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o 7K St R 75 BB FE A 3 A B[R] B N K B4 PA IR TR IE A . YANG 2510 % 80 58 7K 2 0 1) WL F) 365 03
Hughy hi e ffich PS KBE L AR MR, WEW] T B AE WX PS Jrfil e EEAEH], el —tkaELL PS Oy
ME — Bk J5 A BNFTF B8 Exiguobacterium sp.YT2, FEWRAKKE FF 60 d BERff 7.4%+0.4% W) BKR W . IR
W, 75 7K A 33k 2 v G0 RE X G 480 S A AR I U RICR B B S SR AR /b, O 480 B A0 75 R 14 5.0 1L
il i R R, ARBESE DL R A TS Ve AR R, A O e A A S AL TR A, DL 60 nm B R
LM (PS) 1 37~74 pum R WEME (PA) AE BB OB EHG Gy, B TR 58 I I RE X B 460 52 A 1k TR AR JBE 2
T B SR A A S TR TR I S e, A G AU S A TR T K AR L) e i B T AR A
1 IBMBERE
1.1 E#EREMERE

ABIEFE i FH 4 T {5 P8 0 A TV 70 48 B 5 T SR 17 3R B8 B e Hi T v B AR B Y R A AR TS T .
BRI 7R . CH,COONa3.28 ¢'L ™', NH,C10.38¢-L", -KNO,1¢g-L", KH,PO,0.1g-L",
K,HPO,0.168 g'L"'. MnSO,-7H,00.1g'L™", CuSO,0.1 mg-L™", CaCl,0.0lg:-L"". FeSO,-7H,00.006 gL',
B TR, AL A 4, pH A 7.0~7.5, 297 100 mg-L' fUNH;-N 1 140 mg-L™' fNO;-N, [ fil§
fe keI L 85 #: 56 . CH,COONa 8.45 g-L™', NH,CI10.63 g:L”". KNO, 0.726 g-'L"', KH,PO, 0.18 g'L",
MgSO,-7H,00.2g-L™", CaCl,0.02g-L", FeSO,-7H,00.006 g:L™"5. Z47 160mg-L™" {YNH;-N 1 100 mg-L™'
INO;-N. £ BT /KIE R . WA JE =560 pH I8 % 7.0~7.5, £ 121 °C K 30 min,
12 LERE

2 AE AT e 1 & A AL o AR A A R 1
S 3 LAY Al B A L33 SBR ik 47,
SBR A A AL S B P AR, R AR L B owew
] 5 25 A R S B R8T 2 7 K 2R HE 77 B E‘ﬂ
o BT N 240, fUFEBEEIEK . 2523 h
G AL 15 min FfE LR L 0.5 it K AT f@
B, HEK HCEEVT 100%. BURE A% B TR R L o S
Ao JNZEE A 1 iR . | SBREN%ESHE
1.3 EEESEMIK Fig. 1 Schematic diagram of SBR device

Ht 400 mL R fifAkI5 6 T SBR Hr, ] Ho v
NN 2L & SRR . TN 150 rmin™' BB ShHERE T, FTHFBAHIIT & E£R . B17 /8
12 Ry 24 h(if 4 I B TAF 2 23 hyo b B A SR BT B S KOKRE AT K BT 40 B, I E = AL (NH-N
NO;-N FINO;-N) Fil pH. 435l Bt 200 mL & 5 15 21| i) 4 58 52 il 4k o BE AR 5 3 4~ H Il 89 SBR 1, 43
SHE A My My My, S IIA T L YIMEIE SR . UGBTI E AT, 1 M, B M, KN 8% 4 5
JIA 250 pug L' PS 1 250 pg'L™' PA, 7 150 rrmin ' R 4T FF R a2HTYIMLEE 3%, @RS &%
FEAAIR o X REAS A 0 R KK R #EAT K B 43 B b8, I =0 (NH;-N, NO;-N FINO;-N), TOC,
TN #1 pH.
14 HERESIERFEST

W—E R ERERE S, T 3500 rmin &L Smin, 522 FWEWR, FBAESH 0.1 mol-L™!
PBS 2 thife (pH=7) T, B ¥ ik S v 8 3K 3] 40 0 AR A 400 A 358 35 (B0 A I BOH I i 2228 |, KRR
ARIE TCS, FTIF AN, FEFE 30 s 10 SR IR A A8 (1, [R5 MLSS.
1.5 RNBEYRBBREMEDNTIDSH

X Ak JE 1A 45 oS T I AR AR R A R 7R SR IO U T AT A R AN SR A W (EPS) RV R T
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A7) (SMP) 19 32 BBORTIN 52 o B 4 mL B8 AF AR 5 5 500 rmin”' B0 20 min, H FVE W 4
0.22 pm £F A R R ML UE , L2 UEWE BRI Ry SMP AE S, 1o AR AR S I 0.9% A B K 2 FAR RS
FRR AT IR R 7, T ICHRAE 2 . B LAREERTE 40 W, 2 min FUKKIGHE A o FREF AR i 7E
8000 rrmin' F &S0 30 min i, EIEBRCRA 0.22 um 274 X PE IS0, PR 87 W BN EPS AR
1.6 FEESEWDH

I 1 mL 75 U sl B BEAE &, SR FH 40 8 DNA $2 UK & (P BB 0%, i) SR04 B 1 3k M 4
DNA, ficJi F 100 nLTAE VB . By B W 5 10 F UKk Rk 5 4% 5, R FH &0 38 Sl e 82 AR X 42 iy
DNA H iy AT A Y HE IR S A0 S 2 FEVE 3 #T
1.7 REFER-KHLMTEE PCR 51

X4 HUAY) DNA A B 4798 6 & PCR 43 #71, H AL K napA. nirS. cnorB. nosZ. 5|¥JF
FIVESTN R 1 s o b 16S rRNA 9 V3 X AE B N 2K 48— 4 4> PCR 4§ H cDNA B & 1 2 5 .
PCR JZ W 1A £ (20 pL) 43.4% 2X PCR 28 ' 10 pL, 10 pm A4 I [55 [ #F0 52 [ 514 4% 0.4 uL, 2 pL /Y
DNA #tl , fi )5 #b3E 7.2 pL 1Y ddH,0.

%=1 PCR3|#¥F7%)

Table 1 PCR primers sequence

R4 PR BIE7E2 i FI¥IFS (53"
F27 AGAGTTTGATCMTGGCTCAG
16S rRNA
R1492 TTGGYTACCTTGTTACGACT
F341 CCTACGGGAGGCAGCAG
V3 region of16S rRNA
R518 ATTACCGCGGCTGCTGG
napA Z3F CGCGAACAAGCTGATGAAGG
napA
napA Z3R AAGATCATCGGGATGTCGGC
nirS cd3aF GTSAACGTSAAGGARACSGG
nirS
nirS R3cd GASTTCGGRTGSGTCTTGA
cnorB Z1F CGTCGGTCAGATCCTCTTCG
cnorB
cnorB ZIR GCGATGATCACGTAGAGCCA
nosZ 1527F CGCTGTTCHTCGACAGYCA
nosZ
nosZ 1773R CGCTGTTCHTCGACAGYCA

1.8 St

T 2 5 AU 5 A0 oy S 6 BE kDO Al 5 a2 Z0fT P 4 EC a0 ol B v U7 ARG 5 SIF il T R U1 N-
(1-2%) - ZHOGREE RIS R I 5 48 1 B felf 25 5 307 5 W e ey UV RGN 5 220 Al FH R 1 - R v 0 A
s pH. DO fiffi B3 55 B AR A KD s MLVSS {8 FH 2 & ik kil .
2 #BR51R
21 BERAEFERMELMERE

& ELE P NH-N, NO;-N FINO;-N ¥k BEAR LG Sl an &l 2 firm . il 2 vl 0L, $ERhis e &
BE 2 TR TR R BRI Tl K i g R AT iR £, RO Akt B A2 BB B i il . Zad 120d 1Y
PR E LR, BERMAERTAANMAN LRFRE TR ERS, MEMREANRHEIL
PAFEAE . X REE TR RER RIALVE B 5 T X AN B, R B a S R A AV T DL 6l
AR A B B A S R L B o I 2 10 4 K RS AS A I A B 6 28 A A AE , HLRETE — B [a) 9 £/
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Fig.2 Concentration variations of NO,-N, NH;-N, NO;-N in enrichment experiment
e, Jﬁ%?%%ﬂaﬁ%%ﬁ%’f&fiﬁ%%%ﬁ, v A 32 SO AR A T B 2 e S R AL AN TR
TEEBEHG , WG AVERERI LR ANIE 3 fro o sh I 3w, felrE 35T, rﬁh’é%lil?#i’%
BT RAFHY R PERE ?’£24hm4ﬂﬂﬁ WREEZY R 100mg L YR AL T 56 2 LBk, 24 h
W BRR LN 97.9% . WHEFE 8 h P AE Al HF 295 140 mg- L A9 ik 0 58 42 bR Lttﬂfﬂﬁﬁékkif‘?
AN IRE] 100% . SRR R 2 BRI ER A Aerb A ORI A R R R LR . R E R

10 100 =
8t . 80 -
a 5
g 6L én 60
b= =
f'é 4 % 40 ]
\Z' I Zl \'\l
) o
20+
Z 51 z \
]
/ of .
Ot »——1 —" \ \ , \ \ \ \ \ \ ,
0 4 8 12 16~ 20 24 0 4 8 12 16 20 24
SN A]/h SN A /b
(a) NO,-N (b) NH;-N
160 1000 140
140 | m H 1120
~ 120} ~ sor 100
= Yool n —=—TOC ] 5
5o e 600 —e— TN 180 i
£ 50} < g
B = 160 i
:’% 60 | ‘[é 400 - %
a0 g 1490 £
o & 200t T~
Z 20} \\ 1%
ol . . \
of LA Pt
-20 ! ! ! ! ! ! J ! ! ! ! ! ! !
0 4 8 12 16 20 24 0 4 8 12 16 20 24
SR /b S s [] /b
(¢)NO;-N (d) TOCFITN

B3 EfFEHRAMEEK

Fig. 3 Variations of denitrification performance after enrichment
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BB 7K g S A HLa AL A BRI S S AR IR, 202 0mg L™ Ml 6mgL™,
Ul B TR 1) AP e R A
22 EEAIIL

DY # g =% . TOC. TN ZEfk. YI{LS25 HNH;-N, NO;-N, NO,-N. TOC, TN ¥
AARIE AN 4 Fr s . R 4 FP AT, a5 2 M, BOEVEL. REIR A ALY 25 5 R B FE s I T Ao R Y
M, Al M, 855, PS5 PA XFF B B 9 368 38 A AN 2556 i By A 2 b 0 R0 25 o R ), G4 i
b TR B 35 RT AR YL FE W PR 100 mg L' ANHG-N 5842 5Bk o 2 R Rl i IR & L BR s S A
WA AR, BN PS B M, X RS R M) LB S A MEIER , mEIPA 1 M, 78 914k 1 1
5 M, f1 M, KBENO;-N (248 fb Fa 5 AH A, mT LOKF 140 mg- L™ A RH A & 58 4 KBk s EAEYIL)E 1,
PA I RN T M, A A AR LB o 2 Fh iSO RE 2 6 A R AR A 1 FR R 7 A —E AR AR,
WM PS. PA RS HA &/ AN FFEE WA RS Z LR, PA RO HERCR N B . = o i v
FEA T AE R A R BRI AT RE S PR R R G T A R R R TR, P 1R SR T ik 2 S A
PR R, X5 B A R A AT A R AR R R B RN TS MRk R A bR 32, DI = B il
el B P AEAE WA R 3 AR R P, & 4 mT 0, TRl PA R R BLEEA XA AL Y 5 B AS
e g, HaxE R R KBRS AEMRIER, 5 HEEm R A B EAEE ; PS B XT T R
MR R B BR B EGE W R, (AN PA £ S ECR AW EBROREEIR, A= HH LA LR
50%. LA g5 Rt — 25 0E B T 0 A A SR R S X6 - AU A AR TR AR ) O R R 7 AR A A
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Fig. 4 Concentrations of NO,-N, NH;-N, NO;-N, TOC, TN versus time during the acclimation experiments
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2) T R AR o B TR R R P BE AR o BRI S R A I L S i e RE A R LR 5. &b
T, R PS. PA YIS XTIk S B RE A0 A SRR R AL BE R A — e R . 3 0~9 /B B E
BB R AUE T REAAAR S, BAVBOEI TA R B T B, 8 L 34 I 6 5 £h
AR, RPEAE TIHARMERE. SESA4Mk, VT 12h)5, 1554 PS. PA B i
ST RN AR R PSR R AR R, AN SOB R A AL WA R Eh A AR S R
7836 h Bf, BN PS Fl PA J5 43 B BUR AR & A R 56 A AV B 7+ 2 8.4 mg- L™ Al 11.5mg' L',
i P15 AT LAFE H L RS pek 0 0 36 X6 A 4R il 1 T A 2R B AR A AL 2 R K, LT
A DL ZBE R . PS. PA S MR DIk 5 B B AF 25 BR A1 R 3 AU RO A TR TE) . 528 A LA A 25 B oK
(97.9 %) ML, YIfbiE R BELE PS RRAEH T, 12 h Al s 25 5% 100 mg- L7 (INO;-N, il & B
FYH 96.5%, TMiMHF7E PA RRERT, A LBRFN 56.6%. R, S EF ] 4 36 h B,
2 AR E ] 1777 mg L7 [£ % 10.7 mg-L™", M7 PS Al PA (A R TN 43 5% 2 13 mg- L
F20mg L' BRI UL, PA XFF A S0 Ais A AR B A 0 o 5 SR o i 2, B — o Wk R R O
HZ PA) 19 Tl I 7K X i 48 S A A 200 B 11 A= 300 ot 305 SR A e A ) 47 T S il
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Fig. 5 Variations of NO;-N, NH;-N, NO;-N, TOC, TN over 36 h after acclimation
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JE 22 R 22—

3/~ SBR H Y4k 5 V5 U Y LU FE AR ORI S5 R a1 7 s, BB 7 RTAL, M. ML oM, RO A
f1 SOUR 43 %1 4 0.209, 0.203. 0.306 mg-(g'min) '. A WL, ¥HNT PA B M, i SOUR B8] & = T
2L M, SR T PS BY M. X UE OB RL PA 1Y RS MTS R R A E R AR S, §
ES QTR AR & 31y NG

9r 8-
8+ 7+ o
—— M —== M
7F —— M i #w 6L —— M, S
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. i O 5+
£ st §° 4l
o o4l =
<0 S 2fp
2 -
1F
1+
0 &
0 10 20 30 40 50 0 12 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10
S o At ) /d S5 B} ] /min
Ble SRKEZEN €17 SBR %% SOUR 3Jtt
Fig. 6 Variations of sludge concentration Fig. 7 Comparison of systematic SOUR in SBR system

2.4 EPS X SMP 5r#f

EPSfE°4 PN, PSS M IR AW, TEAESEE Y RE M Thil B HEZAEN, &n L
PRI AL T 6 S5 540 T B RO AR T5 Y™ AFIETY B, EPS M i 55 R M RRUE PR R E A
X, EPS & i = vl B T5 Je fe e MR AT o ) 3 41 SBR TR I fki5 U Hh EPS AT SMP A4 v BE iE AT W
GEWNLZE 2, IR 2 BTN, M, JIV #% EPS HI SMP H ) BE 28 AR (1 T B AR T M, R RS, T
M, S )i %% EPS Fl SMP Hife BEX = T M, i o FIR 2 AT LLE e MRS 10~50 K, 3 4 I #%
1Y) EPS 1 Y S T AR (1 Bk BE S A g, o M, OB ge i KB R B3, XTI REE M, I
KK T A 25 R TR R 22— 3 2H SN £ () SMIP H G b 28 e 5 34 S B Rk 3 i P e DU
At . RSP B LB, SMPYE B
2 MEAL Y5 VR 0 T 0 A WA T BT e 35 0 %2 SBR ARG EPS & SMPRELE
E"J SMP {‘—’T% El"] *E;% , E‘[‘H\E/i\m] ﬁrﬁﬂ (?{)E'E/\J 1Jﬁ IET Table 2 Comparison of EPS and SMP concentrations

in SBR system
T, AFITFIE7K B KK B S o #0450 - »
. /4., . e o . § EPS/(mg-g™) SMP/(mg-g )
Wro B, I EPS W JE S ARG IR ik R gy —e VY

Lo ad PEVERE S BRI, BRI B R n]
RE S XA = A R AR, e iy 8 P A A 10

i 00017 0 00018 0296 0.223 0.298
HHEM 0232 0175 0289 0235 0.175 0.268

AW A T 2200 EPS FI SMP, S & H K K i AR
%, 1 PA XTSI 4% H 52 2 KT PS. 50
25 BEESHSWHR

BE2% 0002  0.001 0.002 0.098 0.096 0.184
HEH 0726 0.640 1.199  0.700 0.637 1.164

K FH 16S rRNA 5738 i U 7 52 R IR R SN AR R TAE P RE V% o Alpha Z AP UL 3% 3. FESL I
R TE IR T 99%, VLEA I P R BE R LA 35 4 i P 0 IR A AR 1, AR Ukl e 245 SR T IR SR A
i HCE P 0 LG L . Chaol 1 ACE 88U B T 8/ E W E Y5 9 =F & B, Shannon 8 8URAE T Uk
YIRETE ) ZREE, (B R s 2R . Simpson 8 8U(E R A, BB REVE ZREMEBRAR . ansk 3 fr
N, R 2R TR, SEWEM SIS JEAH LE, Shannon fHH K, Simpson {H .
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Table 3 o-diversity of microbial community

FEA OTU Shannontg 4% ACEH85( Chaol#8% P52 /% Simpsont§ 4%

FEFTEI 1292 4712 194 1311.596 1297.283 99.9 0.037 727
WAEERE 940 3.201 481 1146.133 1071.852 99.8 0.100 441
2 MU 220 2.068 701 2333342 228.433 3 99.9 0.205 809
mps 207 2317935 225.290 1 2267727 99.9 0:164 635
JPA 225 2.442 192 2415221 256.909 1 99.9 0.181 633

Chaol Fll ACE f5 £l )y, KRG ER M E LR, BN T SBRISMIFEEE, #% 2SR
T, WM PS. PA B9 Shannon $5 ¥ 2K T AH A 0925 141, 1 Simpson $8 £ I T 25 F 4L, Xt
W T Ik PA F1 PS (19 SRR 25 18 WU A W B Vs Z R R ER

] 8 2 5 FEAS TR R B 7% 7E B A b B9 AE X 2 BE AR Ak . 225 U8 A 34 Tl b 32 22 o B G TR B
(Moraxellaceae), K2 K AR 240 750, Ua B4RV Je A AE R EREE Y FI . 20t
— BRI B R Z T, SRR R AR X R & 3.7%, EZLFTF R (Rhodobacteraceae) W H 1.3%
T ZE 68.7%, MU E 5 R OL B A BB A R B (Rhodobacteraceae). ST IHFFT & BL Rhodo-
bacteraceae J&—FI I AHAL AN BN, 78 F b JE & ¥ 8 B AE AP Rhodocyclaceae B A S il LTI RE,
i T8 X P K R SR G S BR RN A SR Ok TS Ve Y

T A TR S, e R s TR Q = Figome

R i S R RE B REZE R Pciphicraccae
o 5 AR RRFPHRE 2N LT RFE (Rhodobac- < ] 52;7?’0”;2??@‘17553;
teraceae) F ¥ M B} (Xanthomonadaceae), #l = 60y :Zgz;f;rggjiaccj:e
X2 BE 5353k 47.6% H1 32.9%. I PS YL % s0| QY Vrrucomicrobiaceae
L FFEFE (Rhodobacteraceae) A1 85 IRl (Xan- - EfffZﬁ;ZfZZZZW
thomonadaceae) W) 1 Xt 3= BE 53l B %8 27.2% 201 ] Moaintsacce
27.6 %, TLLYR R Bl (Rhodospirillaceae) W] I Tt o=  Rdopacroracocs:
F 204%, WHOVZRORMREN(ESF R, 1 R ERER Saa nes e

A PA YL, ZLAFHE B (Rhodobacteraceae) 3 ARG

P TR, MR, N 66.1%. I 8 BHEAEMMEEMKELNENEE

Fig. 8 Relative abundance of microbial

RZFEAR TR BER EZPLHAEE . PS. PA 1Y
SIER 2y &/ O T G A S = g
26 EREFEESH

Bl OEEMHEARWRHEENFEEMZ., mE9nTH, RH PCRE A& T H S napA.
nirS| cnorB Fl nosZ FE AL FE N, H L & it e, napA FER B F AR T HE YIRS, IESE
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Effects of typical microplastics on the denitrification characteristics and
denitrification related genes of aerobic denitrifying bacteria

SHI Wenchao, GUI Mengyao, DU Junyi, MA Zhifei, WU Daishe”

Key Laboratory of Poyang Lake Environment and Resource Utilization, Ministry of Education, School of Resources,
Environmental and Chemical Engineering, Nanchang University, Nanchang 330031, China

*Corresponding author, E-mail: dswu@ncu.edu.cn

Abstract In recent years, with the increasingly serious problem of plastic discharge, there are a large number
of microplastics in sewage treatment plants, and the influence mechanism of microplastics on aerobic
denitrifying bacteria is still unclear. In this study, the aerobic denitrifying bacteria were screened and enriched
based on SBR, and the influences of typical micro plastic(PS, PA) in water body on aerobic denitrifying bacteria
were further investigated. At the same time, the possible influence mechanism was revealed from the multiple
aspects of bacteria extracellular.polymer content, specific oxygen uptake rate and changes in microbial
community structure and denitrification genes (napA, nirS, cnorB, nosZ genes) abundance. The results showed
that the stress of PS and PA could inhibit the denitrifying performance of aerobic denitrifying bacteria and cause
the accumulation of a certain amount of nitrite. High-throughput sequencing revealed that the changes in the
abundance and species of functional denitrifying microorganisms were the main reasons for the changes in the
denitrification performance of SBR. The results provide an important theoretical basis for the application of
aerobic denitrifying bacteria in urban wastewater treatment plants receiving industrial wastewater.

Keywords aerobic denitrification; denitrification characteristics; industrial wastewater; microplastics;

community structure
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