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3. BUMORSE LR TR B, BEBH 550025

4. P E N BRI 4 96901 35BA 23 43BA , b 5L 100094

ME TGl -FEFFEE G R4S IR 1A & s 4 1 LA BaP Sy ME— i U5 1Y B8 BF——Y Q—-BaP &
HE 0k SR R SL IS ST T A (R PR R R 0 B R R A E T i S e, SR ] GC—MS 4341 248 3 [a]
EE AR 0 TR A= . 45 AR X AR S & O Pseudomonas Fll Methyloversatilis. 1%
PIRFAERE IR 14 dJ5 4T 30 mg/L BaP (1 [ A 2842 6 1F 38.69%+6.24% , % JE Fl v i B MR A0 R T
£, YQ-BaP W #F7E pH=7 il 35~40°CH} % B #5 (1) B A BE 7 5 24 BaP W1 LR 20 20 mg/L
I, %} BaP [ fif %<1k 21 46.89% . GC-MS 73 #r W], BaP 75 e ff i 2 b AR JE L AZR A 24K
AR AR = . BT R XA AR BRI BaP FERFRE 1, A] b Z2 3005 1 15 QL IR BE 1Y
A G 52 S AL TR AR R S

KEIR AT [alth ;s IRETT U ; ARG AT ; B =) s AE MR EVR 4510

% 1 75 18 (Polycyclic Aromatic Hydrocarbons, TRYE R KIS, B AR DURRY) | R 5 e 55 0 58
PAHs) ZH48 7> T & AR DTSRI, DR . e Beh e B el s 857, Shi 555 SR TR J H
AR BHAR ST TT AP H G EA =B S ITRY b PAHs BV EUR 1 f5c s ) 15 %) 138.84
R AL B . BEE 7> TE MR EE mg/kg, Horh 2RI [a] B X B2 1 24 5 9 BTHK A7 44.6% .
(N, PAHSs B BK PR FEPE MR SR AE FIF[al BB R 11018.0 mg/kg,
R o i PAHs B BT el A B 5 IR 3R 10 m DA B ARG ST TN A i A
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Sl TT A 38 et e AN [ BE 1) PAHs 15 447,
VG Kb 115 Y8 10 22 34 05 I s M XU it 92 vh
AT [a EFI AT R S ™. th TR
IF[a]tERT NS AN A 28 R G M L6 3, TP 0T
[a]BE 15 YL 3R BRE R AT HAT S22 58

PAHs 5 YL R85 1 A W18 52 B A SR 4 liA
IR TG i e A A, o H TR BT ) 1 PAHSs
TS YRR AR 22— PAHSs TE4F S SR 35 5y
ik, JF N Fh o3 B AR M 2 I AR AR T, A AR
FETE L SERL I T | 5 B A1 DGR RIS 3l FF 1 25,
PAHs B S R i A Rt iR AR A 2 B i , PAHs i o
XU A it o S R0 I8 S0 S5 7 A ok I 118 O 7 T — %
SALE Y, b AR T AR R AL S L B
JEBIEREAR, ABAEIRESRMET , A M AR 22
18 DL Kz Bk /b 480 AR by H 1 32 AT PAHs R SR fit
IR A I B X R o B 2 PO R DR AR i
T AR R H D Liang 25773 B HY A4 BN B
JP1TERYRR Eh A I 25 1 T T B AR 9 AT [a]
B, 555 40 dJE X 10 me/L 5 I [a)tE 9 R 3R
30%:; 1M [ )& B Schizophyllium commune20R-7-
FO1 ZER5 3% 10 d J5XF 50 me/L 2K I [a] i AR R AL
F 131%™, Qin ZE"F| F Microbacterium sp. I AEIIE
SET ORI [a] B Y R A PR R AR i O AR
Ab A HGE S AR [a] B8 R A8 W R ) 4 A ik
TN W AR Bl R ALY, B OC TR I [a] B IR
SE WA TR AR T A WA , SCHC B T 43 7 4
PEUESE Bl 4n . — A AR T [a] 6 FE ZEFIE R
PUA AT SY 32 B4 v A 0 8 43 29 L BT R I i BaP
AR 1), A TN REIR & TR HE % BaP 1Yk 273k
AV A2 AN IR T 2 805 R R L
AW TC AR AT oy B Al Ak 3 57 HO— TR R B
SR ESRAT 2, PR kg T A P 5 PRI 2 2 R o AR T
AR Z TR, BT, T BaP R4 AR
5T E A T TR TORY R K R )ZE %
INERE VTR AL/ AN DO I B M RGP = R[S L f e e
RIS v Z 3005 IR LE W et i i sk =, HL
TR R P BRI S AEIR A

AHIEFE T Ve - T4 AT R AAH AR R b s
42t BaP IR SR At R AFE , X B i 25 1F SO BB 2R A 7

AT 5 K H GC-MS 23 #4531 t BaP PR 42 fit
TR

1 #MHEEFE

1.1 BEFRE

JE Al 55 9% B NH,C1 1.2 g, K,HPO, 0.27 g.
KH,PO, 0.35 ¢ . X T7/K 1 L.

TCHLER B F 15 5% %« CaCl,-2H,0 0.1 g, Mg-
C1,0.1 g.FeCl,-4H,0 0.02 g.Na,S 0.005 g. /] K&
0.001 g . EBT/K1 Lo

TR TR J 97 3 - ZnS0,+- 7TH,0 40 mg . MnSO, -
4H,0 40 mg.NaMo0O,-2H,0 8 mg,H,BO, 6 mg,Ca
(NO,),-4H,0 800 mg.FeSO,-7H,0 400 mg. CuSO,-
5H,0 80 mg . KB T/K1 L,

e VI X E IR R 40 mg YR
10 mg. 44 2 B12 50 mg 4k % B3 50 mg 4k
Z B5 100 mg. 4/ % Bl 100 mg. 4k 4k % B6 150
mg EEFIKI L

YA R 2V R 4 mg M ZR 10 mg . o
FR 10 mg LB TFK1 L,

1.2 BaPREMRMBEBASEIESR

ARSI 5 v At X Y LR DR AR PR B R R A SR B
TG K Ab BT V5 U -FS AP IR A DR U AR &R o
() DR AT U6 (BRI RIARFE Sl ) o FF i 37 B gy 3] 5
55 % I A AL, ZE 0 R & T 4°CORAE I FE—
JA N TR S50 .

7E 100 mL AR AR A 5 mg/L. BaP-&
G, T CIEHE & TG A 90 mIL 3Rl % 37 3138
AAS 10 min, )5 28 121°CH B 287K 20 min,
T KR S5 R 5 7R R A T 48 TP AOm m A CK T H.
TCEMTCHLER B T 973 (0.1 mL) Sl o R 57
FE(0.1 mL) 44 % 1 M2 %5 (0.02 mL) , ¥ 7¢ 20
mM B R FERAE A FL 324K 45 R SR B BC 34 2
HHr AW FERE R AT A G Je-FE AR A IR
57 10 mL, #EFIWI LG 555 pHAE N 7.2~7.4, %
Tl 52 5 K5 PR R T 35°C, 150 v/min $8 IR F
TTHE3% B0 T d LA 10% B2 i 4 30 e i 1R
R g b SR E 42 12 K2 30 mg/L BaP- WA R
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I W B R e RV 1 , O e PR AU R
YIRERE 440 YQ-BaP R ff
1.3 EEENFE

Wi A I RE i 2 & il AR R 2R A
B /N ), K ] Fast DNA SPIN Kit for Soil izt 7 &
(MP bio, CA, USA)#li# DNA. FE i /5 , K58
DNA 4l i Fnvk B2, AL 19 O BRIR BB IS GT DNA A
SEREPESEATRE I o RN A Y B AT BT T (2
400 bp) FiliE 42, F H PCR 4™ 38 017 SC MR &
B EHRZSOE . HFX PCR G, SR MuminaNo-
vaSeq 60005 #E47 i1 38 0 ¥, B 1 fastp 2
A7 0 B ) S [R) 0 P R I 37 ek FH Meega-
hit A HEAT PR 3 I 1] MetaGene X Pf 4545 5
H () contigs #E4T ORF FUI | F-4 I 80 %8 0 2 L iR
JP51 o i CD-HIT 84445 r A R b rp 3] o ok
(1) 35 K Ty 91 iR 17 R 28 (BRI S 50 : 90% identity,
90% coverage), P HEAE TUAR LK 45 . i F§ BLASTP
FHAETUAR L4 5 NR B0 22 517 FL X (BLAST Lt
XF SR B WY e—value H le=5) , AFRIE& A0
FK2EIKOF YRR AN FEAR T I R
1.4 BEFEHITE B BaP MR

ARSLIGAFGE T pHAH B BaP HJ 45 v BE L
A4 B 7 X TR TE 25 % BaP [ fR R R . 24
BaP ¥ &4 20 mg/L BT, @1 finA 0.1 M & E AL fH 5k
0.1 M R RN 15 = L (W w00 Iy pHAEL TR 38 5] 5.6..7 .8
9. BRI 4B E 8 20.25.30.35 F140°C,
W 4% BaP ¥ BN 20 mg/L. 24 pH=7, Hi FR IR E N
30 CH}, & T 10.15.20.25 F130 mg/L [ 5 Fli 4]
A BaP IR . BN 10 mg/L Fe* .Cu™ \Pb* [ Zn™
L Cds PRI 4 8 B, K& A BaP YA S AE R
XA R SEIR AR RS T RANGS 14 KR LA
SRR &, 0 %E 7R AT BaP, IF 1153 BaP YRR, LU
) I e A 2% Ak
1.5 HEEEF4HE BaP MR B~

ARSI R T AR IS - B HOR (G-
MS) %5 5E ) YQ-BaP B AEIR E R 55 1.7 F1
14 K BaP W ARH ™= 4, HED 1 BaP IR 505 fff 1 3%
o TEWW ISR C1R R, IR 5
20 min, JEFFEHL 3 YK, B0 5 min (5000 r/min) , fIf

I FEBCRIEZE 21, inA 20 mL F /5 i 78 2
I mL, i ] GC-MS # A7 &P KA. i &4 -
HP-5MS 4,34 (30.0 mx250 pum, 0.25 pm) , ki
1 SR 280°C , R Ak % I BE 280°C , 1% iy 4 il Bk
280°C, # < He, # /< & 1.0 mL/min, 733 1L 20: 1,
#HAEE N1 mL, B FEFIREDR 70 eV, i
J& A 230°C, PURRATHRLE A 150°C, #5504 Scan,
F B e A 33~500 u.
1.6 BaP o #rillik /A i&

BaP 14 £ HURN 55 1t 0 22 7R W i A S5 AR
1) A W e, P8 3% 30 min 5, B0 5 min (5000 1/
min) , WA, EEAR 2K, & IFZEEE, N
A £ Na,SO, bR 25 2 O H 197K 43 e 8 A 2 1
mUL J5 ot FH S RO (i S A T I . D i an
T« 4 3% A R Athena C,, (4.6X150 mm, 5 pm,
120A) , i s AH R FH 90% .1 Fll 109% 45K, 4 i
J25°C, i A 1.0 mL/min, K095 K4 295 nm.,

SR PR UERE S RGN B i, AR o 15 T R s
FIRRE S 2 1 R4S FUON R 7 BaP 53R 58 R i
2 H KA YQ-BaP B M4 IR 3 . U R
61.66%~90.10%. P i Ml 2 09 & 1 5 Bl v=
13030X+5038, #1356 & %X R*=0.9998., it T 31F
AT 525 A — 28 0 A

2 &ZR5iR

21 REFHNEEMBEEENY
211 HEBEESHNE

B 4E R R Y Q—BaP T Hh 4 T 1 7 45 44
K1 P 7S, 90 3 B 5 D0 #1171 8 Actinobacteria
(41.23%) . Chloroflexi (20.10%) . Proteobacteria
(16.50%) . it 120 d &R FR A LHH 12
Proteobacteria (94.49%) . Actinobacteria (2.57%) .
Gemmatimonadetes(1.16% ) ,

7t B 2L B | Proteobacteria AH X 3= B B4 in 1
77.99% , Actinobacteria fl Chloroflexi A X = & 43 51|
W/ T 38.66% F120.10%. X T e &K 25 BaP
WSS A ) A R e S h ot
YAk 2 R i PAHs B OL R TE. YQ-BaP ¥
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HXF /%
5 2

20

B S

K1

1 Proteobacteria 5 4 XF {3, 78 BaP AR ft i 12 v
KAE T HEAEH . Proteobacteria 7£ H:A13Z PAHs {5
PR PR P W R B E BT, Sazykin 55
TEA S W e T B A2 05 e i - S Ay B Y 6
FR PAHs 1 55 5% B £ TR AR 227 3R J8 T Actinobacterias
Martirani—Von Abercron 25" DL R £h A B, T 32 A
H1 PAHs Sy ME— ik 575 52 75 Y ORI BT s 4R 1Y
W B L) Parcubacteria NG 1], 1Mi] Proteobacteria
LA 15%

100 T

YQ-BaP#

- Other
- Firmicutes
- Candidatus_Aminicenantes
- Armatimonadetes
- Spirochaetes
Planctomycetes
. Gemmatimonadetes
- Ignavibacteriae
- Acidobacteria
Bacteroidetes
- Proteobacteria
@ chioroflexi

- Actinobacteria

BIARE LAY Q-BaP B HELLE K- L B HEE 4544

Nt — AL WA R AR A 2R Y, AR5 AE 8 280K
R 2R SRR A 2
FEVERHLE , SR AR 2 R A T A . ]
2 iR AERI AR RE b o HUAR T 19% 09 B ) 1k 1
P& M A B Candidatus_Microthrix . Candida-
tus_Promineofilum F Anaerolinea BT IR BT R
YQ-BaP B #f & 2 4 & Pseudomonas (41.30%) .
Methyloversatilis (21.06%) . Ciceribacter (5.86%) Fll
Alicycliphilus (5.53%) . Pseudomonas 1 Thauera 1

ified_o__Anaerolineal . unclassified p  Chloroflexi

. unclassified f Anaerolineaceae

ified_p_ Spir

100 [ " .
I -
- - unclassified_p__Bacteroidetes
= . 1
" -
|
= 60
=
H#
7
E
40 -
20
0

WA

[0 unclassified ¢ Gammaproteob

Anaerolinea

. unclassified_p Acidobacteria

unclassified_o__Acidimicrobiales
- unclassified_p__Armatimonadetes
- unclassified p Actinobacteria
- unclassified d Bacteria

ified o_ Xanthomonadal

- unclassified_c__Actinomycetia
- unclassified_c¢__Anaerolineae
- unclassified o Bacteroidales
YQ-BaPHi#

Candidatus_Promineofilum

/i . Candidatus Microthrix
L B £
T —

- Phenylobacterium
Quisquiliibacterium
- unclassified_c__Betaproteobacteria
- Thauera
[0 Aticycliphitus
Ciceribacter
Methyloversatilis

- Pseudomonas

- others

El 2 WIHAEER AT Y Q-BaP AR | TKF R 454
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—LCY PR TR DR T e S S
Y. ZH0E )55 1Y Nap /R A B A B vk L8
F Pseudomonas 7 J&" Methyloversatilis T B gk
ZUARIE X PAHs 7 A B A F 55 PAHS RO JEE
SEIE AR LT, BBk, Smalley 25748 H Methylo-
versatilis discipulorum {3& R 21 B /R A7 7 5 PAHSs [
iR AR G 1) Z2 b DAL, 00 e B A S A U 42Ut AL
R 2,3 AU AR . HA b7 A v R BB L B AL-
eycliphilus , Thauera . Sphingomonas 1 Rhodococcus
WA E T LR A ik S S W s 2 07 R
ERERIRGALY/ AN =S IR R vy e
J& N Stenotrophomonas . Sulfurovum F Desulfosarci-
na™, i YQ-BaP B #f 19 L # & J& J& Pseudomonas .
Methyloversatilis I Ciceribacter .
212 REHEBEX PAHs HIBERE R
ZERERR T RS BaP Ab X HERIEE BA A [ 72
JE AR R —E S . NI 3T LU
H, YQ-BaP B HEAE 7 dJ5 Xt 30 mg/L. BaP FIEAYFE
A 38.69% F147.78% , Thi %o tE I BEARRCR W
B R 7 dJaXF 30 mg/L BE WY B A 2R 38.57% , 5 5%
14 d J5 BEARRE) T 79.59%., — ML T, PAHSs
(8 537 RO, oA B A L S RN EE 1 731
SN KPR BE S o ASBESE b IR R AL
AU, T BB BaP IRAA A 2237 AR E AR IX
PR ] 7 DR SRR A TR R =2 TR LR AR R , 34
A A R 3 U 3K W Pl PAHs B G 2R o DI IS
2.5 km Ak PRAITRBU 7728 ) ) F1 B EUBR Schizophyl-
lium commune 20R-7-F01 GEXJ3E | £ Fl BaP AR AFAE
R OR B AR — 1537 10 d )5 B 303 511

74 EE14d
.

80 [

f=))
(=}
T

PAHSIE#ZE/%
~
=2

[S53
[=}
T

I [ ES N

3 YQ-BaP H#EA] PAHSs F#fRACR

H25% . 18% F113%", T 254853 B H (1) Thalsso-
spira sp.strain TSL5-2, ] AR IE (EE 98 B (W) 1R o
TR 20 mg/L) PRI (8 mg/L)  (HASBE R
BaP. AWESY & 4 1Y YQ-BaP B i, 1] LA f# 3~5
%) PAHSs , JU X B8 (%) [ A 80OR e o, 4775 PAHs
YR N T .
2.2 EFZMEITEBEMESE BaP MR

pH A 7E 5~9, B4 pH {E 93 K, BaP B AR 5
P S K R E KO- PR I H . YQ-BaP B
FEE TP T (pHAE R 6~7) BRI A, 2400

 pH (R 7 B, TA A 1Y) B3 i 803 B i, X 20 mg/L

BaP 1Y £ B3 %3k 3 43.55%., Y4 pH {8 Ky 8 F1 9 i,
BaP BRI TR X nl BeJ2 O AE ot 21
B B A A T AN % A AR A DA TR A
BB, 2 AR S IR W A B i SRR T
A P Al M 9 7 32 R 1 2O A IR R R
AR E A AR TP (pH A 6.5~7.5) I REE R 4=
A R ok B LN SE PRI i, e PE pH=7
VR I SR R g0 S A 15

BACAE B %o T B 0 T 17 100 5 R o S o 2
IR G , A ) TR e 305 9 A R Bt 2 T
[ & 4(b) frs, 5557 14 dJ5 YQ-BaP I& #f 1Y
BaP [ fifk 4 I 45 I B T+ w8 i 3G 0, 243 B2 2 35°C
I, BaP [ 55 2 42.97% , M BUR Fe . 451
FWHIRIL B = R PR AR R T YQ-BaP B #f Xf BaP
IR 33X AT g2 A Ry ad (I msaek v Ui B 2 B 3R
) A BB A7 SR Aol 75 o ik A I TR 2 11 55
PRI IE L BRELE 25~35°C T 0 Bl P 1 o i
B — (E AT AP AN )3 N BE T

pH=7 F& FE 35°CH) &4~ , W55 T BaP AN A
W UR VA X Y Q-BaP B fHE B A A1 1 s i, 4n 1] 4
()R, 53314 dJ5 BaP AS[E) GA e 5 N [ 5
MK EFN/NHA 20 mg/L>30 mg/L>25 mg/L 130 mg/L,
2 BaP ¥ JE N 10 mg/L B, K537 14 d )5 BaP R fif R
H12.68%. Fifi%s BaP ¥k B (142 55, YQ-BaP [ #F Xt
BaP (1% 3 fif ORI Z 380, 4 BaP ¥ B2 4 20 mg/
LI [ 5 de v, 1595 14 d 5 T 35 %1 46.89% ., BaP
W05 e BE T 20 mg/L I, B A Rk TP, 2
1 39.75% 747 o YQ-BaP B 7 X #5 W JF 1) BaP
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50p

50l (a) [J7d44d (b) [J7d[J14d
, - 40t [T]
40 i —
S ol < ; M
30t
% 30t | § ‘ '
E sl l E 20 L
| 10}
07— 3 7 3 ) 0 25 30 35 40
pHIL g/ °C
80
soL (o) [CJ7d[Ch4d (d) CJ74 @144
] ‘ By
5 ] ' L) ——
s T 1 =
¥ ¥
301 &
& o e » ,
% 20} B , ~ -
A N
10 ; ; ) . ‘ I
0 0
10 15 20 25 30 Fe Cd zZn  Pb  Cu
BaP¥) {3k J§ /mg/L EEET

(a) pH;(b) M (o) JIEYIEIE ; (d) &R BT
K4 YQ-BaP I BF{EARIFAEEF T Y BaP %

WItEATHZ M. 24 BaP W B AIRET , R IE W A K
ST R B SN, AT 5 i S 5 R R e AR
2 BaP ¢ KT 20 mg/L I X6 B 7 s o0 1k 4
L) 3V SR, 5 el B R T AR NS 3. W)
UR R e R 3k v e R X R A S IR R R 4 2 R
A

PAHs 5 5 4 J& #0 2 PR i WL RE AP TS
Yy, 4 )@ B 38 K IR B AE E T 52 PAHs 15 J2 K 4K
Haleel R SIS R SE T O R 4 R B 6 B
fif 6E T B RE M, 25 R ANE 4(d) 7R . Cd™  Zn™ I
Ph™ X} BaP IR % B fift &2 2 W0l E L 3597 14 d s
YQ-BaP B Hf X BaP 1Y [ fif 538 53 51 21.09%
24.81% F119.43% , H: A P A4l 7 FH ey IH I
X ] RE A PR A Ao v B 4 R VR R B R
R, S R R R R IR RN TE M A2 B
i 7T Cu® 1 Fe? XiF BaP R 480 W i ke 210412 i 1
FH L3555 14 dJ5 % BaP IR A 22 53 51 8 64.84% Fi
60.50% . 1t B YQ-BaP I #f X iX M i 8 4 & 77 7F
otk AWk 280 0 A LA IR 37 2 4 R
BB, Csonga AN Fe' X 72 A0 i 14 176 14

FOCEE  WHEUURY I & 1 B PAHs B f# T8
FEDAKLL X Mg Mn* | Pb* | Fe™ Fil Cu® ¥ BA Bk
YEH , BEA 2 %% Nap . Phe 1 Pyr 55 22 PAHS™
2.3 REBEHMEREESH

MR8 25> BT L 1) 43 B8 F R R B0 R
RN, 546 5 NIST 3% b & A 1 & W i s i [
FNILAT SCRR AR T A Q™ 4 B i 1 LT, e o 2]
6 P AT FR AL FE I BRI A RS = 9, n - 4,
5- & I [a]tE .9, 10- BT L9, 10- B K H
1% 3—H HoK IR AR (81 5) o FI A 5% T 1
S A AR 7™ P 22 T D 2 TR P 5 7 ff G 7Y BaP
R AR a4, 4RI IR 48075 e H s 2R 1Y YQ-BaP T
TR IR S R ik BaP (W R 12 (1 6) o

5, BaP £l A HIE L 4,5- — K I [a]
B, 4,5- ZF AT [a] ik — A0 IR AR A AL EE  FE AR
XF BaP 1 5 B85 5 9 AE W K . FEAE R AL LS4k
it R0 Y RS AR (0 SR R4 R AT %o 1,23 4-T0 A
TEFFAL R B A IR ZEY I 2558 o R AL R
RN A TR AR B 2R HY R N 3—-H K R
FE RS e SR8 vp & IR 8 mT DL A0k il 2K R
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6 YQ-BaP EEEXT BaP i IR E R 12
CRHL 3R AL G W R AN T o i) 749 )

g™ e Je e R R AR AT e . 5 22 AT RAE Y
SFY IR ER I 5 45T BaP FEf# A RIHE R A [, A<
SCE R KRS 4,5- A 1 - AR EEATEY,
TCFTR R 2 55 X I A5 A7 K7, BaP 2t
AR AR I EIE i 11,12- &R I
[a]EE , BEJS TSN AT [a] BURT 1,2,3,4- DU A AL AT
[a] B0 Hh (IR 7 ) 56 35 35 25 PR Ak s 8 A e
fift i A2, Bl B AR N 9,10 BUBR B2 18 JFUAE 9,
10- &0, i o — R G i O M 55 = W e e
FF o D 528 A ) FH 2 8 PR e i — AL AR

_—

3 &g

TGN -FEFF IS AR T5 AR R b s R Y
YQ-BaP R HE , 1% #F fix = Z AT ] M Proteobacte-
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Enrichment of benzopyrene anaerobic degrading bacteria and
optimization of its conditions
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Abstract The YQ-BaP microbial community with Benzo[a]pyrene (BaP) as the sole carbon source was enriched from the sludge
straw combined anaerobic sludge system. The effects of different environmental factors on the biodegradability of bacteria were
studied by single factor experiment. The intermediate metabolites degraded by benzolalpyrene were analyzed by gas
chromatography—mass spectrometry (GC—MS). The results of macrogene sequencing showed that the dominant genera of this
bacterium were Pseudomonas and Methyloversatilis. After 14 days of culture, the degradation rate of 30 mg/L. BaP was stable at
38.69%+6.24%, and the degradation effect of phenanthrene and pyrene was better. YQ—-BaP showed strong degradation ability at
pH=7 and 35~40°C. When the concentration of BaP was 20 mg/L, the degradation rate of BaP reached 46.89%. GC-MS analysis
showed that phenanthrene, anthracene, naphthalene and other hydroxylation and methylation metabolites were produced during
BaP degradation. The bacterial community has a strong ability to degrade BaP, which provides a theoretical basis for the
remediation technology of PAHs pollution.

Keywords benzo[a]pyrene; anaerobic sludge; anaerobic degradation consortium; degradation products; microbial community

structure
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