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Ah&‘ ct: _ﬂ‘ etrachlogﬂthyl\ene‘ Eﬁﬂ and tllchloroethylene fTCE jﬁ lvngifap/k;ha'logenated organic compounds in groundwaler that pose serious threats to the ecological

enwrﬁnment gﬂd huiian healhh To obtain an anaerobic ml('h‘ﬁf)lal consortium e of efficiently dechlorinating PCE and TCE to a non-toxic end product and to explore its potential
in treallng cenlammaled grotindwater, an anaerobic microbial consortium W-1 that completely dechlorinated PCE and TCE to ethylene was obtained by repeatedly feeding PCE or TCE
into the mntammated groundwater collected from an industrial site. The dechlorination rates of PCE and TCE were (120.1+4.9) pmol* (L+d)™ and (172. 4 + 21.8) pmol* (L+d)™

in W-1, respectively. 16S tRNA gene amplicon sequencing and quantitative PCR (qPCR) showed that the relative abundance of Dehalobacter increased from 1. 9% to 57. 1%, with
the gene copy number increasing by 1.7 X 107 copies per 1 wmol CI” released when 98. 3 pmol of PCE was dechlorinated to cis-1,2-dichloroethylene (cis-1,2-DCE). The relative
abundance of Dehalococcoides increased from 1. 1% to 53. 8% when cis-1,2-DCE was reductively dechlorinated to ethylene. The growth yield of Dehalococcoides gene copy number
increased by 1.7 X 10° copies per 1 pmol CI” released for the complete reductive dechlorination of PCE to ethylene. The results indicated that Dehalobacter and Dehalococcoides
cooperated to completely detoxify PCE. When TCE was used as the only electron acceptor, the relative abundance of Dehalococcoides increased from (29. 1 % 2.4)% to (7.7 +
0.2)%, and gene copy number increased by (1.9 +0.4) X 10° copies per 1 wmol CI” released, after dechlorinating 222. 8 wmol of TCE to ethylene. The 16S rRNA gene sequence
of Dehalococcoides LWT1, the main functional dehalogenating bacterium in enrichment culture W-1, was obtained using PCR and Sanger sequencing, and it showed 100% similarity
with the 16S rRNA gene sequence of D. mecartyi strain 195. The anaerobic microbial consortium W-1 was also bioaugmented into the groundwater contaminated by TCE at a
concentration of 418.7 wmol*L". The results showed that (69.2 + 9. 8)% of TCE could be completely detoxified to ethylene within 28 days with a dechlorination rate of (10.3 +
1.5) pmol (L+d)™. This study can provide the microbial resource and theoretical guidance for the anaerobic microbial remediation in PCE or TCE-contaminated groundwater.

Key words: tetrachloroethene( PCE) ; trichloroethylene(TCE) ; anaerobic microbial reductive dechlorination ; organohalide-respiring bacteria; Dehalococcoides
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BB D. mccartyi strain 195, BAEME—BENE
PCE L 5 58 0 TCE If-RERS 58 4k JRUl S A ETH B
PR SR, PCE 44K cis-1,2-DCE I FE 3 — 45 i
SR ARy AR B g n D SR VC B
LR ETH . P, 285 16 3215 G 1) b 5 L5 5]
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SUIRVA 75 e I b 1 DS A8 S SR, R v UK
S R sk =, R 2 1 TCE 45 AUA BTG
e 9 o D L WU E B S BOR B R . PR, BeAs — 1)
155 R PCE/TCE PR AAMUAE W 5 A B 25 11 kR E A7 45
e 57 Mo A W0 18 52 W T B AN R, 2 A R B TG
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AW FEAE S % 55 A T A2 AR R 15 G 3
K bR A B — A SR S DR AR D SR AR T
T W-1, 2545 165 rRNA JE N7 38 10 1 Je 9O
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(2000 g g T 3 RO Wy P Lﬁ@;ﬂ%ﬁm
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etk W SO AR AR L A
COWELE B 34>99. 8% , W 11 [ 24 48 T Ak 27 3250 A PR A
A . FLEREN N 4y M 4l AR, W A RCER T B R Ak T35
J©. £ DNA R BOAH & 0 B 2 E P QIAGEN. &
H4H Gk Y Escherichia coli trans5a F 7 [ BF 27 B 14 FH
N7 FH A 2SI 5T T AR T AR A Ok /N R o ik
| & GK2004-50 4 [ | 4 Jig A= ) TR A BRA 7]
ARSI v PR AR RS SR BE L O S ISR [43 .

1.2 SRR

B A W S I B R KR H T IR R
RIS Y g b 7 A T ER N L #F K20, 22 pm
UE WA UE K U W B IR E B R, LUK W) PCE
FITCE M T2k, LB 48 HiR . LR
FEL R BN 09 IR G W R ik U5 ORN L AR R AT AR G
F2 AU IR A Y & B R, o I R R
DAVRE 1 085 10 DR AR A 0 TR A i 44 R W -1
1.3 SR 20 i 5 o S vk B R B R
1.3.1 EHEBFIRRE

DL 1% (R FR 3 850 e 1 N i AR 5 SR T L L. 6
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HEAT B AR 35 | W LA B SO, . L A 1 R
HL 732 1K PCE 19 42 2 4 98. 3 mol (/K M J3 BRIS (i
616. 4 wmol- L"), TE A HL b A4 i 45 1y ot 9 24 ok i 3
291 mmol- L7, WL 52 B0 M 4 5 - PCE-T1. SE50 41 2 i
TN T 321K TCE (929 0 111. 4 wmol (K AH ik B 3835
{H 696. 3 pmol- L") , Vi A HL (44 v 45 4y Jo 1o 2 0k 1
%129 1 mmol- L7, i % 30 #E&Z Bl TCE-T1-1, TCE-T1-
2 M TCE-T1-3. Fi A7 B 80T 30°CHAE i PR 480 (P &
TRFLEE R 8:1: 1 1 NJCO/H, IR A <) 1 3746 ™ (Coy,
USA) , T RIS T i 5 5%

1.3.2 A9 & DNA 20U 16S rRNA JE K i 1%
T

T AR B 3R P U SR Y8 R I S e e B
B PCE-T1 SZ 50 %5 0. 36, 58, 72 i1 79 d, TCE-T1-1
SEHGHLES 0. 36 140 d, TCE-T1-2 5250 i 45 0. 34
40 d, TCE-T1-3 525655 0. 34 F1 86 d, TE IR A5 T 4
B4 mL & 4B R E 2 mL LH B L4 1E 12 000
AAE T ESL 10 min, B & LIS TLE . ZJ5
% 8 QIANGEN DNeasy® PowerSoil® Pro Kit qudbook
WEEHEAT DNA $2 L, 2 J5 1 50 ML)Z[EIEﬁﬁJ({ﬁEEEE
DNA % 1.5 mL .08 7, ? 20(:1%3’?%}% iy
DNAﬁ 7] (20 [LL)-VT‘U FH = 38 = r —TIZ n—H}u ima
MJSeq IPE?)O(.)('Il]fv.J.'mlvha San Dlego)Lﬁ‘ lﬁsﬁ}l ﬁ.
%ﬁ-&%mu#m@%&%%g%ﬁ%@ s
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1.3.3 JOLERPCR
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Fl 40 d, TCE-T1-3 5 % i 5% 0. 34 1 86 d) oK
Dehalococcoides Fl Dehalobacter 1Y & IR % UL 0. #6417 &2
i IR A BORE DNA, DL 10 A5 46 25 7 e (5 [N 4 DL 4%
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Master Mix(Vazyme #Q711)10 pL. 10 pmol - L™ F i fi
TSI 45 0.5 wL S DNA BEAR 2 WL (% 11 %3 BRI A
BE DNA) , 4% H1 ddH,0 #b 78 & 20 pL. qPCR X KL 7
QuantStudio 6 Flex( Applied Biosystems, Waltham, MA )
HEAT , qPCRFE T R Wi 25 2 B 50°CF 2 4% 2 min, 95°C
10 min JF 04 FUAE M, SR )5 40 RAG 36, B FR R 95°C
ASHE 1S 5, 60 CIE JORIAE ih 34 s, I fft il 2R 27 M AR 4%

RN E . A TORLER & A DNA BAREE 5 2 /0 F 2
MEARERL .

1.3.4  Sanger % I J5 245 W o1 T 56 ¢ 19 16S rRNA
FH 5

FIHWALI Y AR B PE B IR DY 3G
Dehalococcoides 16S TRNA FE[H F B , i i Sanger il 7,
PHEE ARG 123 HE 168 rRNA JE N 4 KR 5 41 . A
41519 27F-16S 5 Dhe1350R-16S, B 41 5|4 Dhe730F-
1685 1492R-168. JL 11 27F-165 5 1492R-16S J ¥ JH]
ZH B 165 rRNA Hy — X i i 51 9 , D}rc?BOF 16S 5
Dhe1350R-16S & He LTI 6 o 1Y Deha]ﬂggccozdes H
PG . PC%?@}% 25 pL 2 % Phantd Max=Master
Mlx(Vazymé #P525)1 1(‘) p,mol L Lﬁ?*ﬂf’gﬂ?%[%’%’
2 L, i DNAfr%#{z wLOAHE ), ddH,0, 1.9 il 4 50
wl. PCRﬁr@mﬁ@ﬂwﬁwmomﬁﬂ%za_%l
%T}”tﬁﬁf?ﬂﬂ? 95 @A 1 3 min 05 CAEHELS €
J& 55 clﬁl,}gﬁo S il T2CHEH 40 s, IR 635 /NfﬁH
$i 5 72 720C 4 1S min. B 24131 90 37 B A o
72°CHE A 0 12 5 % 30 s RS AR F -5 1
1% W B B W BE I s ATk & PCR 29 31 19 4 55
PES R BRI, A 7 W 58 i R E W RN R
A (A6 50 M, fe 8 0y A5 20 ) B R )y 51 BF
¥ , Z J& 1€ EzBioCloud %t #& & (https://www.
ezbiocloud. net/) #E47 16S rRNA A% R 13 51 b X+, 4] 2
RE 5 A5 B B P T Dehalococcoides A Bz 55
B B ORE , I Rl H 2 i B B9 &8 4 Dehalococcoides
Dehalogenimonas F1 Dehalobacter 1) 16S tRNA & A ¢
G, 7E MEGA #% 1 | i ] 4B 4% ¥ (neighbor-joining
method ) 14 £ R 48 K B .

1.4 GEREW-11EH T RIREET5 L 19 0

K 4E 300 mL A2 TCE /eﬂf%é@iﬂFm,lTCEﬁ@ﬁ
P R M R0 R DR AIERE 00 46 45 1 — S0vE R A S
T, 34 A7 B2 S I ES i TCE M — FL 5~ 32 44, filf
FOKAH U BE S 418. 7 pumol - L7, LAREAY 32 TCE 15 4 Y
R KRB . ONE A IR W 150 mL 43 34y, TR
12 000 r*min™ 454 T &0 20 min, #5231 7% B T4 1K
DUVE . B 250 mL % 4] R 480 73 %< 100 mL 4b R 7K, 50
mL R DLTE , S8 IR G o R rh 25 40 0T i) 28 94
B2 1 mmol - L7, B8 3N AL EI Y-1, Y-2F1Y-3. i
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Table 1  Primer sequences used for qPCR and PCR

H b 5k A EIRZE:

BIYFF(5'-3") B SCHk

Dhe 1200F(Set]))-16S

CTGGAGCTAATCCCCAAAGCT

Dhe 16S TRNA qPCR [48]

Dhe 1271R(Set])-16S CAACTTCATGCAGGCGGG
27F-16S AGAGTTTGATCCTGGCTCAG

Universal bacteria PCR [49]
1492R~-16S GGTTACCTTGTTACGACTT
Dhe 730F-16S GCGGTTTTCTAGGTTGTC

Dhe 16S rRNA PCR [47]
Dhe 1350R-16S CACCTTGCTGATATGCGG
Dhb 881F-16S CGACGCAACGCGAAGAA

Dhb 16S rRNA qPCR [48]

Dhb 1002R-16S

CGAAGGGCACTCCCATATCTC

T30 CHE IR IR A K R A0 N, T RIS A T Wi B R
S U BSORE 0 8 e 1 V5 Y W A A e AR 0
1.5 Srdrila ik
W ASH 3% GC-2010 Plus(SHIMADZU, H 7A)

KON HL S (GC-FID) & 28 %F PCE Al TCE K H: H A5 7=
Y cis-1,2-DCE ., VC I ETH ¥EA7 5 Mg BRI . 4G i
FRAETE 2l K il 28, SR v g 1, B 1 mL B R MR
i A2 5 A S mL AR R 1688 40K (pH < 2) 119 20
A ﬁ?ﬂlﬁ&ﬁn?-#&zﬁﬁ*

it B #5 HS-10 (SHIMADZU, H A% ) 1 80°C ra I 22
min; IR -5 002 WﬁiﬁnuﬁdbﬂbiE/\i
i é_lﬁﬁ(AglLent HP-PLOT/Q+PT), 3¢) X 053 nuiivs
49/ wm) ; H:A%?Fﬁ.%'i’ T 1) i B Isgﬁc;gﬁ;
min} L} 20°C, ﬁmn ‘ﬂi 200°C, ﬁE% 8 mn,ﬁ%#’fm
W _Hf ?}lh 5' ml- ﬁTln . '. ,‘::" J .'“::.

| |
.-| | J i ..-'I

2 fzd:% 'til"hb ‘ ,-'T- v | | H

21 %%a%%ﬂwiwm*%&\gm%%ﬁ
Wl
21,1 AR 0 DR AR B A 3 D A

TESLH 4] 15 PCE-T1 #1198, 3 mol (7K A ¥ &
PRI AE M 616. 4 wmol - L") PCE, PCE # 14 7 1< Uk i 5
M 544 TCE | ¢is-1,2-DCE fl VC, I f & B 50 TC 7%
ETH, @il 1(a). 7E55 0 d A PCE J5 , K58 210 5L
AN IETE ETH 3 R Ky 8.7 wmol - (L-d)™, 7E55 72 d
79 d fin A% i PCE J5 i Jit B 580 2 % 10 3 ke, 3k
£](120.1+4.9) wmol- (L-d)™".

SEI A 2 PER AN 111, 4 pumol (7K AHVE FE BB (8 K
696. 3 pmol+ L) TCE, £5 52 5 Jifi /1 TCE 128 7 s /b [v] st
8] P24 cis-1,2-DCE AT VC B R340, 18 Pl it —
A8 R AN JCEE ETH, 40 1(b) ~ 1(d). TCE-T1-1
FITCE-T1-2 7855 0 d N A TCE Jii 35 d 2 47 5¢ & 1R Ji
JIi S8 BE T B ETH, i J5t i & 3 46 2 (19.5 + 1.3)
wmol+ (L+d)™, 7E 4% 36 d F140 d hil A % & TCE J& if i
Jiit R R AN L 7E 5 d A2 A BIVAT 52 4 3 I AR
JC # ETH, & J& JB & 3 % K (172.4 = 21.8)

mL I

pmol+ (L+d)™". TCE-T1-3 7E 4% 0 d %5 Jil TCE J5 34 d if
JEU I S8R cis-1,2-DCE, 46 34 d FE O A %55 TCE J&
86 d 5% 4 i J5 i S8 A JC B ETH, i Ji i 58 3 % Oy
16.2 pmol- (L-d)™, [AlF£ , % 86 d FF I N A TCE J5 ik
Ji it 3 R bR, 7E 11 d B AT 58 4 I 48R T 7
ETH 38 7B S % 80. 3 wmol« (L-d)™.

Hood 45 Bt 15 9 52 4 %= Bk 612*"1?'., o &
Dehalococcoides 1) i%‘fiﬂﬁi% KB- IIM W’fﬁ_l97 9
MmH;Mﬂf%ﬂmdméLﬁ%%ﬁEw
563. 2 pmol- i TcEé it 52 d KRBT RE B
?{JETH,/\'ﬁﬁEJ’CEE’J VC JISESE - schaefer#?fg‘lﬁfff
SDC- 9”%%@,80 pmol’L ' TCE méL%%ﬁ
EH{$H£%%E£&E%IHW}H&%@
PCE{ZQU\;%?Q%)TCE* ciss1,2-DCE 1 V6 , I 5 é@%
%ﬁ%wﬁH%ﬂ%ﬁ&%%%f@%%
4. 616. 4 pmol - 1" ) PCESR PR 285 6 d 1] LA 5E 42 ik
JER S ETH,696. 3 wmol - L' (Y TCE f tlt L5 4 d nf
PLSE 430 R 500 ETH. W-1 5 KB-1™ FI SDC-9™
Fofr ] o 01 44 R oMb A TR SRR Bl (DL 2) , LA JE i 4
FA R0 R 8 5 T KB-1™, T AH X SDC-9™ H 4R &50%
Lo A AR R A J5 = 4R B 1Y) TCE.
2.1.2 ANCHERARAE
G|

i3 168 rRNA JE K 88 7 /7, 434 PCE-T1 52
0 s Y A Ok R U IS A TR B
HEVE A 28 4k, LL K TCE-T1-1, TCE-T1-2 Fil TCE-
T1-33X 3/~ 5 AR W H 5 90 46 IF 20 40 Le AE 2 22 78
TCE J& , H W 2 14 & 24 cis-1,2-DCE B 25 34
SRR ETH 75 Y ) 5% Ak 1o R A1 IS A9 3804 0 B i 4
AR

FE PCE-T1 & 4 T8 W b i Sl W eV 25 b A7
168 Z/DTE LRGP AT F R T 1%, il 2
(a). & £ 5 W T Dehalococcoides F1 Dehalobacter H
AT = BE 8, 7E PCE M 25 2 AN S0RE F B B cis-1, 2-
DCE X — i 72 Bl Day0 ~ Day36, Dehalococcoides = J&
M 28.9% F&AK 2 1. 1%, Dehalobacter = £ )\ 1. 9% 14

B TR ) Bl A ) b A
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- PCE B TCE A

cis-1,2-DCE -¥= VC -~ ETH

1200 3000
(a) PCE-T1 (b) TCE-T1-1
1000 - )
a
800 42000 3
P ]
= ~
< 6000 =
g X
B 400 11000 E
¥ =
200 m
0 ! 0
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1200 3000

1 000 -

800
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¥ g /umol-L™!

400

200

60 80
I ii)/d

(a) BHERFEWH PCE M A 3h 4 (

)~ (d) B AR YLD TCE 19 B S8 2 &
PCEBE 111. 4Mm01(7k$ﬁmriﬁl/e{aﬁ696 3 pmol- L >T9},.BE£?£%%/T%EHXDNAH’JHTW'P | ! i’

(d) TCE-T1-3

ETH 3 Ji/umol-L™!

Ibf i)/d

3 %%%/J\%HJI] 98.3 umol(ﬂ(/l‘ﬁm fﬁj}'éfg'll pamol L

J —
Fi:
B1 ERspmesfzEnRasss | | v Ay
Fig. 1 l}ech]ormat]on dynamics of chlorinated ethy]en’? in‘the er_u'rc.l’nment i _,.r"':l-’,-"'J
' - Lol
/ ~ | | o %
= /) 'i%'z 'afdw @%#Tmﬁz@%w%” v %)
F l a...-"' Tlabl¢ 2 Comparison of ded }‘}}br@a'l}"p'yéf s of well-known mlcroblal"'fn.;)( ulum under}labdvdftory conditions B { F__.-"' 'JIW
! [, ¥ .f 7 - o
= | g x I W1 e BE /el - L % J &
| AR 7 7 ¥ %ETH /% Ril:kﬂﬁ LKI ﬂiﬁi/eopieﬁjmﬂ] % 4
|l l'PLE | TRE/ 3 Ipmolk L-d) F
—* T b ."‘ ﬁ - I =
i -5 H 19’?' 9 i v .'\-' 100.0 | 64 | ! — el
/ KB'-Ll = f - W
- i | 563. ;f [ 4970 4105 ». —
i = = T
b ISD(?r Alg | & 800 4 [—-::::;wf)'.o 291.2 2.8 % 10
‘ FVS“'-"" e = 696.3 = 100.0 172.4 +21.8 3.6+ 1.7%10°
1 o
616.4 — 100.0 120.1 +4.9 6.7 x 10°
1 )’:t{tg N EBINGE R Dehalococcoides , [N Dehalobacter # X} Dehalococcoides 5587Vt 20 AN i3« FeR S TP A B

K % 57. 1%, i B % cis-1,2-DCE fii 2= & )5 T & ETH
Bl Day36 ~ Day72, Dehalococcoides M 1. 1% 1 K =
53. 8%, Dehalobacter ]\ 57. 1% K& 1% % 20. 1%. 2455 —
YU Y PCE 58 42 i J5 I 54 2 ETH i) Bl Day79,
Dehalococcoides (67. 5% ) Fl Dehalobacter (21. 4% ) Wi #
i1 LR 5 88.9%. Zi 45 BRI, 11 U PCE i Bl 4
H) 3 25 5 Bk N Dehalococcoides #1 Dehalobacter, o /1
Dehalobacter 5 PCE % cis-1,2-DCE X — i 2 .

FE UL TCE 1 K HiL F 32 (A 1) 52 56 21 2 v i S A= 4
FEVE L[ IE 2(b) ] 5 DL PCEAE N B FZ R 9
BEIE 25 ¥ A 1L, Dehalococcoides B FH F 32 B B i3y . 1F
TCE-T1-1 1 TCE-T1-2 [# ¥ #F 17 P 48 TCE 5¢ 4x b it
Jii 4 ETH 3% — 3 72 B Day0_1 ~ Day40_1 £l Day0_2
~ Day40_2, Dehalococcoides M(29.1 +2. )%k K &=
(77.7 £ 0.2)% , Dehalobacter )\ (1.5 + 0.2)% 3 K %

(8.0 +0.6)%. 76 TCE-T1-3 I W& i 2 1 4> 45 7 i
cis-1,2-DCE Bl Day0_3 ~ Day34_3, Dehalococcoides 5
] 45 B 0 AH B A 28. 3% 34 K & 44. 8%, Dehalobacter
M 2. 0% FEAK 0. 1%, 55 34 AN 111. 4 wmol () TCE
4 F 5 A ETH X — i 72 Bl Day34_3 ~ Day86_3,
Dehalococcoides M\ 44. 8% Y& K % 77. 9%, Dehalobacter
0. 1% 3K 2 11, 0%. B2, L TCE A H 1 Z 1K 1)
A AT WA 8 U S5 B Day40_1 ., Day40_2
Fl Day86_3, Dehalococcoides F1 Dehalobacter P F g
1£5(86.7+0.9)%.

JCit & Lk PCE 4 HiL 32 {6 J2& DL TCE iy HL 52
A, B A TR R 28 2o T R 3 U A AR AR B
A= B2 B b T Y B W, H EP Dehalobacterﬂig% 5 M
PCE & c¢is-1, 2-DCE X — i & 89 6 J7 B &, i
Dehalococcoides Tt 3¢ PCE & ETH 3% /> 5L #2 #) 38 5 A
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SRR R B W . AR R RS
I B 38 JE IR S5 Dehalococcoides W) 3 B B 1E A 5%, B
SRAEAR Z H 5 % LT Dehalococcoides B Fh , B &
TTIF A S 3% i A e 1Y, BT B AR K AR RO T8
R T HL 5 29 B 1) PR TSR B W -1 T A
F1 Dehalococcoides F1 Dehalobacter Wi 2 5 1 % i ik

88. 9%. PRI &y = B i ol TR AR T RE W1 ] D K
Hb 58 AR M 0 3 T B 6% i e B TR
P AR SR J3 78 A58 v B B A 19 ) B, Oy AR
7 )R 3 D 45k TC B ETH $2 43t 1 4= 4 B
XF 52 EAC W TS Y R K WA B s B B AT B

(a) 100
90 W Dehalococcoides
W Dehalobacter
80 W Methanosarcina
W Clostridium_sensu_stricto
70 W Peptococcaceae 1
Sedimentibacter
60 m Geobacter
& W Ornatilinea
=S W Desulfovibrio
g 30 W Spirochaetaceae
= W Macellibacteroides
40 Saccharofermentans
W Acetobacterium
30 W Sporomusa
W Methanomethylovorans
20 W Bellilinea
W others
10
0
Day0 Day36  Day58 Day72 Day79
(b)
B Dehalococcoides 5
B Clostridium_sensu_stricto ﬂ'
W Dehalobacter
W Peptococcaceae 1
W Sporomusa
Ornatilinea
i W Spirochacetaceae
. m Geobacter
= W Sedimentibacter
-I% W Desulfotomaculum
g m Saccharofermentans
=z Methanomethylovorans
W Acetobacterium
W Bellilinea
W Desulfovibrio
W Synergistaceae
W Macellibacteroides
W Pelolinea
W Clostridium_XIVb
M others

Day0_1

Day0 2 Day0 3 Day36 1 Day34 2 Day34 3 Day40 1 Day40 2 Day86 3

(a) PCE by HLF 32 4 1% 5 45 B IR 3 A 9 F % 45 A 25 K 5 DayO ., Day36., Day58 fll Day72 /R PCE-T1 %) 46 i 2 Ko MR Uk W 2% SR 7 I 14 T 05 45
5 Day79 /%45 R 3% PCE 58 4l 58 4 ETH B B9 9% 2540 20 105 (b) TCE S L 7 32 A B0 7 48 T8 9 P 2B 4 BV 45 M0 28 Ak s DayO_L L Day0_2
F Day0_3 % R TCE-T1-1, TCE-T1-2 Fl TCE-T1-3 X 3 4~ & %) I i 21 (1 7 7 45 44 20 B ; Day34_1 Fl Day34_2 %7K TCE-T1-1 F1 TCE-T1-2 % —
W58 A B GCh KTH W 1% 7 9 45 4 41 B 5 Day34_3 3R TCE-T1-3 55— R 58 4 L 5 0 cis-1, 2-DCE B (1% ¥ 7% 45 #9 20 A% ; Day40_1 . Day40_2 fil
Day86_3 %R 31 i 4 1d BIHE W IR TCE 58 42 i 5 ETH I A9 3 7% 45 1 21 1

B2 PCE/TCERS|MEMBEELEN

Fig. 2 Microbial community structure of PCE and TCE anaerobic microorganisms

2.1.3  IJREML X B Dehalococcoides Fl Dehalobacter (PCE-TI1 256 %5 0. 36, 58, 72 #1179 d; TCE-T1-1 52
KRR A 0, 36 F140 d; TCE-T1-2 S 45 0. 34 F1 40

5T 168 rRNA K& K 4 318 1 J7 45 8 2 1 B 5%
Dehalococcoides 1 Dehalobacter £ i PCE #1 TCE Al 54
I A R O, AR WE 5T R qPCR 2 AR X 52 56

d; TCE-T1-3 52555 0., 34 186 d) il T B Jid i 1 78
R ity T ) PR DL A 7 4 0
TR B 35 K EL Dehalococcoides 11 3 K 5 U1 % 4%
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Es 45 4

7

REIR(E3), 450 ~79 d N2 miseHE, 35 196. 6
wmol PCE 5¢ 4= il & & ETH X — i3 72 , PCE-T1 5L 56 )il
B Dehalococcoides 1 16S rRNA 3 K $2 DU A M 7.3 %
10* copies'mL*l BEMEKAL.7x10° copies‘mLfl,
B 1 wmol CIHE AN 1. 7 x 10° copies. [AlFELL TCE Ay H,
T2 3 LIS 0 ~ 55 d B 28 f W e 4,
222.8 pmol TCE 5 4 it & £ ETH X — i 7 ,
Dehalococcoides ) 16S TRNA Ft P $& U1 %% M (3.2 +
0.5) X 10° copies*mL™" i FH# K F| (1.6 + 0. 4) x 10’
copies*mL™', FEBERT 1 pmol CITEE N (1.9 £ 0. 4) x 10°
copies. R &5 R 3k — 25 3E B |, Dehalococcoides & PCE
2 ETH 852 72 1) 380 i i 141 74

X F AN TF) K 3% KEX Dehalobacter W) 3 PR #5 D1 41

Z5 3 (181 3) , PCE-T1 S i F, 55 0 ~ 36 d B 98.3
pwmol PCE 52 4= it 2% 2 /4~ & It 1% cis-1, 2-DCE B ,
Dehalobacter 1 16S rRNA 3 A $ D1 % 5.0 x 10°
copies'mLfl W E 2.1 x 10 copies'mL’l CREBETR L
wmol CI"H& Jim 1.7 x 10 copies. s 36 ~ 72 d B
cis-1,2-DCE T It & % J& F & ETH B} , Dehalobacter
BN 2% 12 — 4E B 22 B Dehalobacter H 2% 5 M
TCE % cis-1,2-DCE % — i 72 9 i8 J5U it 5 . Ll TCE
HHLT AR 3 A S R 28 A AR 3k 222.8
pmol TCE HI%5 0 ~ 55 d, Dehalobacter 1] 16S rRNA &
R DUECM (1.5 £0.1) x 10° copies'mL’liJL/(@J
(4.2 +1.1) x 10’ copies'mL'l,-ﬁ*%ﬁﬂZ 1 pmol Cl 3t
(4.9 +0.1) x 10 copies.

IB]/d

(a) PCE-T1 & % @ .ﬂi 'T' Dehalococcoides ﬁ’ D&zhalobaqter Téﬁ E #’J_ J
Deha‘fo_wcu)ules 5Fﬂ .Dehaloﬁm ter AR W) HE A }% N %@"w s &g.-:gpf"rs
TCE Ter;&?"%FEEF 1,11 144 pmol TCE 45— u\%éﬁfﬁ E,T'

E 1x10 o » 2 1X10!
g PCE D : z b) TCE
5 1xaoo) @ - DZ,,Z,ZZZC;Z,' “ pcE — prn | £ ixaoof © TCE — ETH
3 ETH 15} ETH/cis-1, 2-DCE
g - 5 X0 TCE T
iE( 1X108 czsl 2DCE gé X105k
& ’ 7L
E[aq 1X10 % %10
X100 %1061
B 1 10i E 1 10i
g Ixe I £ 1xi0°f
g ot 2 1xi10t

IH]/d

li‘%m%ﬁ(”‘fﬂ: (_b) T'GF T141 T,CF 1-2 Fl TCE- T1- 35@@«&#1

FPCE-T1-3 S50 P 111, 4 ;Lmol‘TCE

d S5 djﬂ3’|‘i’9"iﬁﬁﬂﬁﬁ$ﬁ*lﬁﬂ{a ;ﬁfﬂ/m 1,2-DCE %% TCF-H - 1$H,

U’( SN cis-1 42 nca%%ig,ﬁ‘

i b m&%a% J v --;i / d ¢ "y
; h' if l._ &3 7[- r] ﬁ.‘i % x ;5'[ eﬁalococcntdes #n Dehalobacﬂer i % & # N J\ ﬁfl h.:'-_':';
~ - 4 f = Fig. 3  Gene dopyjnuﬂnbersl o lﬁ?zalococcmdes and Dehalobafter on.different culture, days -
' . R 4 o
7 I ,. 5 . N N e
2. 1I 4 4 Dehaﬂ‘ocaccomies R Y A '-Pf Dehalobacler & PCE & ETH X — i F2 3= 5 00 I < 5

o AR S 55 Samger W A5 T T
Wi B/ B0 1223 bp 5 734 bp K FERG KA RRIT A1
e A PHEAT 2 1398 bp #9 J B, #5230 16S rRNA &[4
T A 4 K, B3k B T Dehalococcoides 8 5E #% 11
16S rRNA 3L K JE %1 . EzBioCloud £ 3 )% T Blast 4%
MAERGEAEMCE4) Bon, AW E Kk
Dehalococcoides sp. LWT1 16S rRNA 5 Maymé -Gatell
SRR R SR AE T 4 8 A B 1 SUER R D, mecartyi
strain 195 165 rRNA B K A LUEE 15 100%.
2.1.5 A AL g IR IR A0 R A SEAR 2 e U S Y
i

T PRV 2 TCAE 0 R v 2 ) SR Y 22 i O A
HAEF MY B E 24 M4 B S R G . A BF5EIE
OHRB #4277 FUAH B AF 1T RE 4% 18 75 A L i A ) LA
P 3 5% AL AL R TR IRAS . AN, Ziv-EL S5
3% 1 Geobacter f1 Dehalococcoides & B M Rouzeau-
B 58 b Desulfitobacterium  Fl
Dehalococcoides & 7 7] ) Ji& fff PCE 1 TCE i J5 Il 5 0
ICE ETH™ . A< W 9% 45 3 3 B, Dehalococcoides Fll

pa

Szynalski

"] LLffi PCE Al TCE %ébﬁﬁﬁﬁ%ﬁ%% ETH, H
Dehalobacter A 2 5 PCE £ c¢is-1,2-DCE X — i £ 1Y
i I B Fﬁ% Dehalococcoides 1 H: 1 1 32 W 34 i
Dehalococcoides 1§ h F 09 L # W o, lig
Dehalobacter 7£ Ji5 #1235 24 H) M Dehalococcoides
JRK PCE 2 ETH %A~ 1 B2 35 22 00 B0 14 147 , Lai %5 0
Chen %57 [ F 58 HR L E B 13X — 8 . Dehalococcoides
F Dehalobacter Wi 35 4 7% 55 AL, IF HL78 HFh 72 B2
3R TE A BIL R AR 5 A E AT BIL B e A, DA T fiE
Dehalococcoides Fl Dehalobacter 34 [ A= 4, G A% & Pt
RS . E A o3 A I R B o 8] AR B A G AR 0k
TR AW 5 35 | S 3A BL g 1LY 58 4 i
B AL H AR BAT HRE X
2.2 AEW-1AEH B R TS QIR 1
VS 41.9 pmol ( 7K AH ¥ B2 FH i {5 h 418.7
pwmol* L) TCE % 525 Y-1. Y-2 1 Y-3 1, £ 52569
i TCE 32 8l [6) o o 6] 7249 eis-1,2-DCE . VCFITE
% ETHZh 825 il 5. 285 28 d TCE 34 i i 52 JE
T ETH, ™ ETH 54 (69. 2 9. 8) % , 5% 4= 14 Ji JIi 52 i
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Fig. 5 Dechlorination dynamics of bacteriophage W -1

in groundwater contaminated environments

FH(10.3+1.5) wmol+ (L-d)™".

Hood 27 IF 47 09 N I € %6, 0 &
Dehalococcoides B+ ZZ 144 KB-1™ff 1 200 pmol- L™
1) TCE 3 i 5 2 VC, SR &4k 54> H 450 f5 VC i
%0 & ETH. Schaefer 2" F| i SDC-9™ 18 B #4719 - 4E
SEEH 120 wmol- L' DCE £ 3t 62 d A E 2 MA R
ETH. iAW 5 o ) PRS00 A= 0 v A W -1 18647 1 7 FH
SEE R, 418.7 pmol- L7 1Y TCE £ 1 28 d 77 4= K
ETH, i 508 R A 4 F 1 77 KB-1™F1 SDC-9™ J2& Hr 4%
e . AR I S 0 AR R SR AR, W
WREE D A KRB0 | S5 0T il 0 S o A 1 15
Dehalococcoides sp. LWT1 4332 ¥ 5k 0 35 18 i, i 4
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