32
ﬁé‘b ;’; %H @t&J T b (D

/IR JNMENTSCIENCE
PAik: http://www.aes.org.cn

R REIH AL BERR Fh MER R 15 BB KL
FEE, R, FEERIE, 5k

FIHASL:
FEBE, TR, BEHRE, SKOC 2 SEFEPRAETH ARt A rP MR R 10 S BRAIBE S AL (], A IR 2240, 2023, 42(2): 461-471.

TEZR R View online: https://doi.org/10.11654/jaes.2022-0262

AT RGBS B

Articles you may be interested in

Lﬁﬂﬂﬁ”%%%ﬂl_ﬂmﬂfﬁﬁ%‘(%ﬁm i?ﬂﬂﬂi

LV FRBE R4 4] 2017, 36(8): 15831589  https://doi.org/10.11654/jaes.2017-0325

ﬁﬁﬂ:ﬁiﬁﬁ%iﬁ%%x@'ﬁtﬁﬂtﬁr)‘%ﬁc%ﬁkﬁk%mﬂ%
GRERT, ZHE, WISEAR, DUIRAR, AARRE, M, RUKIR
LMV IRBIRL 22 4] . 2022, 41(2): 434-440  hitps://doi.org/10.11654/jaes.2021-0633

[ 7€ 1k Pseudomonas citronellae SITE=3 B 751 % 7K H bR s 14 2 B A

FHERK, 5277 B, B anvk

AV PR R4 4] 2020, 39(8): 18031810  https://doi.org/10.11654/jaes.2020-0277
ST IR A TH A TRV S B A 2R (0 A R B RRE

BTaME, PR =, BRALE, TR T

LAV IAETRL 2447, 2017, 36(9): 1884-1892  hitps://doi.org/10.11654/jaes.2017-0296

PR M R B S MU HENE A B A B ML

Bl AR, A T, SRR, AR, R, Bk, IEE AR, £ T
PP R F244]. 2022, 41(5): 1097-022-1 https://doi.org/10.11654/jaes.2021-0834

KHEMAG AT, RFEZTIRER

Jo


http://www.aes.org.cn/nyhjkxxb/ch/index.aspx
http://www.aes.org.cn/nyhjkxxb/ch/reader/view_abstract.aspx?doi=10.11654/jaes.2022-0262
http://www.aes.org.cn/nyhjkxxb/ch/reader/view_abstract.aspx?doi=10.11654/jaes.2017-0325
http://www.aes.org.cn/nyhjkxxb/ch/reader/view_abstract.aspx?doi=10.11654/jaes.2021-0633
http://www.aes.org.cn/nyhjkxxb/ch/reader/view_abstract.aspx?doi=10.11654/jaes.2020-0277
http://www.aes.org.cn/nyhjkxxb/ch/reader/view_abstract.aspx?doi=10.11654/jaes.2020-0277
http://www.aes.org.cn/nyhjkxxb/ch/reader/view_abstract.aspx?doi=10.11654/jaes.2020-0277
http://www.aes.org.cn/nyhjkxxb/ch/reader/view_abstract.aspx?doi=10.11654/jaes.2017-0296
http://www.aes.org.cn/nyhjkxxb/ch/reader/view_abstract.aspx?doi=10.11654/jaes.2021-0834

2023,42(2):461-471 R W ®E M FE F R 20234F2 H

® Journal of Agro-Environment Science @&

FEBE, BOGAL, BEHRIE, 45 . JE SRS AR T ME R 1 5 BRAKRE ML, Al PRIERL 27274z, 2023, 42(2) : 461-471.
ZHUANG J, ZHAO B C, XUE J H, et al. Estrogen removal and its mechanism during anaerobic digestion of pig manure [J]. Journal of
Agro—Environment Science, 2023, 42(2) : 461-471.

R FH TR PR = B R BRI BE K AL
ik, AGKR, B, KL

(RN ICF I 52 4 TRE2ABE, YL HM 213164)

& B ORI AR MR 1 25 R e B LA FHAIL A, X DR AU AR R v 4 R ME S 2 OMERR E 1 L E — i E2 M —
E3 WU EE2) BT B B A, IR A B R R 2D A0 =4S IE A A OO KRR F 16S rRNA K 41y 1 5 il
I B T B 8 2 rh 2T AN BT RE AR SIARAE I 1 A UL (DOM) R A I RE IS G M HEA T 2007 o 45 SR I 75 O 35 °C L JH 3
730 d AR B R 6% IS5 T , DU Ak X 4 Tl 0 2 (9 8 A SRR AR YK Ol E2>E3>E1>EE2,, 23 BRALER 43 31K 28.62% .25.83%
19.14% . 11.81% , BE @ MAESIFF G A WL — B sl D72 R R ) . AEBOINMEIN R 2 )5 I 28 M UE DR S5 i R AR T — 8 U2 R
PYREEA T 1 DR AL, TR 08 15 MESE AR 25 6 0 T A R 28 T e A LA 2 L o, R) Bl I P i AP AR Bk PR R R S5 ME L
FMR BT A L B MR 3R v R PR T o RS AT 000 T VR v SRR 10 B AL 5 e S 0T 0 W B 5 g P A BT 1) VI B R VR 3R B
it A1 I 1 e S A 34 U T

KRG : DA AL s MESCER s IR AL s TR R P55 4

FESHES X713 XEREG:A XEHES1672-2043(2023)02-0461-11  doi:10.11654/jaes.2022-0262

Estrogen removal and its mechanism during anaerobic digestion of pig manure

ZHUANG Jie, ZHAO Bincheng, XUE Jinhui, ZHANG Wenyi"

(School of Environmental & Safety Engineering, Changzhou University, Changzhou 213164, China)

Abstract: To investigate the estrogen removal efficiency and its mechanism during the anaerobic digestion of pig manure, four estrogens
(estrone E1, estradiol E2, estriol E3, and ethinylestradiol EE2) in anaerobic digestion liquid were tested periodically. Fourier transform
infrared spectroscopy, three—dimensional fluorescence spectroscopy combined with fluorescence region integration, and high—throughput
sequencing of the 16S rRNA gene were used to analyze the characteristic vibration peaks of infrared functional groups, dissolved organic
matter(DOM), and microbial community structure in the manure. The results showed that under a temperature of 35 °C for 30 days and 6%
solid concentration condition, the degradation rates of the four estrogens by anaerobic digestion were E2>E3>E1>EE2, and the removal
efficiency rates were 28.62%, 25.83%, 19.14% and 11.81%, respectively. The degradation laws were consistent with the first—order kinetic
degradation model for organic matter. After the addition of estrogen, changes occurred in the microbial community of the manure; however,
normal anaerobic digestion was maintained. Anaerobic digestion could also be combined with increasing estrogen humic acid soluble
organic matter content and amide, hydroxyl, and carboxyl adsorption sites, and highly efficient estrogen degradation bacteria. This study
speculated that the removal mechanism of estrogen from biogas slurry included three aspects : adsorption of pig manure particles, adsorption
of dissolved organic matter, and efficient metabolism of estrogen—degrading bacteria.
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ML AL AL & & R C 2 o 14
KRR AR R T AR UE & B REAT K B e A 4R T AL
A5, Ko B A IR A DR S i B H R SR Y,
{HEF & RHRDRE e 22 W RE A BR , 2243 i
PR S VAR T (1T 3 — R HE RS, D%t 77
B 7 J) 100 0 K AR RN A s i — S s e, FE S
T, B E RO E RN O FI5/K BT 95—
KM 275 YLV, 90% 1) MEL I IR T & 8 ZEE,
FEF P MERL R R RS B AR E B & R 2R
M= 22 5 A T 4= FE RN 38, 0 25 1) 3185 P HE L
) O 9 2 0 22 LR R VA T R 3 RO S R [
P ) CE2 (M ) A1 E3 (fE — %) /9 S 1 2 4 000
ng - L7 Ko (0 38 A BRBE 455 IR BT 1 AR 53R
(N 43 0T PR, AnBEFEAIG TR & (ng - L) 5 A
AR, 36 i A 58 T A R A R AR AR AR,
TIN50 R G, DR M5 X 4 36 o 1) i 3%
TG Yl R A EE A

UEAER  E 2R T Y S FL R 4 140 T B i 5 ) A
SR 2 O o A e A v M R A R i S
AL 7 1, Sun S5 % B A 90 B R KA T A R R4 14
FEHENR AT LI SR E1 A E2 B SRR TR S
FEA A o A e 2 A R AR AT DA R HE I A FRAR
KRR FRRAS T 3 & 200 M R 5 e U . IR
THALAE Ry I — Pl A B 25 (4 1 BB, /D2 3 G
LR R 1 B T AR DR S Ak A e
PG HL RO D BER S5 R AR L, X AT RE 252
TR S e R B —EER . A
OYHET AFMMEBLE[EL E2 E3 EE2 (B MRS ) 17E R A0
P A 22 B ASCR , R 3 6T TS M 3 2E T R g 2
ZIANE e IR ShRRIE G 5 gt L (DOM) A
WITETR 2546 (R 78 Ak, S0 DR ST A TR T M = 1 &
BRAIL , LA R 25 VA T Hh M 28 1 T e B s B 4t
5%,

1 MREFE

1.1 K5 #l
X6 T 3 IR Ay M T R A b SR A 14 e U
BREEE BN R EKFEFE LR IR A TR Ay

TR, 36 ZE RS FE A EL R AL o L 1. EIARZE B
o Waters 23 v Oasis HLB /M (0.5 g,6 mL) .

A« = FE DU AT W AH B35 { (TSQ quantum Ac-
cess Max) , [E A A BU (DG12D) , 7K i B AL (I ¥
FERAER A BRA |, 28650 6O E 11 (Cary Eclipse,
G B T 1 4% (SCIENTZ-12N) , 18 I8 4R 3% 4
(ZD-85).

R B (g2l A2k (A Bl ¥ A3 55 [
sigma 2\ Al o E1(MERR ,98%) \E2 (M —F% . 98%) \E3
(M=%, 98% ) Fll EE2 (B MERE , 98% ) brifl i 10 H 1
T Aladdin 23 7] .

1.2 REBUAR

VT EESE 2SS IS 1) EORFEFTF R IR A, T il
HAARRA L R 25: 1. MIREGY AL SR 43
TR, 5 JHL T (A e B2 DR R AE 6% A A7 B KRG
A THALHE DY, 7 SRR 800 mL, FH /K 4 4 il L
THALIRE R 35 °C, AR 30 do RIS 3L 140 245
ANREIRAL, 1R AU ISR IR T AR AL, 24
T 2R B DR AT A A, b 4 RPBET R (E1.E2,
E3 EE2) (s I Y45 0 4E 49~51 pg- L7, 55 41 1#A0
2450 M B A A R4 . RAETHERIZE 0,10,
20,30 KR FRAG I 45 Ab FRAE s o MESRL R (1 5R FA
1.3 HPLC-MS/MS 43 #f

THAL PR R KR A YIE IR, 2 IR E O
(10 000 r-min ™ )WL F 3T 100 mL, F 48 4l 7K i
FE %2 500 mL, KLk Whatman GF/F 2 51) 3% 5 2T 4 Jli
(L2 0.45 pum) J5 BOIER 15 pH R (3£0.1) . ST
FLUO AR 2 B 25 43 ) P HR R 27K 35 4 Oasis
HLB 2B, AKFELL 3~6 mL - min™ 3 28 BUAE E#E, B
FELS AU MR 10% W B K %5 pH=3 8 4l /K AL
EE A 2110 88 (12 /K — F BE— /K P Ok Pk /N, ik
T 5 min, 5 )5 F 10 mL BB 20 B R R H AR o Uk
R VRAE 40 COKI 55 N R R AR T, T 1 mL H i
VWK B AR SR s e (g AR L1 10045 ) , 22 0.45
pm PTFE Ji§ 5 21 5F HE 0 b 25 8, 55 10 d iff 47—
UCHURE . IR0 245 R

K = DO AR A YRR J3T 3% {L (TSQ quantum Ac-
cess Max ) X PR 501 Ak TH W 4 Fb 0 5 R VR4 TR0

F1 FERELER

Table 1 Characteristic of anaerobic digestion substrate

RIS K] Substrate 7K Moisture/% T4 i Tt 43 %8 Total solid content/% ¥ &1 A i 4 435X Volatile solid content/% C/% N/%  C/IN

Wl g2 79.84 20.16
FORFERF 8.75 91.25

13.59 9.20 0.60 15.33
81.12 36.41 0.55 66.20

1% WHART]
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Horp A 2E T R B K AQ-C18(50 mmx2.1 mm, 3
pm ), S ShAH AR Al KR L 4 e R A S S8
2 PR AU TR

O S5 AR A 10 WL IR 25 °C sl A
B4R, TSN AH B A B YRR B 4 0~0.3 min I
ShAH BAAFS> 50 85%,0.3~7.0 min i s AH B AT/
M 95%,7.0~9.5 min R F5 U 2 AH L 51, 9.5~9.8 min
WS AE BARFR A3 50M 85%,9.8~15.0 min 2k Z2 {4 53
SHAR LA 5 3% 9 0.3 mL-min™ 47 B E] 9 15 min.

R A5 - 3 Oy = 2 5 W (MRMD) 5 2
P Ay L MBS 55 B 1 (ESI-) 5 W5 35 1 R K 2 500 V3,
FETELE A 350 °C 5 #5310 35 kPas S B AUE J1 o0
10 kPa; &I R 350 C.
1.4 WEHEMBEENNE

A LTS G DA AL R G B Aok A T
— B IR

C=AXCyxe™ (1)
S COER] ¢ BHG YeHRBE |, g - L5 Co IR ARUTH
A UG 5 e (R B L g L5 A SR W B s b o B fie i
REH, A5 AIRE A REL d,

A = (D HE ST 15
ln(%)=k><t—ln/l (2)

RIS L e M BEARAR, A In(Co/C) NN AR AR,
HEATENERNA ISR H A R T AL
1.5 SBEENF S

JH 50 mL #5048 WA T A 30 d 5 A9 T i A s

SEAHAL S TR (AR 24008 ) o Bl 002 45 U 4
& ,Shannon ,Simpson , Hill ZFEMEFE B0 TR A XUT
H=—2f:1pilnpi (3)
A=t (4)

sz(zjﬂp;c)'? (5)
o S AR REE R R S ECH spoh B TR
AN AR (5 43 B O B8 5 oc S AT AN B
1.6 ZHRINHIED

HE V8 R T IR 5 R 2R 8 3 7, B 0.2 g M3 R T
A 20 mLABZE KT 50 mL &0 H, L4200 r-min™' 1Y
PRGN FAE 25 CF IR 24 h, IR G 45 R 5 L E
JEE WAL 0.45 pm BEE, SR FH 28643 6 1 (Cary
Eclipse, 48 ) M , AL SHOR Bl ORI R
220~400 nm, K K 5 nm; & F 3K K 280~550 nm,
AN 2 nm; BREETERE N 5 nm, PMT OB AT GG ) i
JE A 800 V., 4714 14 i 4 2 400 nm + min”'. 2K FH i
Chen 28" 19 FRI J7 16, XF = 4E 28 66 1% dE 17
M, 5 = 4E 5 661543 5 AN X, B4 X s AR e —
NRAEHEHY) I3,

X 2 X IBRR HEACAARFR R 058, WA= (6) .

@, = MED =MF. [ 1(Adw)ddudAe  (6)
KD, 5 DA R e I X R i 8 B4 b v AR R
FUMAT, au s nm®; MF, 85— 5 36 X35 i i A 43 T 7

3 HRREBHIS

Table 3 Fluorescence spectral region division

28, TER N 5000 remin™ R ESO 10 min, B0 58 R P p— MoK RgREK
il 35 S TP T B RAT S B RE SR BOAK T e o maer | PR B
ﬁ%\%ﬁﬁ ,%%iiﬁi%:‘:*ﬁ(i@)ﬂﬁ{ﬁﬁ FE/A\EI [Ziﬂi 1 ﬁ%’i?@%%%é 220~250 280~330
HEAT 20 DA AR Vi At A8 2H O i |, 3 PR A4S PCR 977 4 1 Ee2 S S SiE 220~250 330~380
Fe A I, T X R 41 16S rRNA IE A Y X 35 1 R T 220~250 380~550
V3~V4, LK RE NG R 2R h - A 240 B R 58 2% (i IRV RO 250~400 280~380
FRIGKS) TP (L T (TR 1483 ) 280K MUV DR 200 e
F2 BEHERAXSHILKEFE
Table 2 Correlation coefficient and linear regression equation of estrogen
W8 & Estrogen +J: 25 F Parent ion(m/z) F #F Daughter ion(m/z) 2P 7 # Linear regression equation R
El 268.6 144.8 y=468 477x-34 837 0.9722
E2 270.6 183.0 y=116 066x-6 984.5 0.989 4
E3 286.5 170.9 y=112 063x-67 561 0.990 1
EE2 294.9 1452 y=26 286215 201 0.970 3

TRV R 2 0 HAR T MBS BR E , mg - L5y D (35 I TR

Note: In the linear regression equation ,x is the actual concentration of the target product, mg+L™"; and y is the chromatography peak area.

WWW.QEs.0r9.CN
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7 BT AR 051 B AR08 5 T ek o) A 2 ST — 80 D 0
B SCHEBE , aus X5 A 5390 A R 1 5 2 S
JL/Q,HHIO
1.7 BB M TR I i 5 4R

HL0.001 g R T 5 1R 5 0.2 ¢ JCK AL
WENRA  7E B IR v 5 43 B0 28 0B AR LA 34 oA
oo CBHRAWIAE I ENL E LA 102 Pa JE 5~10 min UTE
BGE W b o 20403 SR SO TS TE Nicolet 1S50 |4
5, 4 X 6] 4 4 000~500 em ™'

2 ZER5H8

2.1 REBEUIBRPIEHENER

B 10 d X 2478 W TP MESRL R E AT — ke, 75 )
Hk A b an & 1a s . AT AL EEH ELLE2,
E3 EE2 () 46 e FE 43531 24 50.15 .49.69 .49.50 ,50.42
g - L7, 28 3k PRAECTH b Ak T 4% i 98 25 AR U B S R R
F, B 2RI 450 E1 B2 E3  EE2 (9 i 70 5] R %
% 40.55.35.47 .36.71 .44.47 pg- L7, X B R E 1k
X HESER I LB A — ORI R s 7K
Sb TP IR 35 2 ) S BRAICR R R R 2 RO R
i 2 T AR T R A T AR DR A AL B R R S
Ab IR AR B AR A R VR R AR A A ) A 32 3 4
il o [RIEE , 7EVR W b KR AEAE ) DOM J2 — Pl i 3=
R R B 1), — T A e R A e A R
PERO, 55— T, Bl IS IR A 4K, DOM H i)
TR i 3 T o, LU LA A A sk D8 ik 240 TR A % P R A
FE AT 40 TR T PR 45 DR AR AL B B O i R 1 2
B A0 & b T, Bl A DR 4T A I 01 T 45 M i R 2
Bk 8 22 18 1, 3] DR 4800 10 25 AR 4 O 3R i
I B AR K H E2>E3>E1SEE2, 2 B8 % 4 5 K
28.62% .25.83%.19.14% . 11.81%, H ', E1fEREA
TH AL R i L BR R A, PTRE & E1 2 E2 F
E3 (AR W e it ) v ] = 42> HE R ff e R ep, — 3
T E2RIE3 S5 AL E1 P8, 4 P S5, 38 o0 45 D)
REPDAANE A B P BT HA SR, R
tE2 5y ] E1 AR, EE2 78 4 Fl 38 2% vh 22 1 4k
Mz e B A Y T AR e 22 IRAR T
TRAFEAEREMS AR EE2 Y TR AR, [ EE2 HAT B
T B - KA IR 2R (4.01), R I BE 45 5 % DOM
W B, 3 AT Bt 2 BH A L S A AR B B R
RSy A B TG4 L0 M IBER 1) A A5 7 2 5 L
4, S HERR R AR B) J)2 Ae 2R e PR .
25 L0l 40, E1 B2 E3 Fil EE2 By ER 480 AL B e L

1% WHART]

IR G ALY AR — 8 D1 B MO R B R Y
KF0.95,
22 REBEUIEREPFAREEEMNTHMRE
X DA AR BIAE AT 16S rRNA 1y 38 5t
¥, TE 97% (1) B A5 DX 1) T 4 g B il 2 an &1 2 By
R4 WHSEMETSHE

Table 4 Estrogen degradation model parameter

HEI K Estrogen A k/d™! R’
El 1.005 0.007 30 0.987 09
E2 1.013 0.010 89 0.95571
E3 1.012 0.010 39 0.974 67

EE2 1.005 0.004 45 0.952 84
5571 (a)
< 50f
=0
3
£ 45)
2
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Figure 1 Estrogen removal and degradation kinetic curvein in

biogas slurry
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N HE2EH, AR TE P A1 B0 T 28 000 BT
AT OTU B AG I HY |, 2 TR af vh 0 9 1 ' BE 4
o AR B2 T B AT R S A T 2 AR S A
(Alpha ZHHE) , BARSE RN 57K . Chaol I ACE
5 RCER T LU SR AR SRR R S, FR B = M R
FE R . NS AT LUE Y, DOAAH AR e 2
Chaol 48 £ A 311.0, M 7€ PR 0T 1k 5 #5 4078 i 1)
Chaol 385 % FF 5, 1# 1 24 77 3 43 1 15 %1 343.0 An
347.9, % W TH AL 0E RE % Sy 20 T 5 A R Ik R 47 1
¥ 3% . Shannon F5%% 5 Simpson FEECEL AT LA S e 2 T
% 1) Z 464k, Shannon $8 8052 F2 B2 R M B, oA B
KA EH V% Z2 FE P B Ry, T Simpson $8 55000 372 3557 i
SO AR, HAR O MR Vs Z AR IR, Rt
win [ Shannon $8 20 KB /IME IR R 1#TR I (4.12)>24
Hit (3.67)> 5056 25 (2.88) , U6 W S U5 ME B R T4 4t
TRATE T 1 A= A i 2l , SRS A 7 Z2 AR PEREAR, Simpson
FRE A IER] 73X — 5. i 5L Y Coverage
TEECES 2 0.99 , LB e 48 SR T A5 A o
T I MR A FEAE PR AR T A0 R VR
SER ARG B, ZE 1] B AKX A ZE A
2R A R TR A T . 3 AR AL A A R
LEMITET 153 257K B R AT 3= B2 an i 3 B o 7RI
$ 25 Proteobacteria (2B JE T ] ) Sy 46 X1 344
11, 7 oA 79.83% , X T A5 A5 A 58 45 21 0 5 25

400 1

300
2 200
o
100 —— 1#IR 1# Biogas residue
—— 2#IR i 2# Biogas residue
—— J#7% Raw pig manure
0

0 10 000 20 000 30 000 40 000
FE 5L TS Number of reads sampled

B2 WEmarEmEt &

Figure 2 Rarefraction plot of microbial community

RS HALEE Alpha ZRMEIEHEN
Table 5 Changes in Alpha diversity index of digestive process

¥ Sample  Chaol ACE Shannon
JFgE % 311.0 311.03 2.88 0.230 1 0.99
1418 i 343.0  340.88 4.12 0.038 2 0.99

2#7H 3479  341.96 3.67 0.083 4 0.99

Simpson  Coverage

2 T T AR A IR B I FE b A L S
143 %4 Firmicutes (JEBE 1], 12.04%) . Actino-
bacteria (JTZE ] ,4.83%) .Bacteroidetes (L FT 5[],
3.15%) VL M F FE/NTF 1% 19 Unclassified (K 4328 #H
I]) Fll Others (LA TR ] ) o 1#IR I AR TR T ) =F R &
H T AR, E R R BN/MEK IR N Firmicutes (52.17% ) >
Proteobacteria (32.63% ) >Actinobacteria (8.03% ) >Bac-
teroidetes (4.59% ) , A HITME I 2= DR 48T Ak =2 5 8l
T 32 Firmicutes 1 Bacteroidetes [ 3£ &, 30 1
Proteobacteria 1 Actinobacteria FJ £ & . iR AH X E
JERR B HANTE TR [T, Proteobacteria X 4% F& K44
TH AL 2 v SRR A DA B 15 e ) 25 B B2 6 ik DG B Y
PRI, DRAIH AR Z 5 FT fig B Tl S0 B0 T 1240
TR 1) = A AELZE T8 T M 3R DR AT AL i 1) 4
WG, AT R S TS e ey K BRAA ¢, H e S
SR Ao 2 A PR E VR B0 AR W R e R A
1t 50% 1) B 2R = AR fi# T JE T Proteobacterias
Firmicutes 2 40 ALK R AL D Bedie BLOC #1040 T
PR, TR AR 2T 4 R A B AR T R 45 A B A= /b
a3 T, — B LU 5 260 O IRURE B TR AU RE
1 Firmicutes V-3 32 ETE 569%~74% Z 4], 1} 147
PR AR R AU 52.17%, AT RE 2 PRk Ak
TORAETE A, AR IR AV PS8 38 ) o ZEVS
WEP 3R 2 S5 M 28 Firmicutes [ =F B #E— 25k /)N , 12
4 27.99% , 7] fig S IR 4 Firmicutes 2 MESHER (14 52 i 5
N Y Bacteroidetes W B] A F K 43 ik K AL &
YRR 7 R iy BRV, A8 R AT A A G B AT B i
A

K4 7R T 3FE TP AR RV TE R 228K F |
LSRN T 2 b YA 18 | 23 314 Escherich-

100 1
80
[ Others
60 F [ Unclassified

[ Bacteroidetes
O Actinobacteria
40 O Firmicutes

[ Proteobacteria

20 [

X} Relative abundance/%

JRSEE 1#7H 24#H I

Ff i Sample

B3 MEAESEEANS M (KE)
Figure 3 Analysis of sample diversity at phylum level
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ia_Shigella (K HFFE - &P G 8 , 46.34%) \Acineto-
bacter (NN FEE , 15.97%) . Clostridium_sensu_stricto
(B AR W& ,2.39%) | Terrisporobacter ( L AT 1 & ,
2.39%) . Comamonas (T F I JE ,2.31%) . Coryne-
bacterium (FARFF 1 & , 2.45%) | Pseudomonas (i ¥ fifl
T4 )& ,2.38%) . Enterobacter (Jf FT 8 J& , 1.61%) % , LA
K F P 3 K Unclassified (AR 70 5 & L 5.11%) il
Others CHARTR G , 14.91%) . A PRAGHLZ A 1478
i b G  R A — e AR A HARRE R 4
Escherichia_Shigella (5.77%) \Acinetobacter (12.79%) .
Clostridium_sensu_stricto  (9.45%)
(6.91%) . Eubacterium ( AT HE & , 11.37%) . Comamo-
nas (2.31%) . Corynebacterium (4.69%) . Kurthia ( J£
K&, 6.82%) %, DL & 3= JE 8 K 9 Unclassified
(13.32%) F1 Others (15.38%) . 5 J5UBSEAR LG , B
PR A TH AL Z 5 W > T Escherichia_Shigella F1
Acinetobacter W =E & , ¥4 111 T Clostridium_sensu_stricto
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Figure 5 3D—excitation emission matrix spectra(3D—EEM) of anaerobic digestion at different time periods
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Table 6 Fluorescence region integration standard volume of pig manure at different time periods (au+nm?)
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