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W OE RGO B E IR PR IR R A B R, DURRE TR T Y IR AL R R I A T
Sporotomaculum syntrophicum 5 7= W {5 B Methanospirillum hungatei W) 3655 37 0k 22 AWFFE 0t 42, H 88k H 90k
AL DY 4 AL = Bk (Fe,0, NPs) Al = %4k — %k (Fe,0; NPs) X % H iR R A B i i Ak e sz i, 25 R /W . 10~
500 mg-L™" 1Y) Fe,O, 44 K TURL ] 4% B IR [ A o 256 K 7™ R o 3 W0 A S0 3552 0 5 17 13 V4 B2 119 Fe, O, 44 K JBURL X 24 FEY iR
e A B F Joe o 4 7 A T ISR A AR T L AR N Fe, O, 94 K UKL FY) JBT B 3% 22 600, 800, 1000 mg-L™" i, 5f
15 KA 77 B BE 23 00 9 20 T 24.29% - 44.13% 11 61.54% IR J3E 1 kL 9 Fe, O 299 K UL X 4 R IR 114 4 figk % Y
e P A Y TOR N . B VR O 10 ~1.000 mg-L™' Y Fe,0, NPs Fll Fe,0, NPs YJANGEAL I S. syntrophicum 5 M. hungatei
LR SR R A Bl B B FARBE R . ARARR LS RT o T A BB AL R RS B B R R R, LR A S B b L s Ak
R R R K A ST LT 2 2R A IR 324 i Ak AR A1 2 %

K HEIA  Fe,O, Fl-Fe,0, 94 K kL ; 28 W MR IR S8 0.8 MR 5 Ah Al 4% 38 5 IR | 08 8 W R & i o

(Sporotomaculum syntrophicum)

R HH RS2 o DL A X R Tl K 2 2 —, IR R R W MR T2 4 R SR 5 DR S AR i i 7
M EE R =Y. FEGAAE YT E LR R AR B A B B AL, B . H, M
CO,"l, FEIR A= W e i & v, R H R KA R TR 1 RO 2 5 7™ W e A R FH R RV R B8 ™
HH BE S AR ZS B T HEAT 0 . A 248 BB, IR AR W BB e A R R 55 A LR 1 ™= HE ot it R TP A
TE Fp ] B 4% B F1% 3% (direct interspecies electron transfer, DIET) i #£*%, LOVELY iR AWM T
1) B H2 f AL 3B A BILTR] B DR AR DTAR A b 0 AR W FE AT A AL S AR Ak Y S R v 2 B TR F B Y
Gh, Uk Fe(Il) M HL T3z, o] /= A AR GRS . 44K Fe,O,(nanoparticles, Fe,O, NPs) J&—Ffi £
YWisBEEA: 2021-04-18; KA BHA: 2021-07-05

HEEWE: BRAARBFELETITH (51878363); [LHARA A RE A4 BT H (ZR2019MEE028, ZR2019YQ18); “T° & [l &
16 X HE W & 7RI I0 H (2020BBF03008); 1R 4 i 5 2448 B B 51 & 1R (DC2000000961)
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REfSE . JoHE. SRR . A T HAE W AR A BT n G PR A RLE, TSN Fe,O, NPs 45 AT i i 15
Ko EFFY PRy B BET, TSR T AL A PR BE 7 WS R Y
DIET i 72 W BF 5 8 £ . & 8 Ik BE 7 47 DIET 09 A W) 32 247 b 4T 18 (Geobacter) Fl A T IK B
(Shewanella)', B % , Geobacter $ I\ h & K M LK R 68 & 4= DIET Wb &A= 9, AH. Geobacter
MIFEAE T AN JZ & 2E DIET MU 55 0 R iR T i ) ot 4R L 2 B M4 L F 5 A8 fiE 0 i A
Yy, SEBURANEIR R 2R TR T 0k R, B R, Desulfuromonas. Pseudomonas =5
HE O PR T A 4 R et BT 64T DIET Ay BE 1 U0 R, 5 22 F — 5 4R 5% WAt & LA A2k 9 1)
DIET fig Jy X AE ML, IR AL f A b s A IR S Ak 7= R BE i) T2, DA B DL K R 5290 1)
TEIRAL AL

WFIE R H R I A W B i e R, X TR 8 D5 R T5 e W IR R A B . R TR
A o 24 R I fie 52 i R F SR T, A ORL AT AR 1 R IR I A o 19140, ZHUANG 451" LUK F
TR, RIGUK LR (1.93 g L) FIaR R (2 g L) 1 8 R 9 3% i o3 o0 il B = T 53% il
25%, PEHE T ZEHUAT A Bacillaceae 5 7= W Bitd Methanobacterium Z 8]/ H 3% H F1% % . AROMOKEYE
L DO FEDIRR Y  E R R Y R SE RN G, BRSO T RERRAT RN AR AT X R R O A 1Y S T e R
W WG (6.96 g L) BLARER™ (4.8 g L) AT I 3 4% IR 1 5 A AR 4 PR Bt 2 i, 2 R IR o
fif R R 22.55% 5 LR A0 I 1 28 FF R 3R A R FE e A i, R H PR 28 At i 2R PR 1K 45.1096~56.37% 5
IS INRE R AR 2R v 2K R ER S5 it 181 Sporotomaculum VE R E B4 (5 41 1E 1Y 53%~62%), i
IS INEF 2R B9 R 2R 32 B 454 W R W A I R B Desulfotomaculum (5 40 & B9 209%~37%) . 45351 L)
I TRTTR Y R e Fh ), & BRI FeyO, NPs(1.55 g'L ") 1 Fe,04(1.6 g'L™") A4 T i 2 #h 38 5 44 T 1Y
R R R AR . YAN SEU DL rb R R B 5 A 2 N 1A R K IR S A BT e R 4 A, i it ik
SEUG ORI WUOKREERT R T R BR SRR A RE, SeR TOR I IR SR A T Syntrophorhabdus FK
FP 2 PR A S5 At B Symtrophus V)& 86 N HE AR et 72 .

KPR IR AR EE N B EAY, HARKR TS, ML, SO HE o 1 X 28
FEff e A 8 Fh, 35 %2 40 A 5 J& BE 18 7] (Firmicutes) F1 4% JE [ ] (Proteobacteria)'*"?\,  Sporotomaculum
syntrophicum(J5 & FR S. syntrophicum) f& JFERE W 711 — Fpal ;= AL 0 T 104l i, A 28 B R R i o
P A2 PR A AR S L P e TR L R SR DR R R A A A H e ARBIESE LA S, syntrophicum
5 7= W e B Methanospirillum hungatei(J5i 6 FR M. hungatei) ) 355 F2 R Z M AFE X 52, ARG O 4l K
Fe,0, 1 Fe,04 XJ 2% H iR IR A0 A ok R 0 52w, DL 0 SR 420 5 40 Kb R i £ 2 HE R 75 e 40 1) 2 B 42 it
2%,

1 #MR5R*%
1.1 EM EFEMEREH

S 6 o FH A9 46 TR FR S, syntrophicum(DSM 14795) Fil M. hungatei(DSM 864) [y 364 15 F 4K R A
S 2T SR PO S5 SR RS . S, syntrophicum J& T IERETR T IR AR IR BB R TE, v e A X
R HR A R KRG e . M S EE T WS M. hungatei 223555 )5, " LR AL R
LRy AR L, JFm A TR

Fr R R T widdel 353256021 DLAUSM Z A ARBRIE G UK (IR 4:1) B e 35 5 MO h <
&, HT G IEMS B, SR (121°0) FZERKE 20 mine KB 5 In A 2008 A% 1L 40 .
K 5 mmol-L™" 2K HI iR Fl 0.01% [ B 42 BV AE S I W) #6147 S. syntrophicum T M. hungatei ) 335 5% |
TR R 37 C MBI R A D R B s R
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Fe,0, Fl Fe, 0, 44 K WUkr W4 3K F Bl 4 T Ak 22 i A BRA F] L 43l 7% 4 Fe,0, NPs Fil Fe,O; NPs.
Fe,0, NPs i 48 K /NK 20 nm, 465k 99%, JEAR BRI Bk, it 2B 6, Fe,0, NPs it K /NNy
30nm, ZEEEHN 99.5%, TR WERIEORL, Bt R ki,

1.2 NKFRIXT S. syntrophicum [K & % % X B ER O 5219

FEA SRR RN 35 mL AR, A 15 mL 8535 3k . 78 8% 32 58 b 4 Sl A B N 10,
20, 50. 100, 200, 300, 400. 500 mg-L '(flk¥k FE &%) & 600, 800, 1000 mg-L'(/ ¥ & 5) 1Y
2 PR IL YRR, REBE U 3 VAT . FIRR R MR B R S mmol-L' o B BE S (0.01%)
AR FESE TR H L R R s 2 R g oK UKL, SRS B s SR B R AR, T T AR R ZE AN
Rae o E, R BRAR L BN 25% 1) L5 3 Fh S, syntrophicum 5 M. hungatei W3R 32 %, F 37C
fE IR B A T B R . LI A 30d, A3 AL IRER, TGE B bE. 2K LR I SRV .

1.3 oA E

e I SP-7802 78 A0 AH €233 v A A I #% (TCD) WA o Bk I 44 0.5 mL, LA 13 000 r-min”
(5L R B0 5 min, BUES.OJE BT, ] SP-7820 A AH (Rl A & A IR M L BRI . (A A
W SCrk [22] AFik .

1.4 HESH

R . WE S CTREE DL CF I R R 22) o, IF I SPSS.22 44 %o B kA7 B IR 25 7

LM, p<0.05 1 R A3 HrbriE .

2 #HRE5iTiE

2.1 Fe,O,NPs X S. syntrophicum [X 5[4 fif 7= BRER 7= BF 5T 49 52 M
2.1.1 1&K E Fe,O, NPs & % A

R WEFT Fe,O, NPs 9 5 15 W B2 Xt S, syntrophicum R S 28 R 7= H BE 2 i), R AL 52 56
HEAT AR B A CHL R B vk B8 43 912410, 20, 50, 100, 200. 300, 400. 500 mg-L™") (525 (45 %
1R 7= H e 2 v B e vk BE AR A AN & 1(a) BTz, BRI 8 /N J5 i 16 B2 A B 10~500 mg L' Fe,0,
NPs Xf Bt 7= 5 3 A U1 BAE dEsm R HT, B3t A ek B2 2.88~3.38 mmol-L ™', 5 RISMAS H
X HRZH (FF e v B 3.15 mmol L) AHZE AR K. ZESEIIUTT6 d, T4 1A 3 i B e ik 5 4% 122 0 Pk 1 4
R, B A PR RRAL ) s shat I EAR — 3. JABh)E 6~18d, A A R v F o vk B 119 A8 Ak
PEAR -5, BRIV MG BT oA, Ui P R 2200 . RSN,
B 1A 2 o (R e Tk A SR B BB M, 2 3 mmol- L', 54 7K W R I iy i o6 R R PYGER (1) #
HEZH 0SB0 A (9 P be = s e B 22 ), RAFEAE B3 22 57 (p>0.05),

C4H;COO™ +4.5H,0 —> 3CH;COO™ +2H" +0.25CO, +0.75CH, (1)

IR DR AR i i FE AN TR 1(b) B 7S, B3I 10~500 mg-L ' Fe,O, NPs (/)52 5 20 FI vt BA L, 28 R
P B e R B i S R R AR Ak B, BRATE 12 d TR SE L R . T AR R IR R Y
R fif ol 8 — A, ULV TN Fe,0, NPs X 2 FH R A9 IR A8 R i o B2 90 W S i) o 1R & b 19 7 2 TR i
WL L(e) FTon, A% HH R R A ok B v R R VR B IK B 24 11 mmol L', WA & 8 H R B 1) 208
KR, ZE LR, 10~500 mg-L™" Fe,0, NPs X} S. syntrophicum 5 7= W B B M. hungatei i) 2K H iR IR
AR . B e R RN P 2R o R A A B S B4R 0 s A
212 &K E Fe,0, NPs 89 %

HE— B WE5E T B (600, 800, 1000 mg-L")Fe,0, NPs X 2 HI i IR 42 K& f A 520, 7 HY 6 5t
FEUNE] 2(a) 7R, 5 W Fe,O, NPs X UGE = 5t A B A VE ] o SCg s sh 6 dim, F APl i
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10 8 -

—— O0mg'L!' —6—100mgL" —— Omg'L' —©— 100mgL"

—— 10mg-L”' —— 200 mg'L"! —&— 10mg-L"'" —— 200 mg-L!

8 —a—20mgL? —— 300mgL" o gl —4—20mgL' —4A—300mgL"

0 —— 50mg' L' —0— 400 mg-L"! i —e— 50mg'L"' —0— 400 mg-L"!

= 6 —©— 500 mg-L™! g —©— 500 mg-L!
£ £
= =
= i
#®

20
I} El/d AFE]/d
(a) R Z A B AR 1L (O) R F PRI RR A AR 1

30 —— Omg'L!' —6— 100mgL"’
—a— 10mg-L”' —— 200 mg-L™
251 —a—20mg' L' —&— 300mg:L™!
—— 50 mg' L' —0— 400 mg:L™

—©— 500 mg-L™!

—_ )
[ S
T T

R /((mmol- L)
=

P )/
(©) IRFR 2 BRIHR A5 Ak
' K& Fe0, NPs (15T 1 e B R 10 ~ 500 mg L7,

E 1 {KKE Fe,O, NPs Xf S. synfrophicum #1 M. hungatei E' & 1% R SR X HE AN

Fig. 1 Effects of Fe;O, NPs atlow dosages on anaerobic degradation of benzoate by syntrophic co-culture of
S. syntrophicum and M. hungatei

BERY B, e v B 2 IS R O KR TR 2 AR . RIS Fe,O, NPs 9% JEZH 11 7™ Y I
R B 5 F Fe,O, NPsIR MR R . 7520 d A4, e & W b Bt 7= 4E W % 35 3.78 mmol-L',
BS RAMARRAERK BN —K, X RA ML A0 e w2258 K, FAERENER p<
0.05). IGIRF, X HRZH ity P o 8 1k 2] 2.47 mmol-L™", T %8 N 25 4 ¥ Fe,O, NPs(600. 800, 1000 mg-L™)
IR FR i, P HUVGEHR BE 53 80 T 24.29%, 44.13% F1 61.54%.

A 2P i 1) R AR e 2ok R AN L 2(b) s, SN R VR B Fe,O, NPs(600, 800, 1000 mg-L™")
Xof R [ it EL A B S AR/ . DR RN Fe,O, NPs FY X IR, JH 30 6 d J5 4% P iR 528 300 S e it e
it JG ZNB R A B, RAAE 24 d A SR A KRR . WS IR MR BE Fe,O, NPs(600. 800 F1 1 000
mg' L") MSCI A, )R8l 0~15d, R LR HE R S5 TR T 16.53% ., 39.11% 1 58.06%. & Z&
PR B AR E 2(c) BT, BIN R R Fe,0, NPs(600, 800, 1000 mg-L™) X} 2.1k iy B HA #
SAMHIE . REN Fe,0, NPs (15 B2 b BFLZ MR Mk JE fe X34 %) 14 mmol- L' 247, 4K H R
Mefd i e ) R TN 600, 800 F1 1000 mg-L ™' 41K Fe,0, S 2H , Ja3h 15 d 5 BN L MRk
BE 4y S0 T 23.15%, 50.83% Fl 67.81%.

i LR, WS INE HR BE Fe,O, NPs X} S. syntrophicum 5 M. hungatei R 58 [ fif 25 R B9 7= H Joe A1
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8 8
—o— 0mg-L™' —0— Omg-L™!
—&— 600 mg-L™' —— 600 mg-L™!
~ L A 800 mg L™ Eop 6L —4&— 800 mg-L!
m —o— 1000 mg-L! - —&— 1000 mg-L!
—_— =}
e £
g g
= 4r w4
= B
B o2 # 2
0 1 1 1 0
0 5 10 15 20 25
Fisf T /d HsJ 1) /d
(a) TR Z P H B vk FEAE £k () PRF AR NR R L AE 1L
25
—e— 0mgL"
—— 600 mg-L™!
20

- —A— 800 mg-L"!
—— 1000 mg-L!

LR /(mmol-L ™)

Ik /d
(c) IR LRI HR ARk
;MR Fe,0, NPs 19 5 1 #¢ £ 24 600~1 000 mg L™,

2 BERE Fe,0, NPs X S. syntrophicum 1 M. hungatei B & 157 R S /&R K BER A2
Fig. 2 Effects of Fe,0, NPs at high dosages on anaerobic degradation of benzoate by syntrophic co-culture of
S. syntrophicum and M. hungatei

FE R AR ELAT B R MR VE . MRS B Fe,0, NPs ¥ B 18 A i 858, A8 i % 4 1 000 mg-L™
) Fe,0, NPs B 1 4 FH e, 7™ B Be o LU X BR800 T 61.54% . 1= Wk FE Fe,O, NPs 3R 3L i 411 i
YE ] B8 A& H1 T Fe,ONPs B Wi, WERW MAATE S U Y 3R A R R 05, GETZERAEY
Jiil FEL ) B AE AL ) Ok S22 BELAS T B R R A, 7 A T R 0,
2.2 Fe,O,NPs X S. syntrophicum [X & P& i 7 B 7= BB 2 B9 22 1)

RIS ) 5 H U6 B2 (10~1 000 mg-L ") # Fe,O,NPs Xt S. syntrophicum 5 7= W %5i B M. hungatei K48,
Rk A 2 H IR = R e A 52 IR AN ] 3 BT/ o Fe, O NIPs X6 B g 7= i I 8 A A S8 %) 42 sl ) /o 7 5
R 3K, FrARRIFGWEE, WInddfas (o A A 5 shif | A — 30, B 3hivaT 12 d,

AN AN [ i e BE Fe,05 NPs 337 AR f4 HY Be vk B O 2.86~3.27 mmol- L™, 5 R ¥R =3 1 %) B4
(3.03 mmol- L™ MHZEA K, Ay S i 1A 22 A SRR ™ i g vl B B4 ik B BB (EL . R0 12 5K, X R A

SEHZH B e BRI 2200, ANAETE R 5 (p>0.05), 2R R IR AR i ) e A R A IR R —
. TEARIEIN Fe,0, NPs 4 XF 18 2 A3 A Fe,0, NPs(Jfi 2 ¢ iF > 10~1 000 mg-L ") By S2 8 20 v, 2K
RIS 12 K se Rt . RIL, BN Fe,0, NPs(F ¥ i o~ 10~1 000 mg-L™") Xt FT 4T S. syntrophicum
57 B M. hungatei F235 371K 72 1 H e 7= 15 SR B 2 86 ik 3 30 S50 AN A7 A W b %) 41 2 sl 4 ol 4



4054 5%

i
H
e
g
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15 %

- 1 HE0 mg'L!
C HHE10 mg L
zzA H 50 mg L
== H4%100 mg-L"*
3r R H1 456200 mg:L!

/ 3 H4%400 mg L
s %600 mgL !
5800 mg L
51 000 mg-L!
—O— ZHIER0 mg- L
—— KFR10 mg-L™!
—O— AHIER50 mg L
—@— 2100 mg-L™
—— 2200 mg-L!
—o— ZEH 2400 mg- L'
—O— FH%600 mg- L
—— X HIR800 mg-L!
0 —A— ZEHR1 000 mg- L
0 3 6 12

st 6] /d

[ 3 Fe,0, NPs %1 S. syntrophicum 1 M. hungatei B & £ 1% 57 K 5 P& il 7K B BR K 7= FR e 1 52 i

Fig. 3 Effects of Fe,O, NPs on anaerobic degradation of benzoate and methane production by syntrophic co-culture of
S. syntrophicum and M. hungatei

2.3 ZHSBEM R X BB R S RS0

A5 DOKR R0 e pi iR ™ T et SR, SR G AR SE T R A K A
R 2R HY R DR 4RI Ak ™ Y ot A R A R MR, E O R AR g B A Y R R R IR AR AR R . A B 5 LA
S. syntrophicum F M. hungatei W) H. 5 L B FR 4l AR RO IR I8 X &, R0 T i & ¥k B 2 10~1 000
mg-L™" 1) Fe;0, NPs Fll Fe,O; NPs XJ & H iR R A PR 2 o 38 1 OB T 78 N AR -5 H 4 4 X6 2 1y
J o VR 1 DR AR A 7 TR ot 2ok B vh DIET S 422 T 1 52

A RSCERM ST A A ST, AR RO R A TRRE, DL A T R RO B AR H R [ A
SR SE R o BRI [A] f S r R R R Y B S TR R AR AR AL, R R IR AR L B AR TR Syntrophus

R 1 SEMBIEEBFIERRREEROZIE

Table 1 - Effect of conductive materials on anaerobic phenol and benzoate degradation

y
1

It B
IESENEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEUnEE|
:

1

FEW FEHEE S SHUBEHY
AR F EY PrukE/ HEDREW FHGE T ok FRER R XA
MR (mmol- L) - (gL™h
AR L Syntrophorhabdu .
PO 10.64 JTopROrAGBALS, Methanosaeta YRR YA 5.44 $£H5100%
S35 U Syntrophus
- Iy 4 ¢ Bacillaceae, IRERH 2 $RE25%
FKAF A AR 8.6 aciifaceac Methanobacterium m
Peptococcaceae U KRk 1.93 HEE53%
Sporotomaculum Methanobacterium R 6.96 P1E2922.55%
S M‘?‘Jyt SR 5 Methanosarcina,
A Desulfotomaculum Methanoculleus, EaRo R 4.8 [%{%45.10%~56.37%
Methanosaeta
0.01~0.5 g' L' JGH
o — Methanosarcina, Fe,0, NPs 0.01~1 Wi 1gL,
HEMEFRAR KR 5 S. syntrophicum Methanoculleus, 61%
Methanosaeta ’
Fe,0, NPs 0.01~1 TCHR

T AEEIRR AR AR SR
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F1 Sporotomaculum Wl §862 5 T 2K W iR B8 7= W Be () DIET o B2 U 9K mg gk m 32 i 7 R B 1 IR 4
R i T B, B T R B IR SR i BT Syntrophorhabdus TR W R R 58 LB % it 1B Syntrophus W & 4 |
T R A o AL v AR 9y IR 48 L K A TR Syntrophorhabdus i ., R FEJRXTIRAL G 2.3 /5, X Rl
i /E ¥ J 3] DIET o #2177, A WF 5% [7] AROMOKEYE %5 " & B i) 3 22 15 #F 33 4 Sporotomaculum
J& , AR . AROMOKEYE %51 e 3L, W8 IR Bk B ook 2R HH i e e A FR B At 5 i AR
W5 &I, Fe,0, NPs M Ik & Fe,O, NPs X 4% H R A - Ve A VE =5 W B (600~1 000 mg-L™")Fe;0,
NPs X 74 B PR 0 38 il AT — o i 00CR o a ask — B4 %) Jist DRI 7 2 HE R DR AR 5% i il 5 7 Y e T
BRI 22 7 RIS R S. syntrophicum B 4L TE Al M. hungatei W) H 5 L EEFRK R 5 i AROMOKEYE
GINEIRE AE R MRS, FEMAEY R Sporotomaculum TV Methanosarcinailt Z A=) . H
TURY TR EY MR E L, w07 BRI A 58 I 48 28 DI R Al & S. syntrophicum
3 #Eig

1) LA S. syntrophicum 5 7= U BE TR M. hungatei #8811 B8 LR SRR R W% 52, 0 S in o i
WP Sk 10~500 mg- L' [ Fe,O, NPs A1 [ £ ¥ & 4 10~1 000 mg L' %) Fe,0, NPs X 2 Fl ik PR 48, [ i 1)
Je i S fe #E 1 o

2) J5i ik B Ol 600~1 000 mg L™ #Y Fe,O, NPs X BT IR IR 4 i fige ik #2 BoAT — € Il AE T, H.
0 ) SR Bl Fe,O, NPs ¥ B2 34 R #9558 o 55 v B Fe,O, NPs Hog W41, 2 (i il 28 4 3 1 1A 2R 100 4 1t
S, BEAS EE T R AT, PR AR R .

3) JFE A 10~1 000 mg-L™" 1) Fe,0, NPs il Fe,O, NPs ¥ ANRENE i S. syntrophicum 5 M. hungatei
TR R PSR . REMES 5 EE7 P 4En) DIET of #2 58 R IR A M a5
HGETE R OC . Bl B8 IRAREMA R IA R SE AR L E MK REAEER

2 £ X M

[1]  LEVEN L, NYBERG K, SCHNURER A. Conversion of phenols during  [7]  LOVLEY D R, STOLZ ] F, NORD G L, et al. Anaerobic production of

anaerobic digestion of organic solid waste: A review of important magnetite by a dissimilatory iron-reducing microorganism[J]. Nature,

microorganisms and impact of temperature[J]. Journal of Environmental 1987, 330(6145): 252-254.

Management, 2012, 95(1): $99-S103. [8]  SRLTLr, MOME, SRIEAR, 25 4K DU AL =Bt et 4 A R A 15
(2] Sk, sERHE, B, 5. LRI R T RRAO DTSR R D). 4 WA[T]. AT HEAEREE, 2018, 36(9): 1271-1277.

SATER, 2012, 39(12): 1808-1816. (9] SRIXUBE. Fe,O 44K MURINH R LI Ah 7 F et 2 AR AT 5T. [D]. WA JR
[3] FANG H, LIU Y, KE S Z, et al. Anaerobic degradation of phenol in s R IE Tl K24, 2015,

wastewater at-ambient temperature[J]. Water Science and Technology, [10] 3k, BlRENE. B S0 e L YR ] By AL BT ST E R 0], %

2004, 49(1): 95-102: HEMIAIER, 2015, 42(5): 920-927.

[4] ROTARU A E, SHRESTHA P M, LIU F, et al. A new model for  [11] #&FH, XA, FNUH:. ook Wy i Bebh ] B 715508 ML K HI[]. +
electron flow during anaerobic digestion: Direct interspecies electron 272, 2018, 55(6): 1313-1324.
e, BRI, JEGUR:. WSS 1 R M. S

methane[J]. Energy & Environmental Science, 2014, 7(1): 408-415. 2, 2018, 58(1): 19-27.

e
transfer. to Methanosaeta for the reduction of carbon dioxide to  [12] ¥

[5] LI H, CHANG J, LIU P, et al. Direct interspecies electron transfer [13] MARUTHUPANDY M, ANAND M, MADURAIVEERAN G, et al.

accelerates  syntrophic  oxidation of butyrate in paddy soil Electrical conductivity measurements of bacterial nanowires from
enrichments[J]. Environmental Microbiology, 2014, 17(5): 1533-1547. Pseudomonas  aeruginosa[J]. Advances in Natural Sciences-
[6] LOVLEY D R, PHILLIPS E J P. Availability of ferric iron for microbial Nanoscience and Nanotechnology, 2015, 6(4): 045007.

reduction in bottom sediments of the freshwater tidal Potomac River[J]. [14] ZHUANG L, TANG J, WANG Y Q, et al. Conductive iron oxide

Applied and Environmental Microbiology, 1986, 52(4): 751-757. minerals accelerate syntrophic cooperation in methanogenic benzoate


http://dx.doi.org/10.2166/wst.2004.0028
http://dx.doi.org/10.1128/aem.52.4.751-757.1986
http://dx.doi.org/10.1038/330252a0
http://dx.doi.org/10.3969/j.issn.1671-5292.2018.09.002
http://dx.doi.org/10.1088/2043-6262/6/4/045007
http://dx.doi.org/10.1088/2043-6262/6/4/045007
http://dx.doi.org/10.2166/wst.2004.0028
http://dx.doi.org/10.1128/aem.52.4.751-757.1986
http://dx.doi.org/10.1038/330252a0
http://dx.doi.org/10.3969/j.issn.1671-5292.2018.09.002
http://dx.doi.org/10.1088/2043-6262/6/4/045007
http://dx.doi.org/10.1088/2043-6262/6/4/045007

4056 ok L B ¥ W 5%

degradation[J]. Journal of Hazardous Materials, 2015, 293: 37-45. bacterium[J]. International Journal of Systematic and Evolutionary
[15] AROMOKEYE D A, ONI O E, TEBBEN J, et al. Crystalline iron Microbiology, 2002, 52(2): 391-399.
oxides stimulate methanogenic benzoate degradation in marine [20] QIU Y L, SEKIGUCHI Y, IMACHI H, et al Sporotomaculum

sediment-derived enrichment cultures[J]. The ISME Journal, 2020, syntrophicum sp. nov., a novel anaerobic, ~syntrophic benzoate-
15(4): 965-980. degrading bacterium isolated from methanogenic ~sludge treating

[16]  Th4x 3. REskw 894 LB IR S Ak 72 X ik WL w26 (D] db wastewater from  terephthalate _manufacturing[J]. -~ Archives of
ot EREEREI AR B, 2016. Microbiology, 2003, 179: 242-249.

[17] YAN W, SUN F, LIU J, et al. Enhanced anaerobic phenol degradation ~ [21] SEKIGUCHI Y, KAMAGATA Y, NAKAMURA K, et al

by conductive materials via EPS and microbial community alteration[J]. Syntrophothermus lipocalidus gen. nov., sp. nov., a novel thermophilic,
Chemical Engineering Journal, 2018, 352: 1-9. syntrophic, fatty-acid-oxidizing anaerobe which utilizes isobutyrate[J].
[18] k3, skig, AEn. FREUH HLA I R Rt R o aed A rp G R R K - International Journal of Systematic ‘and Evolutionary Microbiology,
BB, WY, 2019, 59(2): 211-223. 2000, 50: 771-779.
[19] PLUGGE C M, BALK M, STAMS A. Desulfotomaculum 221 WHIETE, SUNE UL, 55 WOHIDR SR Foi o IR 2 e o 1)
thermobenzoicum ~ subsp.  thermosyntrophicum  subsp. mnov., a SESTR S TR ST [0, SRR AE 2241, 2020, 26(6): 1406-1410.

thermophilic, ~ syntrophic,  propionate-oxidizing,  spore-forming (ﬁ: e é’ﬁ] ijF : ;ﬁ' ﬂ:% )

Effect of iron -based nanomaterials on anaerobic benzoate degradation by
syntrophic co-culture of  Sporotomaculum syntrophicum and
Methanospirillum hungatei

CHI Mingmei, LU Pingping, SUN Xiaojiao, XU Yan, CHEN Guanghui, ZHANG Peiyu, QIU Yanling’

School of Environmental Science and Engineering, Qingdao University, Qingdao 266071, China
*Corresponding author, E-mail: qiuyl@qibebt.ac.cn

Abstract To unveil the role of iron-based nanomaterials in syntrophic anaerobic degradation of benzoate,
ferric oxide nanoparticles Fe,0, NPs and Fe,O; NPs were added to the syntrophic co-culture of Sporotomaculum
syntrophicum (belonging to Firmicutes) and Methanospirillum hungatei and their effects were investigated.
The results showed - that adding Fe,O,NPs at low concentration (10~ 500 mg L") did
not significantly impact the benzoate degradation rate and methane production. However, high dosage of
Fe,0, NPs revealed serious-inhibition. At Fe,0, NPs dosages of 600, 800 and 1000 mg-L", the methane
production was reduced by 24.29%, 44.13% and 61.54%, respectively on day 15. Neither low nor high dosages
of Fe,0,NPs (10~ 1000 mg-L") influenced benzoate degradation and methane production or was able
to promote the “interspecies electron transfer in S. syntrophicum and M. hungatei co-culture. This study
can provide a reference for enhancing anaerobic degradation of benzoate with pure culture, as well as for
treating benzoate wastewater and lignocellulosic solid wastes with conductive materials.
Keywords Fe,0, & Fe,O, nanoparticles; syntrophic anaerobic benzoate degradation; direct interspecies

electron transfer (DIET); Sporotomaculum syntrophicum
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