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T A B B TG B LKA OPREO TRA I A BE A AR T DU RAR AT LU B AR 414 AR OPnEO (¥R 45 R 0, IR & 1
LO(HI : TXBcl0 : TXBa23 A 1: 1 : DEFE 7d JE I 500mg/LOPNEO H A 2 f5t i, iA 5] 56.44%, LU A& B T bR B AR 280U e
R A8 SR SRS 58 TR L9 AIAH SRR 2 WP 5E L9 WA OPnEO FY i &Mk U R S0 4350 A A 2 B P e 25 1A R B W) 43
pH {H0 7.0, 0@ FE R 28 °CIRIGHA 5 4%. Plackett-Burman R4 5 XL SKAF 520 OPnEO FEARA10 3 AN KT 20 L9 b, A
BT pH AH. I BETCI AR IR 3 A 38 DA 1 () d6 i 7 [X 350, 5R T Box-Behnken 36 15 1 K Wi S T2 00 B o2 L9 AR Mg 4 1
S0mL S AR R PR B 4.16%. R E 28.20 'C. HI4H pH {H 7.13. AR5 e R IE I 2%, OPnEO HI4A# % 500mg/L. 180r/min
IR 7d,1251F FIRA B L9 X OPnEO FEARARIL 62.15%, LIRS T 5% A A,

KR FHEMYRA ZHEKOPNEO); TRAH: WML AR
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Construction of mixed flora effective degrading octylphenyl polyethoxylates (OPnEQO) and optimization of
degrading conditions using response surface method. LIU Wen-bin, ZHANG Hai-tao, YANG Hai-jun*, LIU Ya-bin,
XU Yun-hai (College of Plant Protection ,Hunan Agricultural University, Changsha 410128, China). China Environmental
Science, 2016,36(8): 2444~2452

Abstract: In order to heighten the biodegradation effect of the non-ionic surfactant octyl phenol ethoxylates
(Octylphenyl polyethoxylates, OPnEO) in the laboratory, four mixed degradation bacteria (H1, TXBc10, OPQbl1,
TXBa23) were screened to degrade OPnEO. The construction of OPnEO mixed flora centers on the degradation
effects of four bacterial strain of different ratios on OPnEO. The degradation rate of hybrid strain L9 (H1: TXBc10:
TXBa23 1: 1: 1) to OPnEO reached 56.44% (highest), slightly higher than the degradation effect of each single
strain. The factors related to degradation efficiency of L9were optimized as follows: optimum carbon and nitrogen
sources were sucrose and tryptone, respectively; optimum initial pH value was 7.0, the optimum temperature was
28°C; optimum inoculation amount was 4%. To further the degradation rate, three significant factors affecting the
degradation OPnEO were screened in Plackett-Burman experimental design: L9mixed bacteria inoculation,
temperature, and initial pH value. Then steepest ascent approached the maximum response area of the three
significant factors. Using Box-Behnken experimental design and response surface analysis, the optimal conditions
for the degradation of OPnEO by mixed bacteria L9were confirmed as follows: inoculation 4.16%, temperature
28.20°C, initial pH value 7.13, sucrose concentration 500mg/L, tryptone concentration 500mg/L, OPnEO initial
concentration of 500mg/L,180r/min cultured 7d. Under these conditions, the degradation rate of OPnEO by
L9reached 62.15%, about 5% higher than non-optimized OPnEO of experimental conditions. These results can
effectively solve the current problem of environmental pollution such as tanning, washing, pesticides and other
industries caused by OPnEO, and will offer new ideas to the study of other types of biodegradable surfactants
pollutants.
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o FE 10y 3 4 £ J Tk (OPnEO) A& 4% IR iy I 2%
A IR A R R 2R KRR AR
WAL PR, i, B, AR, Kk
2SS AR TTT,OPNEO [ AR M v s 221 A=
SRR FE R A AR ) T AR R
W L AT AR S 1 B 350 0 i 3% 20 O A HL A
REFE R AT B G A T R A IR S L.
H AT SRS 75 7K BT A R R 7K S Tk R K
T S LRV DR g B 0o R TR A
M OP K% OPEO!1 Hl OPEO2 (4Efr!".

At H AT AR TE A 6 R B R T
TG Y36 BT 5T = AR vh 70 e S Iy A T 2L,
AR 3R I M e . )
AT A M 7 B (R 5 4 e DA
IS 5 TR O A A R PRI 2
5 ) OPREO 75 4 [ A Wit BB AR Sl A R Jg ke
Sk, L RS 7E OPnEO o R e i 11 10 775 3k %
Sy BB OPnEO B fift B8 ) 5 BB B 53 7 1
(17200 30873 e At 7 2 ) L 2 1 P (LI 46 43 B
0 395 1 81 P10 AR AP A1 A A A SI2 B v e R85 1) i
ZPEZE L AR AR, A e A A ST B R
FHH R BUAR AR A B LR R /K TS e 1) [ Aot
TR IRAG T O B S B P (8 A A
S0 1k 7R 591 J& OPREO V5 e T 5% A4 Wil KI IT
I, BT A,

A HIE 0K AR T SE e O R k1 HIL .
TXBc10. OPQbl1. TXBa23 Y #kyFkm s
4 L Tk (OPNEO) (a3 288 6 ik B 1) BE it b 3 ik 45
o414 SE 5 M 2 = B4R OPnEO [FITR &
T JE A R S T 9 (RSM) ARG AL TR 45 T8 B i
OPnEO 1454 LATE iy JL R i 2.

1 MR57FE

1.1 SRk R TR

111 B CRYE W P ASB)AT w HI
(Acinetobacter calcoaceticus H1)!'® . 7 5 i B
TXBc10(4deromonas sp. TXBcl10). FriFER 4l
OPQbl1(Citrobacter sp. OPQbl1). i 5. Jifd
TXBa23(Pseudomonas sp. TXBa23)!'"1i4) fhy A5z
56 =5 M\ e S ol i e e AT PR 2 W) v K A B

F B At R HEY S 1 K A e 34

1.1.2 iR LB BigRiBERER ) 5.0g, 1%
FE AN 10.0g,NaCl 10.0g,TX-100(OPnEO, n=9-
10)0.5g,H,0 1000mL,pH7.0, % Bt 1l [ 4 % 77 FE
M 1.5-2% 35 i . oL 3k 35 7% 55 (MS):K,HPO,
0.4g,KH,PO, 0.4g,NaCl 0.1g,(NH,),SO; 0.04g,

MgSO,47H,0 0.1g,MnSO4H,O 0.01g,
Fe,(SO4);H,O  0.01g,NaMoO,2H,0O  0.01g,
H,01000mL,pH7.0.

1.2 LTk

1.2 =5y R A &0 Tk v 2380 8 ik VAT 1 3 AL
P ORAEAE-80 "C UK ) OPnEO 1wy RU B fiff BT
Hl. TXBcl0. OPQbl1l. TXBa23 H %L
o, or mlEER B SomL LB 5 3EdE 28 C.
180r/min PR EEFE 14~16h J&, Bkik i 70 i H: 1)
W RERIELHG LB B oRdkrh iy 9% AR b %
2~3 Y NI A B AR K R e VR

122 HAEWHKE K LB EFREETD TR 24h
() T Y 25 0> (10000r/min) Ji , FH 42 B £ 7K (NaCl
0.85%) H &% il il B R, I 600nm il H O %5
J5E NN I BTG B A B R KO Y R LA 4
Bk ODgoo 14 1.0 e A7 3R Je F vk J5 — 51T 4 Fofrpsd
S LR A M AN R TR A B R A 4% 8%
Fh#) 50mL 7% 500mg/L OPnEO [{IICHLER AR
FRIErp PR IR(28°C . pHT.04 180r/min)7d J&
HURE, FH v A €433 72 (AGILENT  1100)3l 52
OPnEO & 1147 OPnEO KB MR eI %
i 2 B v TRV B RTEAT i

1.2.3  IEERZE R G pE PR RCR e m 8
ik B BRI R, 2 T W S 5 pHL AL SRR
R AMINRIE A Z AR A BF % OPnEO
[1)53% Wi VR R 275 500mg/L OPnEO 6
HLER R A8 55 3 ) 180r/min $k3% 555 75 7d & BUKE,
I = 20 €8 3% V5 (AGILENT  1100) 1 &
OPnEO & &8, OPnEO IR Al
BERE N 4%. 28°C. pH7.0. 180r/min. 50mL
TOHLER RS IR s AR R 43 R 154 204 25,
28. 30. 35 fi140°C;pH {H537 M 5.0~ 6.0 7.0+
8.0~ 9.0 NI 10.0;JIEHIUE 535124 50 100+ 200
5008001000 A1 1500mg/L; &3 51 4 0.5%-
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Bl RERE. ZHE. FTERIR. FLEE. 21BN, 1
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.M. PR AR, IR R OTR
Bty SRR R S N4 2%.

1.2.4 L9 F#fi# OPnEO WS4 FIF5T  7Eip
ZiX K LAl >R N=12Placket-Burman
RIS BT L . pH H . IR B &
FR RN ) S A I ds AR 7 A BR300 TR 45 TR
fi# OPREO (134 M(F 1), BEANAEHE 3 AN A4
Plackett-Burman X560 45 5 FI FH 5 BENC 3 2% 417
P2 TR ) el A 8 3 ) AR A de
IR 45 B 3617 Box—Behnken X5 ¥ v, ) H
Design—Expert.8.05b # A 73 #r s L AEL.

% 1 Placket-Burman X3 F = KK F
Table 1 Plackett-Burman experimental factors and levels
e L SES fi(-1) (1)
Xi Dummy1 -1 1
X B (%) 2 3
X; OPnEO(mg/L) 400 600
Xy Dummy?2 -1 1
Xs Pl (%) 2 4
Xs JHE B R (%) 2 3
pe WEE(C) 28 35
Xg KR I ) (d) 4 7
Xy Dummy3 -1 1
Xio Ylh pH 5 7
Xu Dummy4 -1 1

7 :Dummy 1~44 7% [ K .

2 HRE5SH

2.1 RAE P OPREO %

ARG R 5 OPnEO (R0 W] AN [F).
5o — B RR AR b A SR A B REAE — e FE R L4
51 OPnEO [RIB#MAR, o) —Lei A b 1) P A 2 1)
TR EE I T L, B A B R R R AL A A
— 2, B AR R AN — i ES s i 3K 1] R R
[ RSP E R TSR T ARG WAL A ,9 SR
EH(fr4 A L9, HI:TXBcl0:TXBa23=1:1:1)]
B R I i, 0 56.44%, L LT AR R 8.63%~
15.44%, 16 34T J5 B2

%2 RAHEMAM OPnEO RIRE
Table 2 Effect of OPnEO degradation by the mixed
bacteria

5 HI1 TXBcl0 OPQbll  TXBa23 il (%)
1 1 1 0 0 48.31
2 0 0 1 1 37.08
3 1 0 1 0 44.22
4 1 0 0 1 45.07
5 0 1 0 1 47.11
6 0 1 1 0 38.53
7 0 1 1 1 43.64
8 1 0 1 1 42.32
9 1 1 0 1 56.44
10 1 1 1 0 43.17
11 1 1 1 1 42.03
12 1 0 0 0 43.20
13 0 1 0 0 46.03
14 0 0 1 0 41.00
15 0 0 0 1 47.81

VR AR ARAN TR, 0" AR AR AN R B A% 1 B[] 4 L 45
B, SRR 4%.

2.2 FREEDNENT L9 FRESCE IG5

2.21 WXL BRI dE AT,
HLEEXT L9 B#AR OPnEO A W25 Mg mi. b L
(71,19 1 B RLR S T v i BRI AE 25~30°C
L9 I AR R 5 s M BEAIR T 25°Calim T
30°CIN, LY R4 0 2 T . 2l B2 2 28°C I,
L9 I BAAR 2 f v, 0N 56.24%, 53 79 R 15°C HiT 40°C
(1) 2 £ Rl 4 £i%5,1X R W L9 5 K2 BOREE R Ext
TS PR P — B0, 3 vy B R P il 8 2
T2 M BRI A P A S R 103 2, AN TS5 3 B AR AR
WA IBRR AERKZ B

Sy
0 "

15 20 25 28
HE(C)
Bl LEXT L9 BEfi# OPREO 52
Fig.1 Effect of temperature on the OPnEO degradation by L9
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2.2.2 pH {EXF L9 FEf#RMzzm  hE 2 nf
1,pH5~10 i L9 X} OPnEO (1] Ffift 5 L T 50K
AR, 24 pH 7E 7~9 I, L9 X} OPnEO H A4
) iR 22, HL24 pH K 7.0 1,19 X%F OPnEO P& AR
IR B B AR L OPnEO I FEA# R H 55.68%, 1
I FIWT R pH oA 7.0.510 24 pH & 5 5% 10 1,19
X OPnEO (1) F4AfE ) 2 FAR, 1% 5 5 s st
K pH {E S AT AE A4 P g 2R3, AN R TR
VRS YRS SR O i VA L R T EE T
155, 5 K 2 HUM AT pH (138 B i FE 3 A — 2

?

10

Kl 2 pH X} L9 Ff#% OPnEO [¥15M
Fig.2 Effect of pH on the OPnEO degradation by L9

2.2.3 JEUNRIEXT L9 BRI A 3
A[%N,7E OPnEO ¥KJEAK T 200mg/L IF,L9 X}
OPnEO (1% ffH Kk OPnEO #J4Rik B i3
TGN B, AR Ao B 2 ULV A R L9 7RG
WPEH) OPnEO FA&G Hhluidi A= <, JF fe Ay 2ok H
OPnEO; % OPnEO & J¥ & 200~800mg/L I+, L9 X
OPnEO (1) I3l 22 52 W JEE TR SE M AN K, Bt e A
PRFFTE 50% 2545, U0 L9 REMYIE N4 = OPnEO
WL TG L9 1S s I H FREE AN 5L s B
FHAME 2 R IR FE 4 500mg/L AE b J5 SE0F5T;
124 OPnEO ¥ J¥ =11 1000mg/L I, L9 % OPnEO
Y B At 2 SOTT AR HA IR 1 B, 31 1500mg/L I,
Ff 2 T B3 31.3%.

2.2.4  HEFhEXT L9 BEACER R IR 4 1)
B R B T L9 F## OPnEO 520 b 5% I i,
B L9 Rt B (114 0,19 %} OPnEO [1) P& AR K
W 184 000, A AN e T P 2 1 OC R e P ik 3
4%H HES L9 X OPnEO 1) R AR L IA Bl fe f,
iRl 51.8%. FR4k S nde &, L9 kAR
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ORI W BRI, som A DU R
s A U A 7
0 9 9
%

JEAH S (mg/L)
B3 RIS L9 Ffi# OPnEO (X540
Fig.3 Effect of Substrate concentration on the OPnEO
degradation by L9
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50 |
:\340-

%30t

HRh R (%(VIV))
K4 FeihEX L9 F#fi# OPnEO 5N
Fig.4 Effect of inoculum amount on the OPnEO
degradation by L9

Bl S AMnssExt L9 Ffi# OPnEO [¥)5% 0
Fig.5 Effect of carbon source on the OPnEO degradation
by L9

2.2.5 AR, BIEXS L FEMRRCRIET A
S5 ATHILAN AN INBRIE XS L9 B OPnEO (1%L
RA—E AR R, B A 0 se A & & L9
X OPnEO A, L OCRERE | 22 PR AN LT Bl
XF L9 IR BRSO — i R A L T A AR TR A
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XA e AR AR P B 2 252 AT OGN E 6
A DA AR PR AESE =1 L9 X OPnEO [ P4 fi#
REJ), HANLEIEXN L9 BefdRe ) It ie it 1 H 3
e T IEHLAE.

70
60
-9 98 7 2
£ 0 |Y 787 7
29999 2
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Bl 6 AMInEYEXS L9 Ffi# OPREO 15
Fig.6  Effect of nitrogen source on the OPnEO
degradation by L9

2.3 WAL L9 FEfEE AR
231 PB W it4i Kot 12 Design-
Expert.8.05b B AFHEAT R A BE 23 Ar, 45 S 3k 3
ML 4 Pror. N 3 Al LR A 3 x)
OPnEO 1[5 fift #6451, 15 21| 60.83%; 1856 4H 9 (1)
B i 2 B KL, AE 11.22%. 85 38 56 B0 >R
Design—Expert.8.05b #4041 ), i 43 77 F 4
Y=40.91+0.97X,—1.18X; +4.57X5—1.59X,—
6.02X7-0.88Xz+11.19X,

AL XG Ry B T i, %, X5 4 OPnEO ¥R &, mg/L;

X5 0 L9 HeFh i, %; Xo 0 AR 1 R 5, %0;. X7 A il
B, °C s X A5 TR T0],d; X0 0 W W0 46 pH.AS B AR I 1)
P 9 0.0042,7 W A4 [n] U= 7 Fit b 2 B A AL A
BT 5 1R AN [ 3 DX A0 PR AR 4 S AH O R B
R*=0.9765, 3 WM SAE LLB U 2 1E v 3E BB Adj
R*=0.9355,2¢ W] 93.55% (113056 i s (109 A48 S 7]
JFH [ JARSS 20 SR fift 300 17 2 T AR 4k R A(C)
T, 320 56 FR RS 5 RN T £ R v, H 2T
9.00%, 7 Wt PB 1R 56 (10K iff 55 A1 ] {5 15 i 4t
R 2 B FRAT AU 5 A S 1R LA, KT 4.0 BIAR
hE B AEARIO K B R 16.508,18 KT 4.0.50
[T Ar 45 526 4 W 40,L9 FOefl (L9 B B

SEFRAARRLL) . TR LRI pH B L9 [
fit OPnEO R AELE 2 3 52, Foh W1 4h pH (1)
P B I5/N(P=0.0005), 15t B H X L9 F&f# OPnEO
RS B i, L O IR B (P=0.0048), T R N
L9 [P (P=0.0127). 11 Ho At 4 4R35, 7 2 H
WRE. OPnEO ¥REE. JHEER RIS DL R 35 97
[F] ) P {E KT 0.05,%F L9 F#f# OPnEO [RIZ%
WA WS . e AT A0 R0 4G pH HR AT LY 11
A 52 L9 B OPnEO 2R (1) It K .

% 3 Placket-Burman iRIEIKIT 54 R
Table 3 Design and its response value of Plackett—

Burman experiment

Wi X Xo X5 Xo X5 Xe X7 Xz Xo X Xu

HEX1~X115 S

% 4 Placket-Burman i3 45 R

Table 4 Analytic result of Plackett-Burman experiment

ESES O F A% Pr>F I
X 0.97 0.83 0.4125 6
X; -1.18 1.23 0.3299 5
Xs 457 18.47 0.0127 3
Xs -1.59 2.24 0.2087 4
X, -6.02 32.08 0.0048 2
Xs -0.88 0.69 0.4537 7
Xio 11.19 110.97 0.0005 1
TEXT-X118 X1
232 BB KA RS W

Placket-Burman {3751 H 11 3 AT R FE AL
TR IE RN, A IR R gk /), Ho A R 22 A
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7 1 D] 2R R 2 O 0 S e A 1L, v U1 e B T 3
RG24 WK 5 PR b L9 #k s, ¥14h pH
BR8N RS TRk /N, L9 F OPnEO i A il 28 1

# 7 Box-Behnken iRIIZITRLER

Table 7 Box-Behnken experimental design and result

ARl R o, C:HI% pH {H OPnEO AR

s SRS

PSRRI S5 L BERh i ave it 0 e PWERT ep seq

pH Jy 7.0,/ 28 CIHLL9 A OPEO MIFEMRA | y K L

IR B 5K, 75 3 R Ay e R AR X 3 0 0 0 61.02

I, A0 P AT 52 T 5T 4 ! 0 a0

5 0 0 0 60.43

6 -1 1 0 55.68

x5 mRERHIRE&ITRER 7 0 0 0 61.95

Table 5 Experimental design and results of steepest 8 -1 0 -1 4531

ascent 9 0 1 -1 41.43

10 0 0 0 61.73

G R HECC) it pu f OTmoO FIRE 1 ! ! 0 30.17

(%) 12 0 0 0 61.32

1 2 30 6.0 4121 13 1 1 0 54.43

2 3 29 6.5 54.82 14 0 -1 -1 38.92

3 4 28 7.0 60.43 15 0 1 1 56.24

4 5 27 75 58.26 16 0 -1 1 50.17

5 6 26 8.0 50.72 17 1 0 1 53.80
2.3.3 WA A ERR AR AR

BENEIHAR A 2 3 AN 22 DR 7 B v [l =, LA L9
BeRhid 4%, H% 28°C LA pH {H 7.0 g0 s
SN Y. R 2347, 2 R 27K F- L& 6.LL OPnEO F#
fif 2R h W NAEL, e T 3 [RI3E 3 7KF[#) Box—Behnken
TR RIS BT S d AR 7 Ak 8.

% 6 Box-Behnken &itHEFRKFE
Table 6 Factors and levels of Box-Behnken design

tii' T Ar
-1 0 1
A B (%) 3 4 5
B HLEE(C) 27 28 29
C Hkd pH 6.5 7.0 7.5

iz H] Design Expert X% 17 A5 s ()
Mg 7 TRTELHEAT [P U 2 BT 15— 0k 22 Ty
Y=61.29+0.974+2.03B+4.52C—0.844B+0.33AC+

0.89BC-2.814>-5.34B°-9.26C"

1Y i OPnEO F#fi##;4. B C 43714 L9 %
P, WL #IUG pH HIZESME AN R B R=
0.9530, Ut B 7 R (140 B2 LU AL, ] LA %5 #%
HEAT B0 25 S T

% 8 BoxBehnken ¥ [E)ADH#LER
Table 8 Result of regression analysis of the Box—Behnken

design
WiH PR AWM B FE Pl B#EN
WHE 769.98 9 85.55 1576 0.0007 M@
A 7.57 1 7.57 139 02763 ARE#H
B 32.89 1 3289  6.06  0.0434 @3
c 163.26 1 16326  30.07 0.0009
AB 2.86 1 2.86 0.53 04918 AEF
AC 0.44 1 0.44 0.08 07852 AW
BC 3.17 1 3.17 0.58  0.4699 R
A 33.13 1 3313 610  0.0428 @3
B 120.07 1 120.07 22.12  0.0022 B
G 361.04 1 361.04  66.50 <0.0001 it

12 H] Design—Expert.8.05b %] iZ A5 it
AT IRNYA T7 22 50 W F St 25 PR AL A B AR P AN
0.0007,32 /N T+ 0.01,3 B iZ AR A (5 2, B 2 Y
FERAIF 0 A 1] U DX I B P AR A s B TR ) A
S RE(C) R 4.39%, U FH R (1R 25 55 5 e, ik
B IR R 5 B . 25 A B TR0 T 3 4RI 7),
R L P H A5 DR 3 2 1 A A FH 2 1 g
55 & DR 2R ) AN I ] B A0 e 1tk O R, FL i A
A7AE 1 ARAE A5
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Fig.7 Factors and its interaction response surface chart

M 8 BRI AN,3 A k2 R X i B A
P mHE T b :Al4s pH {E(C)>LEE (By>L9 e
BA)Hp,C. CXF Y 2 R R B A7
A B> X Y [R50 i 1 {3,110 A+ AB+ AC F1l BC
XY BRI SE AN ik 2

RS RRA) 1 7 FEREAT I 20 Ak B 75 2]
TR 3 AMi#:A4=4.16,B=28.20,C=7.13,R[1:L9 4%
T 4.16%- 5% 28.20°C « WJ4h pH7.13. 1,19
%] OPnEO P& 214 2 5 KTTMIE, K 62.15%.
234 WIFRE BB AL, A B R
L9 Bt 4.16%. W/ 28.20°C. ¥I4h pH7.13
i, L9 X} OPnEO B fif 2% 18 2 e K TME 62.15%
Sy 56 AR S0 85 SR P o A R A 2 e AR
)5 1) OPnEO MR AT 1EAT R LIRS0, H 52 3K
B 3 RAURER,SBRAI OPnEO ) A< 7
W4 61.95%- 60.81%- 61.02%, F-2IME K 61.26%,
ETAE 62.15% 800,94 2 [0 BAT R I 1A
P, 2 B T fi LB S 1) T 25 DR 6 L9
A OPnEO (1520, AN, 5 AR AAL R 40 2 1l

g W R I A AL G B B AR B AR S5 A nT A L9
X OPnEO 1) fif %48 5 4.82%.

FARAE 22 0 b i RO A B AR 4
BB 5, T3 R R AE S o 45 8 Y BT,
ARULE B A 2 TS P 7705 0 & OPnEO ¥ 4L
FUARIE AN 22 WL HOAR S50 36 P i I IR B 1)
Hl. TXBc10. OPQbl1. TXBa23 Py FfpH:
iy 2R 28, £ M Tk (OPnEO) e 8% WA il w1 1 Jk it | K
P& LRV A 1 07 b W A v 5 SR R TR A T
X OPNEO 1) B 20 S I AN a2 1 L B BT A v,
LA SO 5 B LG A TR AR IR B 28K, X S
A R 108 5 M P BF 9 4 SRR — 50 o ok e O,
SUgE A7 PR IR A e R [F) — e 1) B B AR AL 5
i A S A A R AR X T N
T AT A FH DG 2 1R R 077 2B A £ B AE — A
BENLAD LR b VR A B AR R v & B TR A BOC R
FIAE I HLE B = RN FE, DT AS BEA b 13 1
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B TR Z AR R AR A IR 3 e K, B e K
RO L i) e B M LA T VR T R A
SRR .

DAL, AR BE L AT ATEE AL A7 SR AT S IR
AR T 14 9% 28 AP [V PRI, X B v ¥ 5 TR PO
SE PR B[R] 11 P 2003 AT T 24 Y AR Bt 1
FIN LB I AR, I A P 20 1 AR
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4 Zig
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TXBa23) 47 55 Ll 21 5 530 3k A3 T — Al s 3L
[%f# OPnEO (¥R & LO(H1:TXBc10:TXBa23=
1:1:1), Hoe R B 4%,28°C,pH7.0,180r/min 15
F% 7d XTI E Jy 500mg/L ) OPnEO [ f# %
1551 56.44%, LU M 38O R B P 1R B — TR AR (R 1K
K41 15TXBa23,47.81%) 41 1 8.63%.

4.2 MR FERRHELE T AW L9 [F
i (P AR DGR 28 MDA e A 1 L9 B&A% OPnEO
(%) 5z 365 A1 TN e Y058 AP0 U5 4 ) A ] 20 W R i £ 1
Ji, 25038 pH {H 7.0, 350 3E % 28 C 5 iE HeFh i 4%.
S FH W) R TRV 20T B 2 TR A TR L9 ) S A P i
ZAtH 50mL RNVAR R MR 4.16%. T
28.20°C. WJ4h pH 1 7.13. HZTHHKEE 2%, B
BEWFIKREE 2%, OPnEO HJEAME 500mg/L.
180r/min K577 7d,1% 55T TR G L9 X OPnEO
[ AR 360K 62.15% 308 Job 56 1E 52 56 S B Wl /)1
BIE N 61.26%, LE RS T T 4.82%.
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