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Isolation and Identification of a Sulfate-reducing Bacteria DSRBa and Its Characterization
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and Engineering, South China University of Technology, Guangzhou 510006, China )

Abstract:; A sulfate-reducing bacteria named DSRBa was isolated from the granular sludge in a internal cycle(IC) anaerobic reactor. It was
identified as Desulfovibrio based on the phenotypic—characteristics and the analysis of the sequence of 16S rDNA. Strain DSRBa could use
sodium formate, ethanol, sodium lactate and glucose as carbon source and use sulfate, thiosulfate, sulfite and sulfur as sulfur sources, respec—
tively. The influences of temperature, pH value, various sulfate concentration on its living activity were studied. The results showed that the
optimum growth temperature and pH values for strain DSRBa were 30~35 °C and 7.0, respectively. Strain DSRBa could grow well when the
initial oxidation—reduction potential(ORP) in solution was below —40 mV, and the ORP could reach to ~380 mV for 4 d incubation, while fur—
ther increase of incubation time did not have significant effect on ORP. When the concentrations of lactate and yeast in the incubation medi—
um were 3.5 g-L™" and 1 g+ L™, respectively, the growth of strain DSRBa hadn’t been significantly restrained when the concentrations of sul—
fate were between 1~4.5 g+ L. The removal rate of SOT was above 90% in 4 d when its concentration was below 3 g-L™.

Keywords: sulphate reducation bacteria; isolation and identification; 16S rDNA sequence; removal of sulphate; oxidation—reduction potential

T 2 BN i R RN TR TV R
KA REREENGRBRIRE T, ENNHREEA
B TR T 1 HAE PR R A , KSR B AR
AR FAMELALBRY, FAMERT LK AMD L&A
REFRIRE T, FFEAIEH R E G EF,

Y8 H #7.2010-07-21

EE&HA . FEARP IS (40730741,41073088) ;) ARAE HARPLE
4 (9351064101000001 ) ; )~ R AR TR H bn A& 1E5 B
(2007A050100023)

EE B X #(1983—), &, BB AN B EHFIE, FENSEHE
YA FEBRRR R AN EE 4R AU FT o E-mail : 124603808@qq.com

*BHMEE: 5 F  E-mail:chzdang@scut.edu.cn

il £h 34 JR i (sulphate—reducing bacterium, f&jFR
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M 2.5 ER 7.5, AN REMEECRIERE &, HE
RIS BERE 77%~95% Bk Fi ik IR
BrRE:

H 1895 4E 15 St Hi Beijerinck & %5 —#k SRB
LI, @41k AT, BRI ZIHMAEY
A 1248 40 ZAFE7E B R A H ,SRB B T HA —
B PE (R R AR BR AR L =48 IR &) AL, B T AR
AR, 3 R I — e B Rk AR B T SRB. ANA% N
TS B AR B — R AT F AP E &M T A K B RS
JE B SR3,

B F KA B EREL 18 5 B L BB E T IR Rk
FURTS, TS R P ECRS T EEON R 2255, 4
B 4lifk SRB TR AR AR B N — B BT BRI
AT B AN AR R AR VR , 53 R AL BB R
ERHRBE , A W BEXT BB BR R A IR R R 2 B K
FRAR S Pl R T ARA T . ASBFSE RIS IC IR
AR N A R 5 U8 2 B A5 Bl — MR IR ER IR R A L 7E
IR pH BRBRARYE B 25 T, F9T T H L BRI ER 1Y
BOR LA R R BRI R SR IO, K i B B bk
T BRER I R S BRBR R AR Y I FERL I , 42 = L 25 B
FRAR A RE T, R B R BRI /K H i BRAR R A 22 (Y 3
WK

1 #REFZE

1.1 B REFE
1.1.1 FEFhskeis

HME B B 2B AR KL 2 AR
IC [RER Wias, 15IRE KB, MLSS 2% 63.07 g-L7,
VSS/SS A 92.43% , FRi kA2 F 0.5~3 mm Z[H],pH
B4 7,
1.1.2 FEFHERS

KR A B Y Postgate B BEFR 5L, HA 414
KH,PO, 0.65 g,NH,C11.0 g,Na,S0, 0.5 g,Ca Cl, -2H,0
0.04 g,MgCl,-6H,0 0.06 g, FLAR4H 3.5 g, B R LB
1.0 go ¥ F3RIRFNAMAE 1000 mL 7k, 545 pH {8
4 7.0,121 CHREKE 20 min, RAGEMALZLTIE
R BR P BRIR W 2k 1.2 g

AR FE R LA 7B _E IR B SR FE AN 2% B35
JE#, 121 CE H KB4 20 min BPAT,
12 BHADBEE
1.2.1 BRI B RS

BUE V5 U8 10 mL B3 F 100 mL #7575 = /A
LI I 2 cm #F 4R 30 min K58 4THL, B

1 mL _ERFFABERERINAZEA 100 mL B 525 A5
KIF, IR ORRARERE R (LEHH,
YOX-1I ) 35 CHE B LR, HRIE WAL RS
R, FTER A EERRAIRACRIN A K& HS AU
e, I 8 IR, IR & 1%,

1.2.2 BRI B Sk

W& RIS E R R 10°~10°, Ak
2, A O EE G BIREIE AT 35 CT R, —
JJRK H B ARE, AP HREK 3 R i7 Wk B
W, BT 100 mL W AR E 5 A R B K
B FREAR MR WA B B VR AR S AR R R, BRECRL P
% NS — R aifk . IR aifb B E AR EETE
A3
1.2.3 R4 GLta ROEAR % E

e ARG T MEE R A E MBS 12 3
FRAE, SRR R LYo 7 B 0 B B AR R AT B 2L IR e
o YL ta,,

PR EIER IS PIE AR T H A K
MW, BOWEEREAR, R CEEREE 12h; A 0.1
mol - L™ FBEERZZ M Mgk 3 YK, K 40 min; HRAR
£ 3h; & 8 min —KH 0.1 mol L FBEHRSE nhig vh
Uk 3 K, BR MRS SR AR . K : 435I 30%.
50% . 70% 1) LBEMYE 8 min, BIRGRAETIKAE, A
J5 53 31 F 80% 90% 1) Z BE ¥ 8 min , 100% 1) 2 B
Yk 3K, BIK 10 min, AT EEMHYE 3K, BIK 10
min, 0.5h 5, BT MG, B4, WA,

1.2.4 Sy BEHEMAE 16S rDNA M

SrHIA 2 24T SRB BV P BOW B4 K BT
e BV, B OO B AR, R & (b kA )
Pt B BB M DNA, SR FI@E IS 193617 PCR 3™
14 ,16S tDNA FE 51 5|4 27F:5' ~AGAGTTTGATC -
CTGGCTCAG-3’,1492R :5'-GGTTACCTTGTTACGAC
TT-3", 5| ¥ R EERE AR E o

PCR [ i 7E PCR {¥ (Master Cycler Gradient
5331) B #F4TH 34, PCR W f& % (25 pL) A : dNTPs
0.5 pL(10 mmol + L '), Taq F 0.5 wL, 10xPCR 2% MK
2.5 uL,1.0 L DNA, BiB147 1.0 wL(10 pmol - pL?),
ddH,019.5 pL, ¥ HFEFE.94 CHik 3 min, 94 CAF
P 1 min, 56 CE % 1 min, 72 “CZEA#H 2 min, JEFF K EL
30 YK, BeJ5 72 “CHEA# 10 min, 4 C{7-4F, PCR 334
PR 1.0% 9B BERERG

J¥31 4347 : F| FH BLAST #¢ Brili 5 4 /¥ 51 55 Gen—
Bank/EMBL/DDB]J $§ 4 H £ % % 1 /7 51 147 [R) UK
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PEHEE, R A ClustalX #E47 HoXt, 38 11 282 (Neighbour
Joining A EE R 4 & F M (PHYLIP, Version 315)1%,
1.2.5 Ak IE KA 5 i F ] AR O

STE MR FERIERIFI A . 2B A R BREh
LEREN T BRI  CBREF AR FLEREN &
b5 EREVE B TUE , pH 8 7.0, 4E K 4 d JF 55Nk
FeEE (S UV-2550) M %2 600 nm K T B LE
(ODey) , i1t ODey, Wl 4 P 5 IR A UK BE , 22 4 B
AYLERAE , 3 PbAc, Il4URHINA TC HS A

STE MR FSIERFI : 23 ABREREN
BB EREN AR EREN B BV E AR IR, AR A b
1.2.6 A=K e

I3 BT A AR T D 2 AL 240 b, ZER N
(NH,):Fe(S0,),-6H,0 3G FEE v | W TRIAK 53 70 2
FNHFATRIBILG pHT.0 ISR, M E 1%, 8 F
1REE 35 C 5% 150 r-min™ MIFEIRH . MWEEA TR
AEBTHRE, FZ5Mr Bt ETHE 600 nm T
FEH OD fH,
1.3 EHRIRER SRR R
1.3.1 JREEXT SRB 4 K33 AR B2

e R (20,25,30,35.40 CF1 45 C) T,
P 2 %, FRWIARSE SR FL IR EIE IR 4 d BUREDI 2 55 97
W ODgo fE . LWEH 3 K
1.3.2 pH . BiFRELME EEXT SRB A 2 A5 M)

SrAAT R R EAI 4 pH A 4.0.5.0.6.0.7.0.8.0
HIBRRE , LA BN ABRFRER VR BERE R 1000.1 500.,2 500,
3000.4 500, B:FP & 1%, 355 10 d, 45 H Bl 28
FE, I %E 600 nm T OD & .pH {H (pHS-3 ¥ %5k
BERE T ) .ORP {H (OPR {Y ; Global water) . DX X 5| 4%
BRERAR MR BE (SRR B EIAE ) o

PA_E¥I 3 47,
1.4 Geitorti

BB YHEFbR w22 s 45 R R 5 1, )
F Excel 2003 {4, Origin 8.0 E4fE 73 Hr B A4 3£ 47 52
WEIRN SR T 25055 TAE, A Origin
8.0 X EHE A TR

2 HRESH

2.1 EHREIS B R AHE
2.1.1 BEHREI B RHIBAE

St EET B B —RER R IR , a4 R
DSRBa, XM T 55250, RIMKIEFRELE3dN
KHFLA @RS % B 12 mm, 8K

RBEFREE E B EERE, FHEER 1-3 mm, ZE R
2 FRFAAE (N 1a), JRZFAL, BARCAIUE | M iR =X
sk EFE g, K/ (0.3~0.4)x(1.8~2.0)ums HIA
BIREK 4 d FBEWRE MR SENEHIE S (WA 1b),

% j L i

(a. BIER Jr ;b BB ERTTIE B9 R BRI )
(a.microscope photo; b. SEM photo with sulfide precipitation )

1 H#k DSRBa FREEE F
Figure 1 SEM photo of strain DSRBa

AFERIEFBRIE A SCES A B, Witk DSRBa A )
FAHBRAN . LB FLER N R BEAE  F LA, 7 AR
KE R H,S; ORI FHRERE | BB 48 UM AR by e — Bk
U5, A AR /D 2 HLS, (B B R R B B A B B —
FLERAUE A iR BE BB ST A2 SRR AR, R REF
LR HER NN RIR AT IR BRER LR IR 5 g 431 LA
BRERER B AR EREL P AR ERE: R MR IR . AR
R4F, P=H K& HS,

2.1.2 DSRBa fy4: K i £k

PPk DSRBa 7E 12 h Z A, AbFAKER S, Ik
B F PbAc, i 4041 7~ T6 HoS A= %, 12~50 h TR Bk
HEAXTEAE KB, 50~84 h B % B ODgy 5 2 5 KAE
0.64 HiE ATREM , 84 h FHREATTH (B 2),
M AN NFEEER, 10 d FHRRARDAE
FETE IR . ROIERE B —3, —RAEEFP S 50 h B
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Figure 2 Growth curve of strain DSRBa
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FEHFT IS
2.2 SEBEHRE 16S 1DNA F5I 44

Ptk DSRBa ) 16S rtDNA J¥51| 5347 Fr45- 21 i s e
FFHITE GenBank | % 3%, %350 HM475172, F|H
GenBank ¥4 FEHFAT R F 4 R , IK- 474 DSRBa
i) 16S rDNA 33 5 H A FT fEAY 16S rDNA J¥ 5 #E1T
XF e, i 5 AR EE (R R, @ AR R A
T EMREHERER T MERNREXKERN (B 3),
4 7§ DSRBa {2 [H 16S rDNA J7 51 5 ¥4 2 H Y
16S rDNA HeE:45 R 528, DSRBa IH )& T Bt 4 I 1 &
(Desulfovibrio) , J Bt % I & J& (Desulfovibrio ) ) — 4~
533 JRHAEWIE DSRBa MEINE (Desulfovibrio)
40 B DSRBa Y Desulfovibrio vulgaris RCH1 ctg00052
A FEIEPEIR R 92% 1B R G KB W B B E FEALER
BRI FE—2 3o
2.3 B .pH & SOTiRE Xt DSRBa &K KRS
2.3.1 W|EXT MK DSRBa A K KM

KT FFE BE N B bk DSRBa A=K 95400, A SCHF
5% TR BT 25~45 C DSRBa A= KR L /Y 22 1k,
(B 4), BEMRAE 30~35 CHT ODgy 2 K, ODg i K AE
i% 0.6 L | ,DSRBa 4= K B £ 18 B E o 30~35 C,

50

TEIRE N 20~25,40~45 CYE I, BEARAEA: KABTE
AHXTELA , ODgy fEFE 0.2~0.3 Z[H],

0.7
0.6

0.5

ODgyo

0.4

0.3F

0.2f

30 35 40 45
/%
4 ¥R EXT Bk DSRBa £ KERIFI

Figure 4 Effects of initial temperatures on
the biomass of strain DSRBa

2.3.2 BEFRIEENIAG pH X BERA K KR

KAl pH 44 T % #k DSRBa A= K 454 0L & 5,
DSRBa Ff#E K pH 25 7.0, 7E pH Jy 5~8 B4 T
HREBTF AR, ME A ODgo R K IEHERREILS]
0.5 P ko 2§ pH Wy 4 BY MR A, H ODgy oA
HaH—3 WA 5(a),

HIkE pH 7.0 B, BEARAE R 1AL, AR PR A
SRR, 1 d R B RE R E, BB R
B % B K, 0Dy 2 0.7; 44) 4R35 IR 2L pH 53531 K
5.6 i, ERRAIERTAEHK , RS pH 1R EM BRI
=, HEREKEMESTH 3.2d R4H pH 3k
6.5 DL b, BMRA A EAERKY AR 145
M sR R RAERKE,

4 pH 435024 5.6 B, 3EFREENA pH Fi% DSRBa
A SR AN B KR E T R B R R F) 7.5
i MR RS pH TP, )WE 5(b),

PPk DSRBa A= i 72 P {4 2 19 S8 AL 38 [ F fif

20 25

92| Desulfovibro vulgaris RCH1 ctg00052

T Desulfovibro vulgaris subsp. vulgari...
22 Desulfovibro vulgaris str. Miyazaki F
45l DSRBa

Desulfovibro desulfuricans subsp. de...

Desulfovibro vulgaris subsp.vulgari(2)

Desulfovibro magneticus RS-1

Desulfovibro aespoeensis Aspo-2 ctg0...

B 3 1 168 rDNA 5 ERAIE#k DSRBa MRS & B R
Figure 3 Phylogenetic analysis of strain DSRBa based on 16S tDNA
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- pH4.0 —% pH5.0 —A- pH6.0 =~ pH7.0 -@- pH.0
(a. KB b SRR R pH; c. JEFRIA R ORP)

(a. the biomass; b. pH of the culture system;c. ORP of the culture system )
5 #1% pH Xt E#k DSRBa HIRMT
Figure 5 Effects of initial pH on strain DSRBa

ORP {ERWik#(%, HFE#E DSRBa B A K iF AXTEL
A KRR, YRR BB R AR ESE,
ORP A TE-380~-400 mV A A HZE 8 d J51FH:
o, W 5(c). XHREHRAERISEP™EN HS A
K, RSt ORP {H 7] [A]HE 2 B W HoS B A BTG
Mo WEHRTREFN HS HWFREREH, R FRIF
DL BRI RAE KA B i AT
2.3.3 BEFEEATER SOTHR B R MR K AR IR

i 6(a)fizn , 1 L EFRENFLREE 3.5 g,
FERRER Y] 1 g, SOTHR VU 1~4.5 g- L7, BBk DSR-
Ba #RERCHHE AT EUAE K ST, H 2 d R % R 2%

0.7
06 |
05}
04}

ODgy

03+
02t )
0.1

Removal rate of SO5/%

0 2 4 6 8 10
t/d
-+ C(1000) @ C(1500)2 C(2500)-% C(3000)-k C(4500)
(a. A8 b. SOYRYERRR)
(a. the biomass; b. removal rate of SO%)
6 #% SOTIREXI EI#k DSRBa KRN

Figure 6 Effects of initial sulfate concentration on strain DSRBa

Ko AT, SOTHREETE 1~4.5 g+ L Ji Bl N B MRAE K TE
M. ks SOTHREEN 1 g- L™ B, WK RA K
BB FRAR MR BB /)N, 22 BH B A 8 78 F2 1T 6 D
ANFE5Y; R SOTHREE N 2.5~3 g+ L7 B, RGN B
TR 4 P A b e B R 4 K

& 6(b) AL, FEFEE MBI IH SOTWREN 1 g+
L if, #ERE MR DSRBa 555 2 d BB £ R B
90%,10 d J5 EBRZEF|3k 98%; 24 SOTWEEF<3 g-L?
B} ,DSRBa A K 4 d JE¥E R F A SOTHI H KK 5|
90%LA I,10 d Z=BRFRIKE] 95%LL b5 %4 SOTHRE N
45g- LB, BMRAEK 4dEEBRER 80%LFH,10
d J5 4.5 g- L™ (B ERER S B BRAR R BR R B 90%

%1 d IHFERRER A BRI, B2 HS B4
o W] W DSRBa ¥R JEBLRREE HIE H i — S K BB AR
WIF R HoS, T W B BRER 7% A0 O W R A 5l A AR
BRERENER , F— i R R AL R o

3 itig

3.1 B#k DSRBa %1%
BB R Ak DSRBa A FF FHER 4N . 2B 3L
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R I B R VE I E—BR , BB 20l LABR R &R AU
Badh EAREREL BB A BRIR . 3X FRK AR E
() SRB-22 F) AR IR e A — B, {H 2 B v LA
FAEA AR, T SRB-22 ANEEFI A AWK LR
WA AR RSB T B A, BRRBAE A B SR N3R5
MBS SRR, N E AR A A K EE
A . PRk DSRBa A K FHZRFR I (B 2), ZEEH
ST, fERIRA R R, DSRBa REEC A K, 7E
0.5~2 d HEAMBAE KR, 2 d BIgERRIR A K&,
32 BHMMEREEREY

REZBHRREEFEHETRE, REAKIRE
A 30~37 C; D HUR ER A, B K EE K 40~70
CY; 4B Pk DSRBa A KB AR E R 30~35 C, &
FHRE . ZHmEREIEFEETE pH 6~8 KL FEINAE
K R4, B #k DSRBa {4+ pH 4 7.0, 24 pH il
FEI A 5~8 B, TRk DSRBa #FREELAFA K , Bt 7y
B —MRBLARERIE R TE SR3 & H /Y pH6~8. H i
1 pH8.0 HHEIF AT AR . S48 R4 SRB B
Az K I 5% 10 B AL I8 TR HL A — B AR R - 100 mV LA
U, Bikk DSRBa A KR AT E LR AR IR AR,
BREEEI KRR, ERB AR, ORI, win
ORP ZJ-40 mV B} B Rkt AR AT H AL K FE R N A,
AN[E COD/SO% Y He 51 % SRB B Mk 4 K Wi 1R Xk,
COD/SOT{H#& /= | SRB Fft B Y B8 T 40 B A%, B
FRER A L BRI EN AL RAIT B AN 3.5 g- L7,
B EREE LY 1 g- L7 B, SOTHR VI Ky 1~4.5 g- L7
A, X Rk DSRBa A K T .35 R0, HL7E vk BE i
PR Pk DSRBa X ¥ ¥ 7 BR AR 1) 22 B R AR g ik 2
90%LA I 3X# Tony SFHFFE Y SN A B ER ER Y 25
FREEIRE 50%,
3.3 E#k DSRBa &£ KIRER L

R ERER AR 1L R K 5 e B — Bk
[ R, o v Tk AR R B /K B AL 3L 2 B0 R H TR R 1Y
— AN BREREL I8 TR T W] 38 JFAR AR U TR R
FE, B PR 38 AR SO, IRBR T B3 R 5
W pH & DSRBa A KIRHEFA R EZELS 7.5 £4,
WEHEFREMN pH BT X5, Sk B s
DSRBa A=< , P IR 3] -380~-400 mV 45 FF A4
RIFFREARE,

4 i

(DM IC PN as BURL V5 T P 20 B 19 2l — R
BMRELE IR, fir4: 4 DSRBa, MIBASHI 16S tDNA

I3HT B K 5 R B I & (Desulfovibrio) BB R
ERIE R

(2)IZEMRA BRI 12, BELL RGN . 2B 3L
PRGN R RIE SR I ME—BRIE AT R AR AE K, BB
HUABREREL B AU ERER B BRER \ H ARy HE T2
MK, ZEHRETHEE, ZEA KRR TTHRHE
AR RS X BIRRTN PRI EGR , A
pH & 7.0,

(3) 24 pH i &A , EAR AT 55 RGN pH 2T
6.5, IS BEARIE AT B K, AR R HoS, i &
i ORP M FFEZE-400 mV 24 . RENHERAR
WETE 1~4.5 g- L7 JEFEX E MR A K T 2w, 24
SOTHEE <3 g-L" I, HMRAK 4 d REERFRT]
90%L £ 24 SOTIKEEVEREITE 3~4.5 g- L I, BiARAE
K 4 d WEBRIR A EERZ 5 80% LA |,
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