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Bioaugmentation of Rhodococcus sp. KDPy1 in coking wastewater treatment
LI Ting, ZHANG Yuxiu,ZU Debiao, XU Weichao
(China University of Mining and Technology(Beijing) , Beijing 100083, China)

Abstract: Heterocyclic compounds containing nitrogen such as quinolone and pyridine ,are the main refractory or-
ganic compounds in coking wastewater. In this study,taking pyridine and quinoline as object pollutants, the isolated
strain Rhodococcus sp. KDPyl was used to strengthen the A/O? process for coking wastewater treatment. The results
showed that compared with the control group,the addition of Rhodococcus sp. increased the removal rate of COD,
quinoline and pyridine in the O1 pool by 11.4% ,17.3% and 14.0% ,respectively. At the same time,the diversity of
microbial communities increased after bioaugmentation, and the organic degrading bacteria such as Stenotrophomo-
nas and Ochrobactrum were more abundant in the system,which proved that Rhodococcus sp. KDPy1 had a great app-
lication potential in coking wastewater treatment.
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F4% % IR KDPyl £8 B AL R K A 4 40 22 o By % b 1F

FAL IR iR 2R T B R IR A LA K
AR T R = A A B R | R T
MK i TR B peAei e R T2
FANTR] , 7 A R B AR K K BOK sl sh B R, HK B
BTN B AR h A LA 5> FEAL S
e S NG R S eSSt/ R D4 3 U L
MRS RASIMEA Y BT HAT T 2%
Sy TARBL AT R I, B W I8 500~1 000
mg/L I 2ETE 10 h N AT 8 58 A B ) T & AL 2%
1k & ¥ (Nitrogen heterocyclic organic compounds,
NHCs ) KILA5E 52 A%, AHXHE AR i, ns obf 5 i g
2 ALY 1) ELAT T B R AT AR W R A ) B R
WEY, W RSB K HE A IR 1 S5 A
Z—0, Pk, iRk keSS AL S IR
AL BRI i BRI BRASCR (1) B TR

ALK BT 28 F 2R | Witk
P A A RS Horh A A R AR AR K A B
AOAZO T 20 g2 H iy N A T )12 R A 2
BR , AEGE A BB AR T AN REA R & A
FIMEE PR RRAR IR 00 SEGERYEARAL BT 2
HLE, APsmALBOR i T TR R E Y e
AERFR AR TR AR IR, e HE— PR Sz
T 5K E iR VR T T DR AR R R HERR AT BT B Y
R AR AR 3R 0 | (]IS RE A A A 17 A A BT 2 e, Dl
D TARHRTE  MHITG IR 1R m B R Seis T
e, G =I5 gt L AR R E R
KA ) 7 R sz 3 E AL

UTARK, AEWTFEA A= Py Ak Ak PR AL R K
At FErh, B B A5 B 22 R A s ok it BE 1Y) T
PR, AN FIAF B (Ochrobactrum sp.) ™ I\ 6 5l
(Comamonas sp.) ™ A H L (Pseudomonas sp.) ">,
LEFUFF IR (Bacillus sp.)"O%F | X EE R PR REISHE 100~
1 800 mg/L [ HARTS YR A | BEAR 2283 T 97%~
100%, Xiaodong LIU SEUDAE M E B FR T Rhizobium
sp. NJUST18 H i 21| b 3 A5 Ak 5 /K 1) - ditk =2 ] Bk iz
N 7% (SBR) Y, A5 S 01 46 BT W R 4 000 mg/L
IEIELE 7.2 h A5 258 2R 0t 1T O as A
S e, SPRAECORE F AT I A PR R R A E)
BB T 2R R A RS coD 2%
BRE5E R 18%, HAMLRG IS IeRA:- YRR E
N5, Peng XU 510G Strepromyces WA INE L HH

ALK E) MBR i as e T K oD,
ZRAERRRR, IXUBIFITIRIE T Ak A it A AR i T X
Rfire Tl R K A= AL BRI AT 54

ARSI 2 1 43 B A B — BRZLBR A (Rhodococ-
cus sp.)KDPy 12 %G RETESF #4511 T LAk 5 ik
BEMIRIE AR, BATAE MBS vk mkiE s Y v
1. FET I AWFFOR L ERE bR KDPy1 #% B B S
WAARFA 1:5 BB A/0* T2 AL R
K BN 25 I St P A T A A, X R N 2%
BATHARIK . & R LI A Pk B DA S
VE MRS TR S R R A A ik A B
FF B & BB IR T T

1 #MRE5FE

1.1 EREFE

S FH e SR A R e TT LR AR A T S
ST ESAR R fiw 448 KDPyl, J& 40 08 22 [CFH
Y, WVE TR Y RE il 26, %
ST IR LLEKTA (Rhodococcus sp.) (5
IR 2 . KY458569) , il i 7E £k BLAST 8 R H X & FH
%W 5 Rhodococcus pyridinivorans (NR025033.1) J7
G [RIEE fie i, IR 3] 1009, HE R A v b 114 5 Ao o
WRE R 633 mg/LL, 32 h NFEARRINE] 92.5% ; FEf it
I 1) e g B MR BE M 1 442 mg/L, 48 h AR 3k
F 99.6%,, HXFnEnbk M R A 1) e FEER BT 251 . TR
JE4 37 °C pH N 7~8,
1.2 FEHEKEFE

JE A AR P K RN 8 TR 1A T b4 A5 A b /K A
B KA T 2 AR A 1 PR,
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Fig. 1  Process flow of a coking wastewater treatment plant
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I K RIS Y B S5 R oR R K T coD
A THER EAY) FER W HE | M5
JE 43R 2 500 .65 8,650,200 ,250 110 mg/L, 1EHE
AW PR ZRGE SN e ZHIF, SR A B K
HRAKFRRE, D5 il A i e A K 2 A
o B FEAE KT BERRE: & AL, R e I
m(C):m(P)>A 200:1 [a] H AP 7 KH,PO, 1E F i
WA TR

1.3 A/O* RGEREESHEM

ARSLEGIEE 2 R N Ay, —d X IRA 5 —4d
RSEEA, XFRRAAT IR, A SR A
A, RExt AR AL 1, SEgR bR A4 2,

2 A/O> A5 2 A R AR A PR K Ab BT
I, 55 H 46 /N5 o T R BB RE (PMMA ) #4 5
LWL 2) , BOW AR A it 7K o SN F ik
At A (TAERR 1.27 L) Al 450t 01 ( TAER R
0.7 L) O2( TAERFRL 1.59 LYdlik,, R T k4 T Bt
TG PR N AR T5 Y vk BE | [RIRshaD H 7K o
TR B SO A Je 4 — U i T K 43 B
Bt bk DTvE e i K oK EACE —A~
FNEH, TIE T eI CERITTE BT e 1l 9 2 A —
AR AT e 2 K R A A i, A L
BRFERR, #EHR 40 t/min, 01,02 R & BES
£ BRI (SS) BN 1.2.1.6 mL/min, 3 MILHE
G U R LA 3:5:5 A Ak IR R 122, RN
WAEZ R T I1T, PREFRON I N TS Je vk B R s PERR
€I EHRE . At DO PRFFLE 0.3~0.5 mg/L, 0 M
DO HERFFE 3~5 mg/L, il1d B AR AR Na,CO, 11 HF
pH #EHI7E 7~7.5,

2 21 I A% 4 4 Rl T b B AR AL T HUCR (975
Je,A.01.,02 19 MLSS 73900 4.5 4 /L., RN #eks
SEIZAT 100 d J5 , 10 SEE AL A4 O1 i A B B
KDPyl #7454k, 53— VAT RGEAG IR,
YERXF BB T
1.4 #HEH DNA 3RELS PCR # 18

I3 SR AR W AT S A ROt i TE e, AT
A ZREPEN ) V5 AR AR (1 L R 41 DNA SR
HE. Z. N. ATM Mag-Bind Soil DNA i £ (Omega,
USA)FZHL, FFH FH B RE W EE B A $2 3 >R ) DNA
SERENE DL R B | $:35 FIIH Qubit 3.0 DNA AL
% (Life, USA) XK 20 DNA #4755, LUfiE PCR
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Fig. 2 A/O?*reactor process diagram

KRH R DNA &, PCR ¥ s 192
ZRE T Miseq P51 V3-V4 @59, 514
¥ 54354 341 (CCTACGGGNGGCWGCA ) F1 805R
(GACTACHVGGGTATCTAATCC), it #ifbll g
w , JHEE PCR U101 DNA ¥WREE 3% b [k
TAEYIRHEA BR A /AT Y AR B, B
P15 R Miseq — AT (Mumina, USA)
1.5 SthAE

S (BB 7 d) WD A BT 47 el i v 45 Ak 3 e
DIV, \ 1K (= R R [ R W = B S S S0 T (=L v ST
Wk MHERE COD 2 S A A BRI B LA K
pH F1 DO, Mmpk mHIE v 7 R FH 2240 o o BE i 4y
SAE 313,256 nm A< T I Y, COD Flzd Ak
53 9 2R PR 8 4 D1 516 B 1 A g PR 3 o
BF S RN A A B 4 ) R AU K b 6 32 A
FRER LR EPME | pH A1 DO 435 pH Y
(TRt PHS-3C &Y 11§ ) A1 DO 1 (T4 JPB-607A
R E¥E)ISE K GC-MS 43k HE22% ik [23)
PRALAY T R TERAE . A SEEREE R Origin 9.0
(Origin Lab Corporation, USA)/EWE] . FT A 7K Jit il &
IR 3, BOEA{E A SPSS 20.0(IBM SPSS statis-
tics, USA) #EAT 7 26530, R 2 I 2 7 22 7 i st
R 2 L p<0.05 M E | p<0.01 AR

) GRSt

2.1 REsHIIEITHR
2.1.1 COD #y&ratrsk
SIS MR 2 4 A/O? NI £RiE4T T 130 d,

(o)
o J
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Fig. 3 Comparison of COD changes in control group(a),
experimental group (b)and primary aerobic pool O1(c¢)

Ja s BE(0~100 d) , {5 R 1T 94k | ff HiE
NEHTMEIF AR RN R G, ONHTER I 0~60 d,
7K coD #EEEHIZE 1 800~2 100 mg/L, i&fT— B}
] J5 K B0, B gt /K K B gl K, B coD 3Bk
RBWFAR, FEIER T XIFKK R & AR
Y% FEMER X BN 2% TS 8 b s oAk B
ORI, 7655 60~100 K | EHT IR T kK
TR IR R K S A ROK B ] R E7K coD Fa il
TE 1 200~1 500 mg/L, 45 R S8 K T 75 ek 2
FIXTFRRE . M 3(a) (b)) RT 50, X B4 FISE56 20
N 2% 2R G R ERAECH (1-A F 2—A) DL K — G - S it
(1-01 F1 2-01) %75 e A b 25 1) L BRACR | XT 1R
20 AN S 56 21 B coD V34 2% bR R 4 ik
65.5%H1 66.3% , i-5A M 01 XF COD HILBRFRA7 N
29.6%H1 31.0%, FKHZTRKEIHYIL RENTETR
CLAIAIE N T B, XK sty =4 T
i 524 | Xob¥s Ye B O 8 A R s

TESS 101 KA SEIRL 201 PRI 2 Hi ok
B Fe S i T 2D BR 1A KDPy 1, e 4% F ORI 30 d
W R RS 1T RS EK coD JERIAZE,, #EX—Fr

B, K HEZH 152 50 2H B 4200 (1-A A1 2-A) Y coD &
BrZFMXFRE , 705N 68.9%F169.8% , 1] RE S 1T
H0 B 0 P D R T St i K Y, NI
3(c) AT VAE LTRSS 101~130 KN, X HEZH A28 40
1 01 i 7K CoD ~F-341 4351k 321.7 261.5 mg/L,
X COD EBRFRATANN 27.5%M38.9%, FM LK
4 01 WXt coOD By RBRFCR UL T3 4L, HFL cop
TR RN (AT IR IR R, X P RS PR R4
Ty R R 5 A St 01 75 8 ) SR A B 0 A AR
HAEHSEE T A ie #2851 coD FEff% (HIL
VE PSR S #5138 1 T 120 BT RAIR
2.12 #eGErhMEE

TESE 117 KO3 HIXT SCEG AL X REZ A 01,02
o H K A NH =N NOs—=N Al TN #8457 7R | 2%

Ll 4 Frs,
1201 40+
b
© WAL st mmae v
00F o :]‘%MiA b O%%A
5 o %
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e o 15F
40t S
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20F sl
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Fig. 4 Nitrogen removal performance
of each treatment unit in A/O? system

AR 4 AT RT, Gk R ZH RS2 56 24 32 K NH,-N
NO;—N FI TN 43514 96.7 7.8 341.5 mg/L, Bfi&E
N AR IEAT  NH, N TN ¥ B2 2 i BEAIG, NOy =N
FEBHIT R, ARG 01 | ATREAEAERR A fisfb 4
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AR, 2 4l R G BARBA BT (p>0.05) , F W
TSI s S At T 6 R G I R I BB AT P A AR R
AU
2.1.3 vhok wbrg og KR gE

TESF 117 K43 X S50 20 M BEZH A 01,02
L A MR I R AT TR S5 SR LI 5

250 @ Mo b
W AL ok W AL
2001 ] S04 el
= = 100}
2 2
g 150 F éﬁ 80}
2 10l = 60 ;
= 100 5 60
s 40t
50F
20+
ot (Vs
oK A or 02 HK A or 02

5 A/O? REEAIBERITIIMLIE (o) FOEEME (b ) O BRI RE

Fig. 5 pyridine(a)and quinolone(b) removal
performance of each treatment unit in A/O? system

H I 5 AT LAE B RN g st T, % BRI
SO 2 9 M K -5 L I VA R A 4 T AT o TR
52620 01 MR H K I e o v 0 5 60.6
45.2 mg/L, S50 2H (R MEIE 25 BR38 HE X BRZH 57 14.0% 5
HR 7K MO T RV B 43 1R 58.1.40.4 mg/L, SEER LAY
MR B R X B ZH 5 17.3%, SERRZH AT IRZH 01
bt K b S5 L E R B L BRI A e 22
5 (p<0.05, = Feam ), F I VSN e 5 oA it A kA )
THEE S RAIEA YRR RSOR
22 BKBBUAERK

R T TR ML T V35 0 v 25 At TR R A AL T G
Y EBREF R GC-MS 087 T4 117 Rk |
Xof REZH DA K S 20 K e B R, AR AR X
W T R AR R K HR A LTS e AR i JTAE
IT—43Hr 25 R 1,

HEAOKAE LRI 95 FA LY, A LA
XFor AT X A2 02 th s K TR 36 R AL
Yy, LA 02 b K H AN Y 20 FRA ALY, HIK
AT AT K TR 2 M SR
AAR IR IR I A S J5E (Cyclopentasiloxane ) , B AE N —
FhASFGINHIF] 255 R E A RSS2k &+
P &Y HKh 2 EY) TS B R
FIE AT B 5 70 %530 0.72% 0.17% 15.57%
0.21%H1 0.06% , {EXF BRZH FISZ IR 2 H /K o BR AR A1
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Table 1 Normalized analysis of organic
matter in inlet and outlet water

; W TR R/ %
AR ik XFHRAHIK(1-02)  SEIRH K (2-02)

g 15.57 ND ND

PN 0.21 3.25 1.75
JEs 26.32 55.21 59.34
A2 25.35 16.75 8.76
EAZ 0.72 ND ND
RIR 0.90 12.23 13.22

o) 0.17 ND ND
[FES 29.47 0.88 1.91

FES 0.06 ND ND

L ND FRAAKEH

FoAh 5 e A i | D W2 o R A 5L A e 2
PEFAMEIE , TS A/0? Ab B T A9k A5 A W
i, RIS AR X T o A3 RO I R SR A A ) R
AR A TR R B R R 13- RUT R
(Benzene, 1,3-bis(1, 1-dimethylethyl) J*_ RIS
BEIE AN Y2 R R s e e ik, Rtk
1E 2 ARG KPS EA IS, 24MEEY
FEEAK | X BEZH AN S5 2 HH K R A A G o 0 B0
B 25.35% 16.75%H 8.76% , i 33 U I vy 55 [ fi
B K 22 S S e B RS, Bk
WERNR | MHIE Y B i RAEAIG, mal RS S AR | 1
TN T 720 25 AR i DA BB A AT KR A s ol | LR 55 R
AW
23 WEMBESH
23.1 WEMBEYSERE FEE

W 2 ARG AW AL S 117 RIT5 TR, A
FH 168 rDNA FARXS FEH 1) V3-V4 XA 7 iy i)
¥ JPFEL OTUs FIREARN) o ZREM LR 2,

R2 WMEMEE OTUs MBEMESH
Table 2 Microbial community OTUs and diversity parameters
FEA M OTUs  Shannon  ACE Chaol

Coverage

A 1762 385 387533 2898.54 0.9896
ML o1 1538 473  3324.85 257271 0.9904
02 1644 474 287043 234654 09926
A 1783 417 409589 2853.74 0.9897
LRA o1 1697 483 359244 2665.63 09914
02 1704 474 263035 2613.10 0.9920

Coverage BUERRE, RIAREA T F A Bk
T H SR R R ARG, 2 HAZ W Coverage {E 7
98.96%~99.26% Z ], FHASLER A5 R T ARG o 51
i AR K AL B R A U E TR . Chaol
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F4% % IR KDPyl £8 B AL R K A 4 40 22 o By % b 1F

Fl ACE #8BUHARAN I 19 OTUs 20 H (UK A
= B, A8 T I A W R 7 1 T e R
SHRZHO1 M Chaol Hl ACE $8%05151°H 2 665.63 Fl
359244, ¥IRFXTHRLLAY 2 572.71 F1 3 324.85, %
BT = S8R B v T R IR I e R, S
594 01 3t OTUs X H R 1 697, & X5 4 01
MWE 1538, Hh bR A 1 bR IR AR
AR A E B (R OTUs 28R 25 8E | I R
NG KDPy1 W& 5 1R 1R A0, i HAb R T
B, OO A N A S AR H AR |
B, 3B AR SN g TS PETS V8 IR AR 221k 5|
ALY, Shannon $8 FUHSRIEM R 1) 260 | HEE
BORIIUE YIRE R I AR EBS . SE904H 01 1t
) Shannon $5 40K 4.83, K T-XF f8ZH O1 Wiy 4.73,
PRGN R G N T A MR 2 e
I, WS AR R KDPy 1 A3 ) TG0 O v 1 it
B, dEm BT AR AL ROV AR O1 WS TS
Ye P IR Py BRI 5 0 BRZH AR LU A 2 25 57
232 ARG 5 KUK

15U VIR R B R R S 15 Ve IR E Wi
LR sV BB ARG AEsRALSE 117 R 2 A
SN g S PTG YR e ) A AT RE e i o
Al 6 s

H &l 6 (a) AT A1, 28 JE T (Proteobacteria ) FIHULFT
A (Bacteroidetes ) 72 2 20 F ¢ P BT A b 33 v S A0
HHy 2 B, 5 BT 10.6%~24.1% . BRixX 2 1
1A, At b B3R 118 045 Tgnavibacteriae
(6.1%~6.4% ) F R FT B4 (Acidobacteria, 2.8%~3.0% ),
M7 7E 4 %8 1 9 W) L Acidobacteria (4.8% ~6.3% ) |
Ignavibacteriae (3.2~3.9%) . % A (Planctomycetes,,
4.3% ~6.6% ) 11§ 1k 12 JiE B (Nitrospirae,3.3% ~
3.6%) N AN, 01 WP iR RS DR T RS
PR B U2 AH LG T IR 01 1, SE50 4 O1
r 1 2% i TR B I A 45 Tgnavibacteriae , Acidoba-
cteria Fl Planctomycetes 9 Lt 51 B {38 /) | Bacteroi-
detes U171\ 30

FEIB A I 2 ARG h LA 638 FlE
Kl 6(b) I R T i FE 5 32 M HE (21
—AEEARTE 1.0%) AN R 45 RR], RGcEk
U A AR R BAT I (Thiobacillus ) |
]gnavibacterium\}l\%ﬁﬂﬂrﬁﬁ (Comamonas ) Fl Ari-

®
£

Bl unclassified
Candidatus Saccharibacteria
B Chlamydiae
[ Firmlcutes
B Verrucomicrobla
B Chloroflexi
[l Deinococcus-Thermus
B Actinobacteria
Bl Gemmatimonadetes
[l Planctomycetes
B Nitrospirae
B Acidobacteria
Il [gnavibacteriae
Bl Bacteroidetes
0 I Proteobacteria

1-A 2-A 101 201 102 2-02

B RBEET VKO LIARRE /%

(b)
?_‘ genus Phylum
Truepera Deinococcus-Thermus
Gemmatimonas  Gemmatimonadetes
PN Nitrospira Nirtospirae
glny};Aghaem
irellula
Planctomicrobium Plauctomycetes
I Gp7 . .
| Gp4 Acidobacteria
DN Aridibacter
I 1 m;w%clerzum Ignavibacteriae
loheibacter
| Chryseolinea .
Segetibacter Bacteroidetes
Taibagiella
Vitellibacter
r W Ohtackwangia .
Rhodanobacter ~ Gemmatimonadetes
é’sgydomon@s
i1GOPYXIS
??hmgobmm
havera
I | Ochrobactrum
Defluviimonas
Caldimonsas

Rhizomicrobium
imnobaccter
Nitrosomonas
Stenotrophomonas
Hyphomicrobium
Comamonas
Povalibacter
Thiobacillus

Proteobacteria
| | |

. high
El6 FMRFZEANEZBITIETKE (a)BKE D) LHEESG

Fig. 6  Flora distribution of each unit in the two
systems at phylum level (a)and genus level (b)

dibacter, 53 ) 15 26.95% ~29.67% .6.06% ~6.36% |
2.26%~2.30%H1 1.88%~2.03% ., Thiobacillus 1 Co-
mamonas YRR Fh AR IS AR A 25 2R AL
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