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1.1 FEEH NAs fifi %5 itk

ARSI TR A AR B 1L T R T R %
VS (39°05'N, 121°66'E). FI#% N SR 4 Bl
0~5 cm F)JZFEM AR A HARE TIER
AR iz [ 256 & I R A TE 4 CUKAE #5 H. SE e
WEHH © B R (CHCA, C, H,, O, , CAS: 98-89-5;
4 =>99 YO /E b NAs fR &Y. ¥ CHCA % T
0.1 mol/L # NaOH ¥ , il U BE Ry 10. 0 g/L
1) NAs fift & W, O AF T GB35/ 45 1.

1.2 B3 EnRcil

2216E W HE & AR IR 4% 5.0 g EE AR,
1.0 g LR Ry A1 0. 01 g BT Sk W S VA % T
1 000 mL A T K.

NAs F&fi 175 9% 3. 50 mL A T K dfm A
0.1 mL 3 & JC & fiff & W, 0 AR [6] e B2 1
NaNO; W NAs i #5 .

N T KA R : NaCl(24. 53 @) . MgCl, (11. 2 @),
Na, SO, (4. 10 g),CaCl, (1. 16 g),KCI(0. 7 g),
NaHCO; (0. 2 g) ,KBr(0. 1 g)»H;BO, (0. 002 9 g) .
SrCl, » 6H,0 (0. 042 g). NaF (0. 003 g), 4l /k
(1 000 mL).

T JC & il £5 W : H;BO, (600 mg), CoCl,
(400 mg) ,ZnSO, *7H, O(200 mg) s MnCl, (60 mg) ,
Na, MoO, « 2H,0O(60 mg) ,NiCl, (40 mg) , CuCl,
(20 mg) ,4fi7k (1 000 mL).

DL 8% 3% L R & WO 1 mol/L NaOH &
WHT pH £ 8.0+0.2 5.4 121 C i K
20 min J5 i 2= = RS H.

1.3 PR R a4

B30 g VLAY G ) & F 500 mL HETE R
HL A 300 mL KR N TV K RN A8 2 A 20k
1 g/L)JEFEAMRA]VE T 25 CHE IR I 46 i B 1
7% 24 h, FEAT R BETE AL, BUE LS DR 2T
HEIEH , M NAs 6iff 25 W (&K E 50 mg/L) , B
AAUEE T 25 “CH IR 5 77 46 #6157 9
30 d, AT B IORE R I NAs ik B2, 2k &
NAs A 8 B Ia 35 1+ 10 ARBL K 9L 5 i
DU WM AR () 2216 E WA K 37 56, 9F 8 m A
B NAs i85 ARG 7 . a8 £
WYL A5 5] NAs PR 4R R w7 RE.

1.4 FRfscys
TR A B h e & & 2 A DL
UL/ R N iR R S NS E N NP o S TR
%%%ﬂmﬁ’%ﬂ@ﬁfﬂ}ﬁi%%*ﬁ%ﬁﬁﬁ%ﬁﬁ,7@1‘)1
15 Y W) 2238 K e die 208 L & TR 4 55 /N4 T 10 I
UL 14 LT A7 R A A B R kA 1R R AN SR AL s
TR TR F A B AR AR IR R
W figp S 30 R L B 10 oL %o 50300 A A St ol BE 2R A7
45(8 000 r/min) , -5 15 WA K B N T2 K
B HEL EEOR MR EETHEA 50 mL
I@F&ﬁ?i;?%%%m{ﬁﬁﬁﬂh.éﬁ%m‘iﬁlﬁn_,éa\ﬁu
TS ) e B e AR AR 22 4 R 4 (0. 1.,0. 5,
1.0 g/L) M Z 4k (10,50,100 mg/L)) L T 3%
R (BRFRER (200,500.1 000 mg/L) i 2 £k (100,
200,500 mg/L) A G R £ (50,100,250 mg/L))
HL T A (4 K A kL 4 K i R oK i 4
e BE 45 5 50,100,250 mg/L), Z 5 BA K
10~15 min J5 LA & 0O, & F 25 CEER;
T ARG R SR L W HURE RS I &R R f CHCA 1
e BEAR L. TR X REZH 28 i K AR 3, DA I S
A1 AN B A 505 B 3 A AT L
1.5 CHCA %#r
U1 mL B4 E 2 mL B0 A 50 pL #Y
NaOH % (1 mol/L) J5 &% 30 s IBS. R &
DAL L 10 min(8 000 r/min) I i W, #
BB EHK 5 mL B.0%, I in A H,SO,
(1 mol/LO¥RE M BRI = pH<<2, - m A & H
BECARLE 1 DA 3 K. WA AU 1) —
AW B, 2 TCK Na, SO, THEJGTE 35 C FH#EATIN
AR KA R0 AW B RS 2 2 mL WA
AN B 100 pL AT AR 3R GRUT 2k = B S SR )
5100 pL W _—E@AP R G, BHIFE T
60 C /KRR /KY 20 min J5 EHLEE . #E 5 8
T SO - R IR A 28 (GCMS-QP2020) #E 47
K. (53845 > DB-5(30 m) & 414 4 ; 91 1R I
BEE N 80 CAAFFE 2 min, ZJF A 10 °C/min Y
FEFH R 2 280 C IR #F 3 min, BB 47 W) 8] 2
25 min. JBTIE AN % B 4 F R X (SCAN, m/z =
50~250) , i 1o W 18 o I (ED 3R A5 5 3% B A
HE T L HRE N 1 scan/s.
ARG T 235 SR A o A T SE 68 3 CHCA
AR AT TR R AT .
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KR FoRHEMEE, V030, i CHCA bR i v WY
W, pg/mL; 0 KRR T CHCA b W =5
FIRE SR BE L g/ mL;s 0, g CHCA I i vk i
pg/mL;V, F£R CHCA FRHEE AR, mL;V,
N CHCA B2z HEE R, mILs V, Sy CHCA
AR S AR, mL. DA R 5 — =X =
1.6 i i Uy i o B

% i B8 B¢ 38 3 Biomedicals FastDNA® SPIN
Kit for Soil B{H| & 17 DNA fili $2. I 5 LA 5 i
FAEM LI 4 DNA Bk, Sl VA X 31T 4+
fn ) PCR 4 1. % % MUY S15F M1 806R 514
PEAT P8 L BB 2L 515F. 5'-GTG CCA GCM
GCC GCG GTA A-3';806R,5-GGA CTA CHV
GGG TWT CTA AT-3""7. Bt il PCR 1 ) i 14
N30 pL B2 P N 98 C WiAE¥E 1 min, 33t 30
APEIR CHARDEIA .98 °C 10 $350 C,30 5372 C,
5 min). MFRE 3 AT . B MR EEY
W3 R, )5 8 i3 i ] Qiagen Gel Extraction if
F G X2 H) PCR P2y kA7 Alifl. iz ok #2 vh i
REN Y87 FAT UL D F B AR TR
1y RS 5 58 .

K FHEAF Uparse(V7.0. 1001 #E17HE § A 3L
J 50 5 208 B A 1) B PR 43 B . BT A BRCEE B DL >
97 Yo ARARLE 1 P 81 1 43 R — A AT BRAE Y 43 28 BT
(operational taxonomic units, OTUs) , H {3
FEHN R A OTUs H s 35 K i i 19 77 510 %A
RFEMEN OTUs HEATY) R E R, il 1 Greengenes
5 RDP classifier £48 J2 #F 47 Ho X F0 v B2, 4y
2K 4 S AE B (Kingdom) | [] ( Phylum) . 44
(Class) . H (Order) . B} (Family) . J& (Genus) F1F#
(Species) /K I #4745 B A B BF 9% 41 0L M5 B 1Y
4iit.

2 HiS5ihig

2.1 ARIHLEPA; CHCA PEAR R4 Pk 5% i

S DR & S A5 B0 NAs B fif g B
WP UL CHCA Nis W3R . % 58 1 LU 2 4
MR R AR ALY X CHCA IR A A Wy 1%
i R I S ) SEBG 7R RE 25 °C .pH=8.0+0.2
B IR 5 AT 25 SR il 1 .

H AT 25 R I, 45 S0 g 0 v CHCA IR R
AT B MBS TR R B Y B . P B 1) R
ANEANE A2 (I IR 25T 9 d AR CHCA
W 46.6 mg/L TFFEE] 21, 4 mg/L., FFFFRIA

50
2%

30

e
Ll P
10 |~ ssEQ o)
—— OS5 g/L)
—o—ﬁ%ﬁﬁ(to.gm) ) .
0 2 4 6 8 10
t/d

() HHEFEIEY)

p(CHCA)/(mg-L"")

50

40 %—}\}\*

=

20 |~ FKifxH

—— ZE AR

—— ZHN(10 mg/L)
10~ ZIRHI(50 mg/L)
- ZPA‘E@I’WO? mg/L) .
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t/d

(b) ZERHIRY
A1 FREEEN&ET CHCA KA M &

Fig. 1 Anaerobic degradation curves of CHCA under

p(CHCA)/(mg-L")

different co-substrate conditions

F) 54, 1% BIAMRE R 0.1 ¢/L WL Lt
9 d KEf# 5 CHCA P E Ry 27, 4 mg/L, FEfift
N 38,80 s AR EE Ry 0.5 g/ L Y SEE 21
CHCA 7E 9 d J5 BB A% 2R 2 31, 9 V6 5 il 40 Wl Ve &
HF1.0 g/L Byszs g CHCA 78 9 d J5 (1 B i 2
30, 2%. [, £ R #h 7S (1O AL CHCA [
fift %N 52. 2% 5 B 1(b) h, Z R AR B 4390k 10,
50 #1100 mg/L B, %F i CHCA FEAf# 3K 50. 7% .
41. 6 %1 34. 6% , B fif J K I 2] £ 1K & Hh TOC
HEA ) R BT 0 R B K% 4 IR 4H R CHCA ¥R
TE R A0 e A W R AR b, e IR A A B i R R
X CHCA R JC B &, L Eg5 R kB, &
TG 75 B RN 2 R 4R 92 06 41 CHCA il BR 48 I fit
2 S B 50 A, EL B AR R 2 TR A R Y B
A1 FH Ak B . HL PR T BE O AR )
RS FI 2 F W fife 1) 4 2 185 R 2 TR 4k, DT 0 2
T CHCA BRI . K, 65 9 4 % 5% 1 2 R
BB AFAE AR T CHCA R4 A Y W fift.

W o A0 I A T R AT B0, 45 5 B m CHCA
IR A it 3k PR A A T — sl o 2 IR (RN i
W L=0.087 5 h™',R*=0.96).
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2.2 AN TZ % CHCA PRAR PR P i

FEAS ] B F- 32 R OB R 6 L 580 1Rk s R )
AR AR . 52T CHCA R & A W) W A 4
P SLIRTERE 25 C.pH=28.0£0. 2 IR A%
PR AT S5 R A 2 iR,

f1, CHCA fﬁﬁ 10 d B3 0 B Al B 2 A
(4. 9mg+ L' «d D, 75 15 d M FRX D
90 % LA I aﬁcﬁﬂ&r“jvlooo mg/ L W8 R #h 55 56
2 CHCA P& fift 3 % B R %, SR $h s i 4 op
(J 2(b)) , CHCA IR 4R fife 17 L 5 Bt iR £6 52 56 20

i 18 2 Cad AT DL, 75 A [a) e B8 il 1R 6 52 56 24 SERARL AR 9~ 10 d i B A e R i R (2
50 50 50
D 40T o 40 o 40F - TiHER(100 mg/L)
& &0 & —— Filifh(200 mg/L)
E 30 E 30} E3or -~ (500 mg/L)
= ; S ; = —— RIFEXTHR
e TR —— R o
T |~ itk men) 5 | =~ amhe0 mg) =
X 10 [~ sii£k(500 mg/L) < 10 [~ GUERR(100 mg/L) S 101
—— ﬁmﬂ(moo mg/L) —— %@15(250 mg/L) L
L S — T P 1
0 2 4 6 8 10 12 14 16 18 0 2 4 6 8 10 12 14 16 18 0 2 4 6 8 101214 16 18
t/d t/d t/d
(a) BRMRELH F 321k (b) AR F 2k (o) FHMREL M+ 21K
K2 FREFZESFET CHCA REA MM b &
Fig. 2 Anaerobic degradation curves of CHCA under different electron acceptor conditions
4.7mg« L'« d D IJFELIERE M RE  d O IFES 9 d BRI 90 00 R SUCR A B

it 90%. ﬂﬁbﬂﬁﬁ@&m%ﬁﬁ?ﬂ*(. 2(c)) LKA
CHCA HREEFES 2 d J5 - i Hh SRl T R, 2 5
TESS 9 d FARARAE IK 3 90 %5 LA b5 11 28 (1 4 Bd 41
Fof it o S S (G, ELRSE 15 d MR R T
90 %. 73 4h . BE A B IR A vk B B 15 K, CHCA 1 [
it S RN S R R W R A 200 me/L J5 . B
fiff RN P AN 2 R R vk Sl 100 mg/I i,
CHCA fit K W 3 R 209 6. 3 mg cd
HAES 12 d 5L CHCA Eﬁﬁ%ﬁﬁ;ﬁﬁ@ﬁﬁﬁ%gﬁ
200,500 mg/L SEH 4 H () CHCA éa\%lJT% 6 d
LE A A A e KRR 3 (24 6. 4.6.5 mg =L~

d D ERATESF 10~12 d 5E i CHCA 1y R s, i
ﬁtﬁuﬂl TR Z T TOC fﬁkﬁ’q’:):iﬁdﬁ%’q’:ﬁu
TR 60% ; K X AL i CHCA 78 52 56
ST R WL BB A o8 JLJE IR L B R R 7R IR AR
PF R B B4 7 A A 7 R AR . DA B A
PR REEAE I s A IR AR B T A T 0 Ak
HLN, B 25 5 (i 1T e W 00 R A s R V4 LA
A5 v 1 B A TR A7, L SR AR G G0 7E L SRR
MBS v b 1 U T A o R B 5 Al T R A
JREE O, R R AR R AR O onT 3 B
CHCA PR %UAE Wy B fife 3 30 5 i R 6 1 F0 Wk B
200 mg/ L, WA [H] fe KFEARHE R 2 6.4 mg « L7 »

X R T 70 % A2 .

TEFEAN [ i, 5 32 1 v [ ik 580 0 o e 1) 552 36 2
Rk i S IE AT LG L 5 2R R B e R B A A v —
B Ty RO o B R AR A5 F R RN R R A
k=0.101 1 h ' (R*=0. 81) ., & M2 th & 14 F 2 I
HARFER L=0.097 7 h '(R*=0.86), i MR $k 4%
PR N R H B R =0.225 5 h ' (R?=0. 93).
2.3 ANH T-SX CHCA PARFE R P 0

F2 R ok TE S TR BE R PR R S F T Ll A
AN TR L S A (A K BBk (20 nm) | I F0OK 7 4k
(100~300 nm) FIZKFEM £ (20 nm)) K H 4 H
X CHCA R4 A (14 52 W8] 25 106 B ALAS Jin A £
EE%'?MZIS SEHAEYRE 25 C.pH=8.0+0.2 1y

AT AT AR 3 R,

,nﬁ'ﬁim,—mm&‘%%ﬂéﬁzﬁ%ﬁﬂm%ﬁéﬁéé
BT IR R CHCA (4 IR %0 AE W) % i 1 23 1 4
R A 3. Pl &1 3 Ca) 1T LU 31 40 K 1 4 vk 5 R
50 mg/L Bf CHCA [t ¥ R 5 (4 6. 8 mg »
L' ed™ ), HRK M 100 mg/L SLE4H (2] 6.6 mg
L7t ed ™) F1 250 mg/L S (2 6.4 mgeL!
d™ 5 E 3, M S 100 mg/ L By 3V 3 K 5 %
S 2H B R ASOR L T A A (5 4 d AR R KR
fRH AR 7.9 mg+ L'« d '), HK K 250 mg/L
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50 50 £— 50
= . i . ' ¥ . — .
T 4 Sk —— HCKEEER 10 mgL)| < 4o | —— QRE (100 mg/L)
o 40 o 40 - BRSO mgl) 7 40 —— YR EAT k(250 mg/L)
E30r E30f E30f
s 20 F* ?Eiﬁxff,ﬂﬁ é 2 F 5 2t
T —— 2 XTI s T .
O g [ AKREBRGO mgL) Q 4o | xiE O 4o | o K
Q —— PRFEER(100 mg/L) Y —— ZXNHR Y - iélﬂﬂf ;\
—— YORREER(250 mg/L) —— IFROKREEK(50 mg/L) —— ?l’\{ﬂiZ}{Jljﬁ(SO mgl/L) .
0 2 4 6 8 10 0 2 6 8 10 0 2 4 6 8 10
t/d t/d t/d
(a) 94K (b) W fl K B 4k (o) HIKREMER
B3 FE®FRES CHCA KA BN YW
Fig.3 Effects of different electronic conductors on anaerobic degradation of CHCA
(7.6 mgeL ' «d H)HI 50 mg/L(7.5 mgeL ' LRI R TR TKE U YT £ A A

d™ D SR, HULFE B QORI A 5 5
XFRECZH A L, ok W 22 B B 2% S, R B X
CHCA TR il ¥ A 2 3RO (] 3 () s kA,
YsSB4 b CHCA ¥R R & 4 i % A8 1k, &
SRR EAL I TE TS Y Wy i B i v R 5 BUAVE L (E
B WFIE o AR /N (8 G K R 409 K 2 A 4 ]
VL5 375 200 Jf RS XS A4 i e A 00 L X AT g R AR 5
50 235 S v g R R 0 K G A R A K R AN R A o A o
TP RORAERY RN PR 78 i R R (200 mg/L)
NHFZ RN W BN 100 mg/L B W ik
WE X T CHCA IR B 2 1R T3 W]
TEEE 4 d AR KIF AR 7.9 mgeL ' «d ',
Al I ZE 50 6~8 d B RIEE] 90 %0 224y . it — %
CHCA IR R 8OR R T2 44.5%.

Xof T 3 R 200 AR o 1% 52 3 2L o e it 2 3 A7 40
G B R W] CHCA B B IAF &l — % 3h )
2N K R R A5 A T B g R B k=
0.258 5 h "(R*=0. 91) . 94 Kk 5 1F T = g ik
R E=0.208 6 h ' (R*=0.89), 41 K E Hr ik
ZUFTF RN HEFEFHE F=0.156 1 h ' (R* =
0.91). £ i . LAl R £k o0 vy -7 52 14 R ok
WEAg R i L T DL R S 4R | CHCA IR A
Wy 88 e 3 3 5 L o i R R 3 B VR M 200 mg /L
MO B K58 B MR EE M 100 mg/ L, 5 3 L R 44
T e KT i IR AR B RO 145 N A
2.4 PRMEEBESS S D) RE B

33 Hlumina &8 &0 F 5 & £ 5 EY
HE V& 25 8 1E A7 W 7 R 43 B, 3R 3R A5 A RLF 8
37 189 %%, J¥ B - ¥ K BE S 423 bp, & B 5
15 732 401 A~ BEHUTT FE 40 28K AL E
() W o 7T 1

JE B I'] ( Proteobacteria, 67. 14%) ., J& BE B |]
(Firmicutes, 23. 60 %) . ##T 17 '] (Bacteroidetes.
9.16 %) A Je Hifth 1728 (<C0. 1%) . Hh 25 5 1]
di b B . 8 K CE L IR 8 (Vibrio) i 4y
52.94 %, 28 I W B (Alteromonas) 5 4
12.43% R W I8 (Clostridium) (5 2y 10. 90% ,
INF BEE (Sunzxiuginia) di b 8. 96 % , Hg v TR IR %
& (Tepidibacter) 5t 7. 98%, I BR & &
(Enterococcus) 5 b 1. 55% ., H b & J& & L
5.25%. BIEW 1T 2 40 A T & A B b, 9
AR BN TR AR TR A T LTS R R B X DL
(20 T, FE T PR AE S R g b A S L S
TR T AT R SRR B AT T R X AR A A A
NAs (RE I M B B MR el g2 5
T CHCA 4 Py fi.

T KA TR I WS FE D RE L B T PICRUSH
(phylogenetic investigation of communities by
reconstruction of unobserved states) ¥ B B
OTU #47 COG M KEGG Hy g1 B, 45 S A& 4
B,

Bl 4(a)H COG Y aE Fl I 25 R 87, & HE
BT 77 AR R A 2 1 (O L & TR e i AR i R
H(E) (oK kG 9 e is AR & 1 (G VAR IR
fR B B A (VD) B RS S A% 3 8 1 (T R
R HE XS AT RES 5 T CHCA A4
PR f st B2 B 4 (b) th KEGG 3 B W 45 5t &
I A R A O | RE S AR Bk K AR A A A
BRI AR IE A e AR I X 5 B Y e AR
TE CHCA P fif i F2 rp R 5 26  BEAE AL Hodr, ik
IKACG W i 5 AR A A W A B B PR AT
DA X8 2 Wy e ik e 380 1 D 1) 62 1 VE T McKew
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Fig. 4 Database function annotation

SAEMF SR NAs IR G W ALY e i # b &
PLE Ak P. fluorescens Pf-5, Jig it/ Jig I B2 1% 5t 75
H.ZRAEA FizEamafEn wE L,
HAHE 4 CuNiR A Moco 2495 & 8 & 1t &
LA X AT R AR T B ARk IR — i

JO7 » L L% 440 0 % 8 T AL AR 5 LA DR 470 240 i B 52 35 85
WO NAs FEPER D 7R 92 56 v 2 g 2k 1A
4 T 4 7T B TR A XS NAs B — Bl A: 9y mi B 5 g
AR TR A Py S 38 AR T NAs 75 3¢9,

3 & #©

(D H R FEM SRS 7 CHCA By R 48 4
YR i i TR R R SIOK % Bk ] B 3 4R | CHCA
F14) R B A ) 8 Aot R, TR G ) % it ol R 3 A5
WE— BN ) 2% R

(2) P i 2o 5 v i T2 6 90 NIV o K 2 8 BT YR
BEAY R 200 mg/L F1 100 mg/L; H v, 7§ i £k
AR CHCA B i R00C% 32 8 24 70 Y0 o M2 AR0K 1 4k
AR IR A R R ROR o — o = 2 44. 5%,

(OB RE b, AR TG T 1] R BE B 1) A UL
BT T DR 3T 1] 5 SRR S 38 B B it o7 J A 1 i
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Study of anaerobic biodegradation characteristics
of cyclohexanecarboxylic acid by marine consortium

ZAN Shuaijun', JIN Yuan’, FAN Jingfeng’s DU Miaomiao's WANG Jing"'

( 1. School of Environmental Science and Technology, Dalian University of Technology, Dalian 116024, China;

2. National Marine Environment Monitoring Center, Dalian 116023, China )

Abstract: Naphthenic acids (NAs) are a new class of environmental pollutants with strong toxicity.
At present, the biodegradation of NAs is mainly concentrated in the terrestrial environment, and most
of them are aerobic degradation. while the anaerobic biodegradation of NAs in the marine environment
has rarely been reported. The enriched marine consortium is used to investigate the anaerobic
biodegradation characteristics of cyclohexanecarboxylic acid (CHCA) under different conditions, and
the microbial community structure and function are analyzed by 16S high-throughput sequencing. The
results show that the glucose and sodium acetate of co-substrates can inhibit the anaerobic
biodegradation of CHCA, the sodium nitrate (200 mg/L) can increase the anaerobic biodegradation
rate of CHCA by about 70%, and the denitrification degradation efficiency is further increased by
about 44.5% under the coexistence of 100 mg/L. submicron magnets, and the anaerobic biodegradation
of CHCA follows the pseudo-first-order kinetic reaction. The Proteobacteria, Firmicutes and
Bacteroidetes are the dominant bacterial phyla; Vibrio, Alteromonas and Clostridium are the dominant
bacterial genus. In addition, pathways of cell membrane transport and metabolism of energy,
carbohydrate and amino acid are significantly enriched during the CHCA degradation. The study
expands the biotransformation behavior of NAs and provides enlightenment for the anaerobic

bioremediation of NAs in the marine environment.

Key words: naphthenic acid; marine environment; anaerobic degradation; electron acceptor;

community structure



