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Shewanella sp. IN01 Xt 7K {E R ARE LS 7 Cu B
EBRURLHE"

H W % % RAE FEFT T A WA

(RIERHECR B R 5 TRERE, KR, 030024)

 OE LEREERAEMESETEKRTEARKENRERELBREY. AR SE T —HRmRE
i JF B (Shewanella sp. INO1), AT T X5 88 4803k %8 52 W oA [W 4% & & Cu (Cu-& Z & M4 2 R (Cu-
EDTA). Cu-A&AM N, N-Z R (Cu-GLDA), Cu-Fr#E R (Cu-CA) Fl Cu-1R A WkPEHR] (Cu-MC)) 1 K BR5L
R, S50 FRW, WFIRFSE R A AN FEL A Cu R RS BIKT 80% FI/NF 8%. WAL, I
A 20 it 2 T R B FH A5 53 Cu RIRBCR I BIRk /0 B BR. Ik, Shewanella sp. INO1 ZBR45 457 Cu
FEHLE RS0, T CuS JLTE. Shewanella sp. INO1 Xt AN [ 45 4 7% Cu 122 B %l Cu-CA >Cu-MC
>Cu-GLDA >Cu-EDTA, X —A8fbila#4 5 T 1rf e thw SomEtt AL s R, &R —BIrEsL T
W Y £ RS R EL R BR LB, Shewanella sp. INO1 RERE A 4% £ & 1M VEE R H E 4B
AN, TRV A R O T LA TR N T

X8R HIEMUEER, %548 Cu, Shewanellasp. INOL, Fifk¥yr, ULIE.

Removal efficiency and mechanism of different kinds of copper
complexes from aqueous system by Shewanella sp. JNO1

GAO Yu HAN Wei ZHANG Guixiang GUO Xiaofang ™ JILi LIU Dandan

(School of Environmental Science and Engineering, Taiyuan University of Science and Technology, Taiyuan, 030024, China)

Abstract The difficulty in the treatment of soil washing effluent lies in its high concentrations of
stable heavy metal complexes. This study isolated a strain of sulfate-reducing bacteria (Shewanella
sp. JNO1) to explore the removal efficiency and mechanism of different heavy metal complexes [Cu-
ethylenediaminetetraacetic acid (Cu-EDTA), Cu-N, N-bis(carboxymethyl) glutamic acid (Cu-
GLDA), Cu-citrate (Cu-CA) and Cu-mixed chelator (Cu-MC)] from the simulated soil washing
effluent by Shewanella sp. JNO1. The results showed that removal efficiencies of different Cu
complexes by the alive and dead Shewanella sp. INO1 were above 80% and below 8%, respectively.
Evidently, the contribution of sorption of Cu complexes by cell surface of the dead strain to its total
removal efficiency was limited. Therefore, the dominant removal mechanism of Cu complexes by
Shewanella sp. JNO1 was related to dechelation first and then formation of CuS precipitation. The

removal efficiencies of different Cu complexes by Shewanella sp. INO1 varied as the trend of Cu-CA

2021 4% 12 A 31 H Uithi (Received: December 31, 2021).

* LLIPE4 FAREES: (20210302123204) FIEZ FARRIAHA: (42177057, 41401584 ) B,
Supported by the Natural Science Foundation of Shanxi Province (20210302123204) and National Natural Science Foundation of China
(42177057 , 41401584).

* * J@ISEAZR A Corresponding author, Tel: 13994214814, E-mail: guoxiaofang@tyust. edu. cn


https://doi.org/10.7524/j.issn.0254-6108.2021123104

2088 7N 54 1t 2 2 %

> Cu-MC > Cu-GLDA > Cu-EDTA, which was opposite to the trend of their stability constants and
toxicity. This finding further confirmed that the dechelation was a limiting step to remove heavy
metal complexes by microorganisms. Collectively, the results of this study indicate that Shewanella
sp. INOI can effectively remove the heavy metal complexes from soil washing effluent, which has
potential application prospects for recycling use of soil washing effluent.

Keywords soil washing effluent, copper complexes, Shewanella sp. JNO1, sulfide,

precipitation.

e 4w 15 YR 52 M N S (R A 2 PR T A ) R ) R 2 R A B R PR R
GG g IS S R B HOR FECA e B AL B B R ik
WA . BRI BE E R LUK & B R B WA LA BUR A KR R HE SR E M, 22—
Pl AR BA 19 73, 0 HGE 3 B Vs e 4 5L TRV (2 e D0 LR (EDTA) . &R N,
N-ZZPR(GLDA) . Z i — 3% I1R (EDDS) MIAT IR ) Xf 38 o H G o L BRACR w5, H™ A KA A itk
VeI W 4 e 32 B DR E W8 G B AR, TERR B8 1Y pH 0 Bl A 240 35 s I R 1k, B 1 L — K
V5 Y] e, B G AN TE A E H N TR A A TTE TR | A AR R S T Ak, (B A7 A
R AR S T R AR IR N, SR SR A A A T VR AR L, AR b BEELA A R IR
2 IENCPETR . ARG RO R XTI A SRR AT ) R N

AR, 35 AT B IR £5 140 I 7T (SRB) AL BREE 4 J@ 75 YL K A7 T T 2 i 5 P~ . w5 3R W,
SRB 1] DL L BRAEGE K h 90% LA 11y Zn*, Cu®', Cd*, Pb*, Ni*"Fl Cr®~ ", — ki, SRB J: ikl 7k
w4 JE B 32 O ) D UE N B T A I BT L B AR DO UE 1T B R A S AN B B (1)
SRB | B R £ A Sy 52 (A S8 AL 17 B A LK & 0 A6 i IR SR 185 R B Ak &5 (2) A= A i it Ak
5 E 48 B 7 ROV A 4 B AL W Ui pE R Ak, S B AR E T 20 A BE L 0 B RE A L
B, AR T oK AR R

AR SRB XL G 2 7K Hh (1) H 4 s B8 B AR 9 S BRAs, (Hk VR M 4 e 2 DK &
BIEAXATED, A5 HIE SRB 7] LU o i J5t s b HLEEAT 250 2 Bk FeC D) AT Cr( VI B9 48 A IE A 1,
H5EMAEBEREEEMLIL, X T MEELRE S YRR HIE D, Hakansson 55 Fi] 1 SRB /A= 9
H,S AbFRZ& 575 Pb Fll Cu IYTTTE 21K 98%. SRTM, HR AT, M E & B %5 H L BRILEIE AN TG
AR AR 520 SRB X4 & S E 48 KRR, BRIP4 8 A DIsEsr, X &8 E
4 T 1 W BT SCR LTI A A

R TRA T f# SRB X M S & B4 S Y LR VLB, R ARG 58 B Cu( 1) 454, i
5% 1 43 SRB (Shewanella sp. INO1) XA [R5 575 Cu B9 ZBRBCR XA RSB X E AR 2B Cu( D) %4
YR DR S AL, DA 1) b 15 YR ) % U Ak P A RN TG 5 Al A B (LR 2 A i

1 #MBL5 7 (Materials and methods)

1.1 SRB BPEM S B 55 E

FAE A IPEA LB E AT (39°2220.127 N, 112°52/54.69” E) Hi R Iz 4 # b 21 m B9 H4E.
¥ 1+ FE T T E4 (Whitley DG250, & Don Whitley Scientific) f 30 °C FIR4RE % 1 & ¥ A o
() BB T IO K, MRS AL & BB IR AR 1 . SR s R g St — B () KRG 5. AR
T 8 1% 5, LG IE 4 F R ARAS LI R PR R R R 2R (3R D IE &2 pH=7.2, 121 C {5 H K 30 min.
TE & R FRE A 2% 8935 (w/v) il & AR RE S . ¥ 2l A0S I TR INOT 2P Al 4 s 3 A A [
REE L Bl DNA #2057 & (Sangon Biotech, 4= T A4 T #2 (1) e A PR 7] #2HUE DNA.
K H #AEFR Y (Bio-Rad, C1000 Touch, 3 [F Bio-Rad 2> 7)) #4754 BEH4% I i (PCR) . 4 3 H 51 49
M DNA Hi 434 16S rRNA JE K. SR H EiF5 14 (27F STACGGYTACCTTGTTACGACTT3) Al F i 5]
1 (1492R 5'’AGAGTTTGATCCTGGCTCAG3') ¥ 3 T& #k 16S rRNA % K. PCR X [ {& % : 2xTaq PCR
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Master 12.5 uL, DNA 4l 1 pL, FUE519 2 ul, RS54 2 L, dd Hy,O 7.5 uL. 734 & 44 95 C R F
5 min; 95 °C £ %5 1 min; 54 °C % 3F 1 min; 72 C £ 4F 2 min; 72 °C %35 10 min; 30 IR G ¥ . & 16S
rRNA [ FHITE ClustalX 2.0 F1 GenBank A% PR H P LU XT. H Mega 6.0 #E174F 4272 (NT) . S KA
SRV (ML) Rl K a7 2935 (MP) 70 7.

R 1 SRB EEHIIEMHM

Table 1 Composition of SRB enrichment medium

AR R/ (g L)
Pharmaceutical ingredients Mass concentration
K,HPO, 0.5
(NH,4),S04 2.5
NaHCO; 0.5
CaCl, 0.2
MgSO, 1
e 20 mL-L"!
sodium lactate
L-PUR AR ol
L-Ascorbic acid '
LB R os
L-Cysteine hydrochloride monohydrate .
REELET s
yeast extract .
(NH,),Fe(S0O,4),-6H,0 0.5

12 kit

R H 2 18 2 B B9 BFSE07. LL 5% VIV ¥ SRB B 43 SR 40 16 pH Ay 7.0 19353535,
AR BE Cu. EDTA. GLDA. CA Fll MC fiti & W . Cu” V& 2} 50 mg-L™". n (Cu*): n (EDTA) 53514
1:0, 1:1, 1:5, 1:10 F1 1:25. 44 5 (& FolE It 1:25, TR-G I H0R & BUARFUE fb 45 K B EDTA ¥ it JE
K. n (Cu*):n (GLDA, CA 5 MC) 4351/ 1:0. 1:1. 1:5, 1:10. 1:25. 1:50. 1:75 F1 1:100. Zb 3 1, 3,
5.7d )5, MER WD Cu B T A AL BRI S 3 41747, IFies X RR.

BE T 1R I o S 56 IR 485 3% 24 b J5 Y SRB &7 AE 121 °C K1 30 min, 285 RS0 B4 H
RIS Cuti W (C (Cu)=50 mgLs n (Cu)in (454 7)) =1:10) 4B MR h, pH % 5.5. F 0,
0.17. 0.5, 1, 2. 4, 8, 20 h JFHBURE, M E AW Co> W . BT A AL FRBE'E 3 45717, FHfeas (vt .

1.3 I FIERAE T vk

K FH K DR WSO 3% 41X (AAS, Z-2300, H 7S Hitachi) I %2 BE & o Cu e 5 $1 4 i 7 1 B
(SEM-EDS, S-3400 N, H 7 Hitachi) il X 514477 4% (XRD, Empyrean, fif =% PANalytical) X} Shewanella
sp. INO1 bR [R5 2% Cu BYTTTE WA T3RAE.

L4 b Lot

K Excel, SPSS 22.0 Fl Origin 2018 #F47 4 Hi#8 # | Ze it 43 H7 A&, >R F Duncan £ 56 i 45 ib

HZ BT 22 5 (0= 0.05).

2 5B 53508 (Results and discussion)

2.1 Shewanella sp. INO1 {25 5E 5IEA&

SRB 57 FLEGEA 16S rDNA JE[H 781 [R5 99%, ## R G0 & B aniEl 1 i, Bk, 20 2 i bk
144 K Shewanella sp. INO1. Shewanella sp. INO1 15 V& T2 576 AR R 75 3 T g, SE s [B1E, o fa) &
L B B9 (T 2) . Shewanella sp. INOT 9 SEM 816 11 , 78 A FFAR . MG O o, 6 5 2
Fex K250 0.5 umx(2—5) pm (& 2).
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MNS519573 Shewanella sp. strain A160P6
L.GQ359960 Shewanella sp. PIM1
KC916743 Shewanella sp. NF20111223D
KC953870 Shewanella sp. GLY-3104
JX119023 Shewanella xiamenensis strain BC0O1
MG428844 Shewanella oneidensis strain H 49
AY690713 Shewanella sp. MK03
- FJ589033 Shewanella sp. S2
JX105598 Uncultured bacterium clone T60-An-20C-3
KF650764 Shewanella sp. THREE-12
KC211018 Shewanella sp. ALL-2
65/76/- | AF033028 Shewanella saccharophilus
DQ675042 Uncultured bacterium clone QHO-B43

KP231202 Shewanella sp. YIY4
65/65(89 {ABI 11109 Shewanella sp. WWO001
AF387349 Shewanella sp. 184
FN870751 Shewanella sp. POL1
86/8391 |F GQ850519 Shewanella sp. LHB20
| KF851221 Uncultured Shewanella sp. clone MZ4P9S26-c04
DQ307730 Shewanella putrefaciens strain Hac318
DQ307734 Shewanella sp. Hac353
HM779036 Uncultured bacterium clone JFR0502 aaal2e10 16S
FJ002583 Shewanella sp. S02
Shewanella sp. INO1*

KR072679 Shewanella sp. lam-5
8/98 1 GQ988720 Shewanella sp. tabriz7
KJ922524 Shewanella sp. XH6
AF005249 Shewanella algae strain ATCC 51192
NRO025610 Shewanella decolorationis strain S12
HQ658896 Shewanella aquimarina strain S0900
MG456898 Shewanella marisflavi strain SDRB-Nal
JQO083340 Shewanella colwelliana strain WA64
MK439599 Shewanella psychrophila strain QS911
KX961715 Shewanella algidipiscicola strain LPB0153
MN784271 Pseudoalteromonas sp. strain Ant34-A-39-1
NRO024792 Shewanella schlegeliana strain HRKA1

FI171338 Alteromonas sp. YTW-10
— MHO085466 Citrobacter amalonaticus strain TB10
WIEZS 1227 Enterobacter cloacae strain M1-1
77 | EU643799 Achromobacter sp. MGT3
98/99/99 1KC790321 Achromobacter marplatensis strain SY6

KT314158 Alishewanella sp. WH16-1
MK 644261 Soehngenia sp. strain WJ1
| MG996520 Bacillus subtilis strain ZYO05
99/99/991 MT 125883 Bacillus subtilis strain WH1
MK942701 Rhodopseudomonas palustris strain gh32
DQ122124 Desulfovibrio oxamicus strain DSM 1925
62/-/75 DQ186200 Desulfovibrio carbinoliphilus strain D41

(rmmnend
0.020

B 1 TRk Shewanella sp. INO1 B R G X B
Fig.1 The phylogenetic position of Shewanella sp. INO1

2 Shewanella sp. INO1 JE 25 HF1E
Fig.2 Morphology of Shewanella sp. INO1.



6 A 11 P14 Shewanella sp. INO1 Xt /KR ZRRI 4 A2 Cu iYL BRACR K ALER 2091

2.2 Shewanella sp. INO1 X[ R[] 28 G35 Cu B LBRACE

Shewanella sp. INO1 X 7K % P AN R 454 4% Cu (Cu-EDTA. Cu-GLDA, Cu-CA Fl Cu-MC) (1) % B
F 5 RN A, 455 R 2ERUR Cu 546 7R TG LA G (] 3) R [FP LR i LR, Shewanella
sp. INO1 %I Cu-EDTA F1 Cu-GLDA 1y 2% B R ¥ T Cu™ (1:0) 1) ZBR % (&l 3). 5 Cu-EDTA #l
Cu-GLDA L, Wi# B Cu* ™ 5 55 H,S [N i 4 & B Ak 0T U , I 45 40 B 200 16 358 1k s 23 W 1. 76 9
J A R AR A B LT (n (Cu?): n (EDTA/GLDA)=1:1—1:10), Shewanella sp. INO1 %} Cu-EDTA FI
Cu-GLDA M A B — M AE 90% L) 1. {HJE, BiE EDTA 5 GLDA ¥ 5 9 & b3 i (B n (Cu™):
n (GLDA)=1:25 4}), Shewanella sp. INO1 X} Cu-EDTA F1 Cu-GLDA fY 25532 i Z AL E 10% LA . &
W PR 2 B9 EDTA Fl GLDA X} Shewanella sp. INO1 fYFEPE R F HAS-STEAS, B 245G 50 vl 3 o 417
i) % P R AR A0 B R 9B 1 S B Al i AE TS 4B, 7 Cu-EDTA I Cu-GLDA ¥ ¥ /', EDTA Fll
GLDA fe #1l i B Ak P U0 € T8 B, BEAR Cu® B 5 BR324 n (Cu®): n (EDTA/GLDA)=1:25 ¥,
Shewanella sp. INO1 %f Cu-GLDA 1) 2= Rk %Ky 64.07%, i %} Cu-EDTA B £ 53 /N T 10%, 1% Al GE &
T GLDA X} 8% 4= ¥ 19 2 1 /N T EDTAC?Y. [a] i}, Cu-GLDA 14 %4 5 P (1g Keygrpa=13.03) 1% T
Cu-EDTA(Ig Kcygpra=18.80), FHH Shewanella sp. INO1 B 5 i 2% Cu-GLDA 4= h¥, CuS JijE2".

a.
100 100k ©
BN S
> 80f T 80F
2 Q
B 5
Q 1=
g oor £ oor
= 2
z 40f : a0f —&—125
g £ -1  —O—1:50
= 0t 5 20 =15 —A—175
) O —*—1:10 —%—1:100
or of At & o
1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1
1 3 5 7 1 3 7
d ud
c d.

100

100 - — .

& X
> 80F > 80
Q Q
= =
) .-
2 60F 2 60
L o]
= =
2z - 3 -
= 2" ol i
(o) 12 N N
= 20f : O—1:50 = 20f 215 —A—175
O ——1:5 —A—1:75 Q —%—1:100
——1:10 —%1:100
or or
1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1
1 3 5 7 1 3 5 7
id t/d

B 3 Shewanella sp. INO1 X/ [R14) 51 i) 3t LU A9 45 5 7% Cu B B
(a. Cu-EDTA, b. Cu-GLDA, c. Cu-CA, d. Cu-MC)
Fig.3 Remove efficiency of Cu in different molar ratios

Cu-CA HY ZBRFHE CA ¥ By & LAY R i 224k, 5 Cu-EDTA 1 Cu-GLDA 5 R A48 25 57 1 3%
B n (Cu)n (CA)HN 1:1—1:25 I}, Cu-CA Bt BR A h 83.83% #2121 99.11%. Ffi CA ¥ iy &
FERYHE— 2B 1T, Cu-CA B ZBRA AR 10% BF R F 2] 97% LU L, I RFFAHNELE . 76 CA Y& W)
[T i 4 2% A1 N, Shewanella sp. INO1 X Cu-CA 19 =5 25 B RO% 19 SE 38 7T G J2 i1 T CA Mk B2 id i,
Shewanella sp. INO1 75 - [a] 5438 b HiHA 85 1Y, 5 EDTA fil GLDA AJA], it (1) CA F A 2%t Cu-CA (1)
FBrrE A s X AR v BE 2 T Shewanella sp. INO1 LA CA xR, (21 Shewanella sp. INO1 194
K, MM Z:BR Cu-CA!,

Shewanella sp. INO1 X} Cu-MC [ feHE KRR B FHME A A Cu. X n (Cu*):n (MC)=
1:1—1:25 5, Shewanella sp. INO1 %I Cu-MC 1 #5 {3 25 R %t 85.50% [ & 69.40%. 4 n (Cu™) :n
(MC) = 1:50 i}, 285 25 Cu i L BR A SE R FTH R A A, 5 dJ5 Cu-MC B £ BR &y 0. X il fiE 5
Shewanella sp. INO1 3t J5 B Cu A7 5. JS48 CA X} Shewanella sp. INO1 {4 4= 1 B A7 B S 4 il 46 1, (H
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MC H1 i) EDTA 1 GLDA 23 il YR H 41 i 25 44 19 52 B PR L Cu-CA TEW) i () 5t Lok 1:25 F1 1:50 BF A% 25
4% 5 T Cu-EDTA il Cu-GLDA, X5t MC Xt Shewanella sp. INO1 {7 EAE FH{K T EDTA 1 GLDA.

Cu 544 74 5 i i LL BRI, Cu-GLDA Fll Cu-CA 15 3 d J5 B LR R T, T8 2% Cu MI%S
U 38 T 5. Shewanella sp. INOT 4 2 116 M i 2032 B, R BCR BN Cu FRR BRI, HLAb, 41 i 2
T B O B AL I ULUE , 1h A% B BEL T B4, X BRAR P A 35 A R R 5 g 221,

TE—ER Cu 5EEHYTE T, 5 7 KA EFRRIEARTE, Shewanella sp. INO1 X A [] 4%
47 Cu B %K Cu-CA > Cu-MC > Cu-GLDA > Cu-EDTA. X 3 % 5 i1 (05 8  50h ¢, Hifa e
4 1g Keyrora(18.80) > 1g Keygripa(13.03) > 1g Ky ca(5.95) 102124 28528 Cu Fa i B 15 , Shewanella sp.
INOT B4 XERE A, PR L0518, g5 LI, Cu-CA 1 Z B Rt i, Jo HR A8 25457 A0 40 I 174
R . 5 GLDA Fl EDTA A Eb, CA X B Bk A 4 AR 15 R0 BT TR 2k 340 I ads 78 1 410 kil A FH R /NI 4, i
A, CA /N ATRRRERO AR, Al W A K B A A 019, 53X i — 25 1B, MC Xt Shewanella sp.
INO1 A4S EDTA Al GLDA &A1, J& K MC @b T EDTA #il GLDA A4 &, CA B i Fe ol k.
2.3 FERERAFZ S Cu YR L BRECR

FERIRXT A2 Cu M A 25 B R A F U7 Cu (B 4). SRR Cu I B R 202 14, 20 h )5
IKF) 8.92%. FEEE AN Cu iy 5Bk FEJE i T Cu® L3 W B 20 i e 0%, = K TR s, 14 227 T H
R RE AT (AN dt | SRR 5L ) 2 R A DAL SR T, 10 17 %4 1E FL A B840 Cu® MY 255 1 P2,

—0— Cu?(1:10) —@— Cu-EDTA(1:10) —&— Cu-GLDA(1:10)
" —&— Cu-CA(1:10)—0— Cu-MC(1:10)

Al I 7

s 1
z
= 6
B
=
=
S 4L
= A —aA
= -
=
&}
0
_2_
1 1 1 1 1
0 5 10 15 20

t/h
4 HMFEYBYE LT (1:10) SEREARIAR RIZ G2 Cu By B 22 BRas%

Fig.4 Sorption removal efficiency of different Cu complexes by dead bacteria at the same molar ratio (1:10).

Bt Shewanella sp. INO1 X 2454745 Cu W L BRF S Cu I B A (K 4). X T4 54 Cu, 4
Shewanella sp. INO1 X} Cu-CA FJWFFRAE 1 h NRGEESE N, 2 )5 FEALRFEARAR. SEIE R X Cu-CA 1 Fff
EBRFE L 7.99%, 5 Cu® (I I RAH 2 (P> 0.05). X S KA CA & 5) Bt A WL, b 200 B8] 2 1 401 3
/NI, Cu-CA FE DL Cul (HsL AR RFF IR ) BT AFAE, it i W 5] 5 & 845 5 ). SE R K
X} Cu-GLDA ()W 2 7E 1 h NiE B AR (5.65%), Bl 5 28T T B 5 A X Cu-EDTA W B R4
0.44%; XF Cu-MC (9 W% [} Z& A T 15 %% 2 ] . Cu-EDTA (9 W% Fff 26 B R 45 2%, X & i T Cu-EDTA 1&
pH=5.5 i} FE L) CuEDTATE X AFFE, CuEDTA™ 4 & W1 A /S BL i /N THARZ5 4, Cu B 2 TGN
H, Tk 5 W AL s 2 A7, Cu-GLDA (W Ff 2 B % 5 T Cu-EDTA, X /& A 25 Cu-GLDA X1 E 14 4
FRL 45 B 25 T 7 3R S,

Cu-EDTA FI Cu-GLDA (W Jff 25 Bk R ik Bl A 5 T M, fR AT HE & EDTA A1 GLDA (%35 P:AE I i 40
L AR, S SO R 114 245 A A SRR TR K P o2, A T 55, 25 A4S Cu Sead B 45 5 T i Ak 4
DUTE IR A B (> 80%, 18] 3), SERIMAXT 25 &2 Cu AWML It 25 5% H 5 Shewanella sp. INO1 X} 2% &
A Cu B EBRZFR—/ N7 (< 8%, K1 4).

2.4  Shewanella sp. INO1 X} 444525 Cu i) F 2L YL

% [& 3 Shewanella sp. INO1 B4 75 Cu 19 3 B A8 2 Jo il 2% b i 8 sURAL P UL e, 52 6 I 42

FERAE T Shewanella sp. INOT A FEE Cu 2545 W) /K WG I UUTE . XRD AT S oM T FT A DT 3E 901
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PRZEAE (5] 5) . DUTE Y A J0 2 B (26 1A 2y 20°) AR W] B2 R T DA A0 it mb 220 . 8 11 5T I Jo A A7 AE 2.
TE 2016 K 28.68°, 47.71°F01 56.62°40 A5 % 5ik i 471 5 06, X MR CuS 4 i &1 3% ( PDF No.89-2073) H1 i
(111), (220) FMI(311) i 1H . Shewanella sp. INO1 FAE 47.71°40 46 1055 W 16 SR 1T, Cu?*Ab PR S (T HEY)
TE 28.68°F1 47.71°40 1 W 58 B2 AL T 45 65 A il , 3 AT B /2 41 R 78 Cu b 3o 78 v 7= 2 19 it Ak ] A0k 4
NS AN, TE A T B R AR, BRI AT BE W B AR S OT S B 4k A, RS T4 R
B AL TR B 20, SR8 B R L A A R SR, (BXT Cu MUTIE R A /N, — 5 T, A BRZH 2 i 2y
h 5%, BRI, A S5 20 0 W R L B R AR R D5 — O I, W IR AR A vk B G AR TR R AR (3R 1) AE
XRD fif i B Pt A At Cu BIBERRERDTTED). TRk, B5 35 BEh IR ER XA R AL BRA Cu TTTE 25 5 1Y 5%
1R/

0
”‘/\’m o
)

= Cu-EDTA
M Cu-GLDA

) s

Cu-MC

PABSAAN s b b,

1 L ]

70 80

20/(°)
5 ARALBEHITHEY) ) XRD K3 (Cu 54450 BT 5 LR 1:10)
Fig.5 XRD patterns of precipitates from different treatments (molar ratio of Cu and complexing agent =1:10).
SEM {4k — 2 UESE T Shewanella sp. INOT 4 FEUR[A) 28 4 25 Cu ¥ UG A7 E DUTE ORI, EDS 4%
RBW, GLEY T AR Cu IS, AIRALEERG Cu Fl S Y& AR LB (18 6).

,, 2000 r b.Cu*
| £ c
g 1500 Z 1000
g 9
£ 1000 £
8 Z 500
E 500 k=
0 0
r c. Cu-EDTA © 2000
£ 30001 2
= S 1500
o =
< 2000 2
z Z 1000
5 1000 k=
E 500 H
S,
B AS
0 ety 0
& 3000 & CUCA = 4000,
= C §
153 © 3
2 2000 %*OOO
g Z 2000
= =
8 1000 8
g E 1000
S
0 S ! ! . 0
2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10
Energy/keV Energy/keV

B 6 ARALFDUIIEYH SEM-EDS 3 (Cu 54 &R Ry Y 1:10)
Fig.6 SEM-EDS image of precipitates from different treatments (molar ratio of Cu and complexing agent =1:10).
Shewanella sp. INO1 ULTEY)H O F1 S {1y J5i+ L 43501 29.85% Fil 6.85%, Hirh oA A&l 2] Cu 1Y% .
i Cu b BF B HIER O BT LU RS 19.45%, S Al Cu i35 BN ] 9.07% F1 4.34%. Jrh O Y
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JEFH T FRAR AT BE 2 T Cu* il T Shewanella sp. INO1 [ A4E K, RRUTIEY O T2k A ERAY A4
£. S Al Cu JEF L 3G nJ& i T in A CuSO, J& , Shewanella sp. INO1 7£E AL 5 2 b A4 AL T CuS. A
) 2% 5728 Cu b S WY DLIEY o O S AN Cu WY J5L 5 L 20 5] 16.13%—23.28%. 1.57%—6.64% FlI
1.07%—5.38% (55 2). O WY & it S AR TG PR B VAR OC, X 7E — 8 F2 BE b AT DU RS B AR X Cu 19 22 BRAL
2% i 20 BT 3 M ) AT I B IR, 5 A Cu 28 & WA L, Cu-CA Zb3E 5 I DTTEY T O Ji+ th i &, e
FrAaE R AT LAAE R e U5, 45 i 20 B A AR s 1k, AT 7= A T8 210 HoS, X Cu K S KBRS T
Cu Fll S b2t Heoh 101, {5 S AT U WS 55 F Cu, iX — 25 AR T GEJ& tH T Shewanella sp. INO1 i
T B R I Ji e A K i AL A (I A Cu JLT A0 2R LB AL A IO VE B 2 BREOIE 3) . R [FIZE &8
Cu AbBSULVEYI T Cu I S BUBRIER B, TLUEY) P CuS J2 FE W), X 5 XRD &5 R —2 b4k, it
VWY pH B AT, CuS (K ;=6.3x107) B %5 fifk B2 AR ELAS P v Y. 52 36 295 SRR B, 40 I 1 I WL
Cu B2 BEPLPE IR 2 Shewanella sp. INO1 8% 2% J5 A= WU AL I DTTE.
Fz2 AFELEPYIEY P IRT L (Cu 5847 & o 1:10)

Table 2 The atomic ratios of precipitates from different treatments (molar ratio of Cu and complexing agent =1:10).

JFH/%
PIFE Atom
Element Shewanella sp. INO1 cu Cu-EDTA Cu-GLDA Cu-CA Cu-MC
63.30 67.13 7821 71.85 72.00 75.19
0 29.85 19.45 19.03 16.13 23.28 21.69
6.85 9.07 1.70 6.64 3.36 1.57
Cu ND 434 1.07 538 136 1.56

ND., A4 . ND., not detected.

3 4518 (Conclusion)

SRB (Shewanella sp. INOD) Xt 7K H Y Cu 25 540 HA 5000 10 2 BRACR, 200 i e 4% 5 T
TRALYIUTTE . Shewanella sp. INO1 XFAN[R] Cu 455 W10 fiefE 2 BR %0 Cu-CA (99.11%) > Cu** (97.69%) >
Cu-EDTA (95.90%) > Cu-GLDA (94.22%) > Cu-MC (85.5%). 444 7%} Shewanella sp. INO1 3 £ FH]
5 EDTA > MC > GLDA > CA. AHF5E B9 45 50 MK W KB Cu 8 G4t T — A i, 5 2R
FNIREE A 0 3. SR, o0 S Rk 2 W mh A 5 40 S50 EABSH0LR 6 22 R 42 2%, TR e b Bk — 2
RZ SRB (Shewanella sp. INO1) X SZFRibkyst 15 W H 2 FhEE 4 J8 45 & ) 00 e AR L BRI
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