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Abstract

SRB can be used to treat sulfate-containing wastewater and has been widely used in the industrial
wastewater treatment industry. In this paper, the growth and metabolism characteristics of SRB
were studied, and the growth and metabolism of SRB using sodium acetate, glucose, sodium
lactate, and ethanol as electron donors were investigated. The results show that SRB uses sodium
acetate and glucose as mixed electron donors to produce the most H;S gas and sulfide, and the
growth is best.
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1. 5|8
BT 2R T AT HE R K M3k 2 K BB R kR, i I /K 20 A0 B B 4 A KA

Pt R 4 A A B A LA T SR JE T R PR AR S (LS ) UM, B S T N AR AT K A AR A5~ A, o T
BRI st (A PR K AL S 2 R R AR A R R A

iR £h 14 5 5 (SRB, sulfate reducing bacteria)) V2 /A 7E HAR A, J& HABRA My J1 10— Fh R4
FIRME, ELABRDEFMT, MR EE TR TR AT Sh 55 m A P&
JCRBE R HyS,  H AT OB #5148 )5 s Fh I8 2 40 ZF[2] [3]. FIH SRB A ACHE & B AR 47K -
T ESR KIS RIR B K, BAAE B AR« 7RI AL T K DA B P4 1L /K D7 T, FI A SRB
XK AT AL BRAS 2] T 2 MRV 22 A S TR AL pH SUALHA DL K B 4 8 4 25 1 X 4% % SRB
R IR SR RE I, K IL SRB BHOE IR E R 35°C, Hil pH oA 7, SAEAE 2 HOK T 1%I0 B 247 SRB
A, IR ESE S REH] SRB AAK[2]: MRITEEMBT T FFEEIIE | E 4 B2l SRB KMk
[4]o fHF2XF T SRB HA KA ER (1B 78 A B, AT FE 1 AR L AAonr SRB AR KA (1) 5200,
4 SRB & JE B R 8 (I HLER A e 424t 1 BEAl

2. MRS EE
2.1. AT AR

2.1.1. RIEEFRAISR

BRI T A VS Y B B T IS KA i, RS YR T A SRR R R e, 25 B L TR K A
TORL, AR5 B S TS YR (BN ML 25 BHRAE T 4°CUKE R, 2 h 5k B2 IS WE, B34 HE i
M5 M. JIMbisRE AN B, B IRNAE H,S P &2k F] 800 ppm LA L.

2.1.2. R FK
PRGN N TARRLR K, Forb SR 40 B L35 1.

2.2. REHFR

AARIE A F R . DL AR HIEE. FLREY . JRENFIE R RR A B P IMA. BN T
BEHATF S RE 75560 T SRB A KA AE . F 500 mL MM H o N B A, 65 e ik R MLSS
1E27 6000 mg/L, KA THL/KE 400 mL ZIEZE, MM B FHAR SRS W COD %l 7E 150 mg/L. HF4k
ANy, BHZEBEAWM ORP [FZ-150 mV LAF. B ORI ZEEEH G MAN L E R 150 rpm. HEA
3SCHIMEIRFER TP BI85 9% 12, 24, 36, 48 Al 60 h, FIAWUERE IS, BUHRFR, JLille H,S
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Table 1. Composition and content of experimental water

Fz 1. IBRAKEAPREE

Hoy WP (mg/L) oy W (mg/L)
CaCl,"2H,0O 11 NaH,PO4-H,O 76
NH,C1 59 KCl1 36
Na,SO4 88.75 MnCl,-4H,0 0.015
ZnSO47TH,O 0.03 H;BO; 0.09
CoCl,:6H,O 0.06 CuCl,2H,O 0.006
NiCl,-6H,0O 0.009 Na,Mo0,2H,0 0.009
NaSeO;-5H,O 0.009 Na,WO,4-2H,0 0.015

SRIREE, R R TR A 7 28 SRR TP, A R o 25 I 5E SRR ), BURE i Bl lE
0.45 um JEMEEL, YEBH] T SAHBR(TOC)HIIME « & 3 N TATHE, Hs O X B I vHSbm v 22

2.3. MEFHZE

H,S AR IEiE I ADSK-4 fitfb & MR FEAS IS e 5 S AR AL I e £ FH s A5 DR2800 {845 5K
G THIE; TOC KA B TOC £SG5E .

3. BR 51118
3.1. BFHHEMAETT SRB RET4E H,S SIENFIE

WlE 1 R, BT EHAR SN SRB BRAE AL HyS UM B350 . SRB A Z BRAWANH] 45 BEE & H
TR A HoS AR5 %, 7E 60 h SIS R] ik 2] 957 ppm; U FLERSN, SRB HFI A & BEF BT
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Figure 1. The concentration of hydrogen sulfide gas generated by SRB under anaerobic
conditions using different electron donors
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BEARTE 60 h S SE R] N 72 A H,S 44 656.67 ppm; 7= A2 HoS SRR FE e /N L A B8, SRB 1E
60 h B[] Y P2 A2 Ho, S A 469.67 ppms 61 25 4 L LA BT BEIRE , 1250008 20 531 4 529.33 ppm #1503.36
ppm. %M SRB 7E 60 h [N [A] P 7= AE HaS SRR I K/N, BT MR MIHET A LRREN -+ %> FLIR
Wy > HERE > OB > LR, A SRB A LA, R A HoS AU SR E 2 I
B B SN [R]S hnm Hg in e s, IHAE 60 h I8 B & .

BIR SRB F2AE I HaS AR FE A b B BB S LI (] i 389 0 i %%, {5 SRB I AN [R] 74t
PRE, Rl — SOSEF B HoS M= AR A AN . Wnde 2 i, SRB FIA 5 R P s s R 7= 4E H,S <,
EIIEEHTE 0~12 h £ 24~36 h LT EL, JG = AN BB BO™ HoS BB T 2% o, SRB FI A
IR 2R ENR G T LRI, HLS 7E 0~12 h A1 12~24 h SRiF BER P AR i 0N 5 Fids Tt pA b i e,
538 43 ppm/h F1 32.17 ppm/he 36~48 h RMNVFTEL, SRB LFRHN. L FRBNVAIH %) BRI & bk = A4
H,S 1 L AUE, W] BB BRI HaS IR H B3 -T- i m) A5 7 2 5 805 /K T H,S TR T /K S I .

Table 2. Rate of hydrogen sulfide gas generated by SRB under anaerobic conditions using different electron donors

7 2. SRB FI AN E R FHF R E A~ E MU S SAFEZE (ppm/h)

SR B R R TR LW CTREN + AT
0~12h 22.36 23.08 26.28 15.08 43.00
12~24h 15.22 8.69 5.11 6.78 32.17
24~36 h 1.61 8.22 12.39 8.64 6.14
36~48 h 2231 2.61 2.42 9.58 -6.11
48~60 h 225 1.50 8.53 1.83 4.56

3.2. BT AR SRB RE~E STk ) BRI

SRB F| FH AN [ B - it R AU A i B R BE G ] 2 B (VAL 45 8™ HS FIVARZS HoS).
B 2 W41, SRB FI AR FRSE s AUARRS, Frr= b B A ik FEAFE B3 2 5 . SRB FIH Z BN AI
IR A H T AR TR A IR R AR FNAN [ s BT B = AR R S B AL IR BE 350 5 M bR R e, X
H,S SRS RFF— 8 5 M FIMET 4SS HyS B2 2 Z BN AVH 4 MR & 714k, SRB
I 2R AT PR & P IMATE 12.24.36.48.60 h N 43 ) 72 AE S AR AW 1526.67.2356.97.2346.67
2463.33. 2493.33 pg/L. f£ 60 h S MINFTE] N, SRB HFH FLEREN ™ A B BAL P BEA IR T BN AN 36 %)
RGBT A, O 2263.33 pg/L, XA HyS AUAREME — B AR B BACIIRE BN A &
%, SRB 7E 60 h s N 8] P 7= AL SR 1150 pg/Ls % 2568 « L ERENE FL T4, 2304 40 1 1133.33
ng/L A1 1290 pg/L. $%HE SRB 7 60 h B[] P = AR S B AL IR FE IR R/, BT HMAR I HE T . SR
+ HERE > AR > EERE > 2R > 8. SRB FIH 2RI A RSRA HoS IR T 2/, B
AL SR AR FE S = T OB, X AT RE A N SRRV PRI IS BR £, K ARSI, THFE T i AR
T, AEAFG KT HoS 980, KA Y DL P8 AAAE T /K. Al SRB F AT A7k fd, R
AU R R ERACIHR B aAA  RIIURE s B[R] DN T 0 ke F . JRTE 60 h IR B . BRFSE ZERIN 4
FRENFD 2B Ak, FHE SRB PRA ™ AR B BiAL Mk FE A% HRAAS HLS W K 1 o 7 (A4 HE 77 3 PR — B

AR SRB F=AE IR AR B i A b 52 B s S [R] 39 0 T 3 0 s %, {2 SRB A F A R -t
PRES, AN SO B AR A I EE ER TR . 4036 3 Fras, SRB FIF S il K BT A i S AL £
BEEHLE 0~12 h, BRZEESL, SRB FIHHARHFHHALE 0~12 h /A LRI 5 BEA S SEBY B 50% LA
b, CRRENVFIIRA B MATE 12~24 h AR RRERAA) 5 BEAS ROBII B I L B AR IRTE 30% DL |, HARH
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TRARAE Ja B2 S B Bt R I 25%.

SRB A A MIBALEEE S HS FIEMARA HoS, B 73848 LIAUAS HoS MUk H KT b, HA
AL o B ML TR AS W R AR . AR B RAL ) 2 il 3o vl 1 P A RS 3 A R PR SRR 59 pHL KR B (F)
fi pH N 7.0), T SRB fii& K pH 56T 7~8. B N BEAT, BT AR A BN, pH B,
REWKI A CTCEN SRB KIAE KA R I 265, FrLAE 24h 2 )5, SRB HIAEIRCR B R AEIE IR
SO; A STIIRCRZENT NI, B SRB R 5 A b= L1 S BT TE 0~24 h, TS 8RR
B BU R RS R R R W RS . S5, BRI RARE — E R XS SRB A B i — € R H
YER, 3X A2 SRB A 5 Fft o7~ BEARLE 24 h 22 & (0 S B B BO™ A i) i A P L B ES) 8 3% R BRI R IR 22—
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Figure 2. The concentration of total sulfide generated by SRB under anaerobic conditions using different electron donors

[ 2. SRB FI A A EI F AR E £ SFUANRE

Table 3. The ratio of the amount of sulfide produced by SRB under anaerobic conditions using different electron donors in
different reaction stages to the total amount of sulfide produced during the reaction time

7 3. SRB AR R KM B F| A E R F A RE S~ E MU E S R AT E A~ £ R 2 2t sl

P i E %)
R B B - — — - -
it I TR e LR + W
0~12h 53.59 56.75 69.07 34.78 61.23
12~24 h 32.82 13.75 3.53 8.41 33.29
24~36 h 8.72 9.75 6.92 20.58 0
36~48 h 4.87 12.50 15.46 20.87 4.68
48~60 h 0 7.25 5.01 15.36 1.20

3.3. SRB XA 8, Fit&a 5| A

HF R 5 M OIUR N & A LY HAric i H K P A S e Sma vy, PUaa U
(TOC)IKR T T AA R, SRB XA EH PR R HE @& 3 o, B 3 7%, SRB XANFEH
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TR R F S DUATAE B3 22 5 . Bl SN [ I 4ERS , SRB 7EANBTR] FH f 744k, (Rl TOC ¥R % B I
JSLERF ) PR3 0 T B A o« SROBLSE RS, TSR CRREN AN A R A T A B /D, TOC KN 7.79 mg/L, [H]
Ff SRB I FH 2R BRIV 27 BVR A o 7 bR I BT P AR S8 HLS R BRI 5 Bl P f s, R
SRB it 7, B4 FH1%] 22 W (¥ R FH F2 1S . SRB X LR AN FH R BE AR TR Bl b, ZBRANNT B I
NEEHRE TOC W N 12.25 mg/L, {HXFHEFE] 1 A 2 s, SRB FIF Z B84 £ A4S HaoS AR
WTE 5 Bl PRt o BN DRI EE /b, X T CERENE T Fh s al AR B A L, SRER Fr
FH SRB {5 ¥ H, AN AT G i 2 A AR Y, X Lef A M AR AR A R R 5 2 r A DRI
R BRI AL IR R A3 T SRB JREUR R SO 7242 8%, A SFEKH 0 RN FI I EAZS
H,S AL = A ISR . SRB X Z BRI R BEBAK, [ 45 i Hoxf . TOC R 29.53
mg/L, FIREN S P FHAM RS, X EIR%EE, SRB FIH LRER BT =L AES HyS FLUEE LIk
FE5y AR SR — /b Fdg /b, IXFRE SRB ASREAR U R FH £ BEX P e - gbAc, T TE2: 3R EUR 85 (1 FL 1 HE ik
J5E SO MR BT, B FEOTER R =R S, A HS MUY =28, SRB F % % %A1 7L IR
BN, ROBEZE RN R R TOC WK EE 537108 14.62 mg/L F1 16.89 mg/L.
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Figure 3. Utilization of different electron donors by SRB in different reaction stages

3. SRB fERE & R ER S ARl F A B FI R 1AL

SRB 7E#EAN [ BT A FoR A 7] B AR SR 2 an 1] 4 B . i AR H R &l 2
FREN + FAIRE > B > EabE > LR > ol Hh BRGNS BT R R R RS T
HARH A, 155 87.02%. SEEMFIHZA 5 PR AR, K 64.54%. Hi%EE. LRMMILER
BRI BN 77.31%, 79.58%F1 71.84%. &k LBREASN, HA UMK R R EAFIST B 1) SRB
I 1% B R AR IS 72 AR RS HoS AL BRAL ) & 2 IE

FE IR Eh /K AL B A, g B8 i R 330 it 24 {8l P XU o RV & HE TR $2 57 SRB. IRTE 1k
Ploprasert 1 Hass /& {5 F £ B4 FH %] 267 0 0UHE T 22 35 3 51 SRB A, I KIS FE B2 iy B R 25k ) i
K, [AK T SRB X B FAHA R E R 2R 1K COD K. A S HSZIG &S RAIGE T FRBF 70 R, 7
TP ftfAr, SRB X CRRAAFIHE EIHEIR & i AR R R b m,  [FIRER A SRR BAAN I & PR & T
PR A R SRS Rt 2 [5]. SRB Al R F#E 100 Fog HL/E R BT IME, 78R KB

DOI: 10.12677/wpt.2019.71010 69 IG5 g% Je fb B


https://doi.org/10.12677/wpt.2019.71010

PRIERT 25

100
N\ T 7-7-
X 804 1 //
~— VA T
™ 4 7
é}é / // )
= 604 7
e [
T 7
g
£ 404
£
H_,
7
ﬂé 20 -
N

0

R T
T A Bk

Figure 4. Total utilization of electronic donors of SRB

4. SRB Xf B F# A B FI A R

RePEeh, AUSEi AR LA N i T A, BRUAFLER SR 2 2 5 SRB 7RG, RERSILHERUEN) R ST [

ZHREPE LS IRFF R G R E (6] Oyekolan AB) 775205 i30T 78 1 LAFLIR #5040 L7 (A4 OB IR £ 034 IR

BRI R 2 AR R, 45 RAR IR sk L 2 AR ORAERE E M SRB X LR #h 28 B (AR ORI I [ 7]
ASZIRFAER Y], SRB X LRRANAIE G HE A AT e T ILBR N, AU SRR 08 AL IR ) i

TR LREAE T IR B8 97 R K AT L < RO AL B b F A SRB R~ AA, AT ERIR £h 13k Ji R

IEH] 80%LL 1-[8]. {H Yamashita S NIEIIH LRI, LAAEHE SRB AT BRI R AR, HIK

COD i = AR A i iy 2 17 R [O], - A SR e th [FIFER W] SRB WS LR (KA I Z A HL A vl T A BAIR .

RAMESE N E I KR T 1 SRB X ALEHE A ML IR £h 2R A8 A ) 22 b e T AR IR TSR, 45 SRR B DAL IR By

VB B T OBRIR 2hA0 S5 R L LL ZR BN HH 20%, 1X 515 1-3 PRI & BRSNS S 2B

ARERT AR, (2 SRB /LIRS, SIS SB A R 2w T SRR .

Table 4. The ratio of the amount of electron donor used by SRB in different reaction stages to the total electron donor

% 4. SRB FET R R M Bz P 71 A BE Tt A 8 o5 B B T IRA E A9 LL 51

P 5 (%)
RSB 5 . — . h
Z T4 T zm LR + AR
0~12h 22.03 37.05 30.35 23.55 38.64
12~24h 18.88 14.21 12.48 7.20 28.18
24~36 h 12.24 14.49 16.49 18.87 7.04
36~48 h 16.10 4.94 2.23 10.91 8.23
48~60 h 10.32 6.61 10.29 4.01 4.93

4 HEMR W T SRB AEA A BB BOo B AR AT Dt : AR AR L7 ik 4k, SRB EEAE
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0~12 h A1 12~24 h MR ERBEAT I . SRB 7E 0~12 h £ 12~24 h F1| H () 2. BR 4N F0 76 % B VR & v 7t
A 5 HEA SN BRI ) 50% A F, FLER BN AN &5 M th 4 SRB 7E 0~12 h Al 12~24 h K&EFIH, 52 Mxt
M F&: SRB FIFH B THHALE 0~12 h A1 12~24 h P2 A4ESAS HoS (R, P2 AR R RERAL Y b B s B I [A]
K

4. &g

SRB Xt 5 F AR IR R N HERR N LIREN + &R > RN > EER > AR > &
B#; SRB AHAFE 7 (AR A4 HpS SRR Rk HE T 9. LB + HapE > FLIREY > WER > &
WE > LFRHY; SRB AMIAFE M7t A BRI B R R HEF 9. LRI + HaNE > FLERWY > H
P > O > OFF. ZEKFE, SRB A QRPN &R & B T AMAR A I R am, Az R Tt
PRI i AR KA HpS ML BRAL A4 LA L 7 44 o 0~12 i AT 12~24 h 9 SRB R4 H,S (54
BrBL: EIXPA BB, SRB ML TR 2, AR HoS MR R, PRI SR .
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