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Desul fovibrio vulgaris F1FALGIE R Shewanella putrefaciens CN32 ¥t H A7 R R 8256, #R 11 E 0 8 4 8 1A BRI AE M1 B 1Y
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electronic microscopy, i 7 SEMD WL [ 74K 5% 4 1 198 SR AE. 45 R R W) IR A UAEW RIS 5 B Bk nY FoeE M B0 Ak 4k
WIRHE S. putrefaciens CN32 FBLRR B R D. vulgaris 758 F# M HBEZ 1 o v PR A 0F T 24 58 348 J 5% 20 2 0L AR 4 P 1Y)
Fe* ™, o 3 B0 BB B W0 i TR A Rl RS, putre faciens CN32 38 JF B B0 2B f4 A% b Fe® ' Y B KO0 JF 3 SR Fl e 28 Fe® ™
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trefaciens CN32 HIAVE L AT K AEAEAL s T3 D. vulgaris ARG 8040 80U AR5 AE W 2%, I AH AR Ax 9 vh 9L T 22 8k
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Comparison between Reductive Dissolution of Jarosite by Sulfate Reducing

Bacteria and Dissimilatory Iron Reducing Bacteria
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Abstract: In this study microbial reduction of jarosite [KFe; (SO,), (OH); ], a common secondary mineral in acid mine drain-
age (AMD) area, was conducted with a dissimilatory iron reducing bacterium Shewanella putrefaciens CN32 and a sulfate re-
ducing bacterium Desul fovibrio vulgaris under neutral anaerobic conditions in non-growth media. Wet chemistry, X-ray dif-
fraction (XRD) and scanning electronic microscopy (SEM) were used to analyze the reduced iron concentration, mineral com-
position and morphology of the solid phases. It was observed that jarosite was fairly stable under anaerobic conditions without

microbes. Both facultative S. putre faciens CN32 and strict anaerobic D. wulgaris were capable of reducing the crystallized
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Fe*" in jarosite.Under similar conditions, D. vulgaris showed much higher capability to reduce crystallized Fe’" with a final
bioreduction extent of 16.80%. In contrast S. putre faciens CN32 can only reduce 0.37% of Fe*" in jarosite. Anthraquinone-2,
6-disulfonate( AQDS) can enhance Fe'™ reduction in D. wulgaris inoculated systems with a final bioreduction extent of 24.30%.
No diagnostic spectrum other than those of jarosite was observed in chemical control and S. putre faciens CN32 inoculated sys-
tems.In D. vulgaris inoculated systems, only spectrum of siderite and jarosite were detected without the presence of AQDS. In
the presence of AQDS. jarosite peaks were replaced by peaks of siderite and vivianite. The elemental analysis by energy disper-
sive spectrometer (EDS) coupled with SEM also confirmed the presence of siderite in D. vulgaris inoculated systems.We pro-
pose that the higher Fe’™ reduction extent with D. wulgaris resulted from the presence of SO,*” in jarosite, which can be re-
duced to H,S by D. vulgaris.H,S, a strong reductant, subsequently enhanced Fe?" reduction extent. The observation of vivian-
ite might result from the degradation of yeast extraction which produced phosphate.The results clearly demonstrate the high po-
tential of microbial reduction of jarosite under neutral, anaerobic and oligotrophic conditions. Attention should be paid to the mi-
crobial activities and the secondary mineralization when considering jarosite as a candidate material to remove heavy metals or
store the radioactive hazards.

Key words: jarosite; acid mine drainage; sulfate reducing bacteria; dissimilatory iron reducing bacteria; biogeochemistry cycel

of iron; environmental microbiology.
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B2 M5 317K Cacid mine drainage, fij 8 AMD) &
RE—=IK—0Y — M EWGA NN Y. E 2
&I ALYI T PR IF R A AR pH {H(2.0~4.5)
HOE & B M SO (i m W 4y ) Al ik
200 000 mg/L 760 000 mg/L) & 1L % /K (Nord-
strom et al.,2000;Bloom et al.,2007).fii 2 # 4k i1l
[KFe; (SO,), (OH)s, K" W[ L # Na', NH, ",
H;O" \Ag 80 1/2 Pb*" BRUJIER AMD Hi X i fk
WAL B L WK A S R R R Y 2 — At
FEN B EIE 52 B2 W an v TR T AR AR B B AT TR
Acidithiobacillus ferrooxidans B] L5 5 AL ¥ i)
Ak DL B B BRI 9 I B (Tvarson, 1973 Sasaki,
1997 ; Edwards et al.,2000; fi P4, 2005 ; 4 UL
%5, 2005; Daoud and Karamanev, 2006; Wang
et al.,2006, 2007; Hita et al., 2008; Liao et al.,
2009) s M52 Fe 1) M ER Ak 2% 70 R A6 BF. By T 1 21
PR R IR Y b 1A 45 AL FIAR 2 0 Ll 2R T AR, X
4:J8& (As.Pb.Cu.Zn,Ni,Cr %) HAG 1R 7 1y F Il e
FA% 58 14 W% B /F A (Bigham ez al., 1996; Carlson
et al.,2002; Sidenko and Sheriff, 2004; T K Bk %,
2005,2006; J3 5t 45, 20095 T LLAMF4E, 2009) , A Ik
BN S T A T 4w [ AR IR ) (Lee er al.,
2002) , 4f Bk AMD 3y XK < Hh i) 0 43 J@ B

S HRAL P 00 AR W AR A I R AT L AT R R AR
PR ER B ) ) AR ) A i B R 2 b i AMD
Hiy DXER B BRI 5T B — > 85 BTN XS R Y

A FE s AL R BAATTA AMD Hl X 8 A~ 8 B 76
R0 A HLOC R B A FE A R Y ORI A A
SYHCIR L, 56 &R BN XK R B8 A kTS g B R
b BB ERALIR S A A S R BRI (Fe'™ Al S ),
TATAT LA 43 0l B8 5 4k k8 JR T (dissimilatory iron
reducing bacteria, & # DIRB) A8 R £ 18 2 B (sul-
fate reducing bacteria, fij X SRB) i J&. — J5 I ,
Fe' " 9l ik J5 J5 I i A] %5 % B9 Fe*™ (Burton et al.,
2007) . [R) I B 49 2 10 W B A4 T 4 U DL K W i R
rh [ 1 R 4 2 RO IO O L B 4 A T B 1
5 o B Gy KA S i B Hl T K b 2R K s G
(Zachara et al.,2001). 55 —J5 1, SO, > # iR L6
JR I I i H, S(Koschorreck, 2008). 1 H,S J&
WX Fe'™ B Ih J5t , i 2 X Bkt R 1) 3 43 s Y
BT TE # A AR 47 1 £ 25 /E H] (Chang ez al.,2000; Li
et al.,2006; Natarajan, 2008; Gramp et al., 2009;
Becerra et al.,2009) 855 A\ i ©UESE DIRB Ref% ik
I BRI 2R Ak R Fe' O B W a3
il [0 A T R G B A0 Ag Pb B Ok
BB 48 K 9 1) UKL DT JE #) (Jones er al., 2006
Weisener et al.,2008; Smeaton et al.,2009). H B
AT 24 B 3 0 2 EE /D FF J IR A5 F T o A 4k
LAY Ak 2B 03 i DL S R A= 0 AR AE FHBE 52T T % Fe.
S WYL BR b 7 JC R A BF DL PR A A T i A
b5 A d i m L.

PRI I A 3K 3 i LA 19 DIRB Al SRB, Jf FF &
BT B B AR B AR R ST DUAR A R
Pk Z 8] 1Y 22 57, % o B0 2k L Y Bl A W R e Ak AT E
Wi s S E 4 075 YT B IR S A



ol

F LG R 340 R T B S A k3 T x40 8k AL TP A X e 307

1 SER AR AT ik

1.1 EHRKAT O &

BRI B I BR B AT B AL ferrooxidans
PUL itk CGh b st R & 2 M B a4 fh) & 1. & )
JTH] 85 37 £5 O 9K 8% 9% B (Silverman and Lun-
dgren,1959) . Fe il i B9 9K £ 32 B AE M THEA P
g JE 502 F) 250 mL HEEIH A AHA 100 mL B
Ik 10 B A HE TR R T AR B B 201 AL
ferrooxidans B G . A ¥ O EE &, BT 30 C,
180 r/min MK IR G EE IR 7 R IEREHRIE, H
0.45 pumn 114 I8 JIEE Wic 8 B % 3 b 7= A 1 A BT 6 DT TE
Yy, HZE MKW BE 3~4 WG B0 Wi Ve Ja & i
WY ORI 5 E T T R A b R AR D )
17 XRD W DA 5 & B0 08 B3 DA S 6 3 i
SR TT B 1 X A R R R R BE AT 5E 4 O L o
200 H BT 5 PR A7 55 1.

1.2 BEHRBEK

S. putrefaciens CN32 (7 H 5t K= (K10
b SR A ) o S R T AR D o S M IR ARG S Ak
BRI JF T R A TSB Ki 9% 3 (Oxoid Ltd, Hampshi-
er, UK, B & I FH 199 B2 o 30 g/ 1) 7EA A 41
T Ak TR R R TG I 4 TSB 5 3R pH T 2
7.2 oAy MRS RE S, putrefaciens CN32
J& B T30 °C 180 r/min YR K P IR 3 85 3%, 75 40
B HG % 22 0 B0 b 5 0 e TR 2 T B TSB BE SR
LHEES K.

SEH T AR R $h i )5 N D vulgaris . J& T
& LT ™A K4 T 2 LR #h 55 FR B2 %) D.
vulgaris #4715 (Widdel and Bak,1992), §5 3% 1
TR e A 53R A A T ) 5 R R ) o R b 3 A R
FeSO, ¥ W e 57 T il JF o 8 B 7. 35 7% 56 b H Al
S 58 A AR5 T 1 mol/L HCL Y pH 2] 7.2 /2
A orEEF) 100 mL I 6 b, AT 55 5% B AY I T R
58 S WL FeSO, #2051 N./CO, &<
AR 80/20) BR 4 30 min, 2 J& 57 BV 2 | i 47
i 2 BN P B R R 0 iR R K S K
FCA 43 530 I A TR R FeSO, 1R L) 25 BR 1 F7
Berh AR B AL TR R P AR E R D.
vulgaris »fE 37 ‘C T G E IR 7.

1.3 HHEHKHPERERLRE

1.3.1 S. putrefaciens CN32 it JR 5 9 Sk Wl B9 L 36
Wit CRAHAEMWE KB SRR S, putrefaciens
CN32 ik J5t g 81 2k 0 1 S 36 AJF 9 < B0 8% 3% 5L o

NaHCO, 2% # ¥ (20 mmol/L. NaHCO, £ ik,
1g/LEE Bk E), Hoh w8 gkl 1E b B+ 2 1k
(5 g/ L) FIFLER #H (50 mmol/ L) A Jg o T L 4.
B T 2 4% B SE 0 - (1) AS 422 Rl T £l 11 92 A 1k
SO R F DRSS AL 2 A TR 09 B AL 19 380 Dt
EH . %i'5 A Blank, J5 SCH B AR ; (2) #:F0 S.
putrefaciens CN32 A LW A, LR R
BRI T TR T PR BT 45 4 R 0 AR IR L i A S
H Cell, Ji CH C AT AN LI HARM T 2 4~

WS g i 2 b BE R BR G ) 5E E .
1 mol/L HCL¥ pH ¥ & 7.2 247,43 W43 2 5] 8 4
100 mL A9 I TE L A L S8 05 1) 85 FR L i A N, /CO,
RAS VAR 80/20) BR 4 30 min, Z J5 37 %I i
FE R AR 55 % B, SR R R KL FLR A VRGE A
N, /CO, AR g 80/20) 1R A A B E AL HL s . 7
230 0.2 pm WUEREER T . Z 5 5 8A 5 R 2R 00 1
H—RF A COY IRAFEFMh (N A K55
9 98% N, F 2% H, MRG0 b5 0] & 41 55 57
FE PO 8 00 FL R B U A 8 R b LR B
() B AR BE 15 81 50 mmol/ L.

M S, putrefaciens CN32 1 TSB % 35 3 i 4=
30X B Ja 7 I/ o TR A T I E R L €5,
U R PR R R AT T, DA RS TRV 4 L A A R
S. putrefaciens CN32 $5 YR BIR AT E£48
A, BGE 2 B R B O WEE S, putrefaciens CN32
4L (4 000 r/min, 10 min) , 8] 25 I )2 1 W, F G #
PR 480 1Y) 25 TR KR OB %) A B Ok 3 ~4 Ik =R e B
AJF K W B NaHCO, 22 #h il fl TSB K5 7% 3t 45
1 mL, 53 5l 4 W ST WO 4R 210 0% 248 L ) A 240 B 8 7
TR - T3 0 5 A% I RH 7 52 500 20 1% % ik v {45 S 3 4
ot %) 440 B i 2 0k BB R 1< 10° A/ mL. 5% J5 B 1ML 33
e A7 °C 1 I B IR AR vh e 3R
1.3.2 D. vulgaris EREEHFEALERIEIT R
FHAERE K BI85 3% 3K (20 mmol/L NaHCO, 2% il ,
1 g/LEAHERE 1 me/L J) KT Hob &4 w4 4k
(2 g/L, BT 32 FFLER 4 %5 W (50 mmol/L, 5,
T TF R D. vulgaris X3 B8 60 09 18 R AE FH.
BT T =K - (1) A2 AT AT B I A Al 27 X i
4,9 5 & Blank, f5 3CH B @18 3; (2) #%Fh D.
vulgaris BAEYI TR A . 95 R Cell, J5 XA C HA
s (O MMA L FZFRAKER-2, 6- 03U iR $h (AQDS)
JEHE R D. vulgaris W W) SE 5 A, LLH
AQDS XF D. wvulgaris it J5#80 4k 0L 1E 71 /9 42 21
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M iZ8 %58 Cell + AQDS, J5 3CH C+A .
TS A AR T 2 AT A7 % IR S0 S 50 H i 2 2
ASSEATRE L Y.

M JSE 5 i Y B 7% R C ) 52 S . B 1 mol/L
HCL¥ pH 2 7.2 247, 43 % %) 100 mL 1l i
HL R R R RPN N, /CO, IRE S R N
80/20) BR 4 30 min, Z J& 37 il € | K 4R 55 2 B
EEEKEES A COY RETEMH D (A KM
YRR 98% N, Ml 2% H, BIRAS). A %2,
NGB &R E O 1.5% 1) Na, S %0k 25 bR 15 57
Frh R B AR ILRME WS AQDS ¥ [F FE 7
ZLEA N, /CO, RA T MBR AL, 2 5 H0.2 pm
F14) 08 JES o3 T . B U ) AL A % 3 3 b AGE = i L
2 P WL T A 5% 3 R b LR A Y B 2R B A B
50 mmol/L.ESZH 40 C+ A b A — & & i
WRE K 10 mmol/L AQDS ¥ ¥ LA 1k B T 4% 1% .
AQDS B4 ¥ 4 0.1 mmol/L.

M TE A, R S ERAE DL R R A S,
putre faciens CN32 i J5USZ 55 AH [ e 2 41 g 1) v
J3X10° 4~/mlL.

1.4 Fet g

kTR B AR AL A TP Fe' T iR TR AR L A
Fe'" F1 0] ¥ Fe’" ¥k & ¥J >k H Ferrozine ¥ i il
(Stookey»1970) K i F 51 28 2K 43 5 1 F 530 Ji ik 7
g B R Fe' " b JE R DL I i & () Feb ' if JRUR,

2+ _ 2+

B 1 2 — (Fe ()1?&* )fe Do

LFe )y — (Fe? o Jymumm

AT ’

(2)

Hrr(Fe )y ARFRFEA B[] 209 8 Fe'™ Wk BE (LA

mmol/ L) , (Fe™ ), fRRIE R THIaH ) Fe'™ W BE (B .

mmol/L), (Fe*" ) fRFMA LK R PR Fe* R E

(PAA cmmol /L) , AT JEHE Bkl g BB [a] (B . h).

1.5 X ST 4751 (XRD) 2 17

XRD Y i il £ R FH U vk, B0 2 mL 3 W
TR IR S K IE BE 3~ 4 WK, 5250 il A BV, Uk 7 2K
Y b B TIRAFEHM T AKRKT. 4l
X'Pert PRO DY2198 5 X £k ¥ oK i S A 56 I8
K CuKa 555, A MALAR TR A 1 400 W (T
40 kVL T 35 mA) AT DY 2°~657(20) . 2B K
0.02° A HBE R 0.01°/ s, % JIH8 REHR I 2%

1.6 FAREBE(SEM) &S
M SEM (Quanta 450 FEG) $i WL 22. SEM il

X 100% , (1)

ARy 10~15 kV, 0k L F R HL i R 30~
40 p AL [A] B A H BE B B g 3 X Cenergy dispersive
spectroscopy ., i FX EDS,SDD Inca X-Max 50) 43 ¥t
WYITT R .

AN R E S

2.1 S. putrefaciens CN32 %I & $R €k &l X J&
21,1 FEEIRP FETRENTL  f2ExRA
(B4 & Fe™ " 1y vk B AR, B BEAS P/ R5 A 42 (&
D MEFN T S, putrefaciens CN32 25 2H C o )
Kl s T Fe' S Fe MMk BETE 24 h Z IR ICA W]
WK .24 h LUG Fe' " Ak BEPLEIG I, 2 96 h ik 3] T
a2 BRI BE AV N 0.130420.002 mmol/L (& 1).
G2 (D 1 (2) T Feb ™ 1Y d5e Kb J i R L K
Fe' " [l 2838 JFUAR 43 3 4 0.001 mmol « L' « h™ ' il
0.37%.

2.1.2 S. putrefaciens CN32 if J& & 0 £k Wl J5 #1 16
BT XL R R P ULTE Y AT XRD 40T,
SEAL R Ak 2E X B2 RN AR ) S 5 A1 I I 2 R R
AR ATT G 1 1 5 AR 1 B R W A, R R
AT TR W (L 2).

2.2 D. vulgaris S EPEKILEH Fe'* LR
22.1 EFEERESP FSTIRENTH DO Fe' Ak
7 Fe' ™ Iy BE 76 Ak 2 X BRZH (B 41 h BE AR SR FE A
A B AR (R 3D MR T D. vulgaris B9 5%
B4, B Fer 5K Fe ' By vk B B9 78 Ak #a # A —
F.12hJ5 Fe'" pyWk BEPRE RS, HH) 96 h | T3
JEWZE , Fe' " W 212 B NI+ 72 168 h ik B Fa .

0.160
| |
2 0.120f $ ) ¥
e
é ¢ Blank
= 0.080 | . mCell
o .
£ 0.040 ;
i ¢ 5 3 3}
0.000 1 1 1 1 1 1
48 96 144 192 240 288

5% R i (h)

Bl 1 S. putrefaciens CN32 it i 8 &k B fh 4% Fe' ' Ja A
Fe* Fifi i [] (122 1k

Fig. 1 Variation of total Fe’" concentrations resulting from

jarosite reduction in S. putrefaciens CN32 inoculated

systems and abiotic systems
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Fig.3
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20 (°)

A 2E R R () F S, putre faciens CN32 5 81 4k i1

J R Ja () 5% 42 URL 9 (1) XRD &1 3%

XRD spectrums of the residues in abiotic systems (a)

and in S. putrefaciens CN32 inoculated systems (b)

250 (a)
2.00 F B X s
1.50 }
& * % i -
1.00 - W * * Blank
m Cell
050 , = A Cell+AQDS
0.00 u: o o o o - . -
3.500 (b) i
b P :
2.00 F . .} i ' -
1.50 N
1.00 4"
0.50 |-
#‘ ¢ * ¢t e | e L L *
0 48 96 144 192 240 288 336 384

5% B fil(h)
D. wulgaris i& J5 8 8BRS B K Fe? ' () 5 8
Fe™ 1k B (b) Bl B[R] 1749 75 4k iy £%
Variation of aqueous Fe’" (a) and total Fe*™ concentra-
tions (b) in D. vulgaris inoculated systems and abiotic

systems

M ZE R IE AQDS & 2 D. vulgaris X 8 #f
BRI AR TN 598 24 h 25, CHA % C éh
Fe* kA B TF 55 . CH A 4 & M Fe?™ 5K
W Fe? MUk B 2r 535 %) T 2,96 +0.06 mmol/L Al
2.1140.02 mmol/L, iMi C 41 WAL 43 % K 2.24 +
0.02 mmol/LF1 1.32 4 0.02 mmol/L (¥ 3).C 4

F63+

(Y R R I 5 AR A B 21 OB R0 R 43 G

0.017 mmol « L' « h "1 16.80% .1 C+ A ZH /Y
M3 5124 0.026 mmol « L' « h 'l 24.30% (1] 3,

KIEFe™ 5 EFe™ H (%)

& 4

& 5

a A2 X IR s b HE A T R 17 S5 20 < o AN RBOT R I AQDS 11 52

L

80
A
A
A
60 - ANB® | |
]
A A
408
]
[ ]
| ]
20
mCell aCell+tAQDS
0 48 96 144 192 240 288 336 384

D. vulgaris i J5 o 8 2L B2 p vl i Fe® R
Fe* " [ H 4 & &

Fig.4 Percentage variation of aqueous Fe?™ in total Fe*" in

S R I [ (h)

D. wulgaris inoculated systems

(@)

(b)

(©

o A Y (FeCOs)

o P [KFes(SO4)2(OH)sl

o WA [Fes(PO4)2 « 8H20]

10 15 20 25 30 35 40 45 50 55 60

D. wulgaris 5 8GRI N 5 5% AT B0k M) ) XRD 4%

Fig.5 XRD spectrums of the residues in D. vulgaris inocu-

lated systems

20(°)



310 HoBR A} A —— i [ B A R 4R

40 %

Kl 6 AFSEEH D. vulgaris 58 FPEREL N IS 5 42 URL Y 09 49 1 i B R
Fig.6 SEM images of residues in D. wvulgaris inoculated systems

a A2 X B 5 b 3R R A AR W SE SR A s o0 dBIAMEAS I AQDS 1Y A= 0y S 50 20 A A 28 BT A 25 K RE T 4 4 4

F DA WL, AQDS g R # D. vulgaris Xf 8
PRI AR 25 H h Fe' ™ 138 Jii.

EASTE A R R T AR SR 4 (C 4l
M CHA 4D, KE Fe'™ H5E Fe' W 2ZHIIFAK,
HKE Fe' ' JIr i B3] i 25 B [ 1% S8 K 326 7 388 in ([
D.CHPER KT Fe’ ' Bk 42.3% .78 6 h H T
A, KA Fer ™ HeBlA ol 24.0% . Bt Je B T 4 32 7
#5168 h B 58.2%.C+ A 41K Fe* ™ L
M AR fE R C A AE AL BT 46 e o 47.7 % . [6) B
166 h FRALZE 24.0% .3 168 h M ZE 70.0% . 2 )5
BTG E . B R 0 B ER R L A5 F Fe® A IR S 7
A Fer ™ 4R 40 AT A S NAEFE Y.
222 REHERKRYNYHETL 3ALRKR
o [ A B AW R XRD 43 0 s . B 4L R I 45
S+ B A 0 11 R I I A ARG T 81 A R R A A 1 H
b By Y 1 5 06 (] 520 5 C AR T BRA + 40 155
{10 B R LR AR W A L 348 1R B T S5 R 1) R A1 e (T
5b) s CH+A 2 B H R AL RR A 0 58 2 K B T 32
R 1 R AR G A ARG 1) 0 R Y R R I (TR S0
223 REEASYHESRTEAR (LETR

A Hp AL [V SRR (TR 60 T IR T R TR
M C.CH+ A PHLL, #8542k B 7F 28 3o i 1R 46 34 )it B 1
MG TE SRR & A= T M K AR Ak, C 21 s i e 1 L€
P BR T A S AR ELAN IR BEAE AR B ok Bk D
FBURAR G (8 6b) . CH+ A HITIEY P 3 T 25
T A 2280 (B 60) , RIS H A M HL FZ LR N
Fe .C.O( 6d).ix 57E XRD [ i % 5 19 28 8~
L

3 iWie

3.1 S. putrefaciens CN32 3% £ £kl B0 1% |5 g€
LA AL R IB R S, putre faciens CN32 X
BRI B — & WYL JERE T . KIR Fe'" 4k
BEAY R 0.13040.002 mmol/L, Fe® " ¥ & K ik J& 3
F L K FT Mo A& e R OE 4ok
0.001 mmol « L' « h "l 0.37 %, 3§ K 52 56 4
RE—FhEEFWIIE,S. putrefaciens CN32 X
HESCH TR AR AR D i LR SH AR IR Fe' 1Y
I DR BRA RE 1 4R AR A TG 2. B A I ] RS L 0
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RIS PR W AR . S, putre faciens CN32 Rf ¥ 41 4%
TR A 30 D 947 45 1k S B0 45 R R DTIE P 1Y XRD &5
2 B R AG I 3] v B R AL LA A ) oAl L B S, pu-
trefaciens CN32 if 5 S Bl WL 7™ £ 1Y Fe®™ JE R
PLRAE W) W98 AT R R 80 I U WA 1) &
e AR T T A ).

BRI CN32 BBk AE P 454 T (pH=7.0)
XF & A AN 4 8 (Ag P TD 1 8 # gtk 471 T
RSB, S G B b Fe ™ Y B KW 4 i R
1.75 mmol/L,0.2 mmol/L, fil 4.6 mmol/L (Weis-
ener et al.,2008;Smeaton et al.,2009;2012), 41}
GRS S I b R A ) R B BR R L Y A DR A3 0l R
1.90%, 0. 14% F1 27.30%. Bk T Smeaton et al.
(2012) 3B I 3B Ah s HAL 45 R 5 B H 45 R 1L
BT [F) — T AR X B AR LI JRURE 0 22 e S S
0 25 A VAR OC , B % 5k vp B SR W) BT A AR L S
H 200 1) 0 A T R B R R RE DA R B AL p B
o 4 J R TR LA K S Iy I [ 4 A 28 R T Y
AR K SRR RPN T 1 o/ L W EE AR IR
B ARG E R 1<10° A/mL, HFHT
NaHCO; 28 Ml K 52 & 2 4 i B b iy pH.Fe® 78
188 h i Sl Z G A PR THR R Fe'm &
By VR BRI, T Fer™ MOUB IR A0 fbad B v i) 2 %2
K zh 1 (Hansel et al.,2005) , KA 5256 F] ] XRD
FEARKG I B A H ALK A Y09 B 7E 188 h &
oI ) 0 Fe® A TR X AT BE S IR Y
JE A . AT RE R T XRD BRI FR %5 55 (5 %) , 7
XRD K3 |28 35 I 2R A6 2 U A 7 ) 1 5k U

5 CN32 M, 55 — B 3 AL Bk 10 JE T She-
wanella oneidensis MR-1 X} 35 21 £k il B9 38 & F 55
o Fe’ " A e i M BE O 0,183 mmol/ L, i J5 2
0.3% (Ouyang et al.,2014) . {H Fe*" ¥ & 7£ 5L 46 i
PR R IR R TS R AET Y, b E
YA B2k B R 2 IR A T W WG R 3R
W (Ouyang et al.,2014) KET YT BANE
RZE T Fe' ™ BV BEAT OG0 50K & v oAb [ BH 25
MU BEARSC. th TR R i A T NaHCO,
YRR G i) L B T 2k A8 AL Oh i B 22 B 1Y
B L.
3.2 D.vulgaris TR EHREKTHVIET S

AWFFE T D. vulgaris % 5802 BN f K Y i Ji K
R IE JFFE 53 54 0.026 mmol « L'« h™ ' Al
24.30 06 A8 B R ER 30 IR B LR 5L SO° A2 Al H, S
1145 45 fHJE SO, * FFA R B R R 38 I A i 72 v

ME— AT A A A S 2K P 2 B S & R TR
W Fe’t \Mn'" (Cr'" U 2] LA SR oK S L 32 44
B R 6 348 JR T8 BT B J/ (Lovley et al.,1993; Lovley
and Phillips,1994 ; Michel et al..2001;Li et al.,2006;
Liu et al.,2012). 5 LAFE BRI S AL 9 L 2 5 Bk AR 1
WA [ o B0 R B Y R AR S A BE A Bt AT
SO HEHFR AT LIAE R D. vulgaris AL A i B 5
S PRI B TR R 30 D TR I8 R R AL 1Y) S I ek AR

*xTF D. vulgaris %F 5 A2 78 B AE W
I AL EE , AR AR Ei N B A 58 AT LA 2 A s g AL o R i
Fe(Coleman et al.,1993;Lovely et al.,1993).%6 1
Foft S5 I AL s 18] 42 38 I A L 324 A s i T R =X
Wmr

2CH,CHOHCOO™ +S0,*” -2CH;CO0O~ +
H,S+2HCO, , (3)

H,S+2Fe* —>2Fe*" +S+2H", €]

BB IR i U 1 5B aR R SO AR R HLS X
G H S B B o 0 38 B M, /] DL Fe'™ 38 7
Fe’ i T OB BRI A & A SO, L BIIE 1 X Al
YEFIWT LA AE. AR A A5 T 2 02, C+ A 20 XRD 45
RB R IZH A B BRI R R 0 S B, (HEE Fe't
(30 JE AR R R 24.30 %0, 3X U6 W 3% 20 I 07 s DL TE
Yreb B A F R LA AR A Al T AR
XRD IR R 7E XRD 1813 30A s,

55 2 A SR AL 2 BE A2 A L SRB 40 i i
RN ELEPE IREE e RGNV R Z (S P
H Fe*" T (Coleman et al.,1993;Lovley et al.,
1993; Tebo and Obraztsova, 1998; Senko et al.,
2009) 3z A HI i By J5 B = A0 T

4Fe’" +CH,CHOHCOO +2H,0— 4Fe*" +
CH,;COO™ +HCO; +5H", &)

XA TE SRB 5 H& A Fe'' 1% kW) Kok
LB AR AR R A AE (Liu er al.,2012) 4K
SeH . DL vulgaris 583 FH MR FRATL R 34 5 v
B EHEE ARV B AR RN, EFA
AQDS BE N T .SO,* XF D. vulgaris it )R 5 B A
FIR2 AR K (HE A AQDS, I SO,2 &k ks
D. vulgaris X5 AT S Fe' ™ L 4R 14 38 Ji 1R L
Fe e A SRR JE (Liu e al..2010,2012), 7F A 52
Kb D. vulgaris XA AL B H 858 B 38 TR A
J1 XA 885 D. vulgaris H A A R Feb " ML
AT KL SEBR LSO X A Bk Ji Fe' ™ i fg kA
FHAE T AW ST A B SO B A7 78 23 i
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40 45

R 8 B Desul fovibrio desulfuricans G-20 %
BREARD KR BRI BT Rk T OR AT A
PR Bk 30 DA A 2 T 3 DB 38 o B 1 4.6 %
5.3%.3.7% .8.8% Ml 23.0 % & i £ 100%.73.9% .
64.3%.97.3% H1100% (Li et al.,2006).

BEAh BRI Fe' ™ 3 B ™ A2 () Feo ™ R4 52
AR W B B8 T B AR ) B Fe® T BT ol b 9] 4
K3 505 07 W03 D i) 45 SRS [ L B2k ) Al
TR L B L K Fe?” ik (Liu ez al., 2010,
2011a,2011b) 32 i TR 17 1 B9 1 o DR 2 B9 K
Ty R A R 0 AT A AR 5 AR Y
Fe? "t By W 70 Kl =07 ) #1426 i o B0 R B AS B LE
FE T FRBL R, B H AT AR 2R A W B RE ) L KA Fe® ik
JETE 6 h LAY REAR 7T 58 S0 A B B 40 K L W R T
T EC AR B A SR FEAT B R B R B A A A
BN FE I B UK AR B 22 0 A R RE 1 JE AR BR
PRI, K Fe " Dhal s S AEFEE W .

3.3 S. putrefaciens CN32 5 D. vulgaris 31 2 §f
SULERERABEE R

TEAH R B S2 56 214, D, vulgaris %35 804k 40
o Fe’ " 1Y e K T o 8 I A 28 B 1 3 R 43 0
0.017 mmol « L™ « h™ "1 16.80 % (£ 1) ,i& & T ¢
MR B SEE 2614 S, putre faciens CN32 X} #5412
TR A 30 R R DL I e 28 Fe® ' 38 JRL, XN 1% 5 B 4
BRELE A SO AR AHTFrid . SO X B iR £ if
Ji T 3 D 2k 1 SR A B A e R A © & e S (L
et al.,2006).D. vulgaris B DLAE 56 ¥4 25 20 2k 0L A
Iy SO 3 FE K H.S, Ho'S 3 i 42 3F & 4%
Fe' ik Jit.

AQDS BEW {2 i WUAE W) 5 0 W) 2 1) | T A%
i R IE T D, wulgaris XF B EPERIA AG 38 J5 4%
T AQDS [SZIR 4L Fe' ' i JFHUR Fl g & Fe''
R TR AQDS (L5 41 (R D, 4R
SHMREAEHT D. vulgaris TEAELE AQDS Xt
K+ NAu-2 3 5 2 (33.6%0) 0 L H KR £ (Liu
et al.,2012).5 D.desul furicans Bk G-20 7E B[R

ERAETE I S5 T 8 R Bk A AL R ik 60~ 75 % 1Y B
JE A FL 2 A 22 UG (L er al.,2006) . 5 9R ik
YIRS ) 1 3 D RE 5 AS TR] B4 B IR R 3 D PR
R VIAH & (Lovely er al.,1993) , [F I 5 Bir A Y
R YA B B A O R AR L 1 25 ROk B L 1k
BRIRJRE S, putre faciens CN32 Xt 35 41 4 H1L 1Y 18 IR
BE N B FTRBRELIEJRE D. vulgaris. 5151 NPT E
{18 JHC At 7 2 6 38 S B TR AR A EE . DL vl garis HIE R
[ EECR
34 REFFHIERE

A ALY R AR B ) 03 R X A o R 2y
ST Y DL K 2 S B R W R R L
Me4s ([Fe? Fel (OHD),, 1* [A « 2H, O], Hh A
RE BB FO, 8 %5 [FeO (OHD ], B % W
(Fe; O, 2285 (FeCO3) , W8T [ Fes (PO,), »
8H, O ]%¢ (Nealson and Saffarini, 1994 ; Fredrickson
et al.,1998;Dong et al.,2000; Kukkadapu et al.,
2001 ;Parma et al.,2001;Zachara et al.,2002; Han-
sel et al.,2003) FEA SEHG Hh kG I 3] 1 22 8k 5 15
W AW FE (Ouyang et al.,2014) ,1E S.onei-
densis MR-1 S5k a4 J5t 8 27 4% 1L 19 o 72 A B8 5 &
BN GG 5 5w A5 op ] e L T RE T 5 25 B )
EFERNL Y (Ouyang et al.,2014).

BT EHIEERR DL NaHCO, 1E 2 22 np
W R PR pH L A R T 2220 T B AE VS
T UMY 2 S5 4A R b AR B T S k. AR
AR AN N T B F 28R K AQDS 1k & hid i
M T [Fe, (PO, « SH,O1. 3250 A F £ %
B B3 v AT TR AR L A I TR AR R % S AR A
X PE e B MR S AL BRI RS, putrefaciens
CN32 if J5t Ph-v5 81 2k 81 1% 2o B2 v 78 44 7= 20 Jf 5T 9
XA 1 L B G OK UKL IE B R BB S o BT 2B
BRI T A B M LA ST b C.S 5 4h, X
se gl ok WUk IE F S Pb (R T2 BN 90.38% ~
92.74 %) FI P(1.76 % ~2.26 %) % 24 i BE () EDS 43
Brih & 3 T Pb.C.Feld KAk B 1 PATO.H 2 52

% 1 S. putrefaciens CN32 F1 D. vulgaris REEHGP R R EFEERREURZLEFE RO

Table 1 Comparison of the maximum bioreduction rate and final bioreduction extent of jarosite by S. putre faciens CN32 and

D. vulgaris
B S. putrefaciens CN32 D. vulgaris
REI AQDS F M AQDS H AQDS
BRI JEHE % (mmol « L1« h™ D) 0.001 0.017 0.026
Fel T 5 () 0.37 16.80 24.30
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0 BT T B 55 7 ik vt 2 e = B0 L BT LUA 2 A R
3k U8 Sy 20 M B 4H 43 b 4n DNALRNA DL K #% A
(Smeaton et al.,2009). Ak , A7 H 43 BHF 5% $i2 18 240 f
REAS T VE TC A& B 1Y 22 5% Wl TR ‘B B30 2 Wl N 4% od A
(Aickin et al.,1979; Levinson et al.,1996 ; Mire et al.,
2004 ; Perdrial et al.,2008). 8K i 40 g £H 43 b 40 DNA
RNA LA KB RE b 5B 28 1 A8 02 LA B AR 1Y B A7
TERY  RHC A0 B RE 75 R BEIR R A ) 1 B 4 it PO,
AT — 20 R HE AT DI 50 3 W 48 1 PR R B B R
i3 77 A W R AL, Ry W TR Eh W A0 DT UE 2t O
(Sanchez-Romadn et al.,2007). 7% f& 3| A 5L K &
WAFAE /D B R R FRATTHE W 5 B b i B R AR
AR5 T RER B R A 7 A O B IR AR AT OC.

A SRS TR M R SRR AL
TR FIVBE PR 6 30 T T 0 B8 B0 g L 1) S A 30 DA T LA S
bz & IR BT RAE LR 48 2540 F D. vulgaris
X BB R WL 8 R BB 1 KR TS, putrefaciens
CN32, X N5 D. vulgaris AT RUE 1) & J5E AL H
HK.D. vulgaris BET LS R A€l H SO, "~ X
A LR R A% g Fe' T L i SO Y R FE AR
H, S AR A0 AR 7T AR SRR & b Fe'' 1Yy
WJFE.AQDS WA BE R KEE D. vulgaris ¥ F
BRALAY A JRE 7 . 58 J5U R i 16,8000 42 5 1) 24.
20 %0 AH 2 5 H Al #8019 Bt 92 6 5 5L TR T AR A LG
D. vulgaris W JERCRAIREAL T S, pu-
tre faciens CN32 X B H RO A0 8 R AR, KA 0.
3700 s PR AR 52 0 A 2R o O R AG U 2 Ok AR 4 1Y
W HLTAE D. vulgaris WiFp 5250 & v B0 2 1
R X G LB R P A NaHCO, Z bl A
KAEMA T AQDS kR s kil 1 ¥ B o . 4
N5 45 77 5 o I BE IR A I i T A R B AR A
KSR ABRIE IS RN R 2R 38 R R AE AR b T2 A
TEENTMAATE ST AR5 Fe' 0 4 1 34 J AT i Ik
AR I L T B R LRI O R T A Y T
J& L BRE T MR TR T A A PR R R LAY
i AR DL R AR G 07 40 3 A X TR 2 B Fe 1Y ML
BRAL 2R 28 DL SR PR AT BT 7K Hb DX 45 J 7Y 75 G ih 2R
AAHRENSHE L.

B 2% F XRD A= SEM 447 £ F B # i X
FROBFEIBRET FRRAFLTELLERE L
PR A L B!
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