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Isolation of heavy metal resistant and plant growth promeoting Bacillus strains and effects on cadmium removal
by Typha angustifolia

PANG Hai-dong, HE Zhuo, YAN Chuan—-ming, SHENG Xia—fang, HE Lin—yan”

(Key Laboratory of Agricultural and Environmental Microbiology, Ministry of Agriculture, College of Life Sciences, Nanjing Agricultural U-
niversity, Nanjing 210095, China)

Abstract: Metal resistant bacteria provide an effective way to enhance heavy metal removal rates of wetland phytoremediation systems. In
this work, heavy metal resistant rhizobacteria and endophytic bacteria were isolated from plants growing in the waste mine wetland in Nan—
jing, Jiangsu, China. The effects of the bacteria on plant growth and cadmium removal by the narrow-leaved cattail (Typha angustifolia 1..)
under excessive cadmium exposure were investigated. The results indicated that the eight metal resistant Bacillus strains isolated from the
aquatic plants showed a variety of growth promoting features including solubilizing phosphate and producing indole acetic acid (IAA),
siderophores, polysaccharides, and amylase. The isolates showed resistance to Cd, Pb, Cu, and Zn and tolerance to acids, alkalis, and salts.
The growth of T. angustifolia was greatly promoted and the content of Cd in T. angustifolia increased after inoculation of the Bacillus strains
into a Cd**—containing solution. The dry weights of the root and aboveground tissues of T. angustifolia inoculated with Bacillus megaterium
P24 and P37 were significantly increased by 40.0%~46.4%, compared with the control. Besides, the Cd content(31.1% ) and total Cd up—
take(63.5% ) in the aboveground tissue increased when inoculated with Bacillus amyloliquefaciens P29. The highest Cd removal rate was
79.5%, after inoculation with B. megaterium P24. The results suggest that the metal resistant B. amyloliquefaciens P29 and B. megaterium
P24 and P37 could be used as effective inoculants for improved phytoremediation in metal polluted waters.
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77 T AR TR A B K HEA KR, K BB Ak,
Horh e 4 @ = F 2T ) K 4 R AR 4K
PR YT T A, R R AR
I, KA 4@ 15 Y O 28 R [ N AP R fif DR PR
[R]85

TRAAEPNE BB ASER KA A s 5 A9
LA X RIEBRTS Y —FIASE A AR, A2
IR A ARAR KZER S fh AR A
TR} 7K AR B H ARG 5 1) 4 S IR A RE 117
H g kIR E 4B A KB . BTl oK
AP A VRS RUIR &R R v o R
Jofb A TP A, S L P OB A A A T A A AR R 3 i
=l AR R K A AR B SR AU 32 1) 4R R 2R (ANt
JE AR A AE YA ) s T AR, EFSEIA
Ry K TG 52 A R 7K AR AR FAR PR AR P ks 1
L e, R Yy A i nl ae s TR R g LBk
4R IR B

WA B R EL RIS Y KR BEF E A R Z i
TE A 37 H 4 JE TS Y I e b AE J SR K A
AEYIMELIE B 2R, AR PR A L
= W) GEAE (AT R s 2 4 R A s i e R A A e
BB AL F , IF AT L 3 7 A 15| W3- 2 (Indole
Acetic Acid,TAA) FIER AR S A Y R HEAE P A4
K e R Y B A JE BT A2 MR s AR RE T, AR
RERE R B AE (S AR A K T e (2 ] 28 ORISR
53, AROE SRR R AP TSR . ST A -
TN B E B C il T3 4R A8 5 Sl
W FERRS0 (B AR AR 4 S 15 YE 2 5 TR B g
WA, ZEFAT R R 2% (BRI, T = 8
TR RIRBEI BE A 2R, BrasibEas , 76 Tolk ARl
DR By DA S 4AR A A E A  FANE AT
30 38 7 T 4 AR I A 2 AT 1T, 5 S AR
Bl A KA E A Cd (s, LUk 57 A Pk
IKAEFEYII BB AR R PR LR A IR B AR,
KR H A 15 K A B SR SR AL SEA

| RS

1.1 #r#

FE &N B 5 T B 1K (32.07°~32.08°N,
119.08°~119.10°F ) Mg H A M W04 | 745 L il B9 AR AN
MR R A3

LB 55k R Ak 10 g, BEREEE Y 5 g, NaCl

10 g, 7K 1000 mL, [E{A&:E S5 BLES 0 20 g Bl o

LAY 240 A K A SR A AR e
i (T. angustifolia) , 1WA A B 3 38K AT
Al o BT R LS F AR A PEARS , EREA 3 /M
[ & A B Rk 2o — 8, R .
1.2 FHRTFENS BiFE

S5 XI5 S PO E B AE R vk SR R A RE
WA FRIAE LB ARG S5 oy e ai Aty
HBRAINAE Cd HTHEAN . KR IMIR Sl 5
B, i [ SE G S ST 2 TAN B 0 0 5 o ARPRANTE
[ 53 B R A AR ) R - 38R BT T T 75% 2,
M2 AN EE, BTHUREE 0.1 g 2 A 10 mL TCEEK P
¥ 30 min, IR RS REE 0.1 mL ¥R A1 F 7% 1
mg- L™ Cd*() LB [E{ARE 55 |, 28 CHEFE 72 h )5,
B BE R B R AT PAVETE SAN A Y Cd P4 T
W&, 2R RNE I B alifb)G 4 CAIF R A7 RN
PRI 0 B 2 R AR P 2 B K e 10, 75%
FTERS A1 2.5%1) NaClO Sef5iH s, JEHJCR/KIRUE
Bk, KGR RES 0.1 ¢ B F IV I bEES
AP, N5 mL JCRZKIRS], B0 mL AT 1
mg- L Cd*f LB /A FR 5L b, R ER 5 — ik ¥
PERYTCERZK 0.1 mL 345 F LB (AR 7RI, LA
SRR R AR 28 CHEFE 72 h 5, 2 K
AR A K T, A Cd ot b Pk K3
IF HVETE SR Cd vk gne s mvg , 2 ki
Al 4 CHRAM T RAE SRR AL s TR TE
3 3 mL WK LB B335, 30 CCHEIK 150 r-min™
PRGIIGEFR 16~20 h, HREIR LR & T 75~80 C/KIE
AbFE 15 min, FHEEFP NG R R ZE 3] LB [ {474
1,30 CHEIEHEFE 24~48 h, BRIEH ALK AN 244
FFf o PRAFRE
1.3 ERHHDFEE

Fi w7 15 P IR B L R 2 DNA 5 DU HS A A
B, A 16S rRNA 3 K38 5 | #)2927F . 5/ ~AGAGTT-
TGATCCTGGCTCAG -3’ I 1492R:5' ~-TACGGCTAC-
CTTGTTACGACTT-3'#£1F PCR ¥, PCR =4 |
0.8%0 1) By NS M T 52 FEL UKASHIN o 3 14 7= 47326 B ol 4 M
AR R R o T3R5 7 51 F BLAST #%
5 GenBank H1 LI 16S rRNA FE R JF 51 3647 He
X o
L4 BEREIEYEE R

PRI ™ Z2 AR RE 700 5 SR F R I B R T, TRTAR D
93 TR 000 SR D /K e P 9220 TR AR 5 M| e £ TR (1
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AA)IE S 2% Gordon 252 Mayer® ) J5 16 , gk 14
RE 1 %E 275 Schwyn 8P Jr v, W e S 40 I e 2
% Liu P51k

1.5 BRI IME Z R

278 FREAFR) 1, W A T A ) o T R
FH K Gk R 0 8% s RE TR 4540 1 LB A |, 5557
3~5 d, R R T 4 JE MR L pH TR AR B 1)
R, HARE 48 Ph™ Zn* 2kl 50,100,200,
300 mg L™ Cu* &k B 4 10.20,50,100 mg+L7; Cd**
LMk 20,50,100,200,300 mg- L7 iR E N S
15.25.35.45 °C,pH 15 k7 4.0.5.0.6.0.7.0.8.0.9.0.,
100 (JH 1 mol L'y HCI F1 1 mol -L* 1) NaOH
45),NaCl Fiit A 43 He 4351k 0.5% .1.0%.2.0%.3.0%
5.0%.7.0%.

1.6 BEEXEEFERKE Cd WIER

WA A MR AP T LB 3557 5,30 C 150 ¢
min™ PR¥5HEFE 16~20 h X% 4E K4, 6000 r+min™
B0 10 min WA AR, FH O 25 8 IO AR B
JE PR IRR B 2 ODgyy K 1.0 B 75 i 41 P AL IR 360
F W H 30 min, B FE Cd 2.5 mg L7 [
Hoagland & 23 , i B8 (CK) DA %5 5 TG 18 25 B F
IKALFR, RRH A PR 3 AN . BRI 3 AR A
T, %% 2 L Hoagland ‘B35, 53 AR 20d, 45 5d
FHB & FL 1 Y Hoagland 8RB AR N T AN FE 2 2
L.

FEMISOAR AR, /N BUH AR , 2588 K0k
FEARIE VE T, BEARER FIRIE N 0.01 mol - L' /1Y
EDTA-Na, %W H 10 min, DAL FRAR R E S8 5
T P AE PRI ERFNARER BT T 40 R T4 B 4R
N, T 80 CHLRE ML T £ 1 F, AR A 412U 38
MG T, AR S HE TS A PR 3, FRECT

EIORE O T RO R BET T IR R €45 1CP-
OES Wl5E Cd* & & , WA N H a8 & i E
i S . BOREHE BRI E CA R BE , #i IR
TR AL Cd KpR.

EBRF=(PIERIKHFE Cd W B30 J5 K AE Cd ¥
FE )R H/KFE Cd M EX100%
1.7 R IE

A 56 BRI % ] Microsoft Office Excel 2013
A Prism ACFEIFAEIE], R T SPSS 20.0 X4 47
KR 7 225311, P<0.05 FoR 2257 2

2 HRE5HM

2.1 EMRMEYERFERE

IAEE A DX P AR R AR R T
BRI AL 4l fh 3 63 FRANE , X LB AR XS 1
mg-L" CA*HAPIME. RAKRIESIEE T, 345 8
MREFAFF IR, 09 %5 4 P21.P24 P29 P33 P34,
P37 P39 P45, W3R 1 ATLIA X 8 BRZFHIFT AR
REAT L TAA SRR  ZWEFNTE M i PRI TAA F= &
JERE N 1.2~35.6 mg- L7, 4= myn il 85.9~943.0
mg- L™, JER K i P B4R 7R B FU R 1.5~
2.0, Wbk P24 F1 P37 REAE VA i MEVE MR IR L L 7E
NBRIP 5554k FA E B BERE £ . 48 16S rRNA
L3 5043 b, B PR 4 58 T B. cereus B
megaterium . B. amyloliquefaciens Fl B. thuringiensis . ft
RARMN R G K TR E 1R,
2.2 ERRROBTIE

R 2 AT LVE 8 MR AT RIXT H 428 Pb Zn,
Cu Fil Cd #RHEABUH:, X Pb 1 Zn HidkEs s, (HX Cu
1 Cd Hotiefk, P21.P34 Fi1 P45 Xf Pb . Zn Cu Fi1 Cd
BIBTIETE & 100~300 mg L™, P24 P33 FI P37 fELE

1 HilEROEY R ERERME

Table 1 Plant growth—promoting characteristics and species of the isolated Cd-resistant bacterial strains

GRS Raik® Zhli/mg- 1" VERI® [AA/mg- 1" i Pl Genbank %55
P21 ++++ 85.9+3.7 1.8+0.1 3.320.9 - B. cereus KY368118
P24 -+ 155.08+27.3 1.7+0.1 35.6+0.4 + B. megaterium KY368119
P29 ++++ 943.0£153.9 1.7+£0.0 2.2+1.0 - B. amyloliquefaciens KY368120
P33 ++++ 457.9+135.5 1.7£0.3 3.2+0.6 - B. amyloliquefaciens KY368121
P34 ++++ 86.3+14.52 2.0+0.2 2.1+0.7 - B. thuringiensis KY368122
P37 -+ 235.8+97.1 1.5+0.0 28.4+0.2 + B. megaterium KY368123
P39 -+ 88.9+21.6 1.8+0.1 1.2+0.3 - B. cereus KY368124
P45 ++++ 124.1+25.2 1.5+0.0 4.0+3.2 - B. cereus KY368125

T OB 42,630 nm R I E (506 B2 L, K 1-0 ZIR1 LA 0.2 S BE, B0 0.2 B fin— >+, +8 22 7= Bkal Ik g 1 sk . Q%

MK B S MR . O+RRA - R T,



IR, S YT R 2 5 FORF B 5 B LS 0 2205 C R

2317

75
100

88| P33(KY368121)
85|' P29(KY368120)

S8 L Bacillus amyloliquefaciens DSM7'(FN597644 )
Bacillus vallismortis DV1-F-3"(JH600273 )

96

51

51 84

55
81

93

65

64

100

100

Bacillus mojavensis RO-H-1"(JH600280 )
— Bacillus atrophaeus JCM 9070"(AB021181)

P34(KY368122)
Bacillus thuringiensis ATCC 10792"(NR114581)

P45(KY368125)
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Bacillus cereus ATCC 14579"(AE016877 )
Bacillus anthracis Anes(AE016879)

Bacillus weihenstephanensis NBRC 101238"(NR113996)
Bacillus bingmayongensis FJAT-13831"(JN885201)
Bacillus gaemokensis KCTC 13318"(NR116644 )
Bacillus manliponeesis BLA-6"(FJ416490)

Bacillus cytotoxicus NVH 391-98"( CP000764 )

711 P37(KY368123)
991l P24(KY368119)
Bacillus megaterium NBRC 15308"(NR112636)
Bacillus flexus NBRC 15715"(NR113800)
97 [—

Bacillus paraflexus RC2"(FN999943 )

0.01

Paenibacillus agarexedens DSM 1327"( AJ345020)

1 ETFEHES 16S RNA EEFIHENRELSTH

Figure 1 Phylogenetic tree on the basis of partial 16S rRNA gene sequences of the strains

2 HEKNES BRREMEKEE pH BRESEE
Table 2 Heavy metal resistance, growth temperature ,pH and NaCl

concentration range of the isolated strains

ST R R L
P21 300 200 100 300 15~45 5.0~10.0 0.5~3.0
P24 50 100 50 20 15~45 5.0~10.0 0.5~7.0
P29 200 100 50 50 15~45 6.0~8.0 0.5~3.0
P33 100 300 100 20 15~45 6.0~8.0 0.5~3.0
P34 200 300 100 100 15~45 5.0~10.0 0.5~3.0
P37 200 100 100 20 15~45 5.0~10.0 0.5~7.0
P39 200 200 50 300 15~45 6.0~10.0 0.5~3.0
P45 300 200 100 200 15~45 6.0~10.0 0.5~3.0

20 mg- L™ i Cd 504 F £, T P21 F1 P39 GEZE 300
mg- L7 Cd i F A

8 PR ZFAUAT R IA A HIR AT, 78 15~45 “CREIE % 4
K, Foid Ak KIREAE 30 CA A . 8 BREFAUFFELE pH
4.0 ST ERANRE AR, P29 Fi P33 94 K pH
S 6.0~8.0, T KKk P39 Fil P45 tE K pH L FElN

6.0~10.0, HAE#RAE pH 5.0~10.0 (I3l N EFAE IE %
Ak, 8 BRFEFEFFETE NaCl ¥k BE K 0.5%~3.0%H] 15
BEIEH A2, H P24 F1 P37 1E NaCl ¥ H 7.0% 0T
REIE R A BUHTHEAT TN 52 =2 i he
23 BB EEEEBRKEES BN
2.3.1 DMK AR AE Pt 5

WFSE I, Bl Ak TAA SeaRdk i oh 2om J2 5
FV W RE ST 1) 20 DA RE RS A AR A () A6 4K 45 AR A %o
LRI e, ARIZE REW(F 2) 76 2.5 mg-
L CA* 44T, 8 MR ZFFFE A RE AR U B T AL R A
Hi LU TR RN, (BRCR A 22 5. MR A
YEFZE L P34>P24>P37>P455P29>P39>P21 P33,
X b5 R AR A A 36 BN P24 >P37 >P29 >P34 >
P39>P45>P33>P21, P24 F P37 X 73 AOME A=V 4
58, 55 CK AH H, 32 i A BRAE U B vl AR T 01 S 5 4
TN 46.4%F1 41.8% , M I 5 B E N 41.2%F
40.0% (P<0.05). P34 {i ¥k 7 i H T & 2 35 3
58.8% ,AH &% S AR AR FHAS (835 LA R AR 11
PEAEERARZE
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Figure 2 Effects of Bacillus stains on the aboveground and root dry

weight of T.angustifolia within 2.5 mg+ L™ Cd* solution

2.3.2 WX I Cd 152

& 3 A, B4R Cd 3255 478 7 AR
B, AR Cd S 3B AY 62~84 £, 422 B Ab
REAS U AU Cd & 7F 2.5 mg- L' CA* 4%
e, P21 P29 P33 Fll P39 B HiAR Cd SR 38,
T3 4 BRZFRAF R0 T A AR Cd &, (BT Ab B
WA B EES 5 CK M, M P21 F1 P29
il 5 il M Cd A S RN T 31.3% M

6000 -

ML
h a

ab a a a _'I'_
- e, ab @
% 4000} L T2 T b
2
e
&1
3 2000

0
CK P21 P24 P29 P33 P34 P37 P39 P45

31.1%( P<0.05), P37 il P39 %75 Hb &5 Cd &1
BEIAE FBAT iR 8 i 2 22 5, HoAth 4 BRZEFRAF s k2
T A R Cd i (HARR B KR

TR A0 B AR B N A v A R At | Cd B
Wtk fiE 4 AT, 7E 2.5 mg- L CA* AL Bl 41
ALFRAE AT AL Cd SIS0 T 5.3%~56.8% , 3R
& P37>P34>P24>P39>P29>P21>P33>P45, H.tft P37,
P34 P24 P39 F1 P29 {75 AR Cd LM i g 2518
T 56.8% .49.2% .45.3% 37.3%F 33.4%(P<0.05) ; 4%
TR A P A il B B Cd SRR G N T 1.7% ~
63.5% , Horp AP B RR P29 P37 1 P21 (i 75T s b3
Cd BN ) 2 2588 i T 63.5% .55.1%F1 38.3%
(P<0.05),
2.3.3 BHRICA A 2Rk Cd BYRCR

A S LA I, KA A i 32 4R Cd,
PR Cd (22 0] 55 54.5%., 8 bk ZEAFF 14 4b B
HBRE TR AL A K R 4 A 1 RBRACR L H 8 MR ZEH
M S Bes L5 Cd BIMEFIE/E B 22 5 kA
E B Cd BCEFE I A P24>P37>P39>P29>P45>P21 >
P33>P34, P24 P37 .P39 P29 Fi P45 It 4 73 % Cd
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Lm a2 T E abc
% 60F be be
£ be be ¢
i
&2 40
el
&)

20

CK P21 P24 P29 P33 P34 P37 P39 P45

B3 & C*RRPFRARNEFERIBAM LS Cd SEHZM

Figure 3 Effects of Bacillus stains on the Cd content in the aboveground and root of T.angustifolia within 2.5 mg- L™ Cd* solution
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Figure 4 Effects of Bacillus stains on the Cd uptake in the aboveground and root of T.angustifolia within 2.5 mg+1™" Cd* solution
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100 ¢
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Figure 5 Effects of T. angustifolia associated with Bacillus stains

on the removal efficient of Cd

I 225 258 Bl R 69.19%~79.5% , 55 CK A HL 43 Bl i 2
PR 39.6% 32.3% 29.1% 23.4%F1 21.3%(P<0.05).,
P21.P33 Fil P34 X i 2Bk Cd (sibERIA B2

SEA AT R, HEDE R P24 F1 P37 J2
AR A B R A AR A T, Ok
BN Cd Y BRI 5 T P29 BRI B
HEIN A A Cd S R A Cd B R
MITTER]EBRAKH Cd f91EHT. P39 Fil P45 X457 1Y
PRAEAE AR Cd AsZma A 2, (HEXT Cd 1Y
LB B R AT,

3 e

Cd 2K T3 G g DA 2 PREE rh g M iR ) J 4
JRITRZ Y, T AR A SRR sl A WA, i =
RAEAR TP TR B KBTS, sk A ma g,
JFIE S YR R AR LA ARl A A R
MYMEE T 4 8 15 YRR AR B LR & i A
PG GBS R,

ST D OEZS iy SN TR e S WP S S o P /N YN PLTS
AR B bR FEFR E AT S KA il
(T. angustata) B W75 3 (T. angustifolia) . 55 M- 75 3l
(T. latifolia) 4507 3 (T, orientalis )55 11 Fjpi —2k
IR, 50% L)1 Cd & SE7EF il b T3, (R[]
PRSI HARXT Cd & R R ES, AR T
T Cd & HHE 0.15~0.18 mg-kg™ Z [A]FY, T 75
A ZE Cd & & FY 0.003~8.99 mg-kg '™, {H kI
TR Cd S EALEJLA EULT mg kg™, FEAME
e, CA* b B R 2.5 mg - L7 I, B2 i Al Cd
F R I 4000 mg-kg, 1 BH A A A AR
L e EE A Cd Sy A R
() s iy 348 e Y A4 A 40 %o B 4 s 1 7R AR B iy A

it 37 B ISR A B0k AR AR A D REFIAVE FH %) G
Da Silva £85I A7 i 2 PR, 9 AL P FhER 78
T (Juncus maritimus F1 Phragmites australis )%} B 4>
BRI, A 2 NG P.australis 25T H Cd 55
Bl y 7 4%, B Y RBOE T, 100 J maritimus 30N
HRE Cd W3 N 1 48% , TV TR E . &
M FEEEAE 2.5 mg L' Al 5 mg- L' CA** il T $EFp
AM I, BRI SEr A0t Cd By, o s
TS Cd R RN 40.2% 1 56.5% . X EERFTE UL
W, AR Y I R E R A K A & AR 48
AT

TR R FIZH 2 53 A1 4 ) 2 R0 2 0 L T8 S
P IIAE R, B AR R RGN RIRA
BT , Re AR HERE X0 X645 PRI 35 N, N5 R 2 1Y)
AP Li SR T 168 xDNA SERESCEROR R I,
AR T T SR AT P P B AR A A A T 2 R
T8 o IKEAREHE 3 SR NE AR b o)
BT 305 MR AT, 2R TR i 8 AL AL
[CIEJE , i A LB Ji 9t EMNAEME S 5 LA
BB . 25 4 Ja8 R BILTS Yo 1 DR PR LU B8 55 L 23 o
3.95% \15.13%71 8.55% . {H33 4 Ay A= 2 BT s sl 1A
2, S A AR TSRS AN RE ] T A 77 5
o ZRARAT R TR A S X R S A Py A
T, 2 ) A0 B, Bk, X Ll YA AR A7 i By
WA VER, fEME R 4 R V5 Y 3 T A g A
0 A ORAE G E B ZEAAT A DBM B RRAEK AR
ZH 48 Zn(600 mg-kg™ ) iE I RE 12 350 KA 1Y
A, P T A RIS IS K AR E A AR Zn
SERIEIN  FRATT A DX A AR A FIARPR 13 rh e
TEZFHIFT T , I 75 480K SE TR AR A M) 02 20 e e, 4521
TGRS A 8 PREFAIFT TR RE ™ Lk SRR FIIAA
i} 57 Z2 P E 4 J | PR 0, SIS 7 il i o7 25
PR G Jm it 1A BT

R A A P K AR AR 8 52 AP 3
BT A — RIS AH TR AR 1 TAA BRI SE P
RefE UEAE A A, B DA Y ZH 2L N B JR AR 2 i A
MR RENE ;. RS TR ™ A L P R G ) (Ex-
tracellular Polymeric Substances, EPS)REZ5 & E 4 )&,
WD AR PR A P i AR R ZEART S, TS
Pk P24 F1 P37 5 A 6 BRANDAAHLL, 774E TAA B &
L2/ D QR I R B | L Y R N
FANEATTE A S fE TR, nl o E Y B B R
B AR BN TAA AT DU SEAE A 1) RS 2 AR Y
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