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E. DR _FER T TR (DBP) b ME—ikiE, i k58—
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FH 93, 4%, Kb tifk)5 .7 35 C.pH 8 K4 TXF 10 g -
L™'DBP FREfF3N 95. 826, I BN 145 R W, B3 (B
DBP £f-& — WMzl J1 28R, Xf 50 g « L™ DBP 14 K
HEFRATIA 1. 25 g« L1 « h'. B3 %FH At 4 # i LK) PAEs
(PATHB - Q—ZHEDOBR PAHR IR R
HER T FER. SR _H R 2D FIR R 2R R R
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Abstract: With dibutyl phthalate (DBP) as the sole carbon
source, we isolated a DBP-degrading strain; by its
morphology as well as 16S rDNA sequencing and phylogenetic
analysis, the strain was identified as Stenotrophomonas sp. ,
designated as strain B3. Degradation of Phthalate esters
(PAEs) by Stenotrophomonas was reported for the first time.
The degradation efficiency of 0.05 g+ L"'DBP is 93.4% ;B3
could efficiently degrade DBP up to 50 g « L™!,and under the

conditions of pH 8, 35 C, the degradation efficiency of 10 g

WeRs B 2017-09-17

« L7'DBP by B3 reached 95.8% . Kinetic studies showed that
DBP degradation by B3 followed first-order kinetics, and the
initial degradation rate of 50 g «+ L' DBP can reach 1.25 g -
L' « h'. The degradation efficiencies of four other common
PAEs ( di-2-ethylhexylPhthalate, dimethyl phthalate. benzyl
butyl phthalate, diethyl phthalate) as well as aniline, toluene
and phthalic acid by B3 were 50% or higher, suggesting that
B3 had a broad substrate spectrum. The ability of B3 to
degrade various PAEs at high concentrations indicates that B3

is promising in bioremediation of PAEs.

Key words: Stenotrophomonas; phthalate esters; dibutyl

phthalate; hiodegradation; kinetics
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PAEs B—2BA 2L F M = 1 N 20 i
Ty, Bxt s B A S vk B A8 v B 1k LA
RAETE D, AR K 6 F R AE. Hg s
il & Z B epkk e, EE R R (EPA)  h ERE
Wl 23k B Bk BE R ¥ DBP., BBP, DEHP, DEP % %
Fp PAEs 51| 4 Je s Hilis Ye .

PAEs fRMEREfE 76 A AR IR 5% Tl 8 K L B
I RAEH 2218, A3 PAEs st A FEAR F
BUR R et A A A Y R S WRBR S A RAL
2 EAE AR A G  R R T G, A YRR
BARAT PAEs LB EE X, BAEHALS
B4 e AR B RMIE A 5L 0917 . DBP 1 i i
FIf PAEs, F 2858 A B AIREEvh fifi i DBP HR§
FEVE. CARE B DBP B A 18 5 3 P i Mk B IR X
# mg » L7 K, HREMHAL (AN 4%) PAEs B3
AT A B0 v ) [ RE O R L R R
SRR YT EE i DBP g, IR B MY
PSR PAEs H N A H.

A SE M 1 58 v 7 1 2 BB 95 1= 3K B A% DBP 9
BAR, a4 2R AR DL K2 16S rDNA %06 KM 5
F 35 BT (Stenotrophomonas sp. ), IR R Y
Yo XA E % DBP W44 FEfg 3l )12, vl R
PAEs 75 3G PR LIS T Hr.

1 RS

1.1 ##

TR B A A AR T XTI BELLL U8 br
W45 4 4b B 3%, iR 7). DBP, DEHP, DMP, BBP,
DEP KB H AR AERoR — H R . =& b G R4 bt
af) I EE (aag e/ b 2D M A B 25500 A RA
Al s KO atik HARTeHLEis s s Hrat.

Emt JC Bl 3h B 38 B (mineral salt medium,
MSM) (R4 W 8 fsi. g « L7'): K,HPO, 5. 8 g,
KH;P0, 4.5 g, (NH;),S0, 2. 0 g, MgCl, 0. 16 g,
CaCl, 0. 02 g, Na;MoO, « 2H,O 0. 002 4 g, FeCl,
0.001 8 g,MnCl, +« 2H,0 0.001 5 g,pH 7.0. 121°C
BEKHAE 20 min.

IR SRR AR SRR R TR oA
% DBP.DEHP .DMP ., BBP.DEP. ZE ik . B 25 F0
SR F R R, K IR PR R 2, FE R e 2
ARG HIMA MSM B i 5T 75 ¥R BE 1 & 2R IR
PREE SR AL DBP [EA 3% 5 5 2 DBP AR 5 50
2% fEAE. 121°C R KB 20 min.

1.2 FEfAwE RS

FRELEAE 5 g F 100 mL & 5% K DBP WA
FW R 10%.15%.20 %1 DBP ¥R BE#EBE R
014k ,30 °C,150 r » min 'R HEF 7 d, FEEEE 2
mL B E T — ¥ A B DBP R B 77 8% 9%,
20% K] DBP M B Wt F TR R R 105 R IR A6 T
DBP B4R 1, 30 CH A H RS 57, i R LR 7E
DBP [E#-FR B R B4k, TR ZK, HERHRIES
B PkEEAE Y . 7E LB(LuriaBertan) I35 34 E
S
1.3 MBENS TEYFEE

JFE 240 A 2 R 2 5t SR W A TR (DINAD 4R BRI 7 &
(OMEGA 235D 42 BUAH 18 7Y & DNA, DLH B,
H 16S rDNA #2454 27F 5 1492R, #47 16S
rDNA 3.

B4 5% = )W (polymerase chain reaction,
PCROF=p%t 1% Brigh i i i skl s » 2546 1y
WWBERAEMBEARAGRAFTMF. B FERS
NCBI $44E % ) Blastn 27 #E17 F¢ 51 Rl IR P A R F
EbXf, 338 iF MEGAT7. 0 {4, W R 4% &k § b4k
W 43 BT T Y 3 2 HbL A
1.4 PAEs filzE

T H B RO AR (A3 (HPLO M2 PAEs & & .
KRS WA FE L 8000 r ¢ min~ ! B0y 3 min. FH
ST B B T AR AR HE AT IR ZE R 2] PAEs,
FoEPRELRE  MAFEERZE 5 0 mL. 1L
R 0. 22 pm WA HIART I8 2 U8 5 & SO AH
%A% (DGC-20A3R AY, 13 H A 7)) I 28 7 A&
PAEs & &.

HPLC 43t 45 /4 3% 4 Agilent? ZORBAX
SB-C18(4. 6 mm X 150 mmX5 ym) .k 35°C , i3l
AR 5K AR H 90210, H#E K 0. 5 mL -
min~", KES PR 228 nm, RN 20 pL. A
HPLC Jliz2 PAEs [HJ5R B &.

1.5 £RKEHNE

AW 1 mL, B.040 8, F§ MSM H & W, &
MY IEEE T (T6 R B, 1 Mgt AL BS A PR 5%
AR DI ODgoo » B A BERE AL £ B
1.6 KWERE

PRILLE DBP FE{RIE R B A K BT S R
BT LB KRS 3 30 °C,175 r » min~ #5355 10
h BOWCE A R, FLHl AR ODsw 0. 1. 6
RARMAT, WIS, HF & F 4 mL,8 Fp 10 g -
L™k 4 (DBP.DEHP, DMP., BBP ., DEP. ¢ |



946 A ¥ K22 ME KRB 2D

H46 %

HZR AR —H O #557 & s, pH 7,30 'C.150 1 -
min” $EKEESE 5 d EA L ETHIEE KRB
ROMAR TR 8 FRMIRIAR E &
1.7 DBP P& HHMAL

43 IFRSE R W 9 DBP ¥) 3R . pH IR & L %
PR R BRI I B TE 72 h XT84 K AR R
DBP WM. Fr A S2 36 80905 5 o = IR AT 5L 56 1Y
YIE B R ) Excel BAF#AT T, BlIFIRZL N
SUPATER IR bR 2.
1.8 MMz NEFE

SRR M B E R 1.5.10,20,50 g -
L) DBP, fEfAERE 7R 554 T, 08 8 h ll5E 72 h
W DBP Hy5% 8 &, f M R IE =417 FSs
GraphPad Prism5. 0 ( GraphPad Software, Inc,
USA) LA SEIBE . i R R 3 ) 248 8, 75 Y B3
KéA7: DBP [¥2F s RN A28 400 EOUAAR IR s B [r) F
PAFEs 5k B £/ ¢ 2 LA K R s R 0 A8 4k, it — 207
FT i B3 IKEARE DBP R, 585 U YA PAES
AIER RIS, —H3h ) BRI TR
Y=, —rm) * e ¥+ e, Y 3~ DBP [ B & ¥k
Bage LY, AR RWE, g » L r AR

100 B3

A5 DBP 2R B Bk g « L K DR,
Pl no= In 2/K FIIRKEIGE R v, = dY/dt =
(Yo — ) » K« e ™, >0, v, WK
g L7l eh,

2 GRS

2.1 BBENEE

Sl B RS, RS REETELL DBP i
MBI EMIEREPTERKRIWE, 74 R
B3. WML @ 45 fh 2 e (B WA T
BRI VRS WG AEY, h &R/, RERH,
Gor# BN EE , 2R REE , 4 KAPIR.

P 147153 B3 i 16S rDNA JF51, It @ R Ge i
e (B 1), B3 5 & 5% 8§ B (Stenotrophomonas
sp. KX928046. 1) B R —32, tAEIHESy 9926 . [F) 45
AR WL S HRIE, HEH N E R P HE
(Stenotrophomonas sp. ). PEIRIE , 2 IF M B f%
7 FRBEXTBRAE ) DU E A FE =R A8 (DD A L
RAIFIDUSF R A BTG Y AT 0 e 15 )
REREAE PAEs MEESFF B N B R .

Stenotrophomonas sp. strain Aa94 R2A02 (KX928046.1)
Stenotrophomonas sp. C-S-R2A2 (HM755484.1)
Stenotrophomonas sp. C-GNA3 (HM755464.1)
Stenotrophomonas sp. LCR33 (FJ976542.1)

Klebsiella pneumoniae strain kp757 (CP01512.1)
Xanthomonas maltophilia (M59158.1)

Pseudomonas geniculata strain 79 (br23) (KF254492.1)
Xanthomonas oryzae strain CP77 (KF040975.1)
Raoultella ornithinolytica strain MG (CP017802.1)

Bl BIHESZEZEWOH
Fig.1 Phylogenetic analysis of strain B3

2.2 EYESHE

B3 M TR L FRK 8 R 10 g -
LT R R 5 B3R 5 d ISR BE R ZE
i (ODsoo) MEWIER BB & TH A R

B3 7€ 8 FlRsE R E R e A K Hoh A s B
(] PAEs(DBP .BBP.DMP) P4 & 2 Jiic o 4 K Be
(ODyo >>0. 8) , M 7EK 5% PAE(DEHP) 2L K848,
XFh2E B AT BER T 428 PAEs & AR B 5] 42
I B3 Xt 8 FiUERHIAY R SR 4E 5000 B I,
H Xt BBP(90. 1%6) A i (89. 020) [ B AR 4R 1 »
H Y JE DBP(75. 9%) F1 DMP(73. 0%). iX % B3
HKR R AT, BRI I# i £ M PAEs 5%
FKAEY. 5 B3 2, 2 ERIAM DBP FEAF

KA HE SR PAEs, Tixf K4 PAEs 41 DEHP
) B 7 3 B A AE: W0 Gordonia sp.  strain QH-
1102 4@ DEP 1 DBP f 3% 5 He K 4% iy DMP,
DIOP. DEHP [#¥#f ; Camelimonas sp. M112% (&5
DPP.DEP.DBP F 35 38 4K Y % 9. B3 %A% 10 g -
L' K5E DEHP (88 1 BOR L8 4% 0 17, (H %57
B 60% L 1.
2.3 BEBEERL

B SRR ITIR Y DBP ) ih vk %t B3 A KAk
AR (R 2. R 855 &M . pH 2 7,30 C,
175 r » min ', PR UL ODsoo 2 0. 05, K7 I ]
h 72 h. BEE ISR BN, B3 A K EAERK , 45
BRERKFI0g L, LE B TRES, FHB3
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Tab.1 Substrate specificity of strainB3

J&4 il AFR HFE H K& ODsoo PR/ Y
00

DBP TN C15Hz2O4 278. 34 1.0 + 0,07 75.9 + 0.3
\/\j\/o OO

DEHP CzaHssO4 390, 56 0.7 & 0,02 63.3 £ 0.2

O/\(\/\
OO O\/\/

BBP ©Ao% C1oH3 04 312. 36 1.3 4+ 0.02 90.1+0.1
~L_0p

DEP O/\ Ci2H14 Oy 222,24 0.7+ 0.05 53,3t 0.1
/O OO

DMP CH; é)‘\o/cm CroH1o04 194, 18 0.8 £ 0.07 73.0 + 0,2

NH,

ik ©/ CsH7N 93.13 1.1+ 0,05 88.9 £ 0.1

P ©/ CrHs 92. 14 0.8 %+ 0,05 66.4 & 0.1
OH 0o

A — R CgHs Oy 166. 13 0.4 + 0.08 48.6 + 0.3

o,

% DBP EA 1R 5 i T 3% P, DBP FR& 1 )% 4 0. 05
g« L7UBF, R0y 93. 4%, DBP ¥R EEILE , R R
ZBTRE, BB B TR, B & DBP A5 A
BB B LR B R0 X B A I A . Y
DBP G B W E /N5 T 10 g « L' 0t, B3 f&fE DBP
BIREERI R T 75%. ¥4 DBP iRk E#E 20 g« L™!

KU LI, PR RAAESFAE 700 i h. 2 RiE it
T AFHE DBP Xt 5 H B 7 59 52 i . He® Fn
Jin B SRS T 0.6~1.2 g« L1F10. 1~0. 75
g L7 B R R BE VI 1Y DBP X T M A7 09 52w, B3
R DBP ¥ B Vi B BT A M 98, T LR . 3 2
B, A2 KB LA ODsoo 7R CFED.

% 2 DBP #¥1%aikExT B3 HEkMERE 0T
Tab.2 Effect of initial DBP concentrations on the degradation efficiency by B3

—
mﬁﬁﬁﬁiﬁ?fg/ 0. 05 0.5 1.0 5.0 10.0 20.0 50. 0
(g« LY
kg 0. 440,07 0.6=0.05 0.740. 03 0.840. 06 1,00, 07 0. 940. 06 0.940.04
PR % 93.4740.4 86.31+4.5 74.5+3.5 75.8+7.0 75.9+1. 3 70.30+5. 8 68.8+5. 1

#£ 10 g - L"'DBP ¥4 S @ W& T, %58 pH.
T R DR 3 5 T o R 4 W R BE X B3 AR KA
WA DBP fgR2m (B 2.5 3). B 2 R, B3 iR
BMEmBRLEB AR B 22 81,30 CTEHET,
B3 7E pH 3 5~11,B3 %t 10 g » L~ DBP [ [&R %
PREEFE 600 LA L. Y pH B 7 LT3 8 B, B3 F%
A 75, O%IRE F 92. 2%, UL T IR 1 B
FIF B3 %} DBP # B fit. Wu 219 5 4% H )
Ochrobactrum sp. JDC-41 78 pH/NT 52 pH BT
9,DBP &R BIET 2% ~35%. 1 B3 7E pH /N T
68T 9 AT, X DBP AR RAR 8 i
60% .38 B3 BEff DBP &2 pH 52 miAHXT 4/

7£ pH 8 BIFM T HRILIRBEXT B3 FEff DBP
o (B 2b). ARNE T B A K R A
[, 3 P RS A N BT PR G, 20 °C~45 CHY,
B3 e 34 1E 606 LA b, HpTE 25 °C~35 C e
FRKT 80%,35 CHIFEMAFE R, 0 94. 1%. B3 &
HREE 40 C XKLL bR, %F 10 g « LT'DBP 554 70%
PLE W R X5 WEMEM DBP 1
eBrucellaceae . Sinobacteraceae Z5 B Mk A [F) , 3%
B AR W Rl R 37 30 °C ~35 CHa] HIEE X
T 40 CHART 25 C, BEMREE J1 KRR,

B 2c PRI BE L T % B3 FEf% DBP i 2
P RAN IS & B AS S E A LR E,



048 3 K% % ME R B 2O 846 %
100 1.5 100 1.8
. 30 12 . 80 1.5
& o 8 12 o
<60 09 8 = 60 g
¥ ~ ‘N‘ 0.9
B 40 063 ¥ 40 . d06®
%2 03 % lERE
0 1 I ] i 1 i I 0 0 1 1 i) 1 H 1 ()
4 5 6 7 8 9 10 11 12 15 20 25 30 35 40 45 50
pH wEE/C
apH b RE
100 s 100F o eFeeeoeoen 1.8
80 12 80 1.5
PN < 8 12 -
# 60 09 § ?@é 60f; 0o
5= 40 o 40 o)
= e | ) o B 106
20 kg 103 20 K {03
1 i 1 1 0 : 1 1 1 1 1 0
0 50 100 150 200 250 0 005 0.10 0.15 0.20 025 0.30
N=N
B/ (r - min-!) B R ODgyg
c Hl dEHEE

B2 B3 E#MEMR DBP H&EMRL
Fig.2 Optimization of conditions for the degradation of DBP by B3 strain

£3 HFEEFME B3 M DBP ¥R
Tab.3 Effect of glucose concentrations on B3 proliferation and DBP degradation
%ﬁ}??}%ﬁzg/ 0 0. 25 0.5 0.75 1 1. 25 1.5
EkE 1.5 0.2 2.0t 0.1 2.6 0.1 4.3+ 0.1 5.2+t 0.1 5.5 £ 0.1 5901
MefRR/ % 95.8 = 0.5 62.1 £ 2.4 65.9 &+ 0.9 94,2 £ 0.2 95.1 £ 0.1 95.8 £ 1.7 95.9 £ 1.8

A pH 8,35 °C,175 r » min ™!, DBP REIRE N 10 g « L1, B B ODeoo0. 05, KRHTE A 72 h

HEMAEWER SR S22 m. 7% EdGE
SEAR . ERMA R RBERBOR A E; B E R
T, B3 AR K A AR B IGA0, 7E46 3K 175 1 » min™'
i B3 AR A K A B & 5 P& DBP O RUR 5%
FE. #3 B T 175 ¢ » min ™ B, AR KR E IR RIA
FIEREAR. Wu 207 BB Gordonia sp. F&fE DBP &
FEIEIRIEEE N 175 ¢« min™', MK TN T 175
r « min '}, B3 X DBP #RE AR FRAR, A X 51%
ZERMM. 5AEXAR W&, Gordonia sp BTE 75 ¢
e min ‘I, % 0.4 g« L "4 DBP [EfER HEF 20%
7iha s i B3 FERRE BRIR0T BB AH 60%.

& 2d AR TE B ODgoo /N T 0. 125 B, FEAR
FH B WAKE LT BE, BEFEE ODw KT
0. 250, MR AAE K B R A B, B E ODg
A 0. 05 F0, 258+, B3 X 10 g » L™ i DBP Hf&
il ST 94. 3%.

AR EFER I EXT B3 B m GR 3), &
HEERERINE<<0. 5 g+« LU, % B3 B&f# DBP
AIHRIER. MEEN TIFEMEDTEZRFH
WRIR SHUE M & A& T 8 TR SR A
HIWE, IR AR AR, Jin SFOBERE T
BRI I 2 Bk f% DBP B30, 45 R BRI

W B O R B I R B R X DBP B [ X 5 A SC gk
SRR b IR B A 340 2 O v v )R A ) L R A
DBP AR #A/ER X SARCAR. H L&A 2458, 78
B3 [&f# DBP i # %A B R B B M. 45 L. B3
F#f# 10 g » L7'DBP iR pH 2y 8,388 35 °C, 35
FEEEE A 175 ¢« min 'L R E ODgo 4 0. 125, 78
72 h PFEAEECRATIE 95. 82%.

2.4 DBP WIBEfEZh h=#

TR AEE IR 4T, B DBP ¥R R B R N
1,5,10,20.50 g « L', &% 8 h llx¢ DBP 1y%% &
&, LA GraphPad Prism5 #7886 (B 3,%& 1,

o~ 504
40
30
207

104

DBP BB TEWE /(g L~

0 10 20 30 40 50 60 70 80
Ff ) /h
3 B3 MEAARRVIBRERE DBP R i £
Fig.3 DBP degradation profiles at different DBP

initial concentrations
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¥R9% B3 W% DBP fREfES) 12,

SEE SRR, B3 A% DBP f5-5& — 3 1545
B REfRM 2R 5 DBP )46 W E % MG, W1 aR Wk
BRI, 0 43 AR AR R 2R3 K, S G T VRl 50 g
« LB WIAR PR R 3R 1. 25 g« L7« b,
DBP JREVRE/N T4 T 10 g « L' 8, fi DBP ¥k
BEHE R, 23 040 40 PR A 0 R BRSO DBP i
WER 10 g« L B EREEHSEIE K (K=

0. 064) , M F 4 (11,,=10. 8 h); 24 DBP R &Ik
BER 50 g « L7V B, 2R G K, A R A8 B B0B/ .
—Gh J1 %% TR DL Y R A# B 7124, He
U B I AR BR B 8 (Rhodococcus ruber strain) ,
2 DBP M E/NTFETF 0.8 g« LA, IR IRE
BRI , IR AR 8 K, 1 s W 45 18 ; DBP R B VR
R 0.8 g« LT'B, BEWREENS K, AR L, 2
ARG R X S B 5 A S 2 A ).

®4 FEMHKRE DBP WM hEHR

Tab.4 Degradation kinetics equation of DBP with different initial concentration

M=K b 73
PR/ DIEIE oo/ BIRRERRL o/ RXRHER
1 Y=0.81e 0028 +0, 19 35.0 0.02 0.98
5 Y=4.43e 004+, 57 20.5 0.15 0. 96
10 Y=09. 26e % %% +0, 74 10. 8 0.59 0.97
20 Y=18.06e *%%+1, 94 11.5 1,08 0. 99
50 Y=44. 67e 028 +5 33 24.4 1. 25 0. 99

AR, BRI R AR UET WG PAEs W
BRI AL B AR E R IEREME DBP 1 E )8
(KD, FEHRIRIEN PAEs B FEMF R RAT X
90 %0 , B Fi% fife B ik 3 A mg + LT 4P
Tang 25221 45, 58 W MR 88 B (Rhizobium sp. ) R 50
mg « L7 IRRERRTF 90 %, T 4K = F b, B
KRR, 25 DBP BT & FEh 400 mg « L' B, [
f#FALA 50% A 4. Wi & Chen %) 4 i
Camelimonas sp. 7E 336h P& 0. 03~0. 14 g «

L7'DBP LR AT T 56 %. 754 L DBP [E&ff ik EE
BRI HGE W RN R CREA SIS FE S
FhEE Y 3t B E - Kumar 555 18 0 R 2 M B
(Pseudomonas sp. ) F1 A ¥ U i J& (Comamonas
sp. )7 192 h WM 2 g » L7 DBP BRCRITN
57 %46 %0 . AICHRE B Y SEFR I E B3 AL FE
{1 B 305 B PR DRSS v R AR R o i L A P i
WY TR L pH Y B S A A R

#£5 AT HEK DBP MEEH MBI
Tab.5 Degradation characteristics of different PAEs by degrading bacteria

N=R
itk MRTLRE. pemsett eI F] /b 30/ KRR % o
0.05~0.5 30 C.,pH 7 72 >86
Stenotroph .

enotrophomonas sp 1~50 35 C.pH 8 72 24.4~35.5 72.5~95.8 X
Rhodococcus ruber sp. 0.6~1,2 35 C.pH 7.8 42~60 15.8~27. 8 =90 [9]
Gordonia sp. 0.1~0,75 30 C.pH 7 50 6.4~17.5 >93 [13]

Pseudomonas sp. o o 57
oo 2 30 °C .pH 6. 8 192 o [14]
Camelimonas sp. 0. 03~0, 14 40 C.pH 8 336 65.4~277.3 <56 [15]
Ochrobactrum sp. 0.05~0.5 30 C.pH7 48 3.83~18.1 >87 [16]
Enterobacter sp. 0.1~1.5 35 C.pH7 60 21.2~28.9 >70 [20]
Acinetobacter sp. 0. 1~0. 4 40 ‘C.pH 7 60 9.5~15.5 94, 3~100 [21]

. 0. 05~0. 2 \ 60~92
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