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FE: KRS (OBDC) MER (OB) £E4#% (OBDCs-OB) MMAZ] Cu (1) i Pb (1) {54t
HEFT R HA 83 d MEIKIEE S5, #£5T OBDCs-OB A T4l k& & s Ye + 5 AR B 0% 3 AE Wi .
453, OBDCs-OB R HA—OH X—COOH ' ReH . MR’ A FE: 10 W50 WA L K L4544
ALYE RIS R s X EAs AR 5E, A OBDCs-OB Ji, TIERHE FAcH4sht (CEC) #1 18.29 cmol/kg, 4
Ff pH 7E 6.80; HIEPAIRIEA Cu (1) A Pb (11 ) &5 HIFEAK 18.21%H120.07%; Cu (1) A Pb (1) 1)
VAR AR 2 B A 52.8% A1 92.8%, A RAAL T CuC 11 ) A1 Po( 11 ); 36 W MBI KR 8.6x10"°
cfu/g, IR S IREE SRR 127.10 pgree/(g-6 WY 167.10 mgwy,n/(kg-24 hy, 00T T4 U L%
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Pyrolytic oil-based drilling cuttings/orange peel for
remediation of copper-lead contaminated soil
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Abstract: An 83-day passivation and remediation experiment was conducted by adding the pyrolytic
oil-based drilling cuttings (OBDC)/orange bark (OB) biochar (OBDCs-OB) into Cu(Il) and Pb(1I)
contaminated soil, and the passivation and remediation performance of OBDCs-OB on Cu(Il) and Pb( 1)
contaminated soil and its influence on soil microorganisms were investigated. The results showed that
OBDCs-OB had functional groups such as —OH and —COOH, mineral compositions such as carbonate
rocks and clay minerals, and porous structure, which could be used as adsorbent. Compared with those of
blank soil, the cation exchange capacity (CEC) of soil treated by OBDCs-OB increased by 18.29 cmol/kg,
and the pH was maintained at 6.80. Moreover, acid-soluble Cu( I) and Pb(1I') content in soil decreased by
18.21% and 20.07%, while the potential leaching toxicity of Cu and Pb decreased by 52.8% and 92.8%,
respectively, indicating effective passivation of Cu(Il) and Pb(Il'). The maximum value of soil microbial
population was 8.6x10'" cfu/g, and the maximum value of soil dehydrogenase and urease activities was
127.10 pgrpe/(g-6 h) and 167.10 mgyy, n/(kg-24 h), showing enhancement in the diversity and richness and
growth improvement of soil microbial community.
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WE Cu (1) A1 Pb (1) SHAfFFI5Y 1
TR K SRRV e A U AR A A e
V5 g KR, X AR S FR G RN N Sl A AR R
KU, HAEr, EeRE I SR Ak R
WY b2, YRS BE L, K%k,
Rkt . Rk E sl fe T . S A ik DL
e e OB B HORB A S5, Horp, R Ak 2= i1k
BEHAREA 2 (BRGSO Sami )z
FABL, A R AR )2 fbERef 5, R
& JE 5 Y E B R A E B E R,
FOKIS . R (OB) 484 WK se AW JF ko &
U+ 23 B W b R T 1 R ARl RS
JBEFPRAAL . SRRz, ATl AR ARy O R
FEYHATAE BRI, JFRIESS YN A, T
SRR S A BRI AL . JCE AR A

FETUAE ST RAS R, 72 A K S
(OBDC), H & ZHcH FEAIATITHY, o
fimkESESR%, K& OBDC & TEkE
Y, REEMEFER A B AR, A SR
iE OBDC #Afif b B 5 w6 g i 647 [R5 s —
AP, SR ab B AT KE A LA S TS R B, il
KA RV IR &, M BAR , A R A
A 2 A B D A ML R A B aR i Y, B
S P B I T 9l A — AR A P T 3k 4 R R R R
LIU %5 IR #4579 OBDC i A= 4 W B 7K o )
Pb (1), Cr (VI), Cu ( I ), HWZRIEES LT 15
LR G YE SR, SRINAE L A R AN H
o KA OBDC HAZMA R L3, R
o3y N R 4 R B bR, HBEE OBDC It (1
RO, BRTRER 75 550 0 (R 0 ffk vl (R % 4819 pH
Frtl, o AR . TR, R A 4
2= BT LA B b i AR e, R, R
fiff Ab 3PS I B B s R Ak iE R A m T Y+
HEEE . SR, IS OBDC FRis ki an, %
KA BT A FRCR, Wk, FTHE S OB R
AR D) kst HopEfE

A BRI AE S 9 AT DG TE M R T 4R
M AR, %k A BB A= T A 5 el P ORI A 5
o WL, ARSCE OBDC S5 s # i A= ) A 25 7
DA R LA AR 2N Y AP U1 OB SR 3¢
YA OBDC mJEkL, fili3#4f%# OBDC/OB Ak
(OBDCs-OB), R4iF# T OBDCs-OB ffifbi& &
RS Y - SR X B R R e L Bl R R4
JaE SR BNt - b i A TS S5 A R e, DA
HIHE OBDC 7E4 4 15 Ye + HEsti b & & v i i

iV

=
HI 5o

1 SRIGERSY

1.1 RF. MRS

OBDC Ht [ P9I i v A< 1 H1 5 OB 7 H
DU #R s Cu(NOs),. Pb(NO;),. BaCl,, NaOH .
NaCl. HZ | JRE . IR, AR, BUERHR e T
WAl ARE . EAR, AEilH, 32E OAOID
HIRAT

SK-G06123K Bz pr, REhIRd b ey
FHIRAHE; WQF-520 £LAMGIEAX, 6 EGA 43T
ar A MR X Pert PRO MPD X S4B AR AT Y,
faf 2% PANalytical /A ] ; Zeiss Supra 55 /4 L . i
B, T Zeiss 2N F); APSP 2460 4= [ 8l b2 i L &
LAY, JEE Micromeritics {8 A F] o

i b - 8 SR 4E U ] R AR PE R A TR 2
(30°83'16"N, 104°19'04"E ) =1lJ] 10~20 cm )2 1,
HIALHER: pH Ny 7.52+0.02, &/KHEH 17.30%,
ARA (AHP) &R 300.00 mg/kg, %00 (AP)
Sl 129.26 mg/kg, EAHLEK (TOC) it /rik
H2.13%. 15 YIRS KRG 3 A AR KT
Ja, i 2 mm i, & ER TSR BEPIA
2.3500 g Cu(NO;), Fl 1.5985 g Pb(NOs),, Mif, +
o cu (1) A1 Pb (1) FEAHLHN 800 F
1000 mg/kg!'®, & GB 15618—2018 { i E 4 b+
WA ) MeESREEEM 4 545H; BHE
PR AR, iR (25°C) s 34N A, FAHE 4
JE BT at,
1.2 WEMFIAH &5 RE

T T 309 W R 0 %) T RN T A o R R A B A
m(OBDC) : m(OB)=1 : 11" DI il ] 4 OBDCs-
OB, HAKALHE Jy. # 10 g OBDC fil A 500 mL 255
FKH 4 FE 30 min, FEMLA 10 g OB (80 °CHET 24
h. ¥YWESSE 2 mm % ), AksLidE 2 hy oHuEE, ¥
RAEWET 80 CHUH T 24 h; RIFHAESE
Hprdr, LU 20 °C/min (TR FMAZE 500 °C,
it 30 min [T HIE 25 °C, B3, HE
B KR 3 R, T80 °CT 24 h'™!, 4534k
f* OBDC/OB =¥ ( OBDCs-OB ). & FH A [H] it #4
fie T2 U % 7 3443 1) OBDC A fift A& W) ¢
(OBDCs) #il OB #4495 ( OBs ).
13 TEEEXW

B 2500 g 15 4% HIEH 530 54, B 1 AR
Ay Ab B R 25 P BB AL CO ), 55 B 4 343 S A 5.0%
(DA R BT A, TH) RERYR (R
VIR R . 94.4%B IR ) A AT B . 4. 7% R Rk
B e 0.9%WEIRBERR — S8, BRI ). 5.0%
B IEYF+5.0% OBs., 5.0%E 554 JFi+5.0% OBDCs Fl
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5.0%E 3B+ 5.0% OBDCs-OB, A4 i 5 %F
NEJE/IN T, CREFRE SR 500 g, TRGY
e, CETERFRAEZT, ARIERICA Cl~C4,
BT 3 APATEE, 7F 25 Chlifkig&E 83 d,
2 d B —k -, IR A BH B T3
#7545 (CEC ). pH. B4 & & & & LA ik
SREESN . IMAEFRY A B 82 4E R A Y2
B A AIG

14 RIESMHERENIK

1.4.1 X3 CEC #= pH 0 &

% H BaCl,-NaOH i 2 22" .2 CEC., 11 pH
S8 HI 962—2018 { 4% pH (B AN E B A7 6 ) T AE o
142 EREFTLEBTFRREMNZ

FHZE SR U ( BCR) PUSERFEEZSAY Cu( 1)
FPb (1) SEATHRBORINGL, 3 rh &4 @550
MAIRIEA (F1), n[i8JEAs (F2), n4A4kZs (F3)
MRS (F4), RAFFERER B2 (TCLp) P
AT TG 3T Po (1) Al Cu (1T ) ROWEAER
.

143 FIEMAYERLBEE LM ST

B 0. 7. 14, 21, 28, 35, 49, 63, 83d +
4 g T 20 mL K5 B0 H, A 10 mL G
FEE 7K, 8% 5 min $250, A SHEHEC 1 mL
FIEWE 9 mL U EY R SRS B R R T AR,
AT 3 o 1E 37 CHHIBRFRM P % 48 h, 418
BARAAERE (MPN ) BB ME SR, ey
RE R il & ik 3 ¢/L 4R IE S /L SRR S g/L
Ak, AP 0.1 mol/L ) NaOH ¥R IATY pH Ky
7.0 Zi47, £ 9mL % 10 mL P, 121 °C
1R FEZE VK B 20 min

ST LB R SR 0, 7. 14, 28, 35,
41, 49, 56, 63, 73, 83 d WUk, ME T HIEH A
ifE TR B P o SR A = 2R3 U R Stk (TTC)
0 5 AU S & (1SO 23753—1 1 2019), Hirp
TPE 03 = R H It o R A 3 8-k SR AN 72 I a2
IR A& & ( T/NAIA 011—2020 ),

U 0, 21, 83 d B SERESLIETT DNA $EHUH
16S rDNA ¥ 38 I F, SMr il YrieE 454
PEIURE 5 DNA, RS [P B A 6] XS JE
FEAE BN Y SO IR 5185 o )5 , 7F Tlumina
NovaSeq V-5 EXSCEHATINT o KR A B
5 AILEE 53 AT B Ab B

2 H#HR5E

2.1 MELRAES RHHEEE
JFlif OBDC ZHih: ALY (f4h S Ak
(TPH)) JEH/7%8.10%. <44k (H,. CH4 1 CO)

JER AR 2.70% K AL 4.12% K A K 53
T S EL 85.08% 5 A G 2Bk T A WY L KRR,
XTI A 0.1% & AR FE #4155 o

[l 1a i OBs. OBDCs fll OBDCs-OB #4#}¥)
FTIR &, ATLAAEH, 3430 cm ' A kRl R—OH
AW, 2928 cm ' kb IR R C—H BYPL IR S)
I, 1608 F1 1434 cm " Kby il %5 7 A4 A6k 3 i i) o ik
C=0. [fE3: C—0—C s{—COOH 45z 3h %,
1100 em ™" &b SRy B R £k Ak B £ 1 F7 (e i shidg 121, 4%
KW, OBDCs-OB [F]Af &4 OBs fl OBDCs HJF
[FEZIR SN

Kl 1b &y OBs. OBDCs #il OBDCs-OB #1#}1)
XRD K., A[LIFEH, OBDCs FiA3E (4, Si0,). 77
fitfr (3, CaCO;). W (5, FeS,) FZEE L0 ¥4
o, HHbh oy waesEsast (1,
KAIL(AISi;010)(OH), ] Fl &I 47 [ 2, ALSi,0s(OH), J,
5 SCHRAR A F4 e O ] S B IR A O A A — 20
OBDCs-OB W& B OBs il OBDCs (1717 516
K, H3fH OBs Fl OBDCs #84> TCHLY Bt 4 .
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'
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Fig. 1

OBs. OBDCs #il OBDCs-OB ) SEM &l & 2
ffis. WK 2a s, OBs BA ZFL45HFIRE 4%, X
SO T X OBDC Vi iy iz . anlEl 2b
7, OBDCs PRI EARASHUM , S0 B A% 2RO
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HZ5F R, OBDCs [if&E 7 OBs MIFLAINEE |-,
o5 JHC P BE () A e AR AR KRS o LR ) e T L T
BRI L e T ARG B 67 2, SR Pb (T ) A
Cu ( ) $B4I T HALL

El2 OBs (a), OBDCs (b) f1OBDCs-OB (c) K SEM &
Fig. 2 SEM images of OBs (a), OBDCs (b) and OBDCs-
OB (c)

W3 5E OBs. OBDCs #l1 OBDCs-OB [/,
W2 I} - figp W A Tl 4R B HAL AR 4 A v %1, OBDCs Al
OBDCs-OB HJ L E A5 8.44 F1 7.73 m*/g, K
F OBs 1) 0.72 m*/g; OBDCs 1 OBDCs-OB Ff#fL
RFRAR R 4.12x1072 F1 4.86x10 2 cm®/g, KT OBs
f) 3.25x107° cm’/g; OBs. OBDCs Hl OBDCs-OB
FLAR5r 51k 18.14 . 19.55 i1 15.78 nm, OBDCs-OB
Y b e T AR MU FL IR RS OBDCs AL, ¥ F
OBs. 7E OBs K ALK 4% OBDCs ffifL#27%
AN, LR T . Y Bb AR T ARG i T Al Ak )
TR AR

i DL B R AE K A A, OBDCs-OB il
HAT—OH K&—COOH 4 HiieHl . kfriha Mz +
WG WL L LA B Z2 FLE5RE , mTAE SRy WA )4

P IR A 5 AR TR %, OBDCs-OB 7
KIEW X Cu (11) #1 Po ( [T ) AYFEIE R KW Bt
Ry AR 95.11 1 164.08 mg/g, FLWLFHEFERF&
LW 3h SRR Langmuir 25 1 28 W A R, B
W2 o6 2o R Sy B 23 P A 2 R B o R
2.2 11 CEC#1pH T4k

3a & OBs. OBDCs f1 OBDCs-OB fil A J& t-
5 CEC 7421k, BR CO F1 C1 4k, Jrf Scded + 15
CEC ¥J# frléfm, C2. C3 fl C4 +3E1) CEC 55A
14 (85.11 cmol/kg ) FH L, HEIES51H 3.89. 12.94
F1 18.29 cmol/kg ., P A # i k 26 f —OH ., —COOH
AEFRLfES Ccu (1), P (11) 454, ZE+0 Y4
BRIZREE T Na (1), K1) ZF5mA L
KA Cu (1), Pb (1T ) Krbscie, #5717 14
i) CECP), H[& 3a W[ LA Hi, OBDCs X} CEC {51
HkKF OBs I BiRk, OBDCs-OB i) CEC f Kk, wJ

e/t T OBDCs-OB i T % -4 5 £ 3 ity #2: fih
AL, 4% OBDCs- OB iy HL K i AR (7.73 m*/g ) W
/NF OBDCs HyHLFRMIFL (8.44 mYg), (Hik3E T
OBDCs [H [ & H R i Joik & FEAE s, i,
OBDCs-OB 1 CEC {HI 1% KX F OBs fil OBDCs.,

pH A3 o 8 B 4 R O, s AR AR
3 R R A YA RN LB E R
T pH BT A AR fE AN & 3b FrR. CO. Cl.
C2. C3 Ml C4 #1ls pH 205k 7.52. 7.34, 7.22,
7.36 F1 7.28, TEEE SRR pH £ —EHHE N5,
52 83 d J5 pH 4351k 7.43.6.90.6.60.7.12. 6.80,
FESCE R, W G A AR 2 R AIK £ E pH,
OBs R fEE—COOH “5R 5], OBs /& & 1R
PEVERT T RE 35 TR MM E R A, i pH T %
TRRE KT HABZH 525 . [ OBDC B A TRIREh A 45
AR A A, EITRRRIZE hikRET
T R BR AR B A AR K, AR OH 248
B, XF pH MIFRACH Z o EH, HZ2 e ) S5k
R R S I .
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Fig. 3 Change of CEC (a) and pH (b) of soil
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C2.C3 Fll C4 AT FRAEZS Cul I )& 4 BRI 6.01% .
11.61%. 13.50%. 18.21%, Cl, C2, C3 Fil C4 nJfig
WA Pb DI 5.87%. 13.76%. 16.58%.

20.07%. PRV &M kA . v SIS ek
BAFEAR, it ca (1) A Pb (1T) WITFEAE
AIXF AR E o W RRVE A Po( 1T ) Heae/F Cu( 1T ),
BEIIXT Po (1) MBI ROCR 47 4 vl DL i
RO TR B S R A B, RETR (AKIR ) S S Rl ma ( 4K
) 454, Po (1) iR, 5+-48h—OH (ffifg )
B AT Co® (R ), X SAHSERIES A
I, 3 pH F5 it RS B OH 25 i B &
T, WSESEEFERUEER, #h 8 E ke,
i Na( 1) K( T )& Ca( T)FPLCI)
KB FscH, B Ei e .

100
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60 -
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20

Cu RRPES B E8/%

0
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20 [

Py RRIERE & '/%

B4 HEE IR Cu (1) (a), Pb (1) (b)
B2
Fig. 4 Morphological changes of Cu(1l) (a) and Pb(1Il) (b)
in soil during soil restoration

B 5 htHEd Ccu (1) (a) M Pb (1) (b)
TETER MR EEE . WTLUE ), 78 83 d LR
g, cofrCu (1) FPb (1) AR T
PEREAMRFEAAS, HAAE B IFEART Cu (1)
M Pb (1) ¥EER H#PE. OBDCs-OB Il A JG 4
83 d A, Xftt COo, C4Xf Cu (IT) A1 Pb (1T ) ¥7E
R EEES HRFE 52.8%F1 92.8%, Fig KT Hifth
S, HIERRIAESHESEE T RS YW
AR FE 4SS, OBDCs-OB Ml AJG C4 4]
REEAE Cu ) AP 1T ) F a4l FEAIK 18.21%

1 20.07%, KT ¥ ffi ] OBs Al OBDCs, #5%f
P 0 T RV A5 ) B PR BRI R i B TR S S .
Flifb 70 2 10 B AE 5 86 0 (10 B T A B SR
MHESEE FITBRENES, SENEE Cu (1)
A PoC TR s 1 P F# K, B T OBDCs-OB
MAJEPo (1) MATRRIFES ST REMT Cu (1),
FrLA Po (1) Mg fER Mgt T Cu (11 ),

a 500

BN CO ECl E@C2 mmC3 mmc4
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Fig. 5 Potential leaching toxicity of Cu(Il) (a) and Pb(1I')
(b) in soil

24 TEFREDEETW

- RS R AL JBORN 4R S T i R
AW TE T, R B G YR I A ST Y AR fE
U e R R AR Y BB R I 6 TR .
Br CO 4b, A ST 2H A9 S A 1 S U A 2 R S
JEU, EaTRER B ME T REER TR,
OBDCs-OB 4 Hris A=) S 800 A B SE B AR 1Y
TR, TEBES 28 d B ElE KM, C4 AMED R
M 8.6x10" cfu/g, i T OBs #1 OBDCs; Hkj&
OBs 4, WA SEAES 21 d kB HKRE. EWw
ARG BA AP0 Re S, BRI RUE K,
ARG EE R — Y e K A 3 pH,
[F1FE pH 252 m i AE 9 4= K , OBDCs-OB 3t H: OBs
F1 OBDCs WY ERALFFAE , 55 L0 Y I AEAEREAE — 72
FE b2 vh 158 pH WIREAIL, F2E 19 pH A FI THUZEY
AR ARG, BEHERENATIRES Cu
() FPb (1) EiEREAL, WER B EEERAL,
AR T LGP Ew AR,
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1x101 = Co 140 a = C0
1x10% | = Cl = 120 ——Cl1

2 o = : T a
S 1x108 Il C4 %é 100 e Ca
I 1x107 | L
B ot & ;10 w0
= sk ﬂl I e i 60
¥ 1x105F da
§ 6x10° - & 401
H 10 g 20F
2x10°
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Fiffal/d 180 A El/d
Kle6 T3EmAY S8zt = 1601 ° - 8(1)
Fig. 6 Change of soil microbial population g 140 - .
: —~—C3
- & 120} e Ca
RN S R R PR R R 0 R T R S ool
AT L L S R k24 B 05 5 I i gl
KERLFEEREMNR, LT PRES, 5 B 60f
SR Wy B L H— 3. OBDCs-OB fill A & aof
TS CA YU R DR S AR B AR 35 d B 20¢
0

3k B i KME, 20418 127.10 pgree/(g'6 h) Al
167.10 mgy,n/(kg-24 ), 55 I PR 5 102 B
A X, MARRE LW pH FER M E )
RN S, FRIAEASK Cu (1) A Pb (1) &%
O AR 18.21%F1 20.07%, ffi+4Ed Cu (1)
I Pb (1) WAER HEE1E2 HIREAIK 52.8%F1 92.8%,
M 4 B A Y E R N, i B
Y H B TR e AE M A, AR R ) S B
W% AW TE e, Bl R it OBs
TN 438 J5 WG AU IS (IR T OBDCs-OB, i #fi#
AW TR R A W AR A, i g T M
OBDCs A7 1E 23 HEIR - 3 1% 4 35 3] 5 KA A9 B
[#]. OBDCs-OB Jin A 3 Ee%lifk Cu fl Pb, [RIA}
R RAFAEYMEEE, ART HiEBE.

0 10 20 30 40 50 60 70 80 90
e fE)/d
/7 TR (a) MIREE (b) F Rk

Fig. 7 Change of dehydrogenase content (a) and urease
content (b) in soil

25 TEEBEHTH

4R BT NAATEAGE WA Y i P,
H W WiV A 2 T8 X AS T) Ah B - S 7
AY) 16S DNA 7, BF5E - Sl Wik v 25 F 1
5521 d FIEE 83 d IWARfL, A9 3] 589894 44 AT
H, VIR E R 414~427 bp (bp HAE T B K E
B ) XTI BRI RO S0 AT AR 4y 2 T
(OTU) R, MIMIMEHN 97%, OTU EAIH15 3
10593 4, B"F? BN 1R

1 AR T,

Table 1 Microbial community sequencing results
i ARIFHI% K Ebp OTUs/4> FARAEEL Chaol 5%k ACE 5%k 7 /%
ZH 38171 416 1064 4.29 1189.50 1257.01 99.2
Co (21 d) 47066 423 1334 7.72 1445.47 1463.44 99.3
Cl(214d) 44057 416 1361 8.17 1445.52 1442.70 99.3
C2(214d) 69657 414 1444 8.48 1535.78 1572.75 99.5
C3(214d) 46444 416 1404 8.44 1505.81 1501.68 99.4
C4(214d) 49950 415 1534 8.69 1658.06 1683.64 99.2
C0 (83 d) 43677 418 405 1.01 621.54 629.08 99.4
C1(83d) 57863 427 415 1.91 703.94 745.82 99.3
C2(83d) 65403 425 534 2.30 1000.96 985.02 99.2
C3 (83 4d) 61164 419 510 2.12 769.17 882.44 99.1
C4 (83 d) 66442 421 588 2.26 1044.14 1068.43 99.3

TE: ARUTHN A LRGN B BT

3 TRRENARUTIHE; OTUs HARUTIIRIENETC; FRISECH TR R RIEE

ZREMEFREL, %@mﬁ%ﬁf%%ﬁ&ﬁ_m, Chaol Hl ACE $8 UK IEAR YR £ o B, B UL EE 2 5 B B S IE  eir Bd
5 EFHRE 4 . AL Uparse #/4 (v7.0.1090 ) XA EUFHIESE, i Qiime M (V1.9.1) HAFERIEEL . Chaol Hl ACE $54L.
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Fig. 8 Bar diagrams of relative abundance of species at
phylum level

8 AT L, 7RIS 21 d i, PR
J 7% % B 1] ( Proteobacteria ) . i £k W I
( Actinobacteria ), JEEETE ] ( Firmicutes) FI&HT
# 1] (Acidobacteria) 55, it + 3B 83 d Y,
P 1] N AE L 1] ( Proteobacteria ), R TH ]
( Actinobacteria) FIEREER ] ( Firmicutes) 3 F,
HABTE T VAR F= BE AR, RIITZESE 21 d MR 2
FEPER T4 83 do 45 21 d I 38 ik ris v Fn i b
FEEE(FR DBE T 83 do UL SCHkiRE F P13,
JEEETH ] ( Firmicutes ), 2214 ] ( Proteobacteria ).
W 4% W ] ( Actinobacteria ) . R A T 1]
( Acidobacteria ) J& 5 4> J& V5 YL IR 5% Hp 0 A0 S4B A
M0 . AR AE KSR PRI T
eI WINIE N S, XA JE B A P e
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3 4ig

i OBDC #1 OB fil#3: HA—OH &—COOH
EEREH . MRFRE A AL S ST A R A B AL
45417 OBDCs-OB, 1] LUVE R, 5 HAE N
BEALFIIMA BV A S Y R P I B 080, S5 in
T

(1) JmA OBDCs-OB J5 11 CEC M4 H T AY
85.11 cmol/kg 4 Jil & 103.40 cmol/kg , 1 IE K
18.29 cmol/kg, W1 KT HMffiH OBs Fl OBDCs

(13.89 Fl1 12.94 cmol/kg ).

(2) A OBDCs-OB J&, fE%Z%nh 133 pH fyF%
%, pH HALFERTHY 7.28 B = 6.80, pH 2% npiUR i
GRS AR R R A B N R 5

(3) JiA OBDCs-OB J& A% EifL T +3Ed

Cu(Il)FPb (), Ca(Il)APb(I) HATHR
AN ERENRBESEEESHK, TRES Cu
() A Po () 6 5 ALEEET A3 HIFEAR 18.21%
F120.07%, Pb( 11 PRI RREES & B (KT Cu 1T );
Cu (1) A1 Pb (1) ¥EAER B 5 40 BT L4351
FEAIK 52.8% 1 92.8% , A R0 EEAL T Cu( 1T )R PH( T ),
HepPo (1) AEESCERIFT Cu (1),

(4) JinA OBDCs-OB J&, A %Uedk + 3644
AR, TR S . SRR & ks 2]
R, 43510 8.6x10" cfu/g, 127.10 pgrpe/(g-6 h)F
167.10 mgw,n/(kg 24 h),

(5) flA OBDCs-OB J&, f#tEWREyE ZREER
Fw B I, R WA TR & A I
Ak, BA R AE IR

Ht, ## OBDCs-OB mJ % JHALAT Cu (11 )
M Pb (1) i5 5 EIEMELE R TR,

S E 30k
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