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LmB Ry, EPRR SRS L2 TEbe, BW 6505005 2. b E R} B R B HRBEHE T O, AW ERE A
FHe R, AEET 1000855 3. R A B R S BEIRAS BR Ak BE, B R 1000495 4. b TR A BACARO B ST B, Y
2610005 5. 7 [E 727 B 7 98 IR TS T, 7 R I M BR R A S WIS G SR &, JE AT 100101

W OE KAETHMESERBAEYNZNCRERZA, WA RN (QS) 1E 435 i 3 )8 13 1 # 1
AR, UMER IR M (Stenotrophomonas rhizophila) B £ #& (WT) F1 QS ¥ # {5 5 [H T (DSF) & Jili fiff 3£ K -
rpfF 5 B E (ArpfF) S SESS T AR, B BH DSF AU 3 AR 80 7 2 75 18 45 g AR S 37 B M TR ) e 2% ol 28 35 19 7 B 4K
Mo BERIRUT . TE R SE S M TR B A R R o/ BE IR B AR (U SRR R AR AL, BT B R SR R B S R
PR, FEEEE S W B BT (R A P T AN M S A RORD AR AR B IR 48 h S Y 0 I UE VR A W A AR
FERB AR50 10% TR IB IR O S5 T, BFAERRAIEBR R 7 d S BE 34000 R 53% F1 78%. LAk, 52 50 T bk 43 0k
PV T R ) B L PR M R BT 32, HAER G CBEDLTE s = 49O . AT IOBGIE . L
AR LT AN GG T A B R B R AR IR A IR R T BB DB R T, AR A T AT R B TR
O BE AT 0 DSF G Wi B 55 R i % 104 W8 AR 5 3% PR R TAT (9 T R IRV 2R I AR IR B i s TR AR MR . S5 ORERMD,
DSF-QS itk MM SE R B L R AE W B 2, eI ZMVE R, MR TR EFAMENBEEN. &
TR S8 T X TR B VR BN, AT Bl T T A b 3 A v TR O A AR R BRI LR, TR Ry DGR TR R FOK
ENEAR KRS

KHEIR)  VEARSEIR MR ; WSk EE BN PRGSO

i R ERARARRR , KA CO, BB BF LT, A S ERY R REm A, KIKEEFR
@ &, A FREI RN, BURRKESTHEKTESR, SKEEYTESFRS, WIRK™ %
U5, SFEOKERREDY, A, FEKERSEZMERIEDEEAEGY, e iE%
4, fEE AR, KT IR ACH A I 09 A S RHE, IR XA A L PR B A R A i Jak
el R, R SR RO R A T VR R A A

FEKAEBAEE T, WA AR AR, HSMAEYZ HAAEE YR58 8m.
ARk, A ST & IR o A T B A3 WA ) EL AT 5 T A S A A S L 3 BB AN TR R UE T PR R
5o, TR OB RETE S5 M A i S A i T T R PR AE AR o DI, I e B 4 R A i e 2K
RN IE R AN — SO A B AE IR AR AR A8 & AN AR e R e R R T e A Y, i
3V T A TR RIURE N 1) 3 T 0 JoT 8 Bk S RE AT R AT 3 e AU A3 A W ) A AR R N A
fiE 52 M) I 98 48 s ) AR e R UBL BER BN (quorum sensing, QS) &AW (G S S —Fh

s BHEE: 2023-01-18; FAHHA: 2023-04-03
EEWH: HEHABFIESEITH (42230411, 42177099) ; JL 5T @R B34 % Bh T H (5222025)
E—EE: Jri (1997—) , L, WA, wyjah@163.com; BRBIEIEE: FE %52 (1970—), 5, WL, IR,

xlzhuang@rcees.ac.cn


mailto:wyjafn@163.com
mailto:xlzhuang@rcees.ac.cn

%78 T4 . DSFRUREIRIEN 2 S8 BB S BOB AR S IR AN R A A A5 2381

WO, R — E R A A S o A AR AR AT O A I A T A R i e R A o 2
HE, JFRH MR A R D SR, SIS TC 1 AT B 8 A TR Sl sl AL, anEE T

FEA L NSRRI G R AR AR S KRR R R R, ok 2 T 2 R 9 A i ) e
KGN, Bl K A B T R L, LI S A R A SR RN SR B e, RO B A

B —ABEA BRI . Rk, S s SsEAE AR v BE3Z 2] QS M4, QS 5 i
Wy B AR TR A . AR A B e — R BRI B GLY-2107, % RS 43 Wb 3-FFF J5 1| W A1 3-74 5L R 1% -
2,5- PR AP A I Y T, HOESSiZ s s AL & W ny e A i AHL A 319 QS W $E, C,-HSL Z¥ i
FE ATV B T 1 1 OB QS i =,

P W% 5 Bl ¥ (diffusible signaling factor, DSF) ZE#F AR N & 5 W B KRN REZ —, T 12
EAE T 2L FOBA R4 T, mT 9 755 40 B8 B) 5 Rl (9 22 Fh 5 30 858 3 7 1k A 56 G AR ) 2 T e
DSF-QS 15 5 19 7= A= Fima by B rpf B R FE 52 il . Hip, mpfFf 2L 1 58 A i DSF 1R 5 4> 15
rpfClrpfG HH 11 5% DSF {5 5 YU 516 F 5 rpfB JE N 7 5T B M DSF {5 5 7> 712, B, DSF{&E%
ST A AL D E VRS ALS AR LA LA B, R &% BB 4343 Wb DSF {5 5 70 F i 9 oA 3%
PERRE S R AR P AR S M R R H R VR T AR e e, R B 48 h R SRR B &
T W Ab PR 4 T 1 7 d S, WS PR T 83.83%, N HETE E MMM ZIA T 71.35%, 9] M g 4522
AR Hp 43— R R R A5 S TR T G Y B 2 2R SE R PR MR, 12 A R BB D 9 A0 Y A B R
fEr AL i 7, I AR R I FCE A A i (ELK BB AR T v 38 R 4R K DSF-QS 4 5 A AR I8y
X} TR 56 R N sE W AILFE . DSF-QS 78 Gl A= P s L b A4 R R 8 R T A

W& M3 2 3% PR B (Stenotrophomonas rhizophila) & — PR3 2 [RAMERE , |72/ T 18 KIK
o, O B ST IR SRS AR O SR O TR EL A W AR A SRR 0 P, HUH R B 4 b B AT 7 AR A Y. DSF R
T rpf BN, HET, WEAR SR R T A S AL IR AN, S, rhizophila VT AE R DSF-QS ¥
TV A FHAVOR BB S B R AT 9 . T I, AU DU F K65 WAL 3 o 4 S 2 5 A
WEoE %, LIVETETH S. rhizophila B4 BV AR (WT) F1 DSF 4 8 35 K -rpfF 35 R B BR R (ArpfF) R 52
U0 B PR, VS K B T O IE S F B, R 1T DSF-QS fEFE B K S E R S, rhizophila W EEAE
R S R 22 55, LI DSF-QS ¥ A 3 2k v S ML (Rl 4k B, o s E R
TR FE KR MR IR LA S

1 MRS

1.1 KBEMR

1) T Fl b5 5% K JC o D VA0 1 46 o SEI6 i FH B BR S, rhizophila WT W T 56 [ iU 534 A= 49 B ol 42 38
iy (ATCC) , R %5 : ATCC BAA-473T. [tk S. rhizophila DSF 15 5 A B il 5 PR e [ 28 A% 14
ArpfF J& B A 5258 =5 i ) B BR S. rhizophila WT W () rpfF 2 AS 2 o 52 50 T8 AR 34 FH NB AR 8% 77 5
CFRBE1S5gL", EHMK S gL', NaCl2.5g L") 30 °C ., 150 rmin' 54 FREZGR 7. R FFH|
P ERT A BES , B ODyy, 9 1.0 BB, T 8000 rmin' £/ FES.0 Smin )5, W FWEW, 1 0.22 ym
U 1 5 TC TR DR TR o

2) FEFR R 5 R 3R v . SEIG BT FH i FR AR S T 2 B (Mlicrocystis aeruginosa, FACHB-905) | #l
RPU/NEREE (Parachlorella kessleri, FACHB-729) . #}4: WU4E 8 (Tetradesmus obliquus, FACHB-416) ¥
W S 1 H R 27 B K A2 A2 W BF 9T BT iR K B R P2 (FACHB) o T B bR BG11 K5 3R 591 T A T
SRR FR, WFRIRE N 25 C, eI R 2000 Lux, SCHBEYIN 120120 (FH/22) o BIRE
Wigk 7dJn, BULODg, N 0.4 M PR AT IS 25256
1.2 S. rhizophila /& 845 14 L8 75 5%

D EEE R, FELREER IR A 48 h BUFE, T 8000 r-min ' 2518 5.0 5 min J5 23 U 4E I
THWAEARDINE . PrAS LIS WAt 0.22 pm B8R H1 & JC R U8 W, WARDUTTE H 0.01 mol- L™ TG PBS ¥
W3 E N BG1 R RE A . MR . HEWEWR . JCRE I8 DAMAF S5 10% LA in 21 3 W
HRAIRE SR, FRIFREE 7 RIURE D AR S 3 e 4% 2 a (Chla) TR

2) AST) 3% 75 B[R] 6 B VR PR AR B R o SIS TR KR S, rhizophila WT I ArpfF 78 1.1 T iR B 8% 3% 2%
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HREEFR, P RIZESS 12h, 24 h, 48 h IUTAWR, il WU, JFLUARTS 5 10% Lo B in 21 38R
HRAIE SR, FRIFRE 7 KEURE DN A % 13 % 35 Chla i IR IE .

3) AN RV HE o2 X A s AN R B RS 7SI TR R B R A 48 h IR B0, A TC IR . K
FIT A5 TG T8 S8 2 0 AR R 80 5% . 10% . 15% LL BRI 2 d i iR 2115 78, IF TR 5 7 KREUEE
4 2 900 98 Chla B MR

4) TR S o B 48 h JC T BB LR FL B 10% RN B A SR i v . WLECHRL/ER e L by
BERRCPIR AR SR, AR 7 KIURE IR 4% 13 € 3 Chla i 5, PEAL S rhizophilalf) i 55 0
1.3 S. rhizophila 75 &Y M B SLI8 75 5%

1) S. rhizophila % B9 B EME . B A8 h L IEW T S M EOEH, 4 HITE-40 °C . 40 C |
80 °C. 100 °C /KIFALBE 2 h, FFH & EZE VK 121 C AP 20 min, BHIEF IR G4 HL4
TR T EL 10% N SR D AT IR 058, IFF 7 d J5 BURE DU 4 2% 3% 3 Chla i v BE

2) S. rhizophila % FY) R FR SRR E P . B 48 h R UE W, FH 2 mol-L™' [ NaOH & 2 mol-L™" /1Y
HCUE WA S pH = 3 112, FIRAFE 2h 5, FERIEERILG pH, VIR HEA JCH i wAE R
ST X AR, 45 A FHAL B b LUAR A B 10% A9 LE B ACEE RO AT IR LIS, R TEEIRAR 7 KL
f 0 ] 4 30 8 5 Chla B B

3) S. rhizophila FEHE) T CBEINE . L A8 h TCIRUEM , A 3 AR IC/K LB, 1R 10 min,
4°CH#E 205, T 8000rmin' & F&E.L 5min, 2 9E FWEMPTE. FEHERNK TG,
FHRMAR B JC i K SR 5% B AU TE , I IR TS0 10% 19 LB A S b AT e 50 56, T %
FEE T KR I 4] 43 13 2 348 Chla 5 R o
1.4 SthEE

1) 3% a# M7 . B 10 mL ¥ 7E 4 000 rmin”' 2518 F &0 5min, REF B, A
90% A ER , WWHE 10s, FUTE 4 C BEEHEE T A 24 h, SRJ5F 4 000 rrmin' 2544 F &0 20 min, |
HHERZE 10mL LEsh, 0% NERFE M E 10mL, #25). &, H EERSOEEHT e
MEF 1em HEEET, H 90% NERZE, 437l B2 750, 663, 645 F1 630 nm i K I 6 . Chla it
VR BT A N (1) IR, JF T RO VAL TR A B AR, THEA S (2) Bk .

C =11.64 X (Ags3 — Azs0) —2.16X (Agss — As50) +0.10(Agz0 — A7s0) (D
R = (C_C')XIOO% Q)
Xf: ¢ B ] AL BEAL Chla BV B, mg- L' C A KA 5 45 G R4 Chla ik,

mg- L™,

2) LHIEROCTE MM o LEAN-1] W% 4. B 48 h (UL IEW , FH AN T
£ 190~600 nm [ LAMEIER, Hb I EBE FRIENSHS R, g0 48 h I H
W, HFHPE G RE Y (FluoroMax-4, 3% [F HORIBA /A A)) #E4T = 4E 9 GG HH . MR K ()
L N 240~450 nm, & HHIEK (A,) H#TEE N 290~500 nm, KK 5nm, B4 N 1nm, [HH
ML AMEE BT . B 48 h I IR E TR, i A VR T84 (BIOBASE, W ARBHE AW =k A FRA
F)) VR 2BREE S TR K Sy, SRIG IFEE AR K, AR E AR e B A 2T A4 (Nicolet iNTOMX, 52
[ R IR KN A SR AE 4 000~400 cm ™' I BEIRE SR O AMEIES S, I 64 Wk, BUEIIME.

1.5 HIESH
ARWFFE R B R 2240 W 2 i 25 b A7 8o it o0 o Hor, DAASUS 0 B89 R A R 25 % R
ZH, DAV NB RE R 3L AME g Xt B4, AT A 38 T W IR R I G —E S g ab PReH , A5

IS EE 3 ANEE . STl SPSS statistic 20.0, p < 0.05 o IR A B ETEE R
2 ZHRESH

2.1 S. rhizophila t9% IR 451
S. rhizophila B RFFAE A AR L ME 1R, B 1 () WEERIER . 7830 C . 150 r/min AYH;
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Fig. 1 Phenotype and growth characteristics of S. rhizophila

FRAMT, WTHEMEE/DN, Wim kL 2E8RE, EHERN 1~2pm; ApFEERER, @ik,
B 2~4 pmo FESEFRI0 72 0 LA, B RS — B [A] FH 48 40 43 06 6 BE 1100 H: ODgy, A 1158 14 25 1R
o TEREFEWIM, WT B KBRS, I ArpfF B — BRG] e RZ 10h G, ApfFEIEY
HREST WT (<005, 7E48h)5 ArpfF E AT, 1 WTARIHAL FHRaE M . Wik, DSF-
QS I 114 g AR B 77 PR BA TR AR T 25 5 P AR RR S TRD T e B R R 0 AR E S A A O 2 1 A
i, EaERiE AT,

2.2 S. rhizophila ;545 1E

221 mEHEZXHKRR

AT B 2R — R 9.0 AL o
SR AT AR B o T 9 AN R R W 9 A - -
R EN B H R S — R IR g R 727
il 758 200 0 T 1 R 0 O B o LA SO
W B PR A AT R A, R LR K e
) 75 4 Th BE T TP 24 70% 1 1821 0 4 2 3 3 ] g3@
B AORIE# P, WIRIE S, rhizophila %} i 4 = |
AR, 35 WT i ArpfF ) 5 18}
TR AR RN JC TR DR R ATV S0, A5 R A 2 ; ;
Jis . (EELER R 7 dJR, WT 3B B ik b 2 0.0 e R e
% Chla KR W (6.134+0.091) mg'L ™", W e et
AbFR2H Chla J5i & ik K (3.063£0.267) mg-L™', LS
JC B U W AL B4 Chla it & ¥ AU A (3.469+ 2 EREFEMERESRRER
0.101) mg'Lfl, BIARA R LB A S EIE Fig. 2 Study on algicidal methods of S. rhizophila

PE, TCTEIE TR VS AR SR A B4 T
WS M ArpfFE B RL B 7 d J5 Chla i & ¥R N (6.274+£0.169) mg L™, B ¥k AL BEZH Chla i
BN (1.819+0.158) mg-L™", JC B JE W Ak B ZH Chla Ji & 4k AV 0 (1.515+0.009) mg-L™", ArpfF ¥
EEEAS LR ERNIE RS EIN S WT —FEffadsh . R4 R B, WT M ArpfFJC T U8 T
)V 0 PR O AT R A TR AR ) S BRI R o X U T WT I ArpfF 238 o8 53 06 EL A 75 98 T P v A 35
AT, B TR T
222 ARAKEHIATERELRG T

A P e [R) 0 AR A B B A W 3 1 S AR 7= ) S AR AE 25 5, 1T AT RE 23 52 ) 210 975 P RICR P
S 12 h, 24 Wl 48 h TR IE MR AT B S B, A5 R ANIKI 3 i, 53R 7d)E, WT ) 12h, 24 h
1 48 h JC T I R Ab A (Y Chla 559 B 73 %10 (3.3304£0.103) mg-L™',  (3.318+0.093) mg-L™", (3.469+
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0.101) mg-L™", W0 48% . 48% . 46%, . WT ArpfF "
WT £ 3 A~ B 191 1) JC T D8 T B s SR AR, T ENSTIEN '
W25 5 T ArpfF B9 12 h, 24 h il 48 h T4 gall TR los
U8 W AL B LAY Chla J5T & 9 B 53 0 O (3.482+ ~
0.147) mg'L™'. (1.674+0.189) mg'L™', (1.515% ga ast {06 o
0.009) mg-L™", ¥ERIHIHN 50% . 76% . T8%, %}: o
12h RS Il SOR R T 240 80 % 104
48 h A FRYL (p <0.05) . MEEIR FSRE, WT M B
ArpfF 19 48 h G B UE WO SRR et BUR 4 1"
IF 9055 e 48 h (1% JC B8 I8 W A7 B0 IE o , 00
223 R0 AT EEACR 0 SR

A FTEN LA TR RO S R 10 3 S. rhizophila 7R [F14 ] 30 SRR A0 B4
f;\gg = igfg; iquyéaﬂﬁlﬂz%ﬁ]{;&jj‘(% Fig. 3 The influence of algicidal effect treated with different S.

7 ° Kk 1L N [H)ER H rhizophila growth stages

TRFR B0 R 5% . 10% . 15%) 4T 15 3 52 e -
B, SR 4 s, BT WT K6, b3 7d 8.0 WT ArpfF 1.0
J5 By 5% . 10% . 15% 4bFRZL T Chla i
ik BE 4 Bk (5.453+0.178) mg-L'. (3.469+ 64l R Y

0.101) mg-L™', (2.244+£0.095) mg-L™", ¥ % %

Gy R 15% ., 46% . 65%, Vs 5k L bt % i 106 %
ARG K . MITE ArpfF AL B2 o, 29250 Loa 5

4k aa/(mg- L)

BT RBLME N 5%, 10% Fl 15% 4b B4 1Y
Chla Jit & ¥ & 2 5 & (1.721+0.031) mgL™",
(1.515+0.009) mg-L™', (1.561+0.037) mg-L™",

HH

l. [
0.0

WA IR 5% . T8% . 8%, VMR 075 1% 5% 5% 10%  15%
TRE. T LRGCR Lo tr, Jase GRS
IF 508 08 B AR A3 B0 10% B3N #E 4T 50 30E . 4 8. rhizophila ¥ T E R R R N &
224 S. rhizophila % %45 FHER SR EBUR A
FT IR e A A k45 My Fig.4  The influence of different dosages of sterile filtrate of S.
R, WA EER G REE A ke rhizophila on algicidal effect

BP0 R 5Y S, rhizophila %} /S [R] # B 1
WEEAERT, EHCT K AR DL e v i B G/
SR R ARE AR IO AR O X BRI G PR, &S

WE S iR . WT 5 ArpfF B9 J6 T 38 5 9L
UNEREE IS % 7 d J5, Chla Jo 5 4 B 4351 384
% (11.886£0.168)mg-L ", (12.091£0.074)mg-L "
S. rhizophila %t /INEK 3 IF 1A 2 B 10 35 1
WAEH; WT 5 ArpfF 09 J0 3 BE R 5 2 U 4%

4 a/(mg-L™)

BEEHEFE 7 AR L Chla LR B 4 5 4 2 A
(11.507+0.134) mg-L™', (11.753+0.102) mg-L™", 5 S. rhizophila 3% 7 B35 K B AE R
S. rhizop hilalF)RE Xt B A DU A% e BE AT R Fig. 5 The aligicidal infulence of S. rhizophila on
BT AR P o R LS T R diferent algac

VA SEAE B (p<0.001), EFLREFRANSE 7K, WTLH A Chla i JE FFEE (2.928+0.135)
mg-L", 1 ArpfF AbFRZH () Chla i & ¥ BEFE & (0.951+0.025) mg-L ', %% FFrik, S. rhizophila B %
oA 2 R R ) T TR S, TR S R T BE T
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2.3 8. rhizophila 75 3EY) BBV 45 14
231 ZHBATIE D FERENG T A

RARTE S. rhizophila V5 34 B0 AR e PR, 7R [A) TR B A0 B T A0 T G R DR VRO T AT I i S
¥, M6 () Al A, WT JCHIETR AR AL BRAE 1Y 7 d % 3R N 65.65%, TEKIR—40 CAbBE2h )5, %

BEORN 46.74%, SRACFRAA L THET 28%; MAE SRR T, %8R EFAE 55%~65%. HE 6
(b) AT J1,  ArpfF JC B I8 TR A Ab B 2H 0 75 38 Rl 88.43%, TE& AL HRIR BEAE G . 1 i RANRFR 4

88%, JL-FRZFUEMFLN . GRBH, ArpfF o3 W5 R 75 W) A8 7 AR T ik 2 s it A B 475 g
FrB U M e R, IARUEVERL, T WT R BN B0 1 5 2 IR ), RS PRI ArpfF 8025

12 1.0 12 1.0
(LS 3 O m4Ra
e IRHR —o— Il
10.8 ol 10.8
=l = o
= = ]
%0 10.6 ) %D 0.6 o
5 of i 56 od
% = e =
104 104
| FW | rw
’—b‘ ’——‘ | 02 | 0'2
. 00 . [ 0 | o | P
CK NB RAFE-40°C 40°C 80°C 100°C 121°C CK NB RALFE-40°C 40°C 80°C 100°C 121°C
NGVl ENGELSL
(a) W T B AR [R5 35 b B £ R (b) ArpfFI) T B IR TR L b 3/ P
6 T EIREIRIT S. rhizophila To 8 E R IR E MR
Fig. 6 The algicidal effect of the sterile filtrate of S. rhizophila treated at different temperatures
232 RBERBRBAIE RN EREG A
43 v 0 1 9 L % T ol v e ],
oy R AFALMELN S AR S, rhizophila ¥ B W) it A= o
MR R 1, ESRAR (pH = 3) BB (pH = 9) 4 agli TERE L e ]
P AL B TC IR WOT AT I B, S5 OR ~ P |
17 R . WT RGBT BRI % sep 06 4
FiZH 7 dJ5 Chla RN (3.242+0.248) mg- L™, %\g : o
VS BERH 56.6%; 1M1 28 33k 5 2 5 i Ak B 3st = 1Y) % 24 04
TC TR 8 WAk L4 Chla 5059 B2 23 31 8 (3.019+ Ll
0.077) mg'L". (3.237+0.225) mg'L™', A ¥ % '
I3 W H 59.6% F1 56.7%; i ArpfF ) & 2 5 AT

0oL Lo
fof 4k B0 40 5 B 08 W 7 U Chla B B vk I e B
(0.861+0.040) mg-L™", ¥ KN 88.5%; 4 it . o ‘
B % 2 B AL B T S . TG T UE W Ab B8 4 Chla 7 BEREIALIE/G S. rhizophila TTEE R ABEHR
e BE 4 K (1.066+0.027) mg-Lfl (0.997+ Fig. 7 The algiicidal effect of the sterile filtrate of S.
0 025)1 [ /ﬁﬁﬁﬁ}%ﬂjﬂ 85.7% 7l f;6 6‘7- rhizophila treated with strong acid and strong base
. g S PLERESS 1% 6% .

I, XRS5 A B2 2 R T M 25 R, X UL S. rhizophila 53 WA AV BE ) T B BCAT Y PR RS AE
P, T IR 0 AL SIS AR R R DR R AL A R M T
233 LELEMEEH R ERY R

LB HEERBAIER, S &M . B . 505 s AR 2R SR U0TE DY,
WA FH 2 BT 3E TG B U8 VRO T 0E A7 5 3 S 58 T AN S, rhizophila 43 W6 14 V5 3 I 40 HR X S8 ) B ) AE A
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K8 &M, WTHLHEIERZE CREDLEE R, Ui col WT [ e |,
JEFB AL BEA] 7 dJ5 Chla Ji & Hk Bl (5.47+ U oegze T
0215) mg'L™", ¥ 8RN 17%, 1T L3 kb oaf | TR Hos
PR Chla 7 &9 % 4 (3.97£0.114) mg-L™, # =~ |

WRCE N 40%; ArpfF MR BIEIRZE CIEUTE B a8 06
JG . ULRERRSPAEIRAL 7 d J Chla JRIERIE S (5.18% 2
0.326) mg-L™", ¥ RN 22%, 10 b Ab % 320 04
BRLL Chla iR B O (1.340.048) mg L, ¥ )

WO AT A2 24 79.8%. B 1R R e "
WT il ArpfF i) 1) 5 B2 35 36 400 R 17 76 b 35 e 00

0.0

TE CTEAE T T AT R B B i 38 B0 1, 0 RLE bR TUE RAE LWL
W KR R s (ELRIR, VLV I I
AT LA B TS SR VE L SO HE G S 4 v 8 ZEEUESG S. rhizophila To B 8 R A B R
WY E L . B YR, Fig. 8 The algicidal effect of S. rhizophila sterile filtrate
14 BRI EAR treated with ethanol
241 ZEREKESTER

=HEFOLGIE 3D-EEMs) J& —FhsiR A 1 iSOG R 3 A J5 vk, TR AR W R SO B .
MR IO XA, POWLE AT RAELU T IILEY B KROARY BT, KREARY . K BRY
Ji. RIETEHIR Y R, K9 KW, TE WT Hl ArpfF 1 TG B D8 T H 359 46 0 210 380 2 AN & 5 (/) D
2 #4360 nm/430 nm FY S FE IR DG . EJETH IR W) B WU E M3 Koy A L s =¥, B
XEY A RERE AR, [Fm, MBS ATE i, ArpfF iR IEFE IR DGR R T WT, X
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Fig. 9 Three-dimensional fluorescence spectra of algicidal substances
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Abstract There are complicated and volatile interrelationships between algae and microorganisms in aquatic
environments, of which quorum sensing (QS) of microorganisms can influence and regulate the symbiotic
relationship between bacteria and algae. In this study, S. rhizophila wild-type (WT) and an incompetent DSF
production rpfF-knockout mutant( A rpfF) were used to illustrate whether DSF-QS could regulate the algicidal
effects of S. rhizophila on Microcystis aeruginosa. The results showed that S. rhizophila WT and ArpfF had
similar algicidal characteristics. Both strains had algicidal specificity for Microcystis aeruginosa, mainly via
secreting extracellular algicidal substances indirectly against algae. After 48 h of culture, the sterile filtrate of S.
rhizophila WT and ArpfF showed significant algicidal effects. The algicidal rate of wild and knockout strains
was 53% and 78% after a 7-day incubation when feeding 10%(v/v) sterile filtrate. The algicidal substances had
better thermal stability and acid-base tolerance and were not easy to precipitate using ethanol. Three-dimensional
fluorescence spectroscopy, UV-vis absorption spectrum, and Fourier transform infrared spectroscopy showed
that the extracellular filtrate of the strain was mainly composed of humic acid-like substances with a high degree
of aromatification. Meanwhile, the content of humic acid-like substances in the sterile filtrate of S. rhizophila
ArpfF was significantly higher than S. rhizophila WT by comparing fluorescence intensity and absorbance. The
above experimental results verified that the S. rhizophila lacking DSF quorum-sensing system had more biomass
and could secrete more algicidal substances, which enhanced the algicidal effects of S. rhizophila. In this study,
the understanding of bacteria-algal interaction was broadened, thus a better understanding of the inhibition
mechanism of algicidal bacteria on harmful algal blooms was chieved. The results of this study can provide a
reference for the technical system of bacteriological agents to control blooms.

Keywords Stenotrophomonas rhizophila; Microcystis aeruginosa; quorum sensing; diffused signal factor
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