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Abstract

China is a major producer of plastic in the world, while the use of plastic products creates a large
amount of plastic waste which is difficult to be degraded. In order to obtain strains that can effi-
ciently degrade plastics, polyethylene plastic was used as the sole carbon source to screen plastic

CHEIREE

CEGIH: R, A, BORH, Bk, IR, THEN, THE, THi. SRR E R 1005 % & B IE R BT ).
A PIETIS, 2024, 13(3): 227-235. DOI: 10.12677/amb.2024.133024


https://www.hanspub.org/journal/amb
https://doi.org/10.12677/amb.2024.133024
https://doi.org/10.12677/amb.2024.133024
https://www.hanspub.org/

XEE F

degrading bacteria. The degradation efficiency was determined by weight-loss method, and the strains
were identified by nucleic acid taxonomy based on 16S rDNA sequencing. Results: 9 plastic degrad-
ing bacteria were screened from semi degraded soil plastics, with the degradation rate of 0.33% to
4.24%. Among the 9 strains of plastic degrading bacteria, two-thirds are Pseudomonas putida and
one-thirds are Chryseobacterium indologenes. The plastic degradation rate of P. putida is higher
than that of C. indologenes. That indicates P. putida has the potential for further development and
application.
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1. 531§

FR Y% Plastics Europe (2023) K Ai It iH 5 T, 2022 4E4: tH Fyu P ¥R S B 418 400.3 Mt,
H b 58 2% (polyethylene, PE) A2 77 15 s = (1) 14.1%, 17 o B A 72 (R RL P2 i o SR 32%. 1 T30
AR SRR I EEE R 2 —, RO R E AR 7T G i B R B . BT, AERN T
IR A SRR A SR AR D75, e T, AERE . MEARSE, XEJFAARIAE T R G AR R EH A
TV, 0N B A A 7= 3 i fe S [1]-[5] . SRR AR MR AR D5 s R AR AE— e T Tl BRLEZE )
(UNZHER . LR FIEE SR AR (AR F R BB 20 i o R0 A5 CO2. CHa AUK AL HE[6]-[9], 4R
VIBER I BA 4 1 @ ISR SERr R, BRS T K E AR RIO]. DR, YR
N MRIERIBIR AR FE T 5, 2B

FE] P A7 oF T S ) 2 it AT PRI T 9 2 B A0 AR BT RO L o SRAE S B AL B S5 DT 1T o 0T T S L fi
PRI IRTAE , 3E SR DAL A ME— BRI IR B 77 5L, EE B R T B e R Ia, Mrpiiik Hh 98
B R [10]-[14] . HHETCE R AG BRI MHAEY EEA . F % W (Penicillium) . ZF fUF 1§
(Bacillus). 1 % /itd 1 (Pseudomonas) . i1 14 J& (Enterobacter) 2 [15]-[19]« A it 4 B4 i SRR RS PEAIE 72
FERM R EE I AEREEFTIR) . F5 B2 (SEM) S5 7 V20 52 1R A 1 28 R} i 22 [17]-[20]
HRT O IE R, YERIBE M RCRAE 0.75%~58.19% [2] [3] [21], H.F&MEN A K, —H&7E 60d LA E[3].
XFTRCEYI IR NI, — A SIEYD I RE (L S B DIAROS, Tl 70 WA ) S L i m] DAL &
TSN, ek} e AR [21]-[26], HATC ARG, RViNE. Bale. wemg. IRby. A EiEsS
SRR AR A R[15] [23] [27].

T, v S A TR TR N AR ) 3 B A AT R SR AR W R R 1) 2 BRI T RN (6] SR B
KR FRDNRE T, AN FL LR IR SR A ME— iR, S VB A R} I 48 v e 2R R 1, o
iok 2 H 0 5 TR AR A O B AR, R FIAR IR 73 98 5 45 0 TR th R SRR AR 1, R IB R AR B
Rt SRR IMERN S % .

2. KEMMNERHE
2.1. KA
RN W T s @3RG A ), 21 0.004 mm.
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PE ¥: WF1E ¥4k, PEEMR N A ERTE, Rif2YEFEl N 0.075 mm~0.106 mm, “F-¥J4)F &~ 5000,
EE N 0.94 g/mL.
PR fA VR KT ARTTL R 4 Ll AN b A K 2R 3% [l Acssl .

22. W SEFE

TN RIS 9728 MR 2.0 9, -L/KBIRREE 0.1 g, BHRE —40 1.59, MR 44 3.09, LKA
1645 0.01g, —/KZZHEPUZ B —480.01g, pHIHEZE 75, /AKZE 1L, 121°CKHE 20 min.

LB I i [ AR5 77 2 . BE ik 10 g, EERR 59, &ALEA 109, Bk 179, Z818/K 1L, pH: 7.4~7.6,
121°C K 20 min.

LB ifksssa%s: HAM 10 g, MR 59, &L8110 g, 781K 1L, pH: 7.2~7.6, 121°CKH 20
min.

2.3. SEWHE

2.3.1. BRlpatE

¥ PE M B FEAMT FREUKE 2h f5#&H .

AEFAFREL 0.8~1.0 g B 2 M RHH I, 8720 10 x 3 cm K4k, FILH/KIELEE T 75%i1 ks izl 1
h, HETLMIT, ERLEE 1h G, BHEEH.

2.3.2. EERRAHIE
HCR H R TTVL R 2R L AN JE AR 2 58 X R ol (1) s 38 RH2) 10 g, AN 250 mL TeHLER I s 77
e, F25°C, 180 rmp &4 FRERHRY 30 min, EiEE: B U 10 min, SEER.

2.3.3. ENEBRENIFESYML

1) BRERENES

TR AT, HERIFREL 0.16 g 3R LM R0R NN BT 80 mL oA LERIERRE 725, N 1 mL B,
T 25°C, 180 rmp M FREIRIRG % 7 d.

2) BEL PR TR R

© BB BT

B YRR AR 1 & AR MR 100 %5, B 50 uL. 100 uL. 150 uL FRisfi T LB gk b,
25°CHHIE 5% 2 do BREUR BN 4 mL & 5K LI BN 1 e RS 92 3, 25°C, 180 rmp R IRE:
7 7d. FEIEHAHRAEKTRIEE, 1 LB [k FRI% 5 &,

@ B PR S i

PREUE R A R 1Y B 7%, TN S 5% LB (VIV) I ENLER IR R R R 7 36 7k, 25°C, 180 rmp 414 F
PR HFE 1d. B 1.6 mL E, HIA 80 mL % 0.2% % ZJ& WUkL(WIV) I TR v i Bs 77 8k H, 25°C, 180
rmp £ FIRZRTFE 7 do BL 1.6 mL 5532 T 80 mL iR 5 20 - oML ER A B 37 5 v E AT 4k AX S
F, HE 10 . ANHTRTE H A B VR I SR R A

3) M| PEfERNIE

@O FEHHREL 0.8~1.0 g K &AL K2R 205, N 80 mL & 5% LB (V/V) IR TEHLER I iR R 72 =+,
i 1% (VIV) LU S0 SRR R 1 T, 25°C, 120 rmp 264 TR %3557 7 d.

@ BERESE . KR R ZIR BRI N 80 mL 7 5% LB (VIV) TS HLER A s I5 3 b, JE4% 1%
(VIV)EEI I AR BE R O BE 383, 25°C, 120 rmp 251F PR 19 14 d.

® HFIZILRE 16 K.
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@ VRN IOIE : SR — SR, U % MR 205k, PP ANRIE 3 min
JEHEATIEYE, 60CHT AT, FREIFTR AR, BT AR R ER R R, M p
G HL A S O B B

YERLBEARE = (mo— ma) + Mo x 100%
Mo: WA 195 205 MR i
M WEARS 0 L R

2.34. ERERENZERSXFEE

1) YERLREARTE 2l

USSR MR R I R, T LB Bifle st ERIZ &, 37 CHIERTE 1d 5, PEURREET I
IR IR BRUE K RIEFHIER R, M 700 uL LB ¥ifAR:FR3EH, T 25°C, 160 rmp %A% N H55% 8
ho WHY 100 uL B& %08 1:1 EbBinN 50% Hi, Y8 21)J5—-80°C UK LR A7 i i o

2) BB FREAR TR DNA $2E

B A% YRR} B A7 14 PR B 200 ul, 12,000 rmp, &80 1 min, FF_ B3, A0 200 uL ddH20, iRjiEiR%],
100°Cin# 10 min, 2000 rmp, 20> 1 min, _LiE P& @Ak 4 DNA.

3) 16S rDNA J7Bti) PCR ¥ 34

DL & 98 kL F% f# B DNA $ HUWA/E A AR, F 16S rDNA [yiE A 51 4 27F (AGAGTTT-
GATCCTGGCTCAG). 1492R (GGTTACCTTGTTACGACTT)#47 PCR ¥ 1 & M. 20 uL RNk R 5
8.5 uL ddH20, 10uL PCRmix, 0.5uL _¥#5142(10 umoL/L), 0.5uL F%#5/4(10 umoL/L), 0.5uL DNA
TR . PCR M AEFFN: 95°C Smin; 95°C 20s, 55°C 20s, 72°C 1min40s, 75¥ 30 ¥; 72°C 2 min;
12°C, 1h. H 1% BERE SR Ik A Il PCR 473474 .

4) 16S rDNA 5 Bt i 510 =2

Fy 8RR RIFH PCR 7 38=Wik At Bifg A T3k47 DNA FAIMIE, WP 514008 27FI1492R, XA
M

5) Bk} REAR TR 4 5E

MF45 R % MEGAT.0 B IFLBRTCHFA)E, #H DNAMAN AT 340 et f e yilgis:,  prigss
[ % Pk 16S rDNA FF#1I7E NCBI $¥i i h k4T BLAST 2)471. Fl MEGAT.0 #0444 % Hikk 16S rDNA %1
¥ PErh ORI 51I3E1T DNA FPAIELRS, e NI B, SKH Bootstrap #arill(1000 <) Sk BE ik b i3k 47
RO, I 5 BRI PR TR R I M & o J5 5 AR & SRR B PRI RR %R, 20T % TR R PRIV £E S A AN

3. ZR5IHR
3.1. B ERERITE

Figure 1. Screening of plastic degradation bacteria
1. EBRIPE AR i
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DL PE YRL g Nk — Bl R JOATL R % % MY B A SDR1 P 398 o 2 1 P R SR B R . 2 25 T
e, AR 9 AN HEAT WURIBEMRIE I @ Fk, 4> %N PE 3-1. PE 3-2. PE 3-5. PE 3-7. PE 3-10. PE 4-1.
PE4-5. PE4-7 fl PE4-8. ¥iiiksi Ranlsl 1, MEIFRATLIE R, SEREE TR, HIEE0 I %
M, R R R RAE DU R g — iR 1) 3 7R e AR K

3.2. BERPEMRRNNE

LIRS B 5, fEARRE R R FRIET, SR K HE VX 25 B PR 1 SRR R A R AT I 5 - PR RS
SeE R L 2, 5K, PE3-1. PE3-2. PE3-5. PE3-7. PE3-10. PE4-1. PE 4-5. PE 4-7 f PE 4-8

VA==

FURR TR B SR AR R 70 9N 1.41%. 4.24%. 1.12%. 1.42%. 0.338%. 0.702%. 0.65%. 0.33%7 0.413%.
Horr, B PE 3-2 BIREMRRBCR B35 T H AR R Ak

HAT, BRI B R ATAE AR RCR, BEARET I B 10 8. B0 R [11] H 22 ih 2% (Aspergillus ni-
gen) Xt R LI EERIER HEAT 30 d FRARIG, FERFN 7.65%, Hou Z%[28]H WAk B i 1 (Pseudomonas
aeruginosa)f& iR s ZJE YR 60 d, FAMREZRN 5N 3.62% 1 5.95%. ASHIF 7T Hh ik (YR AR R, 4 224
d, BEARZEMAUN 4.24%, UEIZ R SRR PR JA IR, 7358, ARB T BRI AR, thak
TRUVN, A SRl D, 2 S BUR M RAC R A

R %
0.05 T T T T T T T T T T T T T T T T T 5 ¢¢
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Figure 2. Degradation results of plastic degrading bacteria

2. BRI E X R PR RAER

33. BRERENEERSRFLEE
KPR R Zei2ons SR A iR EAT 2040, SRS RIPRA) DNA J5, SRATE M 514(27F-1492R)H 15 1
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16SrDNA J7 41, PCR 4 34/ s el e e LRl 25 R G 1] 3. SR a5 BB oR, & Wk MR i 38 4 1
L — . BRI, KR4 1500 bp.

1 2 3 4 S5 6 7 8§ 9 M

< 5000bp
«—3000bp
«—2000bp
«— 1500bp
« 1000bp

«— 500bp

< 500bp

Figure 3. Electrophoretic profile of 16S rDNA fragments from plastic degrad-
ing bacteria.
3. ¥ERIPEAEEIAY 16S IDNA HERI R

XF % SRR AR R AR IR 16S rDNA Fr BOfATIN T, & 751885, S sItbxt, 7£ NCBI #dE FE k47
BLAST &, Phik i ARLLE B =i (99% LA L) IR P41, E4T A EES SRR 0Mr . - BRI 1 B 3
LT FIRIRE b as Rl 4. BB 4R E R, W PE3-1. PE3-2. PE3-5. PE3-7. PE4-7 fI
PE 4-8 5% 5L {5 B2 i i (Pseudomonas putida) [ [F] 514 5 55 (99.93%),  #0IX 6 1 [F] 9 20 5L AR B 1A
Pk PE 3-10. PE 4-1 fll PE 4-5 5215|455 AT B (Chryseobacterium indologenes) ) [7] Y5 4 % 15 (99.93%)) ,
IGIX 3 PR B 1) 45 5 45 SR g o 4 BT 18

9 —— @ PE3I

2 | @ rE32
99 | @ PE3S
ill_ @ rE3
99 @ PE47
99 @ pr4s
99 MK780186.1 Pseudomonas putida.
99 KT825721.1 Pseudomonas putida .
29 MK302242.1 Pseudomonas oryzihabitans.
99 KJ767373.1 Pseudomonas putida strain IHB B 13605 .
99 KJ767375.1 Pseudomonas putida strain IHB B 13609.
99 EU258552.1 Pseudomonas putida strain AD-21.
LC466004.1 Pseudomonas sp.
0K605808.1 Pseudomonas oryzihabitans.
OR417287.1 Chryseobacterium indologenes.

| KX817277.1 Chryseobacterium indol

100 | | @ PE3-10
50

......

99 ® rr4a
98 ® rr4s

Figure 4. Cluster analysis of plastic degrading bacteria

B 4. BBRERERRE ST

SRR IR 7 R e A R IR 1. HoA ol SR R B (Pseudomonas putida) 6 #, 7MWk
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44T B (Chryseobacterium indologenes)3 # . T4 18 1) 524} 4 A 18 LUR 5 Hd B (Pseudomonas) J& % [28] [29]
AYEIRIE, 8 (Penicillium). ZEHFT 5 (Bacillus) 5t A3 BB AR A FH[17] [18] [27]. ASHIF 78 ik H
(R ZERHE M B 22 9ot SRR IR, SRR MR R )50, %0 8 N 22 IRIPIVETRI[30], & NI ) I 1
o BRAPIR. SALEERATE. B8 . NEMFARE, sEEKEE 25°C~30C, AP AERNEREKR),
RERS PEMRIEIR, B k5 ge[31]. REUe s ALK RaPitE, REMIETURTE32]: HIk
PRV A 3R K eyclo (L-Pro-L-lle), w42k St id 14 [33], 3 n] {2 ik UAE 4 AR KK B [34] 55 . ik
HE R P B B AT O, SRR AR RE 1SS o 1A B AR R R B 2 IR TS, TR . BV K/ 0.5~1 mm,
S, BOEW. EAMEYE, HIRFRYBEIRY & ST H & R KB, U R R
MR REMHIER, 0] &M K A NG GPI[35], FF n] T 4% 85 1 o1 4 2 ot g g [ 36] A
PR FARE37]. 4, WA E AR B AR E, 72h WP B R EL 70%L F, BILER A
FLOP B R TR O i L3P JC B E F [38]
Table 1. Identification results of plastic degradation bacteria
=1 BRERENEE
514 LS #A ID nT 4 34 FEABLEE (%0)

PE 3-1

PE 3-2

PE 3-5

MK780186.1 Pseudomonas putida SR A B 99.93
PE 3-7

27F/1492R PE 4-7
PE 4-8
PE 4-1
PE 4-5 KX817277.1 Chryseobacterium indologenes — F=H5| W4 35 AT 1 99.93
PE 3-10

4. #hig

ARICUAR CHGAME— IR, 3 B O AR ATREFRIBR R AR AR, JLIRIR RN 0.33%~4.24%, Pk
PE 3-1 (B4R 2R 515 (4.24%) . SNLIR 2R %8 H 6 PRI S % i 14 (Pseudomonas putida), 3 kA=
W3] W 4= T #F B (Chryseobacterium indologenes). PisRE A —ENAME, HE AL S, Hif, BREHR
PRUBRT (1) SR} B AR B B0, TR SRR AR 5 THIAT B8 K IR N 7 7

B oW
ASCZ AL R AR B R AR QU BINE I 2R R0 F B8 < 5 HF .

TR MR MOl ZAE D BR TRERT 78 O AN b A K 22 bR 22 B MOl 2B B AR BT 7257 3 6 A G ) 52
K& Bl
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