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Abstract

Hexavalent chromium (Cr¢+) is a typical toxic and harmful heavy metal ion in industrial wastewater.
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It is easily soluble in water, with high toxicity and strong oxidation. Anaerobic biological reduction
of Cr¢+ is a process in which organic matter is used as an electron donor, Cré+ is used as an electron
acceptor for heterogeneous respiration, and Cr¢+ is reduced to a low-toxic trivalent chromium (Cr3+).
However, the method of reducing Cré* by anaerobic organisms also has the problems of low reduc-
tion rate and poor reduction effect. In this paper, the effect of anaerobic biological reduction of Cré+
was mediated by the addition of humic acid (HA) and AQDS, and the changes of total chromium,
reactive oxygen species (ROS) and reducing power (NADH) in anaerobic reducing bacteria were in-
vestigated. The results showed that HA and AQDS could promote the reduction of Cré+ by anaerobic
biological activity, and the effect of AQDS was stronger than that of HA. HA and AQDS could promote
the transfer of electrons from NADH to extracellular Cré* to reduce the content of NADH in the re-
ducing bacteria. It reduces the accumulation of total chromium in the cells of the reducing bacteria,
reduces the content of ROS in the reducing bacteria, and the effect of AQDS is stronger than that of
HA.
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1. 53|

BTN AT, i BT, A T RESRIREM SRR, Kb, WEP S ELN
0.3%~1.5%MI 7N A8 (Cro )i v ss,  FTBELIASRIE A ZRIK, SO N S [ 3 S K [1]. KA
BEEAWINE: AN =0, Hh R AL TMETTR, MERAR A AR, H Cr®
T IO P IB AR FHEE, HETAK, B, Sk, AR pH EERN, o'tk COv s
B o BTN, SRR RAL, SN EsoR M3 aE 2] K Crét
KEERT 0.1 mg/L I, Al BEFEMERES T, I RESI A 2 RGN BUR AT PR R G fE 5 45
P Cro5 R OISR BRI ) 1A A SR DR S IO HEBGIEAT 1 M BORILE - ] B < FRTObR 1A 4
S KR Crét el M BLREEE 0.5 mg/L, SR v IR 1.5 mg/L, JF HACBLR AL
L RRARES IR EE[3 ] PRIHRs T PR Crot A N FE E AR BUIR A CrF, IR AR et S e f, it
M BEWT CrotfEK ARt it — 088, B+ EEE Lo

BRI AEPETT AT BL o A eI AL BT E M E WAL BE D515 5 8% PR K L IR A B 5 925 A 458 2455 b B
i OB RER G AL R L BT A M RO M R A, A G A AR IR K AR BT VEAEAN R R B AR
TR i, BNFERHR B K, 24T ST, A S TR AR A AR LR, 8 TR AR AE RS Y™ B
TG B R L . MMAEDEBIRLEHE Cof BA RGN, BT AR, Ko kis Qs fin, B
TEMIARER S Cro IR K BTN T A HEE CrS BRIK IR T A

Cro B A3 I RIF TR B S 2B 0K CrS IR SR AR 52 « IRRER) Cr*, BETT LBk Créo i — MBIz 577
o WEEYIR Cro (I JRAZ A M I 75 SRR, W73 NI SR IR MR AR IR [4]. b, IREVEVEIR Cré
W EMAE R AT T, EEUANIE R T gk, diiRAN A i Crd iR BT 3244,
SERL H S AEPREGFAT T RN AE A RE RACH . 0 T Cré REUR SRS AR, EESRAEN AN e, Cré 4l
REEPERORBEAR, ZECRUEA R IR A K AR el |, IREVENIE JRAE PR B h RIS RF L S8 Rt Crét (it
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JEBE AR FS]. AR REEMTEEARER RS )8, H O B A SBEEM, SEUREADIER
Cr* fITNEIRAAAEIE TR 8 SR RCRZ K 17 L

JETERR(HA)RZ —RARBME R 0 AN, HAE AR IZAEAE, HA [ 2 e A 05 & At 1]
SRR, FEERMIAREE. i MREESE[6]([7]. AQDS ZMEM, RA 5%l Q MHILIERE L5
[8], 7= HA MY . HA K& AQDS AJUATE MR AIE R A, RESS 4TI i S AL AR IR, I Reinad
LR LT R 5 52 AR Z R AR I . BB TE B HA & AQDS 1E N RAGIE JE A 78 BAT WAL
LT ARSI ThRE . RE SR i PR EMDIE JF L AR ) S ML R AN S NLRCR[9] [10], A8 BRAEEMDIE R Cré* i
N BAT TR B RS T i

2. SERMBEFE
2.1. RO

SEE T JE IR BB R R T AR R A IR A R, AQDS MH B RBAHA R AR Pl
HCE g AR5 KA PRt R 5 TR - Cro N AR TR B KoCrO-, BEFRI 7 A7 KoHPO43H0.
NaH,PO4-H,0. NH;H,PO4. MgCly6H,0. CaCly2H,0 KT &K -

2.2. SEEO{YER

ARSI FC T AR B B AR TE EREAE B T - B R R
FEM. mdA R OHLRIRSE .

2.3. SLWHE

AHFFEH,  Crot I e SR 2R — ko v, R R TE R PR TR, Crot 5 R BRI —
R R AL EAGED), PITE 540 nm (93K N BT WO CEERT I o VRS (10 7 3 FH R & 45 B AR T
1. NADH [l e R LA, HIEHE NADH B, 76 15min N, 7F 570 nm (%K T
W FBE 1408 A 5 B 1] B L o 40 6 PR 9% P 4 PR 00 5 SR FH SRR T 11 7572 HoDCF-DA el [ 1] [12],
HF P2 Gukl H,DCF-DA W] LA H HHiZ i 4u s, HoA S A BAG 5kt H2 3 N4 i) HoDCF-DA 22
P i P R /K % HoDCF o HoDCF A HA 96 REE B TEBE T i, R w AR e iy, M4
ROS FWFAFERT, HoDCF 24 Ak BB A 7 e i) DCF, ROS &&=k, DCF 1758658 B koK o

3. REERSWL
3.1. BEERR AQDS M RELEMIER Cre I RIF N

KL S 56% 52 HA K AQDS X JREAEYNIEIR CroRU - . B+ AN 250 mL I HUBE IR
FUAE, Zrl#m 200 mL YIbi5Ye. 1 g/L SR & 20 mg/L 1 Cr® . 43 A1 0 mg/L. 10 mg/L. 20
mg/L. 30 mg/L. 40 mg/L. 50 mg/L ) HA & 0 mg/L. 10 mg/L. 20 mg/L. 30 mg/L. 40 mg/L. 50 mg/L
1] AQDS, FFi&E — N HH. 356 pH 8.5, RJF%EH, MAEREZEZREIRY, #id 150 rpm, #/% 35°C,
RGBS AR 72 h, 432 HIE Ohy 12h. 24 h. 36h. 48h. 60 h. 72 h FFEUFE, X} Lig
Wi Crot e

SRS AE R 1. B2 KE 3 AR

HE T AR, AR HA S IREAEWIE R Cro iR A AR KA 40 mg/L > 50 mg/L > 30 mg/L >
20mg/L>10mg/L>0mg/L. £ 36 h~72h, FRIL HA WKE N 0 mg/L | 40 mg/L, Cro Ik RF M 51.6%
BETEINE] 100%, 243K 40 mg/L F| 50 mg/L B, Cré" IR 2 100%F% 2] 86.7% H. =T 30 mg/L 1
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EEER . B, HA X REEVE R O A BE e E, H 40 mg/L f) HA B A BRI I 5 i J5 2%
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Figure 1. Effect of HA on the anaerobic bioreduction of Cr(VI)
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Figure 2. Effect of AQDS on the anaerobic bioreduction of Cr(VI)
B 2. AQDS M REEMTIR Cro By

S
~
N

M 2850, F£0h~72h N, CroAIMREH 0 h /) 20 mg/L 43 HIF4ZE 72 h /1] 9.68 mg/L. 5.96 mg/L.
1.92mg/L. 0mg/L. 0mg/L Fl 7.52mg/L, LJRZE573574 51.6% 70.2%- 90.4%. 100%- 100%F1 62.4%.
£ 24 h~72 h 5, WTRURILAS N AQDS Y SE8 4H A FVZE 0T Crot (i R AR G %, & AQDS K JE
IR0, X Cré* L S HE RSO B 0 St fE gl D IR o IR, 25 AQDS BUIRIN X Tl A A B ik
CroFestfEH, Hil @ik R AQDS XA SAFEFMEM, ALRFKMT AQDS HmERE) 30
mg/L. 40 mg/L.
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Figure 3. Comparison of the effects of HA and AQDS on the anaerobic
bioreduction of Cr(VI)

[# 3. HA & AQDS M IREEER CrofIiR xt b

FPE 3\, @0 HA. AQDS HIsZIeH 52 A 72 h J&, CroHIMKE 2% 7.84 mg/L. 0 mg/L X
0 mg/L, &J5EZ45 514 60.8% 100%F1 100%. 60 h 5 Cro I E 7328 11.81 mg/L. 5.42 mg/L X 1.11
mg/L, EJEZEHIA 40.95% 72.90%F1 94.45%. Kk, 0 HA K AQDS K JE¥1A 40 mg/L I, HA &
AQDS ¥JEAHERIEIESIR, H AQDS HIElk SR i HA B3,

g5 BRA, HA WIS RATS R RETEIE SR Cro I AR P E R SR R A A, It i 7538, 32
R T AQDS YE N HA HIFRSREANY), HA S malifE L 2 AL A], BA H et 8UR .

3.2. [BFEEE R AQDS X Cr &R & it R 19N

KRR LR %5 HA & AQDS %t IREEY)E R Créid f2 i ) NADH 540, BL 3 4> 250 mL )
ME L, A0 200 mL FI3ILTS Ve 1 /L (1) L% & 20 mg/L 1) Cré* SREGZ A N IRELT# 150 rppm, i
J¥ 35°C, pH {H 8.5 %, HA J AQDS MBI AN 40 mg/L, HIMLiEHRHS S, Hrlic = H4H. HA
. AQDS 4, W EHIKIBITAIA 72 h, 434E 0hy 12hy 24h, 36h. 48h. 60h. 72 h FfHUEE, X
% I8 i B AR Y NADH 5 .

SIS LERAE 4 frR.

HH &l 4 W] %0, 7E 0~72 h WM HA J2 AQDS 55040 ) NADH ¥ FE 43 714 0.74 mg/L & 0.60 mg/L,
FHEL R0 HA J2 AQDS HJ%% 4 NADH K 1.40 mg/L BIBRAR T KZ—2F; HIRIN AQDS 5256 4H i
N NADH WK EA0A I HA [ SRER 201K

Honritsu S0 4 i Pseudomonas ambigua AT T WL, Cro' i 1524k, NADH {E AT A, 7EEE
PIVERR, Cro RIfEA B N ROE R Rl Cr3* [13] BRUtL, PRI NADH fE4HRB N AR 28, 22D gy Cré*
PIHEJE KRN SRR . HA s SRRsE . My d, BA T4 /EM, vTLAA NADH H13k
BHT, BB TEBA AN AR, S8l NADH 4. £S5 a5 T R A R B BRRRE
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WL faH AQDS REBSTE RS A2 o E R B A B RN R IIER, B AQDS RESEHF 4 Y IS
NADH iy (iR IR 77, ALR NAD', ¥ m 2 Mush, SCHLM Py 4dBs NADH [ FFA[14]. BRtk, HA
S AQDS {i2idF 1 Cro* I BuANE JF S5 1 M S5 A% AR B, BT AQDS %t HA B A 3 s 40 i J 58
ZHEHE, IR AQDS 525G 4H AN NADH ¥ E 5NN HA ) S2 56 041K
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Figure 4. Effects of HA and AQDS on intracellular NADH in chro-
mium-reducing bacteria
4.HA K AQDS 3f$&i& R E A NADH KIS/

3.3. EFEEE R AQDS ¥ Cr & B E N R RSN
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Figure 5. Effects of HA and AQDS on intracellular total chromium in
chromium-reducing bacteria
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FE s i, A5 HAL. AQDS [ISEIG A 4 Py S A% IR EE A 38,  BLYE 24 h I A& I8 SR T8
Ji NS ERIRE S 0 h REVEERES, 23 BUBEIN T 130%- 89% M 65%; fE 48 h 4> BN T 100%. 58% 5
37%; TE 72 h A3 AEINT 47%. 18%% 10%. Ft, HA K AQDS X% 14 J5 i iy B 4% & B LA
EHsm, AR N S S &, H AQDS MR T HA.

3.4. [EFEER R AQDS X} Cr*ZFRE A ROS BIFN

KRS 2 HA M AQDS f REAEYIE JFE Crotid A2 i Py ROS AR AR . 920615 |
SEIG 2 2.2,
SEIG R BN 6 FTR
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Figure 6. Effects of HA and AQDS on intracellular ROS in chromium-
reducing bacteria
B 6. HA % AQDS X}$&1EJRE A ROS B

H1 14 6 A&, %0 HAVAQDS J& 0 h 545 (141 HA 41, AQDS 41%) ROS MIX} & &5 54 3.17%-
1.84%. 1.07%, 12h 53518 36.09%. 20.42%. 29.41%, 24h 20514 36.5%. 27.05%. 31.37%, 36h
73R 32.73% 21.3%- 18.75%, 48 h B 435108 22.32%. 13.75%- 3.91%, 60 h B 43708 18.24%.
8.38%- 2.00%, 72h 235N 13.7%. 3.02%. 0.24%. A]LLRILLE 24h ) 72h 208, ¥h0 HA X AQDS
[FISEEGZH 1) ROS PR R I AR R =, H AQDS F#fik ROS AR B 5T HA MRR .

Cro Bt NYIHR G 7= 4 K& ROS, BEMmIRG4I[15], HA YR AAfE— L s gh i, dnfig i e st
AT DL 3 B BTG BRAIAE I M s S s i = A i i /E A [16]. AQDS 1N 8 & B Ae 5L 4]
RAEAE SR, I8 55 AW R 7242 1K AHLQDS e i ROS MK HA & AQDS HIAFZEREAIC T IR
AR AMEY B RE B ROS & &K, /b T ROS S IEH ARSI R AR, Miiem 7 Em
X Cro ik R AR

4. TELED

HA }2 AQDS *t JREVEMEIR Créfumi %, 78 Cr¥KE N 20 mg/L i, HA (KB BnkE N 40
mg/L, AQDS HIHER I E N 30 mg/L. 24734500 40 mg/L 1] HA & AQDS i, RALEMIEE Cro*
Vs A A BENIEHER, H AQDS MIRURE: HA B .

DOI: 10.12677/wpt.2026.143016 151 VIS Y 3


https://doi.org/10.12677/wpt.2026.143016

XA

RN EER TG, AN HA K. AQDS HISE41 4 Hip NADH & 2 A 4K, H AQDS fIfE Hsa
T HA, HA & AQDS wJfigfigidt i1 M NADH #5225 a1 CroF, BR(R4H e NADH & &, 8-> NADH
X Cro A I8 SR R AR IR B VR HA J2 AQDS FSZE&ZH P i N AR & B s a4k, I
AQDS ZH A 5B i N S BRI B 8 HA A TEAIG, HA J AQDS PRI T8 5 B B N B S AR 2, ¥ in HA &
AQDS [FJSREG2H A g N ROS a8 AU, 18D T Cro o ib i B AR RE A RIS, 3 H AQDS 41
iy ROS )& &8 HA HEAR. W4 L], HA 1 AQDS A S M NADH & & (1) B i 4h
Cro i JFE AU 4 i 35 A0 00, IX PR AT T o] ReAE N LT ZF R A2 38 T H 7 A NADH [ fa 4 Cré* 1) % .
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