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Effects of heavy metal ion stress on efficiency of SRB in remediating AMD .

Perspectives of functional genes and pollutant removal
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Abstract: Using sulfate-reducing bacteria (SRB) to remediate for acid mine drainage (AMD) has the advantages of
low cost and recoverable metal precipitation. However, the heavy metal ions in the drainage can inhibit the growth
of SRB, thus influencing their efficiency. To investigate the effect of heavy metal ion stress on the efficiency of SRB
in remediating AMD, this study systematically examined the laws of SRB in removing SO?~ and heavy metal ions in
AMD under the stress of Cu’", Zn’", Mn’", and Pb?" via laboratory batch experiments integrated with
quantitative polymerase chain reaction (qPCR) analysis. The results showed that after the addition of heavy metal
ions, the system maintained a stable pH (6. 8~7.7) while exhibiting progressive reduction in oxidation-reduction

potential (ORP). The inhibition of heavy metal ions on the growth of SRB was Pb*" >Mn’" >Cu*" >Zn"". In

view of SO} removal efficiency, the inhibition of heavy metal ions on the removal of SO} was Cu’" (35.16% =+
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6.55%)>Pb"" (35.98% £ 6.46%) > Mn"" (36.10% £ 5.37%) >Zn"" (44.52% £ 11.53%). In view of metal
removal efficiency, Pb*" had the highest removal efficiency (99.85% =+ 0.29%) and Mn®" showed the lowest
removal efficiency (75.19% =+ 20.36%). By taking the dual perspectives of functional genes and contaminant
removal patterns, this study reveals the effect mechanism of different heavy metal ions on SRB’s remediation of AMD,

Key words: sulfate-reducing bacteria; acid mine drainage; heavy metal ions; fluorescence quantitative polymerase

chain reaction

R PEA™ 1% 7K (acid mine drainage, AMD) & 7EW 7 B8 5 IF R ML Bk #E b, S 6000 ) (R 2Bk
BT T K RS CE W SR R PR AR R B IR pHL B R R R A B R AR R K
AMD T E &I B ERAR (SOT ) AN E 4 J8 8 F (W Fe* ' \Mn®" Ni*" [ Zn®" \Cu®" \Pb*" 55) , # R & i b 7
FAR, 2 S BUTE RS R, HAT, B A SR E X AMD 8936 B2 T R R IESE 3550 O Tk
LA R RSk d R ik 2 ok B R R B 0 B A A B 7 R el v A O 1
MARTR L8> AMD (I R, AR S A B R AR 7E AMD £ 4R 5 AT AL B, 35 B4 A W I i L D0 TE R R
TR M T8 35 S Sk vk S A ik A%

DL R 5 38 U B (sulfate-reducing bacteria. SRB) A A4 2 14 13l A4 W vk HL A 37 145 0 08 L A B 250 % w8 F i AR
AR B A5 0 2, R AR T I I R S — P W i B AR R A P DR R AR IR A F R L SRB DU
LY (I s FLIR AN SR A5 Tk L L SOT S 752 4 Jl i S A VR T SR ICRE = 4% SOT ik 50U B
9. 5Ll e, SRB BT LR BR AMD it 8 4 8 8 7, EEHLES . OSOT BIFEAE RN S 5 H,S
H5ELEEF N Cu® \Pb® Mn® [ Zn® )T LA B B TUNE s @ 40 i A HLBR R 26K = A2 g COT T
FEERRE T OEMA OH EE &R 7 IIE ; @ SRB 76 A4 K& FACH A& v 4 W4 1Y i 4 5 W) (ex-
tracellular polymeric substances, EPS) i i W it Fl 25 SAE U E 4B .

W R B L K A A B ASCR B b T SRB Y TG L 1 SRB M AE KA Z B TRFMABENE, BLEEF
X T A A A il B R Bl 45 Y 30 08 SRR A% R ( deoxyribonucleic acid, DNA) Fil 8 [ it
ARPEC R SRBAEK MR EEN R —., TARE IR, AR E 4 857Xt SRB 13 i 15 3 77 7
220, KBl Cu®" >Cd* >Ni*" >Zn" >Cr*" >Pb* . A B4R E FHRAES MM S B SEn SRB
Xt AMD (9 Ab BACRE . AT UL B AMD w42 )8 B X SRB A 1 L 6T iR SRB B 2 ALER
BEERZ L, A E AL E I, R H 2¢O 2 B B A 4% 20 5 (fluorescence quantitative polymer-
ase chain reaction,qPCR)ZEH AR R 7S AW B 4 J8 B F Wi F SRB Ay A4 KR e HxF SO ays 2 5,
578 B 42 @ 25 X7 SRBAE & A4 HE 1Y 52 AL, U R M8 LU % 7K 5 G082 R 3 L 3R R 40 .

1 RS 7%

1.1 WMEBHERSE
1.1.1  FEFhSRIE

A 5 38 HOUR A A B s UL IY SRB 38538 M6 9K 127 4 X 42, iF 90 O XA R PR LU /K B S i . 55
55 T B A R A ) o R PR A B B & 3l AR W H o0 (China General Microbiological Culture
Collection Center, CGMCC) , | Fl 4“5 CGMCC-1. 5190,
1.1.2 HERIE

K I TC R RS A WL 0. 2 mL JETA 2 85 FIK , 1A VR T T8 M8 1 22 500 3% 5 e e 2 TR 2 0% T T B
SEAS VR L BE W T TR 2 2 0 I T AR % 35 3 (Desul fovibrio medium) W, T 37 “CHH IR 3% 3546 h IR &
Rigf 3~5 K, HF#EES B CE1E & CGANL g/L) K, HPO, (0. 500 \NH, CI(1. 00) ,Na, SO, (1. 00) ,CaCl, *
2H,0(0.10) \MgSO, « 7TH,0(2.00) L2 ¥ (1. 00) . 71 K # (1. 00) . Na,S, 0, (0. 10) ,FeSO, + 7H,O
(0. 50) FLIR IR (0. 100, FEEMALFREM (3. 33 mL,60%(V/ V), H AR SR LB th ik i A B, I
BEHURFAE AR H, S, W) 2 B 4 2 48 38 I 18 (SRB) 158 D 1 Ak - 15 51
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L1.3 Ry KHER

SR FH G B TE S 75 W 1 mL 36 P62 PR 2 100 mL 6 FeSO, « 7H, O IR K 35 5, T 37 CIEIRIR
SR SRAR T T IR 2 RO b CRR R 20 % Coptical density 600, ODg,) 4 0.8) . 7E 1 L/min R HARY T
KB R £ 808 4 000 r/min B0 10 min(4 C) 3 E BWEWR . WATIRE L BIFE A 0. 050 L2Ea
TR G Ji 3] 14 TG T IR 6 22 i i v 4 B A 5 PR A3 s ) (70 R ) To RS . WO TR IR UL T O FH o i 25 8 1
IR R R RN 66 B TR 4 BRI E E ODy, M 0. 5. 03 BEIREMIFT 4 CHEMAE S,
1.2 EIEE MY &K

FE T SCHR 11 )7 1 T il ASE 400 B 1k 7 L I K, ¥ i P [T (total dissolved solids, TDS) | &8 b ik Ji H 47
(oxidation-reduction potential, ORP) | T 4% fig 1k %A fb PE (dichromate oxidizability, COD¢, ) & & m W R 1 fr
IR ARAEER R I R A F o3 20 2K TR ALY B R AR - AR BUK (0 SRS 41-B)  HoKAL2 s L3R 1.
1.3 SKWigit

IR 5 2 91, SRB % R Pk 4
g AKH Cu®' \Zn®" (Pb*" (T 32 5

F1 BRUEBRET LEKKEFZAR

Table 1 Hydrochemical composition of simulated acid mine drainage

(40303 51.2.98. 07.82. 88 mg/L. KA ZEFE bR BE KA 2E TR bR Bl
SE Tl A2 40 BIBEH Cu®™ Zn® - 0 c 002
PbY % Mn? % BF 5 X 5, 49 3 3 TDS 5.37 Mg*" 0. 169
’fEE (10 mg/L)\ EF' (50 mg/L)\ _.'%_ ORP 183. 20 NH, ' 0.324
(150 mg/ L)W RS . RAAR 5 & cOPe 140 S0; 5 208
JBE F A % SRB £ SO° 4 i K 0.188 Cl™ 0. 808
PORENIBL A . EL U T DA% 7 4 N L PO 2o
b oz A v R0 B K TR, A 4l T pH R ORP B mV; KRR LI ¢/L.

AR EHMAE (dissolved oxygen, DO)/NTF 1.0 mg/L; @% 121 CHEHJEKE 20 min, W5 pHEZE 7.0+
0. 2,43 % 2 JREUM . 1 825 P B (R fE & 8 i D Hofh 5 2R AR R s @4 20 04205 (V/ VDO In A TG4k 24 h
1) SRB FEW T 35 CHRAIE A PR IR A 3 AT @05l T4 1.3.5.7 KRB, M€ pH {H,
ORP.SOT™ ¥ i I i 4 J@ B F W B s © R qPCR B AR 2 1t K I SR 4 &t 16S rRNA 3 (K 45 DK (cop-
ies/mL) , VP4 B 4 & 25 7 X SRB A K520,

1.4 A&

FRARZ  pH AE A ORP R A I Ay HQ40D {8 #5 20 22 2 oK 5t 3 B A3 (36 D M % , ) FH A R 0 L it
LM SOTT WREE R KO T W4 56 e BE RN 4 R B TR . R ABI7500 qPCR X
(applied biosystems, 3¢ [E) Il & 5 4k B WV 4% B8 5 34 JR 8 (dissimilatory sulfite reducatse, DSRB) &K F B, L)
16S rRNA FEF#5 D # (copies/m1) FRAE,

1.5 SHIFESH

K H SPSS(statistical product and service solution) 3% £ 47 8045 43 #r . H o A0 56 4 % H Pearson #H 5%
SR, 38 i B R K T 22 43 #1 (one-way analysis of variance,one-way ANOVA)PEEARIIKEE S BB FHM
WM AR R ¢ KT p (B BEAT RCBCAS B I, 2 JEBC B LT A A A W
SEoE LT MY O 25 R BB ME R ARBFIEHS 0. 05 F1 0. 01 A B 35 M IE, A5 2 A R I B0 E L ) I
JESCE R ER , p 0,05 RRAKKF B EKKKFE,0.01<<p<<0.05 NI EKFE, p<<0.01 JH i E K
ST p<20. 05, ISR B /N i 35 2% S (least significant difference, LSD) T3 5 £ & L,

2 BR5®

2.1 METENTH
2.1.1 KR pH1H
F1BRTARESEE TEH KRR pH (ERER 8 048/ A, HE 1 ME 1) ] LLE H , Pb™
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1R Mn® " 4l pH HY 26 TG R B W B BAESR 5 K. LL 10 mg/L Pb* 4186 /& & pH fH
MR 7.040.2 F+ZE 7.540. 35 5 KL MF %% 6. 8+0.2, HE 1) FE 1(D A LAFEH . Zn™ 41/
Cu’ 4 pH AR E W3 FTH##H, L 10 mg/L Zn® 4 A6 pH M 7.0420. 2 FR8a T 5 7. 7+£0. 6,
W4 2H 4 R B 1 SO AR R pH Y AR A A AR 25 5 (B R IR I B Y8 B 6. 8~7. 7, K 1 3 i B SRB
e id A K pH {E X [H] (6. 5~8.0),

.41 ——2z e 10mgL 8.4 1 —o—7H e 10mgL
—4—50mg/L. —¢ 150 mg/L ~—® 50mg/l. @ 150 mg/L

8.0 -

pH{H
pH{H

6.8
0 1 2 3 4 5 6 7
EEIBS EEIPN
(a) Pb” (b) Zn*
LAl —0—%F A 10mg/L 8.4 G R——— 1y,
—4&—50mg/LL 4 150 mg/L —®—50mg/L. —® 150 mg/L
8.0
£
= 7.6 1
7.2 r
6.8
0 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 0 1 2 3 4 5 6 7
i [al/ 2K i [al/ 2K
(¢) Mn”™ (d) Cu*

1 EEREBTFEATREGR pHERNEHNELES

Fig. 1 Time-dependent variation of pH in the reaction system under the influence of heavy metal ions

2.1.2 K% ORP
ORP J& RALK F A R i 5 B 2 8, L vy 2 ] 40 A R B o BB ER DU G i 1 5 . 72 SRB if
Ji SO B, ORP {8 AR 4 A 25 S5 7 1 47 25 R AR o 522 S N R AR A
R+ SO —=HS +HCO, (D
M +HS —>MSy +H" (2)
AP M TN ERRE T KON AR (1) b 7 R 08 AR S 08 SR BT (HS ) 19 42 13 B0 ORP B
fi&. SCHRL17 46 . SRB { PE4E RS 57 ORP<<—150 mV [ 5588 [ R
2 JE R 4 B T aa T AR R ORP R [ p9 28 fk e # . i1 2 mT%1, BR 150 mg/L [ Cu®”
HbHAR SR ORP 2 M T & TP Ram @, L P Al KR ORP IR Y 55. 30 mV 43¢
HIFE % — 301.00+ 71. 64 mV (10 mg/L), — 324.23 +12. 37 mV (50 mg/L) fl —276.27 +103.93 mV
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(150 mg/L) , B J5 88 fE —303. 60415. 05 mV Fl—344. 67 4+11. 99 mV Z ], X2 T¥ SRB 42 Fh 3|
UK b 4 R K B L HORTR SO A BRI = ST v BE RS LT ST J& — AR R T LU
TR R B8 JFPE T 280 ORP (R e, i %t F 150 mg/L (9 Cu’" i, ORP #H & 4575 150 mV /&
A IFARIBFE A SRB ALK MR JEER B, R e HE 1% 41 SRB A K 2 F ]

ME 2 BT UER  RNESEE R, VIERRM ORP EHIYE T2 A4, HNEEITREEESREE
FIFAEXT SRB Y A4 KGR B —E Ml /E L S BOLE R SO Mg S BAK 2B LA IR 5= 9 (ST R T2 [
AR R ORP FH5

200 L —O—ZfH ¢ 10mglL 200 —-0—=H  —e-10mg/L
——50mg/L —¢—150 mg/LL ~—®50mg/L —@® 150 mg/L,
100
0
: :
= A -100
~ ~
o o
-200
-300
-400
L Il L Il L L L Il Il Il ! Il Il L
0 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 0 1 2 3 4 3 6 7
i [al/ 2K i [al/ 2K
(a) Pb” (b) Zn™
—o0—Z=H —A—10 mg/L 200
20 —A—50mg/l. —A—150 mg/L
100
—0—=H ——10 mg/L
0 —B50mg/. W 150 mg/L
= >
g £ _100
a
% ~
© 200
-300
-400 J
: ! ‘ ! \ \ \
0 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 0 1 2 3 4 5 6 7
i [Al/ 2K i [Al/ 2K
(e)Mn” (d) Cu”

B2 E€ESTFEATREMER ORP FER EIMEHEE

Fig. 2 Time-dependent variation of ORP in the reaction system under the influence of heavy metal ions

2.2 E€EBETFXINEEEE DSRB B &M

R AT 4 B X SRB AR K A R RN L A F SR R gPCR 2R 28 5 4 I S i AR 7 i DSRB ) g 2
K%, WA 3 iR, ARESES TEMAT DSRB H K £ 05 (82T E /K Ay &, BN copies/mL)
FAEZES, WML, Zn® " Hi K, b (1. 141, 25) X 10° copies/mL,Cu®*" 40 Mn*" HIR Z ,
3R (7. 684E8.91) X 10" copies/mL (6. 447, 46) X 10" copies/mL,Pb*" 4%, fX Ky (5. 57 46. 33) X
107 copies/mL, DSRB Ty fig He A #5 UK AT LR A 7 5 S AR & e SRB I M (9 48 b, 56 IR 45 D1 B0BR I 26 7 &
&R B X SRB M E R, BiR g R, AR B T SRB A Ky 30 1E 9 55 4Kl PYYT >
Mn"" >Cu’" >Zn"" . AR S ARSI T Cu™ WHIE SR Z5 IS TR 2 5 . TR 0] REJ& A5 DL T BE
FE DR 2 B R A FE b o T SCARRE L 38 T PRI HEOTAR , 55 Ah R TR SRB AR 35 42 8 2 7 38 4 1 A7 7E 22 5%
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HE 3T LA M, Y E 48 7R 150 mg/L B, 4 5255 241 DSRB JE K #5 U145 3 35 21 5 I {A
Cu” 4 h (4.724+3.53) X 10° copies/mL, Zn"" 41 K (1. 19 +0.49) X 10° copies/mL, Mn*" 41} (1. 61 +
1. 06) X 10° copies/mL,Pb*" £ K (1. 4240. 79) X 10° copies/mL , 3 W] & i & # 4 )& B 7% SRB 4E K
7 3 3 3, . a3 SPSS K fF #E 1T Pearson #SCPE /T & B, Zn®' 5 Mn® W JE 5 SRB U)RE A
(DSRB)# DU (M 56 = — 1), p<<0. 01 A B FKF.PH" 5 Cu® W5 DSRB # U1 40 5 7 A
KB r=—0.5) JHREF B EKRI KT (p=>0.05), EREEEEH . Za" M Mn”" Xt SRB £k K 1940 il /8
FHBE e B8 10 71 5 0 S 3 15 L {H P R Cu® A8 e B S0 R 8 B 3 KR

2.3 SRB ¥t SO;™ HIEXBR AL
2.3.1 SO WJF

Kl 4 R T E a8 B AET ROk
i SOT e BEE RS [R] A AR AL R . &l
40 FiR IR IR R P* 7 )5, SOT Wk
EH R TR B TRE NS, R
W B4y W 10939.13 & 129,75 mg/L
(10 mg/L). 1 890.33 £ 39.80 mg/L
(50 mg/L) F1 1 748.60 + 89.26 mg/L
(150 mg/L), & & & T & 1 X |4
(1 328.80+22.34 mg/L,p<0.01), %M
Pb’ " U B M H T SRB X SO
EFRECR, WA 4 FiR . Zn® fEH 4 T
SO e B IR 3 000 mg/L 43 Bl B &
1347.40 & 117.65 mg/L (10 mg/L).
1 254.27 4+ 61.62 mg/L (50 mg/L) #l

FFHE D4/ (copies/mL)

10°

, N 10 mg/L | [ 50 mg/L | 150 mg/L

—_
(=1
D

_.
<

_.
=

10
10 50 150 10 50 150 10 50 150 10 50 150

FLBE THRE/(mg/L)
3 E£EEFIEATREMZ DSRB IhaE £ F# N #
Fig. 3 DSRB functional gene copy number under the

influence of heavy metal ions

1117.33436.89 mg/L(150 mg/L), &5 45 F141 (p<<0. 01) . 35 B M 5B 5 K 7, A BFFCIE NS, B8k Zn®"
JE SRB AE K00 5 T TC R o F e R R o o (i B 2 7 AR MK ) SRB & PEIFREAR SOT I JFAE .
ARSI 45 R — 5, WE 4o FiR, Mn® 4 SOT WEE4r 5k 1 770,67 £118. 42 mg/L (10 mg/L)
1 719.334191. 41 mg/L(50 mg/L)F 1 645.07+52. 16 mg/L(150 mg/L), & T2 X R4 (»<<0.01),
IRFNR KO IESE Mn® ' X SOT L BREAMEIER . WE 4(DFiw.Cu® " 4l SOT Mk bl 85 1k B
I FF R (1 618. 00166, 80,1 904. 47+ 364. 83,2 300. 00+ 101. 53 mg/L), % ¢ K43 BT, 45 Vi B
Y1528 U 22 5338 W KOF (p<<0. 05) . Ut B Cu® " Xk SRB 1Y SO & Js Dy g H A 5 32 400 il 200

3000 O—ZH  —4—1l0mel 5 00 —o-=H e Lmgl
—¢—50mg/l,. ——150 mg/L —@—50mg/. —@—150 mg/L
g 25007 3 2500
& &
) )
i i
g 2000 t gzooo -
e} e}
v v
1500 | 1500 |
1000 : : 1000
0 1 2 3 4 5 7
]/ R ]/ R
(a) Pb” (b) Zn*
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3000 o—ZH  —Al0mgl - —o—%H = 10mgl
—4—50mg/l. —4—150 mg/L 1 —&— 50mg/l. —m—150 mg/L
5 2500 | 3 2500
& &
) )
) )
5 2000 % 2000
e} e}
v v
1500 | 1500 |
1000 ‘ ‘ ‘ ‘ ‘ ‘ ‘ 1000
0 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 0 1 2 3 4 5 6 7
]/ R ]/ R
(¢) Mn™ (d) Cu”

B4 ESEBTFERATREGRSD SO;” KERNEAHNELES

Fig. 4 Time-dependent variation in the concentration of SO}~ under the influence of heavy metal ions

2.3.2 SO’ K&

K5 RBRTAFESESFEMT SO LABRREER A ZL., HES TUEE, G EEE S
TR SOT EBFWMFE AN B, WA 50 TR Ph T ALK SOT LR HIHN 35.36% +
4.32% (10 mg/L),36.99% £ 1.33% (50 mg/L) Fl 41.71% + 2.98% (150 mg/L), fk T 25 1 X B 41
(55. 71% £0. 74 %) ik B 2 K- (p<<0. 01), F B Pb* " Xt SRB % SOT # B EAMHMEH. K
5y, Zn® T Al SOT 2 B F Ak BE 1 0 52 5 3G R (55,0996 +3.92%,58. 19% £2.05% .62. 76 % +
1.23%) @ Fas Axt Eal, #Fset £, SRB al3d@ i EPS WM Zn® " LLZE MR HFE 0 AT 4EFF SOT ik R
TWPE . MO AT 2 SRB AR TR A it IR T AR (<S50 mg/L)Zn” " AT AR 3E B R L P o L
B Zn® TR EREHITE 50 mg/L LA R LAY {E SRB 1 1, 5(e)FM . Mn® "4 SO EBRFRD 5N 40. 98% +
3.95% .42.69% +6.38% fl 45. 16 %+ 1. 74 % iR T 25 A 4. I 35 B 2 3 7K F (p <<0. 01), YW Mn* " X
SOT WJFAFLEWERBEIH . B 5 W, Cu® " 4 SOT B2 B Bl I B TF i M 46.07% +5.56%
(10 mg/L)F % 23.33% +£3.38% (150 mg/L) ,Pearson #H &M T #HME HZH B M A (r=—0.79),
HIiEFW B ZEKFE(p<<0.0D), Ba P E Ik JE Cu® " XF SRB 30 H| /E @ 2 5%, 4k, 3@ 33 Pearson 4 56
PR & B Ph T Zn® T  Mn® RS SOT KBRE R IEMCH (r=0.22.0.10,0.12) (H KK F] B F
K 56 7K S (p=>0. 05)

75 75

—O0—Z5H  —e—10mg/L —o0— 2z 1 —@-10 mg/LL
—®— 50 mg/LL —¢150mg/L —® 50mg/L. —® 150mg/L
X ES
& &
H H
o) o)
w2 w2
0 1 2 3 4 5 6 7
AN A 8]/ R

(a) Pb™ (b) Zn*
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75 a5
20 10 mg/L —-o—%H —=8—10 mg/L
—4&—50mg/l, —4—150 mg/L —%— 50 mg/L. —®—150 mg/L

SOT £k /%
SOT £k 2/%

Fif )/ R Fif )/ R
(¢) Mn”™ (d) Cu™"

Bs5s ESREBETIEATREGR SO EREMMENELES

Fig. 5 Time-dependent variation in the removal efficiency of SO®~ under the influence of heavy metal ions

ZEL SRR TN .4 HE SRS T X SRB B9 SO% 25 [ R 5 7= A= 4 %% 57, (H A0 1 58 JEAE AL 2 T DU
1~7 K SOF 5 25 B 5 4 ¥F #r 48 A5, 90 %1 38 B ARk Cu®' (35.16% +6.55%) >Pb”*" (35.98% +
6.46%)>Mn’" (36.10% +5.37%)>Zn"" (44.52% +11.53%) . 5O H B h Cu®' Mkl B Zn® B
554516 — B0, SR HIT 5 DSRB 3 K #5 USSR e i) SRB AR K40 il B (Pb*T >Mn®" >Cu® >
ot IOAFAE 25 T DA T 4 R B T I A T R A K A L 3 AT BEE 2k P A IR A R L s e A
DIResF R asgm SO AR Re . HeAh, Cu® " JIfI 7 FH 2 2 vk A 1 (150 mg/ L i 410 i S5 i) o LA
PLHI T RES Cu®" R H DL vE Y%t SRB 41 A 5 A0l 75 P 19 SR & kA 6. Pb™ . Zn® M WA S
SOT EBRRILIBMMHELR,

2.4 SRBUEEEBEFHEBRIEE
2.4.1 HEEJEETUE

Bl 6 Sy AN TR S R AA 7 v o 4 B ViR B B B TR s S AR fR R . AnTET 6 (a) BT b YR BE I 2 I B[]
B 1 L R R A B, 2 6 25 TR AR 43 503k 99. 70 %6 40, 51 % (10 mg/L) .100% 0. 00 % (50 mg/L) Fl
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Fig. 6 Time-dependent variation in the concentration of heavy metal ions
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Table 2 ANOVA results of heavy metal ion concentrations

5 2 E L (LSD /5

W/ (mg/L) p
10 <<0. 01 Zn®" >Cu®  Mn? T >Clt L Cdt T =P Mn? T > 20", Zn? T >PhE T Mn® T > PhY
50 <<0. 01 Zn®T >Cu®T ,Mn®T >Cu*T L, Cu* T >PhE T Mn® T >2Zn" T, Zn® T >PbY T, Mn® T > PhE T
150 <0.01 Cu?">7Zn*" ,Mn®" >Cu®",Cu* T >Pb* T ,Mn®* T >Zn" ,Pb*T >Zn""  ,Mn? T >Pb?T
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B 7 R4 R T 2 R B ] ) sh S AL A, W 7 BRI AR 7 R, P Zn”T  Mn® T I

Cu®" I P2 2 BR R 43 54 99.85% £0.29%,96. 34 % £5. 39 % . 75. 19 % £ 20. 36 %6 1 89. 29 % £16. 66 %,
SRB X # 48 B T 1 £ R EHF N Ph*T >2Zn” >Cu®" >Mn®" £ W] Pb* 5 Zn®" AT ¥ SRB & 8E KT
Mn®" K 150 mg/L Cu™" WAFAE B FRE . 2k N, PbSUREM K, =2.3X10 "), CuS(K,_, =8.5X%
10 ") ZnS(K ,=1. 6 X10 “H R ER B E/NF MnS(K,,=1.4X10 "), §5 Pb*" [Cu” Ml Zn" B Y
5 S A RS AL UUEE T Mn® " A MnS 7R85 BRYE 2 10 F 5 40 i, Tl it A Ak Mn' BB LA R
1E¥ /B IRER DUTE £ BR . T 7E 150 mg/L B Cu®" 20, DSRB JE R 4% 01 B0k ik S AR AE (&L 3) , 5 B HEm ) /8
JFAE EHEI S SRB A K, 256 8 2(dDH ORP 4l /T 41, 5 ORP KT 100 mV . SRB R i M52 BH . &
]St AR HEEE Co® B A TUVE B4



. 40 - L AHBEKXFFROARFAFZ RO 2025 5% 3

100

80
X X
& 00 &
# #
L.Q “g
A~ 40 N

20

CNEIFS CNEIIFS
(a) Pb” (b) Zn*

Mn" FEBR2R/%
Cu” £BRZE/%

IS ENEIFS
(¢) Mn”™ (@) Cu*
B7 REGCZFPESESFEREERNEZTHKE

Fig. 7 Time-dependent variation in the removal efficiency of heavy metal ions
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