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B OE ARSI BRBAREF AT RERD AL e Y LRE A mY,
KB L7 ER & RALE A E A B, s 3R A M AEYHAITT HEAR., EREAA .8H
WRERIAREFEFE S g/L; Ao mE 6 g/L;5LERE 0.4 g/L; stk 10.2 g/L; st tm
B 20.6 g/L; RERHE 0.2 g/L, wB 4T, K2 30 d B1L, B84 4K 85. T1%, % R4
B AR 75. 69 %, COD 1A FAK, 74. 68 %0 , & BA i Yo o) B4 T 7] 4645 A 20 A3 K o 0 BBk L R

COD 14, 2+ # K 4L R B 47,
KW AL AR R IR AT B s B L
FhESEKS:Q 938.8

A F ARG KK T K H, REE Y
TR GEITE FF o DT 5 | R 98 288 R HL P 1 A ik
B B FBOKIR RV R AR T B, KA, 2
RHEAYREIET, WA IR hWiK k£, H
FHRES T AE W K K AR K 48 B 32 2 Lo BN L
B . A s K R R AR S A o A AR
YEFIRE 20 2 B 3 B 14 E B9, AT SR Bl B 2
KRB . PIBBIK— B ERK, B S R AEK IR E
BFRAL I Z T BEKFIAE 1 15 7K LA Kk A2 3 P O AR
WEFWRAHEA, E IR T #K s E IR, K
FEWIK B BT IRMEE WK I & B IR K E
Eke A EEY . BhE N B WKk E i Rk
7 B RR B 7 6 5 T8 990 A4 T L S BIF S, LA A5 B0 3 7K
HA W B B Z AR .

1 #EEFH*
L1 a5k

WK GRCE B R GORH B AR XA K WD 5 R R 2
FFFE LA A AR AL T AU E 7R T GRS
L ERBD . ZSBUKT L (Sb-6c HBRPHA R
ANFD . T EEIREE AR A O A 4 FLER T
MALATE ST R B T R 5 4 R E B R 5
F. WFEIEFHE e/ L) HENE LBEREE 0. T, A Ik 15
(NH,); SO, 0. 2; MgSO, « 7H; O 0.2; KH, PO, 1; 3 Jig
18 g;pH 7.2,

FE— BN X B AN, F A8, 818 N BANFLRS
Fo @ L FRMENFE T BAHR A,
s B B3 :2012—08—20

NXEFRIRFE A  XE4HS:1001—0009(2012)23—0135—04

L2 KEITE

L2.1 kLB EERmYE AR YR SO BERHR
43R B 15 K eIk 3 BE IO A A 2R T
FrEd Ot a4 LB L 1 L 2 3B SR
B, LAAZK HR A BB L B 8L COD {8 3 52 F8 A , B JR] —
ALK 3BT 7T AR 1 L =R AT A
HIAS IR 200 A R 2 AT 8 &/ L bR 4 2 g/Ls
FURRE 0. 4 g/ L;RALARE 10. 1 o/ Ls AL 20. 2 g/Ls
FUEFRE 0.6 g/ L, LIARNNGE A 7K S i, BRANEESH] 20 d
Ja 7330 R WA 7K A% TR A M E LR 20°C

L2.2 HEWEALHIERLK BRI RI\EMKKKR
i B BB, DURG 528 AT B O 2 HE 5 R iRAE Y
B A HR 3 MR BEHEAT Lag (37) IEACHL HL 5L KR, IEAZ IR

HHREAKFRE 1.
*1 EXXWEREAKE
Table 1 L5 (37) orthogonal experimental design
HR
K- A B C D E F i
WEFHTE Sbame  ILMmE MW 1 MLmE 2 AERE
/g+L71  /geL7l /geL7l /geL7l /geL71 /geL7!
1 8 2 0.2 0.1 0.2 0.2 1
2 10 4 0.4 0.2 0.4 0.4 2
3 12 6 0.6 0.3 0.6 0.6 3

1.3 HHWE

B B SR P T AR B0 T L R OK TR R
)00 B 3 T TR T A 5 A1 43 6 M B 1k ) (GBL1894-
8 RE » b Bl FH C /K B B A 00 S S R 4 40 e B B )
(GB 11893-8DI & , COD, FAC B 1[5 -1 4 FR 25 458 LY
W5 H(GB11892-89)M % ,
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2.1 WIKEAAE R R

HE 1 AR BINEE R 20 d DUE W &4 7K 40
BB ERL.COD LR, BT it i) 6 R X WK ¥4 A A
R BT AL B T, A R 2 JRAT A N B B AL BE O B
FLERAT BN B 2L BB 1 858 , b & 4l B8 X COD ¥4k
RENBUR 258 3 IR FR O E » XoF U 4% R A AL RE T
i B 2 FRUAF TR — LK B AL RE D R, ARTE AT Y

30 —
e
B R
Ecop

W e bR /mg L

C D E
AL RIS
B 1 #kaEEmmE
T A B AR ZFHAT 5 C Ot & 45 D FLER B E A AL 40
W L. MR 2;G. 3 E TR .

Fig.1 The bacteria screening for lake water

YA REE SR DA R ZEFAT 8 O 3, B 5 M B A Y
TR A B e bR A T ST .

2.2 HAWRIE L

2.2.1 IEARSCE DL COD HAE R L 7° IE A SLH I 2
GERVIRINE AN 20 d JF#FTIRE S5 R A% 2~4 Fr
No HIFE 2~4 WA, £ 1 S B EL S R X6 22 COD. &
R B E A 5 A8 K, 4% P 7R T L HPOR R 2R AT B A
A4 1 X597k 5 COD F s B B B 25, A
AT E N B BHER N B E , RN = H
N2 MR FER/DN 5 H & XL COD LR A
K/ NKIF R : A>D>C>F>B>E, B : 4 B 2E H kT
B> B 1> PR B > 908 R B > e A 40 > 1
FEYNEA 25 45 B 750 X e K A Bl 14 5% il K/NYR P R A>>
D>F>C>B>E, iR 7 Koop Fl K 115 H 38 B A B 511
HEHR ABCDEF, B AR EZEHFFE 8 o/L; A4l
B 6 g/L; ZLERTE 0. 4 g/ L; Ak 4uEs 10. 2 g/ L; ilfb 4058
20.6 g/L; 0 EFH 0.2 g/L. MR Kup (5 H & HH
BEHAAR R :ABCDEF B AR ZERIFFEE 8 g/L; ok
AN 6 g/ L; ZLBRE 0. 2 g/ L; AiNfb 4l 10. 2 g/L;fisfh
Y 20.6 g/L; 3B SR 0.2 g/L,

x2 SAEFMIL EXKWEMRSH
Table 2 Visual analysis for L5 (37 orthogonal experimental design

R SES COD Rk B

F5  AMEZFRFE BXAAE C LM DL 1  EmWaE2 FHAERNE R /mgeL~1  /mgeL~1 /mgeL1
1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 27.27 0.68 18. 30
2 1 2 2 2 2 2 2 27.94 0.69 18.75
3 1 3 3 3 3 3 3 24. 60 0.61 16. 50
4 2 1 1 2 2 3 3 21.05 0.52 14.12
5 2 2 2 3 3 1 1 18. 15 0.45 12.18
6 2 3 3 1 1 2 2 17.50 0.43 11.74
7 3 1 2 1 3 2 3 11. 65 0.29 7.81
8 3 2 3 2 1 3 1 11. 85 0. 29 7.96
9 3 3 1 3 2 1 2 11. 90 0. 30 7.99
10 1 1 3 3 2 2 1 8. 65 0.21 5. 80
11 1 2 1 1 3 3 2 12.76 0.32 8. 55
12 1 3 2 2 1 1 3 15.37 0. 38 10. 31
13 2 1 2 3 1 3 2 12.13 0. 30 8.13
14 2 2 3 1 2 1 3 12.73 0.32 8. 55
15 2 3 1 2 3 2 1 14. 22 0. 35 9. 55
16 3 1 3 2 3 1 2 12. 33 0.32 8. 28
17 3 2 1 3 1 2 3 8.55 0.21 5.70
18 3 3 2 1 2 3 1 10. 98 0.27 7.37

Kcon 19. 432 15.513 15. 958 15. 482 15. 445 16. 292 15. 187

Kcope 15. 963 15. 330 16. 037 17.127 15. 542 14. 752 15. 760

Kcops 11. 210 15.762 14. 610 13. 997 15. 618 15. 562 15. 658

Rcop 8. 222 0. 432 1. 427 3. 130 0.173 1. 540 0. 573

Kum 0. 482 0. 387 0. 397 0. 385 0. 382 0. 408 0. 375

Ko 0. 395 0. 380 0. 397 0. 425 0. 385 0. 363 0. 393

Kums 0. 280 0. 390 0. 363 0. 347 0. 390 0. 385 0. 388

Rum 0. 202 0.010 0. 034 0.078 0. 008 0. 045 0.018

Km 19. 432 15.513 15. 958 15. 482 15. 445 16. 292 15. 187

Kume 15. 963 15. 330 16. 037 17.127 15. 542 14. 752 15. 760

Kms 11. 210 15. 762 14. 610 13. 997 15. 618 15. 562 15. 658

Ry 8. 222 0. 432 1. 427 3. 130 0.173 1. 540 0. 573
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x3 EAEAEEX COD K& SRR MmIER LI H ESH
Table 3 Variance analysis of COD and total phosphorus
HAETERXE COD B0 Jr 225047 AL TN X BB R W 25 40 AT
HE Wz FHH H i Fit F I F18 BN Sk R 227 5 H i Fit F I F18 BN
A 204. 439 2 182. 047 19. 000 * A 0.123 2 123. 000 19. 000 x
B 0.563 2 0. 501 19. 000 B 0. 000 2 0. 000 19. 000
C 7.719 2 6. 874 19. 000 C 0. 004 2 4,000 19. 000
D 29.416 2 26. 194 19. 000 * D 0.018 2 18. 000 19. 000
E 0. 091 2 0. 081 19. 000 E 0. 000 2 0. 000 19. 000
F 7.121 2 6. 341 19. 000 F 0. 006 2 6. 000 19. 000
R 1.123 2 R 0.001 2
%1 SAWAEATAERN N
EXERWHESH 0.7t
- 06}
Table 4 Variance analysis for total nitrogen = 0s |
™ 0.
%  RETHEM  HmE Fit FisRfE B 504t
A 92. 058 2 189. 420 19. 000 * w037
02
B 0. 263 2 0. 541 19. 000 01t
C 3.432 2 7.062 19. 000 0
0 S 10 15 20 25 30
D 13.388 2 27. 547 19. 000 * .
E 0.045 2 0. 093 19. 000
F 3.268 2 6.724 19. 000 B2 SaHEHEHA D BRI
R 0. 486 2 Fig. 2 The effect of complex bacteria on total phosphorus in lake

2.2.2 BAEAMXTLE RABIZK R BB B A.COD A
Sl E T AR BRUR — AWK , e FAEN 1 L M =AM
WL AR AIEASSE /3 i 2 AR A EF, LR In
B K it BE L BRI EE R 20 d 5 4 00 R 8 K 45
TAE AR, T E R 20°C, G55k 5 fim . &xf Al
HL,2 PR AR B &R WK H i COD,
BB LCBAEMEEARR HMME, ABCGDEF &4
WAL T A BCD,EF, ,£& 3 iR IFAHZE AN K, K it
WaE E A REFIBINEAE R AR ZE R 8 g/Ls bR
Y 6 g/ L; FLERTE 0. 4 g/ L; A b4uEs 10. 2 g/L; ik 4n
B 20.6 g/L; BB IR 0.2 g/ L, BL & A BRI In 4 14
T WK H % COD # Xt B A& 75. 39 %0 , i B AH XoF & I
83.12% , i M FEAR 73. 40%

x5 RIESMEITEE
Table 5 Contrast in different conditions mg/L
P T COD B BE
poyiil 29. 87 0.77 19. 59
A1BsC: D2 EsFr 7.35 0.13 5.21
A1BsCi D2 EsFy 7.68 0.12 5.58

2.3 BAREFN BB R

T B LU B B A A I A R, )R 5 d e
WK RSB R 1 KSR AE 2 fis. hE 2 a4,
AR L E A B G IABIZK G 10 d P9k 5 F) R
Er BRI, 10~30 d Z 8], S8 & 8 BA K. H
R ARG 38 218, IR RN , 30 d Il & B R IR A
B4 0. 11 mg/L, S8 & M X AR 85. 71%, B X L
B2 A TR A TN TN REAS A 3550 ) ARG 7K HP OBl 25 B

2.4 BEAEFNERFERKEmR

R AE LLOTR 28 E R A BIK A, [BIFE 5 d
WK SRS E 1 WGERME 3 Fra. mE 3 A,
TERAE LB S HERRIMZAT WK PR SRS B
B 20 d GEFEAR, 2 5 REs 21,30 d 5 B A& B R IK,
BARAE T 4. 68 mg/ L, FEXFFEAR 75. 6994, R Y LI 2
B BT R R R A BAUCR BT

/mg-L!

B
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[ a)/d

B3 S8EF#APEENRM
Fig. 3 The effect of complex bacteria on total nitrogen in lake

2.5 HEAEHEFX COD W

P AE LB 2 A TR A BIK A, B FE 5 d I E
WKy CODME, 25 RN 4 B, B 4 AT, 7E
FEL B 2 & W B 44T, 1K g COD {78 Hi
20 d BRI, 4347 JEL IR g 6 1t B [R) P, B2 TR R
FBCREBT , B8 B E TR R , 20 d /5K H Ry COD
HEA /MEPEEREAZAKR,30 d F#IKHF R COD
(B A B ARME A 7. 30 mg/L, FARBINE & W& A L,
COD fEFEA& 74. 686 , B Infe £ LU 1) 52 & B8 57 B A5
A BIBEAR#IK H g COD fH.
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Fig. 4 The effect of complex bacteria on COD in lake
3 &it

KA B TR 5 R BB KRV B T R
SN KA A W 0 A S R PR R X K R Y A 1B
S AEFHRRAR AT AOAR BN ek K AR Y B 19, 38 3o X B K 1k
152 AL RE 7 P TR A 575 326 W7 R0, AR B 2 6L T X 9 K
HF AL RE ) B, H B T X WK i AL B B A AR TR
FEBEMVERT, LA Lo (37D IEAZ SR I AL E & W51 B
Ll P53 0 25 TR AR R AT L AR R 2E AT IR 8 ¢/ Lok G
R 6 g/ LsFLBRIA 0. 4 o/ L iAL4HTA 10. 2 g/ Ls i fb 4
W 20.6 g/LsFUEFRE 0.2 o/ LA T 1K &

30 d ¥rfk, M A BRI 85. 7195, A S BRI 75.69%,
COD fHF#AK 74. 680 , 2 B 1% LU Bl 52 & T 77 BB 4% 7R ALY
REAR T8 7K o i A4l 84 20, COD i, X 1 7K ¥ 4k 35 52
R4F,
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Study on Microorganismal Screening of Lake Water Purification

LIU Guo-jie,ZHU Hui-xia,SUN Jin-xu
(Department of Life and Science, Hengshui College, Hengshui, Hebei 053000)

Abstract: Taking Bacillus subtilis , Oligotrophic Bacteria , Nitri fying bacteria , Lactic acid bacteria and Photosynthetic

bacteria which had higher purification ability as materials, the screening of purification microorganisms in lake water were

studied,and the optimum proportion of the composite bacterial strains through orthogonal experiment. The results
showed that 8 g/L Bacillus subtilis ,6 g/L Photosynthetic bacteria ,0.4 g/L Lactic acid bacteria,0.2 g/L Nitrifying
bacteria No. 1,0.6 g/L Nitrifying bacteria No. 2,0. 2 g/L Oligotrophic Bacteria was the best proportioning. Under

these conditions, the results of lake water purification showed that total phosphorus, total nitrogen and COD decreased

85.71%,75.69% and 74.68% in 30 days,respectively. The composite bacterial strains could purify water obviously.

Key words: purity; Bacillus subtilis ; proportioning
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