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Isolation and Identification of a PAHs-Degrading Strain Gordonia sp. He4 and Its

Dynamics During Bioremediation of Phenanthrene Polluted Soil
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(1. Institute of Microbiology, Chinese Academy of Sciences, Beijing 100080, China; 2.Graduate School of Chinese Academy of Sciencess
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Abstract: A bacterial strain, He4s capable of degrading n-hexadecane and other polycyclic aromatic compounds was isolated from petroleum
polluted soil. This strain was identified as Gordonia sp. He4 according to its morphology, physiological; biochemical properties and the
analysis of its 16S TRNA gene sequence. Based on its 16S rRNA gene sequence, specific primers were designed and a competitor template was
amplified by PCR. The dynamics of strain He4 in phenanthrene polluted soil was analyzed by colony forming unit ( CFU) method and QC-PCR
method. The results showed that partial of He4 become non-culturable and un-detectable by CFU method. But by using QC-PCR. the
population density of strain He4 could be measured accurately .
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RLIR AT BT 3BT E D Rl RE v b i N H . 1)
PUEBOARA L, PCR B RAT R e (1) R AU, RIS
PR AE 3 1K) & R AR, 8L PCR &M HoAR B
RERE AT ZIRL I, %€ & PCR BOR M iz 1 42, IF HIT 46
FHF BRI i v i A e i R e 7 rh 5 4
PE5E & PCR i AR (quantitative competitive PCR, QC-
PCROZEFRAE PCR S AR Z8 I — 5 O 40 & 1 38
FrPEBAR Ccompetitor) 1E 4 I F5 Cinternal standard), 5
RFNAE (1) H PR Crarget) — &2 HEAT PCR 9731, A
TIERIAE (R 28R, SE4 PR N, 2 B 5 H
PR R 51 40 45 5 7 1 L3 38 7 0 K
AN AR S8 I A 8 ) 1 LA S e s
SRR Fy e FER, BT AT LA E A R R b b T R
() B i MPN VEER CFU VT84 R Q-
PCR (R4 BEAE, W LAVE S R R s b 1 e B PR (10
ANRT 5 5 P P

KT W CENINCE Sa iR CESN R /S S 4
5 1A 5 W) CPAHs ) B Al 3 VE IO IR AR Heds 73 BT 3L
BEAR PAHs HORFIE, JE8E— 2D DOz bk o 4, ]
QC-PCR #1 CFU J7i%, 73 il % € T 3% PR Ak Hed
ANH] B IR R] B IR 4 e B ) B A& A, 2D
WU PR Hed (652 205 K05 e HIR I E L
N ] B8 T kAt

1 #MR57AE

1.1 AR 7B 7R M e

BIFE Hed 73 55 H A ity B 3, BARJ7 %
T RER E ARl ) SR g R EE T 100
mL YA TG AL #h 5% 57 L 0 = A, JL A ok
K,HPO, 1.0 g; KH,PO, 1.0 g; MgSO, * 7H,0 0.5 g;
NH,NO; 1.0 g; CaCl, 0.02 g; I & [1] FeCl,; H,0 1 000
mLs [ REEFRIE I 1.5% M35 . 70 Bl i N GE -+
INBEZE R AR AR O ME— U, AE 30°C K
IRIR G K5 F% , REAT YA oA BT oS e A28 R B oh
200 mg/L, B FEFIEE KM EE 2 100 mg/L. Y4k 2 ~ 3
5 WS IR R AT & A LR 5 G i oL B [ A4
PR, T 30°C IR AR L 7, BRI VR EAT IRIE

Fi HESCHRL 10 000 77 250 TR IEA T AR B AR A 0

FEHURIPE Hed 152 DNA, K H PCR #7143 168
fRNA 2 [K . A H 3@ ) 51 9 27f (5'-GAGAGTTT
GATTCCTGGCTCAG-3") Al 1541r ( 5'-AAGGAGGTG

ATCCAGCC-3"), PCR KN 4511 24:95°C» 5 min: 94°C,
1 min:55°C> 1 min; 72°C» 1 min, 3% 30 NMEH, &5 —
AR 72°CHEK 2R 5 min . 33 W b A
T .
1.2 TRAK Hed FEMFRE ) HIIE

PUIE 7S HE R 28 B0 JERT A5 SR ME— it
Y56 Hed HEAT B5 9% 0 T 1E oS bE 2R AR 3 Fh
Wy, 303D R B TR D g V0 R0 8 TR AR ) IS 420 11
BAARE ) L HPLC V200 5 15 2% W P Bk B 1 11 2
EREE, THE I R A 2 HLAAI 5 73 N < K A
FEG I pH {1 5 2.0, DU AR IE b 26 X 2
min, BT HUAHH LR R 0.2 pm 10 585 3T 38 )5 HEAT
HPLC 7387 2Kl HP-Extender-C18 ¥, M8 AH K £ JiE
7K = 60:40, VLI K 1.0 mL/min. & JE A EE AL
WA 9N 254 nm, 251 nm Al 240 nm. AR F5 A5 4 i
LRy TS AR TR I
1.3 BFE Hed X HEVG Y HIRAEMBE R RA NI HAT

WIFE Hed 77547 100 mge L™ SEM LR KGR 0k
IR, R RN 70 ¢ & 47 3E(500 mgekg™')
(1 K T b g, Al LW 46 9K A F 1,14 x 10°
CFU-g " . LHER & /K B HI7E 40% ~ 60 % ,30°C 1k
JeREFE A 0,4, 8, 13, 19, 28, 38 d HU - 384 b
0.5 g I 1.0 mL NaCl %¥(0.9%), W liEd % 1.0
min, KR BT 10 A58 BB, B 100 L AN
W IR REIOER AT B 41 100 mge L™ SE M AL AR [ 44
SPAR, 30°C BE 7 H 0] R P AT U ECCFUD | TR I 5 Y
0.5 g THERES T DNA $2HK.
1.4 HIERES P IEI DNA (IF2HK

K H Laurenet %E‘Jﬁ?ﬂg—[“] s HAEIE 2 2, $EH
FIEP AL DNA. BRI R 0.5 ¢ T3,
A 1.0 mL #2& B (100 mmol/L Tris, 100 mmol/L
EDTA, 100 mmol/L. NaCl> 1% polyvinylpyrrolidone, 2%
SDS)H1 0.5 g PEIEERCEHAT 460 pm) s Kl ZUHR5 min,
7£13 000 r/min F #2500 5 min, BUH _FWE W, WA 1/10
EFVKA ) TR AN (5 mol/L), UK L JCE 10 min J& »
E14 000 t/min F 250010 min, U B3GR, I 2544
TP S B, YO 30 mins 13 000 r/min F #5210 mins
WA DTVE , %A T 50 pL TEC10 mmol/L Tris, 1 mmol/L
EDTA, pH 8.0)ZZ i . DNA £ W B J5 H T+ QC-
PCR 737
1.5  SIYBETE R sa 4 P RAR 1 4 g

ASEIGHRAE AR Hed 11 16S rRNA FE R 7 51 %
TR PG, Wik 2 Rk PCR VAT K%
A1 890 bp 1158 4+ AR C competitor) F T QC-PCR.
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Table 1~ Primers used in this study

EIE7E 519751 R 5

456 F 5'-CAG CAG CCG CGG TAA TAC-3’ Universal

1482 R 5’-ACG GCT ACC TTG TTA CGA CT-3’ Universal
HYB-He4 F 5’-GGCCCAGACTCCTACGGGAGGCAGCAGTGCGAGCGTITGTCCGG-3' Specific to He4
1338 R 5"-CGGTGTGTACAAGGCCC-3’ Universal

298 F 5'-CCTACGGGAGGCAGCAG-3’ Universal
He4-961 R 5'-GGCTATATCTCTACAGCTTTCTGG-3’ Specific to Hed

1.6 btz g

BAFIA L) Hed BRI INAF] 0.5 ¢ B T
Berp, A L 2 U 43 ik 21 5.76 x 10°,2.88 x 107,
1.44%10°,7.2x 10° 1 3.6 x 10°CFUg™ ", $& 0L - 4%
FE it 1 DNA, 54T QC-PCR 3 1 , Hor 55 4 PRSI AR
16 fg(16 x 107" mg) .
1.7 QC-PCR

¥ TR FE UK DNA LA 16 fg 56 5 PR AT
[F]— [ AR R W HEAT PCR 47485, 25 uL KR PN
1 x PCR 2% "' ¥, 1.5 mmol/L. MgCl,» 0.2 mmol/L
dNTP; 0.2 pmol/L 5| #) 298F-Hed 961R, 0.5 U Tag
DNA R4, HARAR 1 pl BA RS 4 PR 16 fg.
PCR J M. 45 F 4: 95°C» 5 min: 94°C, 1 min: 51°C, 1
min: 72°C, 40 s, £ 30 NMEH, g 1 M 72°C L&
K4 5 min. 5 L PCR 7 WI1E 1.29% BRI BE L3t
AT eI FRLUK
1.8 Hdlsib B

TERERE IS 2 BB Y )5, SR I Bk IR 1A% 43 i
AT Quantity One( Bio-Rad)BHN 45 52 B2, I 400
P T AR A2 B, O H AR AR 5 5 4 R AR AR
WO R 1) LU AR 8 BRTAR Hed 1B . Hds Ab BEAE
H Excel 2000. T S804 3 MHEK

2 BRSNS

2.1 AR B M S 2 IR 5 R IR B AR

TG G AR ST 3 R E SRR R,
Il I R 25y 545 3 BAK Hed . BIAK Hed 40 2K 52
2 IGPHPE AR, KR/NZ128 0.5 pm x 1.0 pm . 42 £l
BHVE, B 0% ) F 26000 S IRERH 22 200 55

P HATRIPE Hed 19 16S tRNA R, IHX) 541 1E 47
[RIVEE S0 HT, 85 R IZ RS Gordonia amicalis T
RS R AT, 168 TRNA & KA}y 999 . 45 &
BRIAR IR S FIAR B AR ARV, BEAK Hed W10 %58 N
Gordonia sp. .

ZHEARAENE LUE TNk 2R 25 B SRR EEAE

ME— PR B U A b I /N e IR B T a8 2102 000
mg/L, 2RI FE N 200 pL/L, 28 B0 JEFI BRI 0
100 mg/L.
2.2 WK Hed 56 VEASTAR 1) #4 1t

XTTE AR Hed (1) 16S rRNA 2 K ¥ 51 3E 4T 43 #7 %
A, 75 930 ~ 1 010 bp Z RIS T 1 AN AR X, @ i
LU IC e 1) B AT 0 AR S AR X B v AR
X A1, i 2 IR PCR R VAT 2 T 5e 4
PERAR, FoAe g R w1 1 o

456 F 1482R
] 996bp ]
. HYB-HesF l 1338R
A 890D
g
298F l He4-961 R
[ 1] 501bp [ ]

1 ZEMERAEEE

Fig.1 Diagram of the strategy used to construct the competitive template

DLBE AR Hed FEFI41 DNA AR, K H 18 H 5149
456 F A1 482 R #3543 5 996 bp I v Bt As LA B
A CAREAR, F51%) HYB HedF A1 1338R HHAT 434, 1L
' HYB He4 F tH 2 #B 7> 41 Bi: GGCCCAGACT
CCTACGGGAGGCAGCAG XJ . T He4 16S rRNA 2 A
FEHI(1) 288 ~ 314 bp, H (5% T 5514 298F AH [F)
(17541 ( CCTACGGGAGGCAGCAG )5 3 — 3l 43 W Xof )3
480 ~ 495 bp Z AR H1), BTN 5 |04 3645 3]
890 bp M7 B, 1% BeBE 0 5% 4+ PE AR C competitor) .
K514 298F F Hed-961 R 4L K141 DNA AR
HEATH 3G, £3 2K /N K 666 bp 197 B, 1fi LA 5 4+
PERICA BACEAT 35, 13 201K 7= K /N4 501 bp,
IR T 315 ~ 479 Z T8I ) 165 by, i i HL Yk Af
DL 5 X 53

I 298 F FIRE 7 VE 5140 Hed-961 R 43 7 4T
NFAAR NN B AR R FE Hed 1)+ 38 1HEAT PCR 734 . X
BA N Hed I8+ 3EHE S EAT 4 386 A 43 AT
W 2D, 2 B BT B vk I 5 140 8 AR SI2 56 P SR R T
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M: Markers 1: %77 Hed [¥] 13 DNA 5 3% 4 MR ;
2: N5 Hed 1115 DNA: 3: SE4+PERH ; 4: Hed DNA
2 AE#HET QC-PCR ik EE
Fig.2  Agarose electrophoresis of the QC-PCR

product of different samples

2.3 QC-PCR ¥ #54%

PR IE QC-PCR T 1 MRS H, X
NFE G PERR S H AR B 14 38 2% 3 A 5 B AT )
A e E A B e H bR BRI 2L SR AR B . 4l LA S
GePERIRR 5 Hed 1) DNA b HARBERREAT I3, 75 &
N3 S EAT £ 20,22, 24,5 26, 28, 30 AMIE AU, 78
1.2%BE AR eI L AT HYK, EB e85, Wil e
FAZ 5 BT A Quantity One( Bio-Rad ) 2 HX 4% 5 72 JiE
4 B3R BT TR AR IR OG5 B2, 5 408 A B0 Y Al =] )
ek, 2 A 2P a2 R, WiE 3 s

3SR, H AR R 5E 4 T AR AE 20
~ 30 T =PI 5 O R OB R PR ARG, H bR
B A G REA y = 0.6983x — 5.3609( R” =
0.9813), & Fr PR I AH G R BN y =0.627 24 -
1.203 1CR* =0.985 6) . M2 45 A X Efficiencyl eff ] = 10°
— 1Ca RO AT LLTE S H ARABAR 1 109 189 2%
A eff = 3.992 3, 56 P PE BRI A eff =
3.238 4; 11 20 ~ 30 EFA N, I (M4 3 A e e A —
3, FHH AR FEE E 50,811 2. 5w 4 IR S H bR
B (347 184 0% AH 7 sl B 30 B s 3 258 G 52 i s e
a E AR AR MR B L 5 A, MR AR A Ak B A Lk
L, MAEIRHORT 30 I, 354 =k TR, =i
W SIRIREOAN TE L Ze PE ¢ 28 5 D] I 4 1 B 0
30 4.

2.4 WL Hed M EE S PCR 791 AH K1

B AN Hed AT H AL 710 5.76 x 10°,

2.88 x 10", 1.44 x 10°, 7.2 x 10° 1 3.6 x 10’

18

B SRR

16 | A R
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PR B R
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(EEZS: 3
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Fig.3  Comparison of amplification efficiency of competitor and target

CFU*g™ ", 2l 3 b 1) &L DNA J5 2647 QC-PCR 9
B, 2 R LI Hed BRI S 16 fg 5651
B 2 A7 AT Se PEAR G (1 4D, JLER M TR A& 5.76
x10° ~ 3.6 x 10° CFU*g ™", A I 3X —#x #E fth 2 ] LA
FEH b B bR Hed 1O ECR, I b A0 46 ] 15 9%
5N IR A0 I

2.5 IETPEEK Hed w5 7R 5 AN A B IR A0 i £
(1B A&L1k

¥ Hed 2 NAE VS B 1 38 b, FLH) 4 9k B
1.14x 10° CFU=g™", I 45 30°C A 15 7%, 70 7l T
0.4, 8,13, 19,28, 38 d HCHE, 10 i A B¢ v A v v 4
CFU 1 QC-PCR J7 %115 Hed MR (E 5).

SIER RN, A TR 4 dD, FH 2 A
JIVE05E 1) Hed T AA 40 M0 250 5 00 52 30 164 o £ 3,
S AR FEE A7 T X 531 5 SR BB A 55 77 I ) R SE
MR UR AT T4 2 1) Hed R TG T 1%, 3138 ditf
HA 2.3%x10'CFUg™ ", W B AR TN 1 & 1 A H
QC-PCR ¥E I 14 21 (1) Hed ZE AR 5 LT, 3
38 dIfIAF| T 1.2 x 10°CFU-g ", LA B T 10
f57eA, b CFU IR g5 s 13 50 1% %45 Rt
WIBE IR Hed w] LAAE F 88 A7 3% AR K, IX0 T oA
VYA G S BN IR AT R A 2 BTk
DU 5E 20 B KA AR ORI 22 57, Wl et T 13
IR R, 52 LI EE IR, RS Hed 20 32 ¥
AR AT EEFRIPIRAS , TEV2l I R AT VA 5 1M QC-
PCR $&HU 12 T35 b 1) 5 DNA, DRI e e 1) 2 1 358
PP TR AR T 40 S BT AR A, P A FE TR R IR I
FUANRT 55 5 10 40 L, DR 45 30 1) 465 2R 4 e ) 2 o
B ETHES XM ER W E R Hed 75 T 38 BRAE A7 5
FUHEGE , B AR Hed (6 T30 b 55 R0 TR R 2E 4, K
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¥y=0,1836x - 15581
015 R =09782

B o e 2 L AT B A
|
&

4 A g5k (KR} 4 {E

M 1 2 3 4 5 6

Hed IHRESR 0 3.6 x 107,7.2 x 105, 1.44 x 10%,2.88 x 107 F115.76 x 10°CFU*g"!
CHLPK &I 1~ 5 YKIE, VK3 6 A 383 XD, SE4- RN 16 fg
El4 TRIRE Hed BIES TR EERZEMHEEXR
Fig.4 Relationship between competitor and the density of He4 cells added to soil

2 BRI AR AN AR AN TR TR
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—&— CFU
| —m— QC-PCR

Hed IR FE X 107 /CFU-g-1
f=a) b=l S
< < <

173
(=]

0 1
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t/d

El5 5% CFU%T QC-PCRIZME LIRPE K Hed BERI L
Fig.5 Changes in the population density of He4 as measured
with CFU and QC-PCR in soil
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FEAT G G 3, GRS B A Jd e R A R Tl
{7 B[ 0 A A Cln 2 R0 28) I A 0 B A e R %2
1M 2 38 05 e A G W BE A 07 B PR B IR 39 0, G
RS, SOnT B AR B W B . S0 Ah, 205 R R
G TR 22, HLE 2R 5 WO T L Sk,
TS 55 it A R T2 IR o, B i B A 2 38 55 0
¥ Lt 4 A ) e A A ot T A v e e AR
WiEE R EZE N HEX.

AW FONAT TG B LI oy B AR R 1 bR AR B
filt 22 D5 JE I AR Gordonia sp. Hed . 31 HLE 1% A
PRI 168 rRNA & A, B vh 5 e 51 ) BL & PCR 4™

B, LT QC-PCR 175745 B T4 I - 38 o A ] 5
FEED I E i S5 R, SRR G LR 97 Ak
Bl PR Uk A 25 T 45 21 1) 3 Hed 1) CFU i3
ICT 38 QC-PCR Fr 43 21 1 w1 AR B &, & | T 1 3%
INBE (5% 0 53 3058 70 Hed PR VRAH F il NASTT B5 524K
A, AR REIRAT RS IR IR 8 138 4 v A H i,
QC-PCR &3 1 2B DNA HEAT & S AF 5T, PR UG B g
S Hed 1A SE B 2R .

QC-PCR BiARME H &) 2 Wl T -3 b A= 4
(5 B AF AT 4, IRy v A T — S R R
A e EFRT T 16S 1RNA JE N F8 A G
TR ) DR SFPE G8 IE BE T AN R R ek 5 1, vT BLa%E
PR bt D — R i b (AR e I
BN B T LR /& RNACGRNAD 1) 5 R P 41 ¥
TEa e PERAR AN, 3 T LA 44 B HC At 1) B 5 DR )7 91
A HERH B T S AR DU I B AT R R D e R
AR | Qiu 25N DU S 11 ) Al IR A I
FEDR A At e vl TR S R G 1 LA R S A PR, X
g RO B T IR AR Ak A B AT T A AR
G SR AR AT I R, B FL A R o B T
(10 v 200 o e B A o N 75 % L 8 v X v e AT B A
S LB ST, A T G B3 B AT 5 4 DA &
P& 1 B AR, 75 ERT BT N T e gk VT R ) 3% P AR
RS ARAEAT S I, T AR A T
T AL Bl 7 A7 A, R I B 10 1 ARG B 0k A ik
(CFUDHT MPN V25 # TG ¥4 Jse Wl 1 458 v 56 At o ok 11 S
BrREC 1 QC-PCR ¥ W) T8 3ok xof 1= 458 vp Bt B K 11
DNA BEAT 8 H ok v 5 B B bk 1) 250, e % 2% WL
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P

% 28 &

S W B AR R R K S A 240 DRLE 1207 VA RE 6 S I 1
U0 8 v 5 A PR [ B A5 AR A, AT IR 4R A )
BT L ESH 1R m s R RE 80

4 ZEig

CU AHIEFE AT 5 G 3 b 73 8545 3 1 PRiE
WM 2 0 05 A B Gordonia sp. Hed . Hi24f5 3L
16S tRNA £E B )32 41, vk 51 ) JF Ky 3t 17 56 4 11k AL
B, N T SE 4P B PCRCQC-PCRO R 7725

(2) FIH QC-PCR 45 1 & #E Hed 1) 25 532k
AT THIF, S5 SR AR W% 7 v R A ) ) + 48 vp ] B 9%
HIAN AT B % 10 40 o 280, R n% AEAf b S e 3 b i
PR Hed HIBHAAZAL .
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