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gt BT IR RS0 BE0R LA (PE) I A HS(PPYMPs TR 4N 141 B KBTS () 0. 45 SR 1, EPS 43 8958 T AN i K VE(Amuced 197 T, A
FEAIR), 35 AR 7 3522 g, R TR E AN VA 72 MPs 10 B 5 £ 7 2 DU o e 3 0 P S84 R B i 00, R4 T MIPs 0 2 81 18 DR . B iR
(NaClyxH 4 B Bt 5 524V 7E NaCl W E<30mmol/L B, WU 2 AR AT HE 534 22 e 22 19%, 5 35 (R UE R 1T 7E 100mmol/L i, 1R B3 350 Fi i S 3,
T B A LA SR R (1.Omg/L) PTA ZACR VR 125 TR (L i 8 s A R R B 0 ( AG Y ) k3 4 T 4 TR 7 MIPs 3R THI TR IR SR (B T 42 45%~75%),
N3 SRS (R ik 2.48 £%).
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Effects of bacterial surface structures and ionic strength on pathogen adhesion to microplastics and their chlorine resistance.
HE Yu-xin, GONG Dong-qin, WEN Xiao-le, CHEN Guo-wei, LIU Li" (Department of Civil Engineering, Hefei University of
Technology, Hefei 230009, China). China Environmental Science, 2026,46(2): 1038~1046

Abstract: This study employedPseudomonas aeruginosa wild-type (WT), an exopolysaccharide (EPS)-overproducing strain
(AmucA), and a flagellum-deficient mutant (AfliC) as model organisms. Combining the XDLVO theory, we systematically
investigated the effects of bacterial surface structures, ionic strength, and chlorination on bacterial adhesion and chlorine resistance to
polyethylene (PE) and polypropylene (PP) MPs. Key findings revealed that EPS secretion enhanced cell hydrophobicity (increased
#V and decreased *® in AmucA), significantly reducing the repulsive energy barrier (@) and thereby promoting bacterial adhesion
and survival on MPs. Flagella facilitated adhesion through electrostatic attraction and amplified the protective effect of MPs on
bacteria. Ionic strength (NaCl) exhibited a dual effect: at <30mmol/L, double-layer compression reduced the repulsive barrier by 19%,
markedly enhancing adhesion, whereas at 100mmol/L, CI" adsorption induced charge reversal, inhibiting adhesion. Although
chlorination (1.0mg/L) effectively inactivated free bacteria, it increased bacterial adhesion rates on MPs by 45%~75% through

enhanced van der Waals attraction ( AG™

1 )» consequently elevating chlorine resistance (up to 2.48-fold).

Key words: microplastics; extracellular polymeric substances (EPS); flagella; chlorine resistance; drinking water

IRLH AR IR BT TR ) AR AR R E AL 5K Ab
RO N AE R B S B, e AT OB AR
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F 5 L B AT O 1 S DR R UL B AR U T 4
W2 BNfE 1,380 2 TR AT A 9 mh . A A Ak 55 [
PR M AT A UELEPS A Ak A S A R
A% Lo O T L L AR TR B A 4 4
R L R L IR LA B I, TR Y 40 M R T
B/ FLAaT 20 A AT 3 S 4 BN B R AR R
SIS Ah K A e R T B R 1 AR A AR IR S R
W 240 47 PO B 7 o BT8R £ 24 5 55 T MPs—411 1 1L
VERIBIEFU A AT 2 55 4 B OCBRER TR 25 440 (W1 EPS Al
) ] 5 P85 DR (JC 302 1 8 ) 2L ] 4%
HAE MPs LM BT A RAUANE ) RGNS Ry
MILER KRS AT = RGP AR,

RN 7R MPs AR 7K SRt i 18 i R 4%
DR A A I BL I, AT 58 LR FHOK R ge b i WAL 25
0975 TR 0 o PR B TR A AR A, A R ] W T
G5 K6 2 R B 5 P SAT A TR 5 e AL R [ N B4
T b 52 B S B R FH 7K 3 46 0 W] R A A R B AR 22
PEAHIEGT LLIE T A2 R (WT) . EPS Jpilbid 5 3
(AmucA) BT B R (ARC) 5828 R I A RTRE, LA
R OIHPE)VHER NG PP) A TE MPs £k 4E5&
SE G WL 5 XDLVO(extended-Derjaguin—Landau—
Verw—ey—Overbeek) BLIR U, RARIT M 15 5
FORJESFOCHEEE N1 MPs X4 B I EAT 0 A
PR PEREI FEWALE]. 5 ZE R W] MPs 7R FHZK T4
W4 ) v R s AR U, Dk 7K A BE K9 B T 2 AL
R—tZ%.

1 MR57E%

1.1 SEEGmrHE&

111 R FRSaifh AL R E R
(R £ Al PR B BT BRI AR CRF A2 8 WS EPS bt 7
AmucA~ HEBHIRAL AC) RIS AE I F T
P A TG R B0 R, AN LR ) B N A T R A
Phik H PRk K R T LB WA R ARG TRk (&
10g/L NaCl,5g/L WEHZEI), 1g/L HZ R 10g/L
EAWE)T. T 37°C. 150r/min TEIER LR ¥ 3% 3557
16h. B0 20mL K 379,76 7000g. 4°C 41k B0
10min. 57 2 F3E W, H JC BB RR 22 11 (PBS) HE &2 %
GRBARDTGE 3 K, LI 2 Rk B 55 77 A8 S AR ™
Y HICEE PBS M40 )5 M B AU E I 2 ODgoo=
0. 1CR R R L)l 5.0x10 cells/mL, 28 9 i 5] &

TBE VT BURAIE ) % HL T A 4 L 3G FR 4 T 121°C
o TR 28K B (LX-B50,4E 2%, A i) 20min Jif# .
1.1.2  KFEHIE 92 HKECE A IR Tk K224
HeK 5286 ST K Ik 4 LU N DB T] 75% 4
MK e Sk i, T R 7K IR 8. Smin, DLHERR A
TEHL YR L 200 KEE, T 535 (25+1) Ciff
B O24h MRS AR R IR EML T 0.01mg/L A
0.22um TG TR 7K R JENE(47mm O, e, ) wf K RE
HEAT Ik DB o B8 I KRR 25

113 KW E NI EPS FIHEE X4l # 4
MPs KT A S P SUIE I 5 ), v 5 Y R 35 S50
BRI (WT. Amucd. AfliC),MPs 57 (PE. PP,
Fitt 25 um, K 10mg/L, %2 0.92g/cm’, LK
2 0.26m*/g), 5K JE(Omg/L A, 1.0mg/L) M5
FHEE(1,5,10,30,100mmol/L NaCl).SZHK; §if, MPs £
75% LB 1hy 281 /KPES: 3 Ik, 50~55°CHk
T T SEIR A A 28 121°C @ K B 20min Ji5 2 4ME
S 30min. I U5 B 520 TR G4 AT N AT, O
P pH (R 2 7.0+0.2, LAFER IR pH ()%
Bl SRR E MR THE.

1.2 Wik

121 EWESH L 10mL 41 B A A
F(40kHz,20min) ¥4 MPs [t 25 14, 53 0 10mL 40 &
BIFIL,E Sum P8 Sk pEWCAR I R R LIVE/
DEAD® BacLightTM &l & (L-7012,Inv-itrogen) 4
2k SYTO-9 AIlfl N BE (P4 1:1 VA, HX 100uL
JL N 2mL BRI I A0 B 25 C G &
20min A 0.2pum & % Bk 1R 5 B (Whatman,
Nuclepore, Clifton, NJ)iJEFF i, 18 i 5015 & 21
B (IXT3, AR B30T, H A)200x 47 RO %2, AN B
BliE 10 MLEF L0t G565 AR E AL 41 f Al
N4 T Tmaged AT BT

1.2.2 Zeta WAL AT  HWILZH Zeta HIf7{X(Nano—
7890, 5y /R 3, BEFEN)E 25°C R W& 78 F A AR AE B AN
BT Zeta HURDRIARII R 6 BT 40 1
TCRDRL PR 7K R 43 B0, 2 1 0 S AR N A8k H
FIFLE 0.75mL AF S RCE T BN T 54,
454 Zeta WA R AR BRAT A T A I =
Z/DEG 3K

1.2.3  HeflAan e Bl A A0 T 2 fi AR 23 BT AX
(SCA20,Dataphysics, & 5 )l &, H A& SL 56 0 B i h
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b4k S5 IR PBS 28 0.22pum i R 4T 4 D K
3oL 8 (B % ~10°cells/mm®);MPs K fify 11 FF % 95 figt
(2% wiv)Je g N 2 3, TR 2 10pm 3 i3] ff
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FH TCAR B I &, 23 N 3 AR G 21K |
Hoal R, FH o0 ER AL S0 TR, A
PG v S Al A AR R AP R AT EE I 6
OS5
1.2.4 XDLVO KHifigZ# [ XDLVO AT HIfE
I SRH XDLVO P B 1A T 400 508
Bk 8] ) SR HAE H 8. S AR A BE(@r) (1)
N AR

D1 =DLw + DrL + Das (D)
A @y (Liftshitz—van der Waals interaction, LW)

Ju A B A F B, ks T; der (Ele—ctrostatic interaction,
EL) A # FUAH T AF H B8 AsT; @ap (Lewis acid-base
interaction, AB)A % & B R A AH 5. 1% H GE, ks T.

@Dy ] Hamaker 3 %0552, WX @2). (3):

AR
@, =- 2
v = ey (2)

A=-12my;AG,™

=24m (V¥ - (e ) o
AR VAN A2,m4 TSRS Hamaker
R RAE Sk IS EOT U E A By, &
IR /NTATERES,0.158nm; Y« pLY (21.8m)/m?).
ye R OREL, KL AR IR AR AR TR T 5K )
ZH ] (4T

" (1+cos¢9):2<\/7,-LW7’1LW Ny ) 4)
A Y vy AR AR K ) S5 R
K AR I S5 AR 32 A 2 500
SETRIERL A BT 3 FPERET AR (RAZK, H- i F0 — it
S AL RINEES i A A AR | P N A
Bl @y, S A0 &R 5K 1240

BRHRECy )T (5)(6):

re =y e =Y+ 2\rive )
Ve =V F Ve =V + 20778 (6)
i FEAH B A B8 @ v (7):
l+e ™
288, ln[ _ J+
@, =mneR 1-e ()

(& +&)m(1-e")

A R L7100 °C/(Vem); E RN E, 232
THCERL R0 T 2 TR 1) zeta HAAZ AR, Vik A2 46 R 9 HOW
HLJ2 R B PR B m ! n] e 8) 4

2 2
= ey n.z )
kT

K fiie & M7 T, 1.6x10 °Csz; &8 T ;m; 42
BT AR AR IR B sk SRR 25 2 H 4L 1.38%
10 2J/K T T /R 3G E 298K

Vanoss 2525 H (1 XDLVO g0\ T % 5 i ik
Vi 1 @ap, F T F 55 40 181 JES 40 2 T80 160 AR A
D T ITE9) (10):

AB Yo~ H
D, = 27tR/IAGy0 exp ) )

AG™ =2y, (\/ZJF\/Z—\/E)M e
(\/ZM/E—\/E)%(W% +\/757£)

2k K P R AR B VR D R R AE oK
F,0.6nm >, AG;ZB R TAH HAE ] E e,

125 Soibo#r WA E 3 40T &4
SR /DEE 3 AT I 45 AU B (e
V&R e T NETE 2 S TR e i ATS e JEAPSE i)
7253 HT(ANOVA) 5 Fisher's LSD 5 Ji K 46 52 7%..

(10)

2 GRS

2.1 YRR S B o B PR 5w
RGN W AR 45 K (EPS #EE) X B 15
XTHAE MPs BRI H T SUME BR IR 5% Wi, A SCAE AN [+]
MIEELPE. PP)MR R 2K 1.0mg/L S0k AL #E
0.5h Ji7, e AN FE HEHE(WT AmucA~ AfliC)WIAETG
(B 1).45 R 8o, AN F R FETE MPs 48 & th T
Ae A7 AE W35 2 5% 9 an 78 Smmol/L NaCl (1] PE
R, AmucA WHEIIAETE % 49.34%~53.47%,
B % & T W E R WT43.69%~47.16%); {E
10mmol/L NaCl 41 N ,Amucd 17 3% % 4 5 4
48.12%~55.26%, 1 WT 4 46.82%~49.17%,7 54k
IHH XKW, 5 EPS /Wb i 25 1 0 1 40 1
& MPs R I Tl BE J) A0 EL 2§
R AIC AEAR TR 24N R4 % 2805 i S AIK T W,
PEORMEB T REAE — EFE B 2 5 S 5 A 1

PURGL R, HIL R A FIAREL T EPS &t —2
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N5 IR SE KA B A NaC LI B2 1) T i,
i B 1P ECPE S A S s A ) 0, E PE (AR
FOWT B PR B9 A7 35 M Smmol/L NaCl | i
43.68%~47.16%, 53 l# T+ 22 10mmol/L 1 30mmol/L
1 46.82%~49.17%F1 47.76%~53.81%. 5K 1,24 NaCl
WPETH 4 100mmol/L I, B AR A7 3% R T . 4

1£ PP K R, AmucA WFEIIAE1E 2 HH 30mmol/L I
(K] 52.87%~56.57%% % 100mmol/L ] 47.40%~
49.54% AMEG HAEAN R SR FE 454 R B A 25 1
FE (KT, 40 18 4 NaCl Fl CaCl, 78 R 77T R 5
AL AR Ak a4 R CaCly 74 &R IR HEAE T I 155
T NaCLEWH ZRIFARE.

PE PP |WT
60 - AmucA
a) NaCl b) NaCl S
® P © o I AC
e TGS 7 [k ﬂ'o
gLl B s OLE
507 ‘ ¥ » “: ' %
m DI 2N S rq o |
AR N AL }i
ke BL T Ee I
S a0 “ ‘ ‘ !
= 60 e
& [(d) CaCl,
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50 || IS IR VA

W

1 | L 1 1

1 S 10 30 100

1 3 10 30 100

2 F5RJ% (mmol/L)
I W N il =S A Vi R S Y

Fig.1 Changes in bacterial survival rates under different ionic strengths

*P<0.05 **P<0.01 ***P<0.001

2.2 YRNG5S IRE R AT I 5

S HE— D BRGTHOPRL XS 4 B AR 35 1) 2 S
H 1 2 "] WA B ERAE MPs 211 I 5 fE 171
B & 22 5 AF 30mmol/L NaCl 44t PP 1k &,
AmucA WK BG83 5T WT Il AfLC 248 T+
T 10%,4EM EPS ZrihH458 T MPs 2 [ FROA B2,
T2 32E B 22 40 17 B 5 7 e Ak, G 75 T 30— 25 )
W EPS Jyiih, 33— 2038 A0 B A SR T (1) 22 T
HE

AR, S AL TR B S E T 40 R 1 B 4
U1,7F PE & % %1,30mmol/L NaCl 44, WT kK
MERAERX CHEAMB T RAMART T
1.07~1.44 35 AR 5 R B4 1F T ,PE # PP /A 5%
HR AT (R I N 5%~40%; TTZE ST 1.0mg/L

UG B RIRTF & 45%~75%, 3 W] S PRI R 1F
EPS 73 3 25 B9 00 T 40 B AE A R T ) P e
PSRRIV

5 1 R R R 6T 40 B B A R I — o i
VR AR SR FE T 77 AR i R0 A9 a0 AR S )
PE & &, WT BRI A 2 BE NaCl ik &2 A
Smmol/L $#£TFZE 10mmol/L & 30mmol/L i,% 5 i
11.17%~18.45% Tt = 22 18.87%~25.47%H1 25.00%~
33.49%; R 1117, 24 % T #EFE T+ 45 100mmol/L i, ffi 25 %
Bl R RS 17.54%~22.33%.3% — Bl vl fit 5w 5
TR N CLA Na'™fE MPs—41 i AL i 47 4
13 0% Na' v] 8 by H ok 58 e 2 T 140 W AR A5, 1R B
I o8 1R 3 T 45 P, A, 8 70 Ay 850 82, DT ) 559 40 1T
55 MPs [ RIRS B 5280,
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Fig.2 Changes in bacterial adhesion rates under different ionic strengths

*P<0.05 **P<0.01 ***P<0.001

2.3 ZHTEER 45 R 5 R IR R 2 - TR R AL T
YERI 52

RN ER ST A0 R 2 T T OB R ] ) AR B
VEFIMLELIE 3 Je 2 1 W WT . AmucA. AfliC Hkk
(K2 £ 23 00 A (42.5+4.1)° (27.9+1.1)°, (33.0+
1.8)°, ¥ I — 5 P (125 K P, 3L Amued 1145
fiik £y B5¢ /), 2% W FL 2R T 5 5 ER R T e S 80 B 45
HLEIR,3 BRI DL TR () b S LR AR ()

AR 20 LG A vy, 2 TR /K M B

Bl 3 SRR, AHTR Zeta FEAIRT L A A 1 0RE
R ek A2 45 AR RT LU S 6 XU (/) s 4
Stern  HLA PRI B ATG A iy 19 i B T A 2% T HaL Air )
IO AR 2 3 M R I FD AN T 3RAF I Zeta HR
R UG TEAR 72 S I AN 8 25 DALk, AT LW v it oAk
£ FEEE M Zeta HUAL (1) ELARELAE, AN R Zeta HAL
D7 AR AR F A A AN, AmucA RR I B B 25 A%

B3 B AC [y 5034mIm T /ALl T AN b X — %'a Zheng ST,
0.23mJ/m* & WL TR s A, A BGR #E—2PiEsE T EPS 4) TR AR HG 3 T Py FL A
5 S W e A AmucA 1Y S, R Phm T LA R REEOL
(@) WT [(b) AmucA [(c) AftiC
_10 L | / L 0.0 mg/L L L A
- 10 / é f I 1.0mg/L {é i.: :{
E I T T S R S U
= 20 & . W @ G
@ 2L Ee | B LR AR
eI L ‘é T é@?@ :
5] v f‘T \ \‘,
N 30 4; _ﬁé - A |
I 5 10 30 100 i ; 1|o 3|0 1(|)o i ; 1|o 3|0 160

BT 5% (mmol/L)

Bl 3 AN 5 (NaCl) T 41 B 1 B 53 A
Fig.3 The potential distribution of bacteria under different ionic strengths (NaCl)
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AR AGT™ <0 I AR WIAN TR T I A S 2 i3k
W HE A D b 32 o S 45 R AR WL AE 2 B AF 1 ,AB

THORS 40 1 I PR DR T LW I, U W R B A LA
FIE AR -5 MPs [8]WR B ) 3 22K A0 ).

F1 RBRERENEMACK Ow. Hil 6. ZHPK o)FIRER NSH

Table 1 Contact angle (water 6y, glycerol g, diiodomethane 6p) and surface tension parameters for Pseudomonas aeruginosa

. Fefu s (°) R3S B (mIm®)

41{”” Lw =+ = AB Tot

Ow ba &b 7 7 7 i

WT 42.5+4.1° 64.7+3.7% 47.1+3.1° 35.87 0.27 56.37 7.85 43.73
AmucA 27.941.1° 45.442.7° 32.842.6" 43.03 0.06 52.91 3.50 46.52
MiC 33.0£1.8° 47.8+3.2° 43.642.5° 37.76 0.23 50.34 6.78 44.53

VR FN B JE AN 7] 7 B 3 B R ) 22 57t 2 3% (P<0.05).

WIE 2 PR, AmucA A AT 1 AG, ™ 4%
B 5K ) e E AL AL EE () PP AR R AmucA FTWT
[t AG™ 43531 J-14.20 F1-9.54m)/m? 1t — 5 EIIE T
L R PR 7K R B A D R i S AR R
AV P S R, (L[] N 2 B0 H B g ) 2 T 7K 2 A
X BRI R B e 3K — B % ] Be VR TRk £
B IR 0 2 0 RO AT Ay T 4 R R A L
VEFUSEARS T EPS w7k J2E AR oM St i 1
B 5 00 A0 [ I S b B 2 0K AG T R 4 0
{H, WiAmucA #£ PE AR R H Y AG)* H1-9.35mJ/m” 1
%-14.20mJ/m*, H. 5 Hamaker %% 4 % 1FAHC, 3 8]
FALALBEIG R T YO AR 5y, T (2 2k B

KT ERIMGK ) S H0dE— 0 v H A S O R
(LL PE IH] ) XDLVO A HAE I RE(E 4).45 5 &
7R, (E R 2 MPs 211 2~5nm 76 i A 7775 W B (1) g
P2, HOAS R BB B) A7 A0 2 3 22 e AR RS
30mmol/L NaCl £ F,WT. AmucA MAfiC I+
2235 691.67.214.81 F1 2781.54K T, it HH AmucA
Ioc Ty WA T APTEC B A 30 5 e v, WT A 1P 5 2 ).

WE AR, B R B2 ) T v ik PEAIK T 40T -MPs 2
) PRI HE = #2250 4, WT Bl NaCl 9<% t1 1mmol/L T
% 30mmol/L, %22 1 3638.75kT %% 691.67KT; M 24
WEETE 2 100mmol/L i, A2 B0 T PR & dk b
PRFEAE W E PR T A AR #5%,WT £ 1. 5. 10
AT 30mmol/L NaCl 25ft N, & S b # 5 L3542 43 31
F%4 1591.38. 1125.80. 409.07 & 109.80kT,AH#: T
KA N RIEEEIE 2~6 175,25 L TR, AmucA Hkk
Kl EPS r b5 Risi /K5, 75 MPs K10 B A
T PR A 5 165 1) G Ak 39T S 5 S 4 4 ) R i
AR B HE T 1 R -MPs T8 PR W B el R i 5
£ DU 38 o U Y A 5 AR E — 25 5 e P A T

RE T 3 22 R NG AT 8 XSS 45 SN 2 M R e
7R T A1 AR MPs L0 N TP E I HLGE AL

*2 RBRPAEMKERIENREEHESE
Table 2 Surface free energy parameters between

Pseudomonas aeruginosa species and microplastics

B 4 A aGY G

B MPs  &(mgL) (x107')) (mlm’)  (mJ/m’) (m)/m’)
op 0.0 4.54* -4.83° -0.25"  -5.08™
1.0 5.16° -5.48°  -7.12"  -12.60"°

WT - -
bE 0.0 2.12°  -225¢  -2.53% 478

1.0 3980  -423¢ 5310 9540
op 0.0 6.50°  -691*  -330% -10.21P°
1.0 739° -7.85°  -11.18%% -19.03%°

AmucA 5 5
PE 0.0 3.0 -322° -6.13%  -935B¢
1.0 569 -6.05¢  -8.15%  -14.20%

op 0.0 5.08° -539°  -3.77%  -9.16“

1.0 576" -6.13° 322 -935%®

AMiC C c
PE 0.0 236° -251° 644  -8.95%
1.0 4454 472 -7.43%  -12.15%

T R FNVEUE S AN [ K S - RER R R R ] 22 St A 3 (P<0.05); [] — BT
AN [A) NS - BER R RE 5 9 B TR A8 A A 3 ) 22 e A 3
(P<0.05).

3 Wit

AR RGRI THE 1.0mg/L SR S&MET,
AL MPs KK PG AT A 5P MENLELZ R %
HE,MPs T Ay 41 B (L 3 (05 P e ) B A1 S B ) P
G I BAT N B2 R HE R 7 e s AR 5| ) K
55 EPS HIICAIBRTRAT ] 1 3 R #2020 8 e R bk
(A1) I H 55 59 1) T 15 A i ) (=50.34mI/m’,
T WT 19 56.37mI/m?), %45 PN 95 T H 5477
MPs 2 [5][R5SO S R0 2 R
Fpe AR 3K 5 0 T A 2 300 40 TR ) B v ) O B AR
533 HOWL AT A 3 BRI B e R L
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Fefd 252 A L2 R EPS r WA SR AmucA #REA
7Y (43.03mI/m2 WT 2y 35.87mI/m?2) 1 5 3K
/KM XDLVO BES T 45 R oK, Amucd 5 MPs
Z [ ) HE R A 22 B AR (-215KTWT 24 —692KT,

WT
(a) 0.0 mg/L &

0.0mg/L C1,30mmol/L NaCl), X 1H B 5 M fe 5, L&
i 52 M f i A% EE R EDUE T EPS i 4845 41 i g 7K
P BRARE FBHE R, IR B R e 28 e s LA BHL R S 8L,
PINITETE 2 San N E S RV oL (I

AmucA

MIC

30 mmol/L
100 mmol/L

o = | mmol/L
:,kd | 5 mmol/L 4
= = = 10 mmol/L
=
~ -8 ! ! |
S 10 20 30 0
=l
T T [®1.0megL &
o]
=

10

P

20 30

= = 10 mmol/L

1 1 |
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Fig.4 Changes in the interaction energy curve between bacteria and microplastics under different ionic strengths
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