 HHEFE KN E 21 (One-way
ANOVA) SZIGEIE, P < 0.05 Wik ip 2225 Bpk, P < 0.01%k
VSRR STE P

B G
2.1 EMFISREZRPZEBLER
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B, HAQDSIE TR AT LLik #190%LA I+, 44 AF1. A 5; 77
Ao i e R R T 21 (0 B TR (5. LA LB R B FR ik
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Fig. 1 Stereoscan photograph and gram straining of F1
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2.2 16S tDNAFFIS
PR T 55 K 2 DNA 'R FIPCRE; A 414 11 16S rDNA,
PCRY #7H) {5 T1 500 bp. FENCBIR FIBLAST B4 bk 14 16S
rDNAZE R P F 3 17H 2. 4508 Kk L F15 GenBank%§ 48 2 H Y
SRR (Klebsiella) A B P RIEME (1) .
=1 BHFINDBELEEER
Table 1 Isolation and identification results for F1

GenBanl§ 4 /27 H 5 [ U4 B b

%H& The maximum homology strain in GenBank ?E Mﬁ
Strain Similarity
database
Klebsiella pneumoniae stain OAJ 99%
Fl1 Klebsiella pneumoniae stain JDM-8 99%
Klebsiella sp. 0103 98%

2.3 ERFIREKEIZ R EKFFIE
231 ERRFIRVERERSZ  WARFIERIALBES FR AR A KT L
ARRE PV HHE A XTHC], JF AR A, AE5E5K (d5)
PEAFE R, RUE AR (1812) .
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Fig. 2 Growth curve of the strain F1

PEFRRUER 2 (N=3), FIF
Bars indicate standard deviation (N = 3). The same below
232 MiEpHAIRE N EERTRETRIERERNFN %
AN [0 G pHU R BE X 85 B T3 340 i T F 1LIE 5 AQD ST BE 1 5%
M, 4524 UL 3R P 4. 452 R, FIE L 5 AQDS 1 i i pHIE
H8.0. TEpHIE /N T8RRI T, AH,QDSY K & Fifi pHIYy 1 A1
B4R, BDAQDSI IA Ji 32 7 Wi 1 K, i 7 pHA T 81 i M #1 55%
T, AH,QDSHY e B2 32 Wi il /b 3 T RE 2 1h T 4 2 55k 8 B
BEAR T R, DTS2 M6 & AR F LA 38 PR BE . bR F1a)
PAFE4-40 CTFAEK, )5 AQDSHY IR IE L J25 C. f/EY
240 100 A A A N S 7 2% o e ) A R EA T A, i
PRy KNSR EAH R, I, XS
AETRAE SRR 56, SR A N AR T AT
2.4 EIEEFHAFRAEIT R TR R R B R E RS20

JE& L J5 340 5 T F AR AN [ H - 32 A 4% 41 F I )5 AQDS
AH,QDSHIE P K By s W E SHT 7R . 45 5% 8 78 LA AQDS h Hi
T2 GRIGHE0.5 mmol L) B, RAEH;F£10 d, FIREFIH
M SR I FLNE, JUTRRERI I SR AN, iE R
TR AN R FLBE > 22 2508 > bl > BA 0 > RN, CFF
BREACRE ST A FUME > A > 22 20 0 > R0 > 2.
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Fig. 5 Influence of different electron donors on bacterial
concentration and reduction of AQDS
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Fig. 6 The strain F1 reducing t Cr(VI)of different concentrations
2.5.2 FIMEFFRPIHERBIMEEMRER M2 JHXKH
TE ST AR BORE, 2 0B IEALA2M0.22 K AR B i e 2%, VRO (5
TR A B IR WP PNPRY & . I TR DL Y, JCIE 4L
PNPJL-F-50A7 W i, PNPEAT SR IR ES AR REE , BOMERE . B
TN B8 S J5 TR {H R S I AQDSH 15 I W 221 5 dBAy i 39,
FLAE U3 A RSO BT 34 m, (BB R Bk S48, If i
AEs, d 5AE519.20%, d 1435 5]40.07%, e q ¥ TFoE
o TR RS WS I AQDS 14 J 7 I3 A Ji B 11 15 %
PNP I A 7E1-3 A 2 R T, 3-9 dinf @48 g i, 9-14 d
D& TP, 75d 14754 BEA BI81.31%. J351, A5 RAT LA
A R AR FITE M DR AR P n] DUE K, JF BB b )i
PNP, i J5UR A 3K 577.86%.

—u— JJfe 1k R4 Facultative anaerobic
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Fig. 7 Removal of PNP by F1 under different conditions
2.53 BERERENDRPHERERIER AR+
HERPNPRY 2 BRI O W2 2. AT ULZS F1 X B2 M P PN P2 B3
RN, FEM, . MFE 2 T PNPAATT U 50 728 ¥ 2 A%, A2 4% A
F§18, 12 hiF B MR, 24 hiFih 25 bR 525 X HR4IM,
AAELAR IR B T 4% & MK (P < 0.01) , 5 M ZHAR L 23k
) 3 PEACE (P < 0.05) . MJZTHPNPRY L BRR R, 7624 h
RIS R 1 dJS 25 bR R 1K 51142.72%, Fe &AM 4P PNPE RN
80.40%, TMIM;HTPNPZ: B #4KF] 1793.26%, it Fe ffrFe(1lh

194 W #a%

2 Ti0 5. A48 hIFAAM, . M ZH PNP 23 BR 434 31 1 35 R 7K
. 53 M Fe(TDAY AL £ T PNPH I J5 B it

R2 FEALIELIFHPNPEIERR AT (N=3)
Table 2 Removal of PNP (N=3) in soil with different treatment

PNPZ[R#% Removal rate of PNP (/%)

t/h
M, M, M, M;

12 2.98+0.17 0.10+0.11 7.57+0.01 6.75+0.05

24 2.98+0.12 3.36+0.08  27.36£0.06""  42.72+0.05™"

48 6.29+0.09 7.5240.10°  47.54+0.07""  57.76+0.05™"

72 6.37£0.04  12.09£0.07°  67.35£0.06""  80.40+0.03°"

96 8.67£0.09  19.93+0.07°  85.01£0.06""  93.26+0.02°"

M,: 2R M,: 1555 13+ Fe(Il); M,: 7544138+ 5 mLEW; Ms: 75
Ye 3+ 5 mLEWE+ Fe(IlD). *: P <0.05, **; P <0.01 (5% (X RAHED ;
INEFRE: P<0.05 (M. M,. MZHTEARER

M,: Blank control; M;: Soil + Fe(Ill); M,: Soil + bacterium; M;: Soil +
bacterium + Fe(II). *: P<0.05, **: P<0.01, compared with blank control;

lower-case letters: P < 0.05, compared within M,, M,, M; groups

PLZLBEAE A B T b A, ZEd 14R 85 s JoR 30 J5 1 ) 35 35 T
HPNP 2 [ 20T LA 51 81.31%, 7] REFF Al & 254 LU T M 4%
(a) B i JoE A8 5L o S AL LR B v T BB 4% 38 45 PN P LR
JEL R ff s (b) 3 2 AQDS I HL - 28 M2 /E FH A1 e o 1 1% 8 45
PNPRH A R % i (F8) . LAFLBE M Tt ik, AQDSHHLF
SEMRAA, O B IO A D TR AR AL LB A L T A% 8 45 AQDSH HL AR
J5 4 AH,QDS, i Ji 25 1) AQD S -4 i 4% 326 23 PN Pfiff H: 1
W JE, AH,QDST #4804k W AQDS, ST D 4k £ e 3| ZE M L T
HIYER.
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PNP* | Humus reduction i AQDS > PNP
(a) \ bacteria // ) Electron shuttle
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. v
oA PAP

P8 J8 B o ik I TR % fi PN P S R REBIL ]
Fig. 8 The possible mechanism of degradation of humus-
reducing bacteria
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Yy W R AT ML PNP, [ iR 30T DLk $193.26%. Boreh 45 1iff 5%
R ATE B AR g v i i B, AQDS/Fe(1l), Fe(I)fE {2 i
Cellulomonas sp. % TNTHY i J5 K ™. AQDSE B A M7 Ik
A S B T HL T R A A AU, BB A SBT3 1)y 5K
T = A kA i S Fe (T K5 FL 7 55 % 45 AQDS A 77 fiE
B W EAK, W JE 8 AHLQDSAE JE AR Ay Hu 55 B B AN LT
Z5Fe(I), AIMT-FEA2 AQDS . it i i rhr gk it S B 42 0 4k, i L
AQDS 5 Fe ()3 [F] {1 FH fiE ik — 45 4 12 PNPAY [ fi. nT R S g
ML AN 9.
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