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Abstract: A microcystin LR (MC-LR) degrading strain JM13 was screened out from an artificial
lake sediment in Guangzhou, and its ability in the biodegradation of MC-LR was investigated. The
experimental results showed that when adding 50 mg* L™ starch as external carbon source, the
degradation rate of MC-LR with an initial concentration of 0.5 mg*L™" reached 44.5% . The addition
of low concentration Cu’" improved the degradation rate of MCALR to a certain degree, with a
degradation efficiency of 44. 8% . The degradation capability increased with time and reached 52.
6% on the 10" day. When a bacterial suspension at cell age of 36 h was added into the system,
52.4% degradation efficiency was achieved. The measurement experiment on cell surface
hydrophobicity ( CSH) change indicated that the addition of starch and low concentration
(0.5 mgeL™") Cu’" resisted the decrease of CSH to some extent, making it possible for strain JM13
to better contact the contaminant, thus increasing the degradation of MC-LR.

Keywords : microcystin-LR, biodegradation, cell surface hydrophobicity.
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P36 A7 7E L B I MCLRMC-RRAMC-YR, 3% 3 et SLBL MC-LR f# 7 3 ™. MCs B 7k
TR FA S 0 ARG O B AN S IR s 2 T K AR I AN R 0 pH A8 Ak HAR 22 PR TR 4 2
5E > A RFE AR TR+ 4 218, (L SRR B T 2 ™ R A MC-LR Mk rh 58 & % (A7 B R R (2 %
— BB, B AT BN PR AL SE I AR MCs BOBE ™ AT X MCs A — 2 AR ARAE . H AT P ShRF 9 T
ERZ Loy i S 2 REE i R MCLR I2U T A o T2, a0 B 40 RRIEM T, 1 2 OFR AR
T (Sphingomonas sp. ) O g L (Methylobacillus sp. ) O 15 26 i 5 (Pseudomonas sp.) L N
(Lactobacillus sp. ) o, %5 AT 5 (Brevibacterium sp. ) tor ZEMF # (Bacillus sp.) uo i E (Ralstonia
sp. ) » TR BUR ARSI (Delfiia acidovorans) "™ 2. oo J&) vk U g 6t f) £ 190 /R R A 1 D AT SR
[ MR MCs B8 1 B B AR R B AT 95 £ B MCs (ORF T IS 7 — S8k, (H 77— 2R 2, K
A MCs [R5 80N g 4% Tiiik th BERS MR ICI B2 MCLR (R TR, BE H A IS XL

AHITFEINS M T FE R A K AR N T ST et 1 RR BB S P ARGV B MC LR g TR A, 4R 0 17 H:
XF MCLR P B i > DASA g v B 5 T 28 B 7 R 5 B /KR AR It — 8 IR AR 3

1 ML T7ik

L1 SRIGH R

MCALR BT IM13 R BT M 7 3 K A2 K Ae i N . J@ad 16S rDNA LG5, B i€ T8 AR P04 i IM13
N Pseudomonas sp. RHEMEE) » Hd5 Pseudomonas putida G% RAZ AN ) 11 16S tDNA F 41 & N+
8L, & F) 100% .

B EAM 10 g, 4 E 3 g,NaCl 5 g, X Z%7K 1000 mL, pH 7.0—7.2.

TEALES W A B 7% 2 K,HPO, 20 mg, NaH, PO, 100 mg, MgSO,*7H,0 50 mg, NH,NO, 50 mg, CaCl,
50 mg, Z /K 1000 mL.

FraE il MCAR (40 730 CoH, N, 0,5, 2 T8 :995.2) T 5 LA %] ACROS AT, 45/ 7E 95% LA L. #x
i 4%V 10 T o 42 R ok i o)

[ fE ) MCALR : [5 AR AT A MC-LR i SE36 55 8% 9% M A S 18 %898 (Microcystis aeruginosa) 4233 C18 [F
REEURE BRI AL RS . 350 0 ST o R 2 B QDK A AR 0 2 BT » A5 FACHBOO0S.
1.2 ses ik

AR IR MCLR B fig i) 82 s 78 MCAR WI4R K FE N 0.5 mg+ L' IEHL K R d, 4 5l
N 50 mge L™ (R SRR 3 40 0 IR L LB R SR, DAAS AT AT AN IR R A R R R (B E) N1 g
L. 30 C,130 remin” 40 NEOLIRGBEME S d J5, B 0B B W 15 0.45 pum LIRS R HPLC
Rl MCLR f5% 4 &=

H4 BN MCLR FRARIISM /E MCAR WRE N 0.5 mg L™ REFAE R 2RI 10 mg-L™" 1
Fe’* .Cu®™ \Cd* \Pb™ \Mn™ B 7, LA MEME LB AT A, @S & EEARNELS RS T
X MC-LR BRAR IS0, 582 Ca® IR X MC-LR [F AR R IS2 RS, 1k R b Cu™ WK 43 ) ¥ 29 0. 5.1, 0.
2.0.5.0.10.0.20.0 mgeL™", H AR .

PRS0 MCLR AR (52 O 4 R 12.24.36.48.60.72 h (15 TM13 i il B 2 (1 g=L™) 5 4
LM ES A 0.5 mge L' MCALR FITHLEEIE 37 56, 15537 vk 5460 5 1% 7] |

MC-LR [ f# 2R BRI (2540 76575 0.5 mg+ L™ MC-LR MIEHLER B 72 b N 50 mge L™ M54
T LL KL B #4836 h BB T30 °C, 130 remin ' 254F FBGIR 1 9%, B K € IR, W% MCLR
A5 figt 3R 5 B I ) A4

et fgtiod v 20 SR TR /K M R A O 2 W AR R (MR R (1) BRI 2 9.0, 5 mg- L™
MCALR+1.50 mg+ L™ 3E Ky + .50 mge L™ 38+ 0.5 mg+ L MCLR+%; (2) 0.5 mgeL™" Cu> +
B.0.5 mg*L™" MCLR+.0.5 mgL™" Cu™+0.5 mg*L™"' MCLR+ .50 mg*L™' Cu**+0.5 mg*L™' MCAR
+) T 6000 remin' \30 °C 50 10 min, 3 & AR H JE B K EE 2 U0 A pH 7.0 f B R 22 b il = &
J% ODgy, =0.53—0. 54 ffp ki, X 8 mL B &2 T [ ik B ZE %I Rl A, 4 Sl 1.2.4.6.8.10.12
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mL A HF 4 B2, DA I = SRR A A o . SR R RIZR 1 min, 8 E 402 (4120 min) ,
HGEECH T E KM F 600 nm A F IR e MY CSH T E AR T
st = 274009
A

X, A, S G R AR FEAE A, R O A
1.3 MC-LR [F488 &

B FRE =AM RERT 25 °C,6000 remin™ B0 10 min, $RA5FE 3%, 332 H 2R MBKIE VL 3 UG
TR B, BT AT RS T4 24 h 3REEM. FREL0.2 g BR A 40% 1) FE, & 75 %
HY 40 min J5, T4 °C,6000 remin™" & T 20 15 min, Y4E FIEWL W pH AR 4.0 £ 47, % H 60
min, {5 56 BE B F SE00E RO ™ B0 RIS pH EIAIE 7.0, DL RSP IR E R 2 K, & 9F EIE
I 0.45 wm GEFLIEMR, /5 8 MCLR H 327K, H B EE A1 & 4K 3E 4k SPE /M, i\ MC-LR AH$23%,20% B
BEIR e/, B2 IR E VRE T 65, B 10 mL 90% 11 B IR 0 it » W BR e v F 60 Cliedk 8 kK 21,2 mlL
FH I 2 2545 B 4li4b 5 1) MCLR, -20 CIRAFHRFH.

MC-LR {140 7 3 FH 3 R0 MR a3 v (HPLC) M9, 3% 4 34 WondaSil C18 £ (250 mmx4. 6 mm,
5 wm)  REIHIN P EEK (8 0.05% =M LER) = 66:34 (V: V), ity 1 mLemin™", iy 25 °C, Al
WK N 238 nm, FEREE N 20 pl. %5 7ER MCLR f AR R (LOD) 75 0.044 pg-L™.

1.4 Hdorbr
KA SPSS 17.0 Ge i B AR AT e 45 R 1) $n B BRI et 73 At

2 HHR5W

2.1 AMIneYENT MCLR B A7 5200

1 5375 TH EAMINBR IR MCALR F B AR 5. SMINBR IR 7E AR R F2 2 E 38 7 MCLR F B R
S H, GER R B B B, TR AR 2y 44. 5% ARG T2 A % (33.5%) 3285 T 24.7% , ifi 1 25
WER R BEAE 38 7 PRI T 12.8% . (I 1 WY UL 0. L SRR B IM13 AR MCLR 1
SR /NI < 28 CUER) > 88 CFLE, E ) > bl CRIATHRE, JE) . K2 & b 26 41 0 Ak St U
TR g A A 4L R B0 TR RO, B AT BRI 7 T LA AS (782 Pt B v 2 0 P e i 1 R 4 B
PR VMY S B g M £ S WS R KRS T T KA B LR R R LR P O R K R R
PO [N SR B R M R T B B AR BRI S 1 R R AR R P e bt T
S5 M IV TLBE B ST A AT SR B 1 R R T M3 TR P DTG A 33 o A 1 £ 2 K, iR B
i MC-LR P4 A7 H .
2.2 RSB MCAR A7 150

W 2 B, 5AREINE 48 KB AR R LU 10 mge L™ Fe™ 1 Cu™ MM % MCLR F B %
HARBEAE D, Forh Cu™ RO BEAE FI S 0 5, B R RIA B 44. 8% . (EMITE 2 K 5 B i i 72 o, AL
T NP RS S LHEFRILE, BTN R S MR TR, X T 20 5 0 & 5, IR E 48 1
ONTT UL — 5E T B (0 Do A 0 10 A K 3 T A 86 X AR 5 LD £ 2R 0 PR A Tt R v 2 1 e i 3 1
FIFAIE S2. SR T > Cd™* JPh™ s M fEII N X 5 A8 A% MC LR A5 — 52 FO4MI4F F. 3 X — 46 Rl RE A BL R
JUAN R : (1) 32864 J8 B9 T 75— 52 VR BE T Rl 05 5 00 15 4 1 2 K AR 8 6 0 » AT 49081 G 5 LY e
M BERRAE T 0 (2) T4 JB A W Rk 5 FRNE A WL R 2 LA 1 S T B E & 400 2 TC 45 0 9 26 2 v R
FAPE R B85 H BT AL 240 1 R AT . Francis 25 2 MK 3002 38 W rh 4 59t Al B2 0 0 02 10 110 — ok 4
(P'ﬂuorescens) ,fﬂ‘é'l Cd2+\Cu2+\Ni2+& th%%%%*?%Mﬁﬁﬂf’%%ﬁﬂﬁﬁkm/ﬁ\ﬁﬁ’ E\‘;ﬁﬁﬁd\ FI’JEE
R R IR, AT 26 B R 28 0 2 4R SEAE A T AT R IR AL M B AR KR 5 (3) B W B SR AT WIS e
FYSI2 5 2 4 U T R AR T 35 e M O A A S T S0 4 B 15 70 T T RIS i L — 5 W 4
T S 50 B8 K B B 77 998 55 Bourne 25 ™ R B, /045 3 Filig 2 5 7 MCLR [ ARt 72, Ko
A PR 4B R A RE. AT Cd™ JPB™  Mn® X B AR MC-LR B4 300 76 1 vl AE R T3X 3 Fh &)@
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BT A IM13 F4 A7 MC-LR AH SR 4H B T S FL T Rt b ik 42 8 2R 1A 8 10 1R — 52 40 4
I SR 500 IM13 % MC-LR (9 B 7. hah, 8355 °2 6 MR /R A8 45 1 USTBO4 2 14 % MCs 3% 7 1
FEFE R I Mn® 6 MCs 1 8 A LA 02 90 00 P T o™ DO — 5 0 400 ) 4 0 30 T i DR S I f AL I A
MCs FIALEE BR] 18 Rl 25 RO [G] 777 5. PRI, IML3 AL B AR MCLR BT RS 28 1 T A 55 A 8k 7= 22 1) B
BN AR BB RS 45— 25 (R L.

0T MCLR: 0.5 mgL! 60 MC-LR: 0.5 mg-L!
G, E ; !
450 AMIERE : 50 mg-L! - |k #HER 50mg-L
g | —I— I 2
% 40 % 40 -
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Fig.1 Effect of different carbon sources on the Fig.2 Effect of different heavy metals on the degradation
degradation rate of MC-LR by strain JM13 rate of MC-LR by strain JM13

Bl 334 43 IR AN A Cu® WS MCALR [ AR F A0 IM13 A= K& ¥ e ). 45 SR 0 (VR Cu™ fyn
N LU 3 A P A AR, AT ASE IMI3 of MCLR o B A 32 8 . BB 36 Ak 5% o Cu™ 94 B8 (¥ A I 44 o »
TR A L 52 21— 52 7 TV A BE I 00 T8 A0 2, A0 MCLR [ 2R (e E A FH AN B2

= 07

&0 ——0mg-L ! ——10mgL!

so F 06 —4—05mgL ' —e—20mgL '
% | —=—5mgL!

MC-LR P& /%
=
1

20
10 |
0 I IR SN N N TR S T N 5 | | | | . |
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Cu?" R J(mg-L7h id
B3 ARRENRE Cu™ Xt MCAR P % 5 1 5 0 B4 REWKEE Cu® Xt IM13 A K B R
Fig.3 Effect of Cu™* concentrations Fig.4 Effect of Cu** concentrations
on the degradation rate of MC-A.R by strain JM13 on the growth of JM13

2.3 BN MCLR BEAR V152

AR X MCLR [P B R mT (B 5) . B g M 24—36 h, MC-LR [# R K ABYERETE 49% LA
I B N 36 h I, BR AR B (55.4% ) 5 IH )G, MCLR P4 28 [ B8 8 1) 2 K BRI HE X R AR 48,
FRRTE T, B we o 24 h i, IM13 IEA& T Ha A K3, 20w — 2 52 W8, 7 BB B T8N
RAFHIRAS Bl 36 h IvF, IM13 73 A (1) Bl 450 5 e 2 LIS 1k e £ & ARG A o E e » TR I o At 2k SR
Bl (B 6) . B g, B A 3, B IM13 32 ik N Fae B UG B e 22 123, HAr b 5 R MC-LR 15 Kl
HIBE 7159, K Ik MCLR B# A2 T B, B DL AT %0, SEI6 A Rk 35 53 10 B8 R0 i 18], DA B 5 43 1 Bf A
MR
2.4 I IE] S P AR R BRI

W 7 Bs BEE B [ AR, BTN MC-LR FRE AR S A W m, 28 3 RENAH 36.2% , I )5 P57
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RGN T F2%, B35 10 K, BFAEFE T 52.6% . X 5P FEK FR B kA ) B A8 Akt 35 BEAR X
HH AT L, B AR IMI3 IR S MCLR A3 85 1 25 B e ).

60 S
18
50 1.6
d 1.4
< 40
% T 12
5 B
% 30 iE 1.0
4 =08
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= 0F 06 f
ok 0.4
0.2
0 1 1 1 1 L | 0‘ 1 | | 1 1 | 1 I 1 I
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KIS BEEX MCLR BRI R K6 IMI3 By K 2
Fig.5 Effect of cell age on the degradation Fig.6 Growth curve of JM13

rate of MC-LR by strain JM13

2.5 R m s K EAER L
2.5.1 TR MR I 3R TH B K

Bl 8 iy IM13 41 MR T wi K 1 (CSH) BEA HUAH R FR I I i A8 44, 2478 HLAH 5 7K AH b AN TR B
PRZN A CSH 2 BILBE & A AUAE AR RS ()38 i 2 389 m 5 vk /s i s 3. 24 — H AR R R 6 mL, B HLAH 5 K
FHEIAFT LA 3:4 B, B4R CSH ik B8 KM (85.4% ) . FHIL AT 41, Bk A 9 B G B &R m A >,
AT UL A6 WL SR i v g AR AR S 1 LA W B < A A ATLYS Qe i Pl R 4 W 2R PN N &3 i) |
ToHERGHEME, S0 wEART M EZEEM, SEE AR CSH TR, Bk, DU 5K M S ik
BB WA KA (R Byl AR LA 3:4.

60 100
o %
0= o osor
% 704
e | =
< 40 # K
ﬁ- 2 60
= 30| £ s
o =
=) ® 40 -
g 0r § 30 -
0L % 20 —
10 —
0 | 1 | 1 1 ] I 1 1 I 0 L | | | |
0 1 2 3 4 5 6 71 8 9 10 4 4 6 & 10 12
td ZHZEARAR /mL
K7 BRI MCLR B S IR0 K8 B IML3 20 M T g K P B — R R AR A2 1k
Fig.7 Effect of incubation time on the degradation Fig.8 Change of cell surface hydrophobicity
rate of MC-LR by strain JM13 of JM13 with xylene

2.5.2 VSR B IMI3 4T 3 T B 7K 1 1 8

7K R A B R TR 22— R /N B A 5 R K A LS e B A L B L e T R A
JM13 5 MC-LR 7EEAb T 143 ACAT N, RSB0 58 7 A RS etk &b CSH 174810 (& 9) . seaigh iR
B, 4 h 2] 72 h, AN[FG Gtk R AR 1 CSH AR Ab AR B 52, KEUAE 73. 8% —86. 0% » X J5 bt % P& i
B[] PRI HE 8% B TM3 ) CSH 4R 3& T B Fo xR B 442 120 h J5 CSH T R% % 48.2% , #EMI AT B
T RRR R RS S FR R R B B R AR 1] K B AR P A, AT S B0 CSH PR AR,
AN 0.5 mge L™ MCLR 144 o, B4 575 YLt FLAE T, o6 40 i 26 TR0 170 56 6 6 [ % 2 7 i M9, M-
LR 540G /K I A 455, G 7 AR M5 K X, M-S B0 & CSH B & T F%, 120 h J5 5K
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BEARE 35. 4% . SR HO N 2 A% MCLR R F2 P 4k CSH R %, BN 50 mge L™ JEH f 3
5 MC-LR Z &I KIE R 1,120 h J5 B I CSH 2251959, 7% F163. 8% » 4l th T3 M BN » J9 B¢
AR RANTE T RS E SR B T B AR IO 4H IS T, AT A CSH. #3078 B2 i K O

MCAR 5RFREE Cu® 475 F B 74 40 i 25 17 5 /K P (0 A8 Ak 1% v a0 T8 10 B . N 0.5 mge L™
Cu™ 225/ MCAR P& TR 48 CSH 1R B, SN Cu™ LA 2 5 MCALR E-4 A KK S 120 h
JE AR CSH 43514 42. 6% 1 57.9% X2 1 T Co® BMEME KRB L FH o R, i U5 ki
()R 3 1 2 1 2% VAR R 1 T A 3 T ) O o T A LT T AT £ 0 R TR P A
F)— 6 52 7K /1 7K 5 T 2 A, WA T 503 400 2 TR PO K P ) o I 00 L o A b ) 95 e
DAELAE — EFE R B3 B AR MCLR ([ f. 45 B 598, 0.5 mg-L™' Cu®™ 5 MC-LR B fiif7 72 i CSH 2%
A, (RN A7 7E I CSH & T — % B A7 7

10 38 FoR AN R Cu™ Xt i ik CSH 2R, 0.5 mgeL™ Cu™ 5 0.5 mg-L™ MCALR H &4 &
F T 4 CSH L5 ot R (B R MCLR R IM13 f94A &) ik CSH B &, (B 4 7E XN E Sk & Cu™ ik
BETFERE) 50 mge L' I, Bk CSH BRI, BEAR T2 (0 BB 18 44 CSH., B TR 2 (0.5 mgeL™") Cu™* 5
MCLR & &k 2 H4a i CSH, LU S IIRIR B Cu®™ I (9 CSH. 3358 ], BAR Cu™ 7E R A B A AL
SR 5 5 WA AL R A A 3 5 B AR T 244 AR R o e A K o R 3 IR 3 L A
— T B 4 T S ARSI R PR s R B 2 B A R T B A A B A .

100 100
920 90
5;? 80 © 809
& 6 bt 60
Eso 2 50
= 40 —4— 0.5mg-L 7 MC-LR {E 40
*ﬁé 30 — W — 50mgL ! {8 +0.5 mg L MC+LR g 0F —A—05mgL L Cu™H0.5 meL ! MC-LR
oyl —4A-%A F ool —E—S0mgL ! CuH0Smel ! MCIR
—%— 50mgL g —x— 05 mg-L'MC-LR
1 10 —9—05mgL” Cu**
0 1 1 1 1 1 J | i i 1 | J
4 12 24 48 72 96 120 Og 12 24 48 72 96 120
i t/h
K9 MCLR 53 EmfA7E NE IMI3 CSH K44k K10 MCHAR 5 Cu™ 7£4E F & JMI3 CSH (45 1k
Fig.9 Effect of MCR and starch on CSH of JM13 Fig. 10 Effect of MC-LR and Cu®* on CSH of JM13
+ A
3 ém w

(L) i A 300 2 0% 38t 1 1 fot MCLR H AT B AR AE FH A B IMI3, iZ B 6t MC-LR (1) % fift 2 B B[R]
) EE K 17 1
(2) At 5 A E 4 8 fe 06 A A F2 5 H sz i MC-LR [ B A 28 B 8 6F MCLR [ BR R L K

(3) Y BARHRLE Cu® W] LASRARI P A MC-LR 1A% P B A 40 CSH. ¥ B A e MR N B A A K 72
T E SR BT A S AR AR T 75 A BT R S 1 4 B 8 40 SR T P9 A A — B 2R K/ G K
VR B A > XTI e 2 440 2 T Y /K 1
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