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R, T T4 (DRD ) DRI-CW-MFC £%i%} Cu. Pb 1 Zn
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FesE BRI, DOC FEAIK 42.1%, FA & T 59.3%, HA B
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Study on the stabilization and heavy metal treatment

essessment of swine manure in CW-MFC

ABSTRACT

China is one of the largest pig-raising countries in the world,
and the pig industry is crucial to animal husbandry and economic
development. However, with the increase in the scale of pig farming, pig
manure production has increased dramatically. Although pig manure is
rich in organic matter and nutrients, it also contains harmful substances
such as heavy metals. Untreated or improperly handled will lead to
environmental pollution and affect the surrounding ecosystem. Therefore,
the stabilization of pig manure and heavy metal treatment are of great
significance. Commonly used heavy metal removal methods have
problems such as large dosage of chemicals and secondary pollution.
Although composting has advantages in the treatment of pig manure
organic matter, the treatment effect on heavy metals is limited.
Constructed wetland-microbial fuel cell (CW-MFC) combines the
advantages of constructed wetland and microbial fuel cell, and shows
good results in organic matter stabilization and heavy metal treatment. It
is an effective ecological treatment method for pollution. Therefore, it is
of great significance to apply the CW-MFC system to the stabilization
and heavy metal removal of pig manure, as well as the research on the
operation effect and influencing factors of the system, which can provide

a new way for pig manure treatment and resource treatment.
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In CW-MFC, filler and microbial community are the key
factors affecting the decontamination and power generation of the system.
Based on this, this study took pig manure as the research object, explored
the treatment effect of filler type on pig manure stabilization and heavy
metals, clarified the electricity generation performance of CW-MFC
treatment of pig manure system, and clarified the migration and
transformation of heavy metals in CW-MFC system. Through microbial
inoculation and analysis of CW-MFC system microbial community
structure and abundance changes, further clarify the system capacity and
heavy metal removal mechanism. The main research contents and results
are as follows :

(1) The CW-MFC system was constructed by using zeolite,
activated carbon, cinder and sponge iron, and the effects of different filler
types on the stabilization of pig manure and the removal of heavy metals
were investigated. The results showed that the DRI-CW-MFC system
filled with sponge iron (DRI) had the highest removal efficiency of Cu,
Pb and Zn, which were 56.9%, 39.5% and 69.1%, respectively. The
voltage output reached 337.4 mV, and the maximum power density was
1090.8 mW/m?, which was the best power generation performance. XPS
analysis showed that the enrichment of Cu, Pb and Zn was observed on
the cathode surface. In addition, the DRI-CW-MFC system promoted the
stabilization of pig manure, DOC decreased by 51.9%, FA content
decreased by 63.2%, while HA content increased slightly. The DRI-CW-
MFC system performed best in pig manure stabilization, heavy metal
removal and bioelectricity generation. Microbial community analysis
suggested that Ruminiclostridium, Saccharofermentans, Roseimarinus,
Haliangium, BBMC-4 and other genera played an important role in
strengthening the CW-MFC system to treat heavy metals in pig manure.

(2) The CW-MFC system was constructed by using the

\
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optimized sponge iron as the anode filler. The results showed that the
CW-MFC-1 system inoculated with Halobacillus sp.showed the best
electrical performance, with an output voltage of 366.9 mV and a
maximum power density of 950.3 mW/m?2. The removal rates of Cu, Pb
and Zn were 43.4%, 62.9% and 47.3%, respectively, which were better
than those of the system without microorganisms. In addition, the CW-
MFC-1 system also had the best stabilization effect on pig manure. DOC
decreased by 42.1%, FA content decreased by 59.3%, and HA increased
slightly, showing higher stability. Microbial community analysis
indicated that the Acetobacterium, Christensenellaceae R _ 7 group and
Macellibacteroides enriched in the CW-MFC-1 system inoculated with
Halobacillus sp.may play an important role in pig manure stabilization,
heavy metal removal and bioelectricity generation.

(3) The migration and transformation of heavy metals in pig
manure between CW-MFC-1 filler, plant, electrode and microorganism
were systematically analyzed under the optimum filler and the optimum
inoculation microorganism dosage, and the removal mechanism was
clarified. In the CW-MFC-1 system, the distribution ratios of Cu, Pb and
Zn in the substrate, electrode and plant showed obvious differences. The
substrate had a high adsorption effect on heavy metals, and the plants
mainly adsorbed heavy metals through the roots. XPS analysis showed
that heavy metals were bound to O and fixed on the cathode surface. In
addition, the CW-MFC system helps to transform heavy metals from
easy-to-migrate forms to stable forms. The results of high-throughput
sequencing showed that there were significant differences in the
microbial community structure in different parts of the CW-MFC system.
The removal of heavy metals may be due to the increase in the abundance
of dominant bacteria such as Dechloromonas, Pseudomonas,
Desulfobulbus, Clostridium_sensu_stricto_1, Proteiniphilum, Acidovorax

VI
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in different parts and the synergy between these dominant bacteria.
Microorganisms regulate microbial intracellular transport, chemotaxis
and antioxidant systems by participating in a variety of metabolic
processes and biological reactions. In addition, the efficient removal of
heavy metals in pig manure by CW-MFC system mainly involves the
adsorption of iron film on the root surface of plant roots, the chemical
reaction and electrochemical activity of the electrode, the chemical
adsorption on the surface of the filler, the microbial-mediated biosorption,

biocatalysis and biotransformation fixation.

KEY WORDS: Pig manure, CW-MFC, stabilization, filler,

microbial inoculation, heavy metal removal mechanism
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b5 R 25 K AN RAE K4, . W B E & MmN
SRAWIEK:, 3 7R E & @R KR . TR0 K R BE 2 TR ) 2 K
AR A, EHARBEAY, BTG AN . & KBRS IS AR
WA RAUER, 159 AN AT B2 b0 R 25 RN o 8 3692 BN ] R §
BULIRAK G PRI E SRS s, KRBT BTy R fa s . Rk
BORBUE M ik AL BRI M A S, DU O AR S RS ASH R

BRI, SRR Cul Pby Zn X MIME EESRE
TEER, DMSREERARE IR R A%, IREFES WA RN Bl T & &%
4R SR B, B R E AR E SR Rk R EE R
R (N . B (P (K FENURSEEFRCRD 3, B HEE R
DA & 3N D A E o B R S50 P AR Aty ok 1 - < S G ) R
WFCRI, 4 a 25002 o [ ARl 35 b B 4 R 1) 2 Bk R 2 — 1,

W I, BB FEANESE M Cuy Zn BB, KM H 0
WRARHES B EE. FIE%E Jensen ZBII 1998 £ 2014 45 i) xif it FH 4%
ST RSB RN, KPR Cu M Zn MR REWIN. Luo P
SR FER N EXT IR E AR H IR E SR DB, SRR, KU AR
Hg. Ni 1 Pb (5 43-85%, mMift&EIeffd Cd. Cu M1 Zn BN 7l & S E 2
55%. 69%F1 51%. Li “EUVRI, jififs#E 28 13%d Cu. Pb. Zn I Cd ik
FESY IR AN 118.3%. 54.9%. 57.6%A1 122.2%, [F)i 2140 5 4 J@ 48 i3
M E . 25 b, KR S AU/ DG sk HE SR E &, BEE
ABEMGEAR, AP 5P E SR S R BRI R IR, A S A, dbimxt
INCNIEIESeos A i

11.2. ES BRI IEGE
HREGBPMIEFEERS, FEAREERIEEE AR kPl 4
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WL R EH T E RGN AL —, MR S ESR
RSB SIS TE, MNimiG E 4B A OB H K. Zhang LU REH, 5
NaClO #Htt, NaNO2Xf Cu. Zn Al Ni LERFCR L, HaX Hgh S #hG i —
SEBIR . Chu SMARIRIZVEN Ltk Zn, Cd. Cu M BRI AT 50%. b2
RIGEBRAE TR B m . B, EWAER AR R4 P A
. RENFRIBFALHIELRUNE SRS I EAA —EXCR, HE
BRI G. Kk, fERBEIEE RN, NHAE S HA R
%, ORREEAR GRS A £ 8 AIAREYRE, REZEMLTE, 1
AR PR T E R LS BB R o

(2) YR

AR R — R R A CnEEIEEY)D kLR E SR A 8
25, HHERAERARRA, BAAR—RER S R A R ab E AR HEF, OF
— LR Y AW . R AMRHCEYBEE ) ZBREIEESE L. Wei
sl R BR AL B (sulfur-oxidizing bacteria) & 21 g 364 Wpiat B b
Y, w2 12d 32 LR E X FET Zne Mn H1 Cu #LBRZER 7 ik £
93%-97%- 96%-98% 48%-94%, Mk P 1Y) L <62 & Wl RE W RS e A7 £ T 3,
RERBRIC T HIEESRNAEYEN . ki, HE AR R E H (arbuscular
mycorrhizal fungi)™ . T & #l & % ( Paecilomyces lilacinus ) 181 | %
(Cunninghamella elegans) %50 AT DU i Ji A 5l 57 47 A= 8 R HR i ik 22
4 AT YLt NS g, — LG e A A R S T AR e g
T . Fax e P PR CE R S HE O B B A I B b, T DUIE I R T
WA 2 455 Je8 Sk /> LA A v v e 19T

(3) B FE

BT AR R H — A e 2 M (BT 5 E S8 K AEWRMER,
e 2 4 Ja8 ] e AE LR TN AR, AT FEAIC LA R B rh O PR 2 % o X 284 )
EPE R KL AUKMPRIANE A, AMUERH T HIEESRENRERE, R
AT FAE K P R 4 AR B AR, Chen 252058 5o 1) B PRS2 36 2 B, 2B

-2-
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R MAFAE KRB AR, XA HAAR RGN, EReW S5+
G B S R AR A BB A OB, 6 G IR L AR Rt A
BERW. Ye HRFEARFRFE OREA. WA WA FAE G N
(1. 2. 3 A1 5%) MEGREE, 457KV, 5%MHhax HIEREEE Cul
Zn. Cd. Pb IS IR el . S8 PSR, B R RS FT AR
Yo (CB) MKFEFRA DR (HB) RERS{EstfEFEh i) Cr. Cu. Pb Al Zn #fl
NEREMEBIEA, B HB A BN E SR 8 . BRI R
TET . O m . RIS, (HAETE G R 2 A PR P A AR e 4 ik
ERTrvES, CEATEAL B E A R U5 T RCR I — RO, (R AEAE 2 7 H
BRI RIS G 1) 8. DA K B GRas AT BOR AR G5 e B R A AR IR A TS, A
e AR R RS i} o
1.1.3. BEEMWREL

3 I Fa e AR P — R 5 A B 5 V00K R K ML TR 43 AR RN AL RO
SE AR AR A LB 24, AT R FERE R B (¥ ST s, [ IR e AR AR
A A R R . R e A AL B RT DA 36 T A AR A A
S AR, SR E R TR RICR A A, IR A NUE A A LR
RLEEY AR, D RURIR P, BRARIREE fiss. b, % 3sfe e sk s id 2
AL BERE Ik 58 3% 17 Ze PR RSB TS G, R RESR s IR 26, (e BE YR AL
R, RIVRIHETTAE, RN G R, X — R T IR & 8 755 1 7 #F
GREEREE, R, FHRAHMEGFGENANES.

W3 T0F AL AN BRI BRI 2 — R HERE R . (EHERE I R
JEFEE (HS) S VP HEAE T & A% O D R s 200 HE S 82 P A2 0o 7E T046 3
ANEAL R TP, B e O R s B A, Bl S E SR
(HMs) TEREE PRI, PRAKE 4 )8 6 SR8 1035 Y27, 75— B Lk
HeESE. Wu SRR R, Cu. Zn. Cd Al Pb 76 5 il il <+l 7%
(FV+T) AL T B8 RO e dF, 70 )ik #) 63.80% . 34.07% . 86.54% Al
45.14%. Chen “5IZ8R F G a8 U A8 SEFEAT i AS HE AL 2], HERRSS RS, /N2
FEFTAEM R (BC) BEckikAd¥m (BP) 43 WIBRAR T AR MIEE KK 12.04%.
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15.15%7#1 26.91%. 36.50%. Wen 25207 Fi HE AR B AR 2 8 355 Hh R B 11
PUEFOIFBEMLEE)E, 25RRY, FEIES Cu M Zn KEYFIH EERE B2
PSR JF A A AN, HEREA A R R Y.

EfFERNR, SRS FJE, Rete iR 2R i
T AIE R, S FAE AL A 7 v A R R LR T e, (R HE B o) 4 316 o 4 B 11
EBRAMR, ERAE. pH SEAM R AESCER, E& B EEE R KEN
Ar, HAY R IG EOOE I R . Rk, SRR R TR RS, LR
HRUEBEEROAESTFIONESE., N TEBHAEYRE R4 (CW-MFC)
AL T RIRE, AT DR R R DRI AE A o AR A AR AR R 1 [ B
Wk DB WL A B R B G SR BRI, DRI L B R B OR M R R RS

1.2. AL R RIE M (CW-MFC)
1.2.1. CW-MFC T{EJE18

AT (CW) =2 —MrBdth 3 SR8 N TAgid, it Fe i, gk
A AR IR KA EAT A0 B0, & Rl Ve R I AN AR P E T, 2
B, A ROR A AOK P E SR, S E SRS R RE A E . MY
JARHEE (MFC) 52— AR F S A= A 6 30 7 A 1 HEL T B A oK 2R rLBE AR 5
Ko FEAZRGET,  BIMRHLE 40 w0k A ML B A O 7 AT, i
G L RS BB, o 7E N AN BE AR AL 1] [ B, AT 7 A r gt B 32,

NTiE, JCHOREERA TRHAEAE T ERE EREFARRARME,
1M MFCs fEiz 47 i #2 v 75 ZEFH AR BRI A 3RS, X5 CW fRE IR AR
FALIE A RS A BB, CW-MFC IEZFIH T CW RARI AL R AH
FEERL AN B AL R T R, CW R JZ RIS MFC R, THUZ 4R
HIEAE N MFC [ 1A% 34 351

CW-MFC 4 i F AR s 8 3 R ool

PR -

(CH20) 1+ nH20 — nCO2 + 4ne” + 4nH"* (1-D

B -

4ne” + nO2 + 4nH" — 2nH0 (1-2)

=
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L4 CW RGAHLL, MFC BT CW-MFC H A7 S5 R 15U 0 Bt fide /e AT
JE AR B4 I

Electric Electric
Energy

Aerobic Zone

1- 1 CW-MFC 5 #R & 18
Fig.1- 1 Schematic diagram of CW-MFC principlel3l

1.2.2. CW-MFC 4 gE=2MmE &=

(1) HJf

CW-MFC F G2 —Fhf F AR V0 A B g I F = A s R IR, T 25
A A KRG RN 2 —, e n] AR e AR . B
FIBETE SRR, T MR B (R . T T CW-MFC FOSEDRE AT 49 5 LR R
AAEF MR T M B — R BT RS, 175 AR B E TR
A B,

B FLBR A . LR AN B Be S B AAAE — € 22 %, IR CW-MFC %
G EARYERE P A T ANF RS . Yakar ZEBVEL TV WA AT LS =R
JFiXT CW-MFC 5 3e¥ 2 Br A=l L RE I 2, BESC R, Mk A 1EA CW-
MFC 3R, RZixF COD. NHs'. NOsHl TP [ LERFH F, 435314 92.1%-.
93.2%. 81.1%#1 96.7%, H™rIEREF LA E] 1.0081+0.14 V. X FZ2 FON
A1 IR P 3R AR AE =38 e, A T DA 0 0 B A K A B o B IR
Chen Z5MOGb A7 M . W RLAIBURLIE R /Y CW-MFC R4t I 3RHEEAT LE
BT, SRR, A T IEER I RGN 2R BRI, FEAR AR
W T AR F B ok T 99% . Jiang U AT T kTR B ok T A 5T
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(RHD 1B N W BE ot I R B it s, 4 SRR A S Bki I i (TP) 2
PR LT 4 m 10-20%, ZAEFRFESE 4 10%. Dai HMHFFTRIL, —Mh
B ERRIERLY CW-MFC RGE7E Ab 3 /K A 0 A2 3 R I V0 B 5 T 2L A B 1
LR . Hou SUEIGEST T —FhiibRL N R, 4Bk (SD BRI A &
4t (e-SICW) , Z5HFEW, e-SICW FLLjk/D> NHs N R, sl 7R R
(NOs N+ B (TN) A1 TP Bk, TMe4nk R i M E LG |
JRAK G R ATRAE PR R, AR LR T CW-MFC RGETS R B4
A= B TSR B35

AN [0 L SO S MR A IR G L T TR SR, AT SO R G0 i
VI £ BR R B B e AR, Xiao SRR TR XA 4 4E (BF) A\ CWs
HVE N A DA SR A MR RE I 78, BFAUR I, W In BF B RA4RE T A A1
EBRBCR, KBS RV, BF-CW [ EEF (DHA) , JREF (UA) Al
BEIREE (PST) HVEMERT C-CW. BbAh, @&yt km, BF-CW Hik
IR =T C-CW, I H. BF-CW HY [RIFEVE 25 M X5 et 17 4 1O A8 1k
HAERMIKHT 7. Wang ZEHOR @ T PUAS LU R RS A 9810 A HE K CW-
MFC R4, &5 RRIFEFIEET I CW-MFC B4 m T Ak &G s (B-
IGATED AR £, RSN K EE (8.91 mwm?) .

(2) WA

WA BEVE RN CW-MFC RG e, YREFI = R AH B
W o AR AR T 225 ) T R 5% SRR W00 A WL 0T R B A e D0 AN ), R o 4 g e
T RATZ AN, SRIGINE Y E FRARIEN, A, TAEMIE R A I
JRo RN T AL A TE VAN (EABD FIH R, Mifidem MFC 7= AL
. 1E MFC R4, ARV B i B 7 AR I v A s 3 Fa Al b
AR E S5 M AN R P] RE S BUR TR M I 22 5, A 3 A% 328 1 0%
AER, B MFC [P~ PERE . Pelissari 25T R R0, 1OATEE FRA
P T U 25 PR AR B e, X R B RO MRS A 1 5 B T PEAE DG R
B SRR AT, HET B K R R AR AN T (o B BT 1 A B B AT 1D SRk
IR ER £, BT TR R AL R

R Z R R R B E I EVA (E CWs HR Y5 Y ) 2 Bkt 25 B AR I, &

-6-
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I AL 2520 CWs 19 R FRBCR A2 R e MR, AR bR A=l LLAS Bhig
HbAE A B A S B U R PR SRS e, B TR AT I G e i 52
(51521, Dai %5 B3 )\ & £ V5 U8 Hh 4 B9 3 Fh FHE [ % 4 B Paenibacillus
Hyphomicrobium 1 Ensifer i T145% CW-MFC [¥ERE, 25 1ERWH, RUEYRL
JEH CW-MFC R4 W& m T HEE. TP f1 COD MIEkR=, M T EMLE
CW-MFC R %t s 2.

(3) 1Y

T2 N LIRS MRk i ez — . MR AE 22 e B\ iR Hh
R R AL RLAVE FRAEIN, SR ALE MR M ANEIR,  [RE SAURE R
{12 2 B A7) e e AN Gt A= P AR 2, T 36 it el s 9 Hh dt 2 A R 0 B L 5
BVRfE 58 7 M 56 N8 ETEAIKAE BT CW-MFC R 00 & 8 IR /K A A A H
S, SRR, RANERGHLEBRICRELF, COD Ml NHs N EBRE5 L
| 88.07%1 75.02%, P44t Bk 715420 mV, i KINHREE 0.4136 Wim? .
Yang 25 BSIHF 5T R B, R 00 RN AE BE 5 1 5 CW-MFC X NH4™-N 1) % B
(66.2%) , JFEFRILEYH, RARIFHLN 25.14 mWim?, FRILZ 5F,
TR 250 W AL PO AN AR BRI A D5 T A VR 25 i —sE RS E R, B
A AL BEA s AR A K AGEYE, %A FHAED AR, e s &5
e AR

(4) AR R

HARAMELE MFC B C A, HHY R iy o s R e e lsl.
AR, X CW-MFC 2 Suify DRk anfr S8 44 BHAL RER A9 (SSM) B7
WRER (FND BB, Ik 1 8 4 J A S5 EAT T V2 IR FE AR 2 . Srivastava
SN LRI, CW-MFC R ZKARER . 77 e RN 3 fig e e M B e - B A e B
ML e FER TR o BB BB RIGF I AR A VEAN S it DRI Bic A1 R
UNRRES, BRAT B M S B FAE CW-MFC thff s o0, & @ pbkl, 4
SEACERGIK I L) =4 2 LG5, TR R L PR T ok e AR AR 280 A1 A2 BH B
ORI R0 02, 7E CW-MFC R4, B, BRI (B EE RS 2 — N
LA R A AR N, R PR = 8 1 AR RS,
SREMAG N XHFEHHAF]T CW-MFC R4 1K H,

-7-
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HI_EFTIE, 520 CW-MFC RGUIsfT A RIRE, HIXSP R A7 AR BLEY
Wi o Ferh SRR A RN, ERR A S RV B ERIERISE, th2 R
. AR EA, X CW-MFC Rigfr £ REE . AL, KHFHER
RUFIEJFNT CW-MFC B2 g A5 35 Je Ab P B 4 Ja RS2

1.2.3. CW-MFC 7EEME Y R

N LR EL it (CW-MFC) 454 7 AN IR AR Yo Rk) e it
HAR s, FEAL BTG Ge Py (Rl R Re 6 7= A L RE, 2 — P B IR AR A PR BER
64, fEi5 K A EEE. FHiefeoe b & 48 A H 77 T R IR B8 S, Mu %%
(S0 \ PE AL B B B4 /K 1Y) CW-MFC R G R I, e tESc M BT EE 10 cm.
BEKH Cr(VI)KEE 60 mg/L. COD £ 500 mg/L, AR /K I3 & 3
Ko EXFEMT, RGN EIIFREE L 458.2 mw/m3, Cr(VI)Fl COD 1
LBRE 55129 90.7%F1 92.5%. Wang S5O FH 1y A T - A P oR) Bt &5
Zn(I)EK, Z5REH, CW-MFC HE Zn(U)RILH B2 BR8E, WA
AR, Zn()BE AR 7 AR TR o A5 50 P i 0 it S
M TE BT B IR, J0H) T PR R AE I S R

Xl i S 8 i CW-MFC HFi5 U Zn A1 Ni 5 FR 5 1 BRI E
XFZn AN EBRECR L B RE I sE . 5K, [AEEN 12cm B R G060
Zn A1 Ni ERRBCREAF, 70 0% CW 17 1 64%4H1 26%, ILI CW-MFC R4
T e e YRR TR R i R TR 258 5 4y )5 31 513mV Al 50.76mW/m3.  Wang 256915
H CW-MFC R4 EfrisiET M EERE (Zn M N, BFERUERE R
(GAC) THYIAIK#HIF I CW-MFC 4% Zn F1 Ni R 5, WA
CW-MFC RGNS B 5 8 5 e I B4 B it 1 B4R =

1.3. IR BMNEXNMHRASE

1.3.1. fAREEX

mEFEER, EAEEBENAENRE, N PEERE, SEEMNRI A
B, RN RS B RS EYR, REFE I8 60 2% AL R Al
7 A S P R, AN BAA R B0 3 JRARFI AR ZS R GEE S R AN G
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Fo HATH M T EE B IR E b ik a s s oiie k. AR
%, BT TTIEIR AL A B AR AT & R 14T A sy, B A ikis e &
EEARAMERF RS, Bk, ®RMEBEETr . SO T E 15 3%
AL ER T B AT S BRI S BR i

CW-MFC DIH AR (U 4 14, FEAT HLAAS R M AN 2 < b 28 7 1 BAT X2
FES . EERMEY AR FEER, YR 2E R, [
I, AR i 1 A S e A ) DA fre i S (R B AN AL . X R ER S
AL PR T 908 e i TS JeAb B B RA SR O 1 —Fhma &b, I RREERO MR TR T 5

BT U, A HIUAFRTEE CW-MFC 248, HZH T &
HoE G AL BRRCR AN MR RE RS2, T S R, R M R AR R
A RIE RS B AL R AN R L E VR AR A o BEITXT R G AE Wt AT T ik 44k
HR AR A LI B8 K DU IR N B ) CW-MFC R 40, il
EMBEYIN CW-MFC R GrAbHE I b B g/ 1 L BRAAE, W) CW-MFC 4t
B E RO AW TS R 2SR E ALl e R AL AR A1 1R I A
o

1.3.2. AIRAR

HIAN A

(1) FRD#SETE CW-MFC AR 1 B B 4 s Ak B AL RE ¥ 5

R A TRV B AN AR B R CW-MFC R4, 3 HT
M IEORL X A% S R DOC . JB 5 0T« 5 B R RN A R 1) R Ak S gt 3 b E A )R
Cu. Pb. Zn [ BRBURFGAMREE S5 e, I Bk %% CW-MFC
KGR ThEB G kBRI, I B AR .

(2) FAEYIER RS F44E CW-MFC R 5E b K 25 4 A B K e A R

DAL HE B BR AR AR, HE CW-MFC 248, @i vtttk It
PAE] CW-MFC R4, WIMAAFEHERHAEY) CW-MFC RS AV & R
1, I AN [ B Pl i A At o 3 e e Ak O 36 R B G R 1 R BR O O g, A
Jit R G0 M R R

(3) JEFEHE BRI CW-MFC R G IR e AU S 25 BRALERAIT 5T

TEBAEIERL K @ B M B E BN, 5t RGUERL, Mk, SR

-9-
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AT EE RS R LS IS R 0 Hr AR Rk
LAY AT, [ B SE S AR AE CW-MFC 3Rl 4. AR B A i,
B 5 BRALEE

1.3.3. FiRE&Z

HFAECT-IFCH B2 (L R E & RALEBRBT A

A FHERE R b AR CV-MFC
|
| I | |
BH TR R BR

S— I I I | -
i i
: Rk BESRERE FERLMERE ER ) !
! i
i ettt et e e (== -rmmmd

Y

wEEEN
Y
Gt iy AT <
|
| | | |
g, | [t | [ttt [ttt

— I e I | -
[
i e BEE&RERE FERLMERE WML
!
i bt e Jmrmr e [mrmrmm———

Y

MRZETHEY. Hik. ER. BENSHEEE
BETESRNTBRAAREZRIH

BRALCV-MRCHT RS 2 AR E b B B & R AL B BUR A= dL b Al

K 1- 2 WA R B 28

Fig.1- 2 The research technical schematic.
-10 -
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F2E TRMBMERE

2.1 SKRERAL

2.1.1. LI R 57

Wi FU I Y 20 B S 58 B & AN 24 i 70 ) 51 T3k 2-1 Ak 2-2.
% 2- 1 I K&

Table 2- 1 Instruments and equipments.

P& =N

AP

KIGSEF M e BE T
SHTRT
R T
Tedlic A
A AR OHL
COD & fEH R

Velocity 14R Pro

A E (COD) PRI E (X

RH A
AT
BB
RABLBRAN BT

WEX-220A
Bsal24-cw
PHB-4
MIK-R9600

5B-1F (V8)
5B-3F (V8)
HYL-C
DNG-9101-2
KH-300DE
TOC-2000

AL R Hr A A AT BR 24 7]
LR RH AT IR A 7]
AR A A AR B AT PR 2 ]
BUHABHE S BRI
FRER USSR AH
AERUERE KRR FEAT R 2 7
AERUERE KRR FEAT R 2 7
KA TR AR SR B A IR A R
Ll =R A R A
E LR B S A S A PR A 7]
EHETEHT AT IR )

R 2- 2 SR P I 245 dh 517

Table 2- 2 Chemicals and reagents used in the experiment t.

2 44 R ali R
HNO3 AR o ] [ 245 4 A A TR A PR A
HCI AR o ] 1 245 4 A A TR PR A
HCIO4 AR o ] 1 24 4 A A S TR PR A
H2S04 AR, 95% o [ 244 Rk 2 R A IR A E)
CeH1206 AR o [ 244 Rk 2 R A R A E)
NH4CI AR o [ 244 b 2 R A IR A E)
KH2PO4 AR Hh [ [E 2454 A 2 R0 IR A A
CH3sCOOH AR i ] [ 24 8 A 2k 70 A PR A )
H20> AR H ] ] 24 4 A A A AT B
COD * i #E#4 D AL TR AR A R A A
COD * i #E#4 Eg AL TR AR A R A A
LB bR GR [ A 4w iR bt

-11 -
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2.1.2. SLIGYEE

SCIR K PR B S B UL X TR AET .
R 2- 3FEFEFEANE i

Table 2- 3 The basic properties of pig manure.

ER k DOC HS FA HA
& B EE (ng/kg) pH EXKE %)

Cu Pb Zn (mg/kg)  (mg/kg) (mg/kg) (mg/kg)

103.3+ 76.9+ 7519+ 94903+ 12198+ 7339+ 4858+
5.7 6.4 2.0 560.5 204 15.8 221

6.440.9 8713

2.1.3. SLIGHEY)

IR K E =, SRYRT W (R PH B &K 2 IR 28 58), FKEER
I, KB — R & H .
2.1.4. SLIGIER)

A PRI A« T R R T A Ak DU R SEORL N B AR SE R E A CW-
MFC, DYFhIERLS i T W . R R A 8 T n 26 2-4 Aw .

® 2- 4 TR
Table 2- 4 The basic properties of fillers.

HORL R kifz (mm) pH EER A (m2g)
A 4-8 8.54 9.84
TR 4-8 8.98 16.41
yLR0ES 4-8 8.22 4.35
HEHR 4-8 9.11 13.98

2.2. IR RN E A
2.2.1. FK BN zE

(1) COD #kJE €

K P W R 4y 6 OE EEVE (HIIT399-2007) Wb it 8 J (14 BH A% 7K A% 3347 Il
5E o

(2) pH i€

RO AN I pH KA @R pH it (pHB-4 &Y, Fi#gERD MiE.

-12-
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2.2.2. BEREWIEIENE

(L K¥EEH LR (DOC)

FREO.1 gIB 6k ok, 1% M8 (1g:30mL) A ELAF] 530 mLAk 255 17K 7E50
mLYERLE OB IR A . 7E200 rpm, 25 °CHI%ME N, KR & G R E T
WEIRIE 8 iR%24 h, J57E10000 rpm, 4 °CHIZAH: T B 0020 min, ¥ Ei&
W sE, HHid0.45 pmPERE . FASE HLER 2 4 (TOC-2000) &

(2) BJEHEREE (HS « BHEREE (FA) « RS E (HAD

EJEGERR (HS) WE: FREL 05 g RTHEM T 50 mL B0 H, A 10
mL BB IR S, TEIRG R FEA P IRY 30 min 5EE 14 h (REEIHITE 20°C

KA, ZJEHE.08 L 8000 r/min #5#E B0 10 min. H 0.45 pm JEARHEATIE
PRGN S A HUBR 23 A4S rh 00 5 i L e 75

BEREGE (FA) ME: W5 mL fFIET 50 mL Bk, 7 s ol
P OL NI IN HNOsA# pH E A2 1 247, 80 °Chi# 30 min B
SEATERE, HELR. 5 2 d e kBRI T I IE, A 0.01 mol £7!
HNOs iR TR B 2 I8RO0, H 0.45 pum JERR LR 5 N SA HLER 70
PrXENE S RS &

SRR CHAD 52 AR W0 Hh P FE e T R e L % o 1) 22 (L v B o R

A
=]

B

HA = HS — FA (2-1)

2.2.3. tEIEIRNE

(L HEDEYE NI E

ReAEIRE i B TIRK g BERR e vb, fE 80°Cox M Mt TE1EE, 7 7l#x
HUBE T IR AR AR AN 25 i 2B

(2) EVE% A% (BCF)

AW E R AR BGEVEIN e m AR R E B R, B R REOK,
VLRI 1Z e R I s SRR s, H A r

BCF:ES—"%m (2-2)

S

-13-
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H, Conoovroot: TEAIM L EB/AR M E & )8 5 &, malkg: cs: ERKFEFPRE
e EE, mo/kg.

(3) Hiz R4 (TP

Feiz A K] LRI P AR B 1) 2=t e A g IR I RETT,  RERS MR DR
D08 L0 i1 W 5 2 P A o R LW R /A W

C

TF ==t (2-3)
CrOOt
A, Csnoot: MM LI E SRS &, mg/kg; Croot: HEYREE SR &

=, mg/kg.
(4) MREFERHE (IP-Fe)

K FH 3% T R B - e TR A - L B IR AN $2 B (sodium dithionite-citrate-
bicarbonate, DCB %) e K& &0, R 5 F AR 1R/K I S g J5 F e 4t
BT RISy FHBIRZ 1 em K, 1 g ERIFEM, TN 50 mL B0,
S BIMAATRE TR, BRIREANFE R (RER 1ERIRIGK, #2515
BT EHRESRGHL LR 3 ho K IRIUTERIR R 28 7K ehde, JRR IR &
F) 50 mL AEMPER, RAE BB ES AbatmA o ricisa ma
A, WFX-220A) e REGR+ Fe. Cu. Pb . Zn &

224 EERBMEMNTS

(1) KFEHESEE S EINE
I 10 mL /KFEF 25 mL EL %, I 5 mL HNOs, #3575 & K 4R
Hr 121°CYH AR 30 min, SE4VAE1)E A 0.45 pm S8 5 R A IR TR I 4 6 6
V200 8 T RS )
(2) HFEHESEE TR T
KAt 3 E T1E 65°C, &id 24 /M BT 0.2 g #£dh, 5 10 mL K.
5 mL =& IR LK 2 mLIRERERIE A, 7E 185 Fl 205 °C R /Al H#EAT 3 /NEF Al 7 /)
I AR, AR 0.45 um FPEREHEATHIDE . KIEBE RS 50 mL, AKX
FH 7 WA 516 016 B V0 Y0 e P 2 < R e 5
(3) LT B 48 2 =
BT IR B ok oK, B 0.2 g £ 5, 5 10 mL F/K. 5 mL = &R B

-14 -
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Jo 2 mLIRERIRIE &, fE 185 A1 205 & IR T 70 I HEAT 3 h AL 7 h (13K fg, 44D
JGH 0.45 pm FUEMEBEATHIE . FHIEHUERE 50 mL, SRJERAE Bt
JGEEEIE R R M G R A A

(4) FAR R B 2 2 1 0 s

HAR BT 5 BE OB AR, FREL 0.20 g Bl . JE K] 55 5 A i AL 7] (07 i
IR 4 W & Ty 92

(5) MY E SR & =IE

TR R A AT SR R, 3 AIFRE 0.20 g #Edh, JERAH 55
JSRORE it R T £ 0 A R < 0 v

(6) HEBWEILAEN T

S e rh G R A0 2R 25 R F B0t BCR LR FRBGE AT I 5E o

(7 EEJBN AT

BH AR T 76 3 I AL 4 2 R B A SR TS TE I X S 2R TREVE (XPS, AXIS
NOVA, Shimadzu, HZA) T TRAE: MK T A SR AR T 2
B (SEM, JSM-7500F, JEOL, HZA) #HTHERIE.

2.2.5. BUFE D HEHR

(1 HAE5HR
F RGN S B AL TR (MIK-R9600) #EA7 M FFic 3%, R 48 KK
OB AT T HERAS B LA
1=V /R, (2-4)
A, 1 BHR, mA; Ve RGHIHEE, mV: Re: SMEHFE, [
SEN 1000 Q.
(2) ThEEHE
Ty 2285 P A 10 2 S A AR B B TR AR ML = AR R Th 28 . ARHF 7R A ek
AR AT UH R S . R AR R
l, =V /R, (2-5)
P, =U2/V,R (2-6)
Af, la: AR, mAmM?; Va: FCAE AR, m?. U HEgH

-15-
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JE, Vi Pa: MR, mW/m?; R: HERHEE, Q

(3) Mhefuhzk

Ak il 2t ATl MFC YERE I SCHE T-Be . A Feid I A2 25 0B D7 kil
SERA L, RIERERSE G, @ SR AN E A (Re=100-10000)
PLERAFIRAG T2, AT 7~ 12 2R GE i N BELAN = FL PR

2.2.6. ED AT

I3 PIAE SR AL SEg M A I B M SR IR 250K f5, YeE CW-MFCs B
JEI AN CW A IEDRIAE i, R P e 308 2 U 7 AR 23 AT 22 Gt P A A 9 5 A P g
LS o I HAE AL B 3 o B S U TH R I AE ) CW-MFL 248 (HYI K
BART, EMRIEIEE A 15 em, FEFUNIESREL, RN Halobacillus sp.) K
N RGN FFAL AR AN R, NRGENAFFAL R, [
PeBES . PR R BHTHRE, $REUVAEYIMA DNA, k% b REY)
FHEARAR (RE R AT &m0 4.
T E B R AR R fd A 3 DNA R & E.ZN.A® (Omega Bio-
tek, Norcross, GA, U.S.) #REUFEAFHIFAEYA LS DNA. GHEHER GBI FT
SKH] 16s rRNA 4 K@ 514 341F 5°- CCTAYGGGRBGCASCAG-3’ and 806R
5’- GGACTACNNGGGTATCTAAT-3" i#4T7 PCR ¥4 (16S rDNAV3-V4) ,
MERNT G S EA 8 IERE I H X A . 1+ 20 pl (9 PCR S
K%, WF: 4 pl i 5x FastPfu Buffer, 2 pL ) 25 mM dNTPs, L RiE5I%
0.8 uL (5uM) , 0.4 pL K FastPfu Polymerase, LAK 10 ng ## DNA. PCR
SLIREF NS - 95 °C F#kAT 5 704k £ 95 °C T AT 30 #F, 7E 55 °C T #EAT
30 #F, 7E 72 °C THHT 45 Fp, LR =IBIRBEAT 28 MEHS, )5 72 °C fREF 10
g TGRS 2%BE IR B LUK S K AxyPrep DNA Gel Extraction Kit
( Axygen Biosciences, Union City, CA, U.S.) 7l &idt4r4itk. fi
NEXTFLEXe Rapid DNA-Seq Kit & i g T SCFEME, FXEAHE, F
F Nlumina 2 =] ) Miseq PE300 1~ & 34T EALINT . W7 5% IR AR 1) fastq S
i FLASH T & AT 3B B AL P 51, IR B AR [RIECE (17 51 5K LU R
TR VDRI 4540 {8 F UPARSE #1 4%, R4 97%IAHLRE XS FP 41 24T OTU
%%, FH RDP 43 KEEXEA OTU RETFIIMATYF . HERER,

-16-
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VIR CW-MFC A% 3% 85 4 Ja b 2 v BH AR A A 40 140 e 45 3R 43 0l LB S 5
SUB14284496. SUB14365547 {45 ff NCBI GenBank H*, i CW-MFC-1 1k & th
AS[E AT )k A il s 45 3R DL 555 SUB 14365809 43 74£ NCBI GenBank .

2.2.7. BB A E

K M Originpro2018 %t 1 2 17 % 48 4b ¥ A1 7 #r . L 4h, & A H
Avantage5.948 Xt XPS Hie it 1T 1 g &, M T EEEINh &t

-17 -
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H3E FRIEP I EIEE CW-MFC hEEEL R ELBALIEN

REWSS

HORL R N TR A= R i (CW-MFC) FRg BT MR R 2 —
(32, HALBRAE . HRTAR . ORI/ TR B P B S5 RF M 3 22 5 CW-
MFC XG4t B RE . AW FCRM, £ CW-MFC A R4t , A FIRE
XS G R BL R R A e 2 e R A R, B N IR A A A
AT A S R S8, W FUAN R SFORDA 3 2 iR e A0 2 e L < Jm ) AR B A0CR
ARG REMI SN A B2 A BRI SE R

N, ARWFFCCR A A SRR BREMEAS Y CW-MFC Rk
JZ, VAR ST Je Re e A0 S E < e 0 25 BRBRE RS2, 07 30 H e £R 3H
Bl @i XPS 7 itk EE & RN, IR i IE &I 0t B AR = 4
BRI A5, BRE S b B (1 R FRLEE .

3.1 LRI TS RAEIEST
3.1.1. CW-MFC 24 ESIEMEEN

KHZAEN 10 L MRFBRE CW-MFC 248, Rl ERKZ 3cm 1)
BRAE Chifeh 2-4cm) « 8cm FIERZE (KR A 5-8 mm, Zr oA TstE
R BEEAEAYD © 3 cm PR E CRifgA 0.1-1 mm) 1 5 cm HHEE, H
KBRS 3 eme FHARA T-RAS A, FAkAIEESS Y 15 cm, FHARAIBI#E
T BRLE A £R AN 1000 Q f 40 L BELR BV A T

REWHE T 44 CW-MFC R4, lLhihfr . WEVER . BB AL
FHMKJZE, 28 0dr 4N ZEO-CW-MFC. GAC-CW-MFC. COA-CW-MFC Al
DRI-CW-MFC. [F]if 44 DL 48 A B ZE 1 CW RGAE 90|, A4 DRI-
CW. fR4MFH B ORGP B ST, ik 0 ) K =, T
YR 2l — MK, BUEROIRGL R 4F BRSO —Bia ), K55 E
ARG RS, DA E R G .

-18-
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@) ‘ (b)

g A
/' 1\ X
R

pig dung layer

Vo

O, ) LT g
resistor ‘o Kanede layers
% : :

] 3-1CW-MFC R4UrERK (a) 5 FBSEEISIE ()
Fig.3- 1 CW-MFC system schematic (a); Anode filler physical diagram (b)

3.1.2. RBEWEBITE R

P PR A JE I T AR S K R BT s Ve e B S RS AR B SR T
;B 60 mL 5 e EIEWCT P, RIAREL 1 g CeH1206+ 0.15 g NHCI A
0.03 g KH2PO4 ¥ f# T 10 mL 4K, Rz SR & A VI & =, 7%
MNAE TR R AE 37°CHT 120 r/min #5644 MEIRRH 2 do CW-MFC £ ][],
o JE P o 5 e 38 BH AR P SR I R E N, B SR S e — VOB IR 1R
ot SO TR0 2 P s, AR L T 2R E 5 AR AR ) 1 SR I Al

W AEEE JEI TS A X IR T RYikE)E, MBI BT IR, fr
mth R EEET 8 em I 1k SEES R FE Fhoor R Sk b F R 2R AT SRR RN, FFRFRH
WA P AT ECRE, MSER] . BHAR pH AIFHAR COD, f&3srh B & JE ik B
SRR, SCB0EE RS R SR T B T E 4R .

3.2. ERE5 5
3.2.1. EERIX CW-MFC B4} pH #1 COD BY%2H

3-2 R T CW-MFC F1 CW R&GF . FHIK pH fESLid b A2 fk . Bl
BT, BIFAKL pH 332 EAES, BSLIE R, Fra RE0RET pH
FesE A 7.17-7.78 211 (& 3-2a) « MFC [BAM RS RER T, [FIRHZE i A
FHARA ML RER YR T80 7 RGN pH EIARALTS 7, Bk, 7emdk
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AT, B AGHR AT DU 5T AV AE, A AT s R B A 5 A
BAAR Y BB AR, AESIBRPEPREE N, BHAR b A S B L AT DA S8 57 ) 7 4
WP, TR 17 AR I, 3R 1 AR S 7 e A B s R A5
b et 7 IREABAEI R E K

(a) (b)
9.0 9.0
= ()= DRI-CW =[] = DRI-CW
85F —a—zEoCwWMEFC 85F —a—rrocwMFC
—8— GAC-CW -MFC = CAC-CW-MFC
8.0 b ——coacwirc 8.0 F ——coscwmrc
e DRT-CW-MFC
= 7.5
=9
o 7.0
=
=}
% 6.5
“ 60
55F
5.0 5.0 |
4.5 L L 1 1 1 1 1 L L L L L 1 1 4.5 L L L L L 1 1 1 1 L L L L L
0 4 8 12 16 20 24 28 32 36 40 44 48 52 0 4 8 12 16 20 24 28 32 36 40 44 48 52
Time (d) Time (d)

3-2 RGN pH RS (I pH () : FHf pH (b) D
Fig.3- 2 Trend of electrode pH variation in the system (Cathode pH (a);Anode pH (b))
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Fig.3- 3 Trend of COD variation in the system
RIEE 3-3 fian, HERBINAIT A CW-MFC RG R4 F & iR, S
WA Py 0-6 d) REFENIEIRIIMAN, RGANE) R LS 26
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7&, fE DRI-CW-MFC R4 ME S| /s COD k% (iLF] 49%) , X
T HAL RS X ATAERZ N DRI-CW-MFC & 45 i 77 F e 1 s 1 s v, 60
A E M R (EE . A, 5 CW RGHEL, CW-MFC 5 T R4t
X COD 2 BR3, Ui MFC I 5I NMEZE T RGAT A5 fE. CW-MFC
VA4 ] 1) BRI FT LABIGER B AR I e #e A B TR i i A B I8 (s P A 2
FEME, (A ML R -

3.2.2. R CW-MFC F=E 14 BE RS2

(D fr s

CW-MFCs i I Il 3-4a flrs . fEAEW (30d) W, % RGHH HEk
Y RO R M b gs, 25-30d ik Flde ., ZEO-CW-MFC. GAC-CW-
MFC. COA-CW-MFC #1 DRI-CW-MFC [ JE 4> 7liA %] 652.8 . 708.2. 673.8
A 5327 mV, RPN E T ORI E ™~ BE, TR T R AR . e
30d B, BEEREIEMIN, PO BB A AE K SZ B T HI, CW-MFCs & Suffi
HUEH I R RIS, 7E 5d G TH0E. Hd, DRI-CW-MFC [ KHUE N
337.4 mV, XfFaE T4kt Al DURSHE Fe? DU BE R G LT H4%,  Mf
W MFC 1ITERE, BEAME R R F MR RE A BT 7= B M i B A A D8
GAC-CW-MFC £ 5E W J5 R Rr die e R i 1 PEL R, ZERE N SESRN S IR T DRI-
CW-MFC. It4h ZEO-CW-MFC AT HPEANT COA-CW-MFC IR EL R AR °] fE
RESHXPIAN ARG RS —EBRAER . WK 3-4b AT EH, BT AL,
DRI-CW-MFC I Z25 FESEIGTN, 78 5 8 H i 8 152 A 38 o i P24

ANFSERHE) CW-MFC R 4511 A BE AT B K D)3 % FE ] 3-5 iz, DRI-CW-
MFC WERHA 304.8 Q, R KIJFE N 1090.8 mW/m?, 4G S A F A 1
ft. ZEO-CW-MFC, GAC-CW-MFC FI COA-CW-MFC [ BH 458 384.1.
353.9. 464.2 Q, FAINRHEESYHHN 1029, 196.3. 63.4 mW/m?, e fb2EE:
REAH LL AR IR R, RIEETIN CW-MFC RG0H) f b M Re =4k
TR,
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Fig.3- 4 The output voltage (a), power density curve and polarization curve (b) of CW-MFC

system with different fillers were measured.
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Fig.3- 5 Maximum power density and internal resistance of CW-MFC systems with different

fillers

3.2.3. HERI 3 CW-MFC FriEZEfa E L rI S

WA ARG S AT B I 0 N BN R E AT AL, RIS BRI

HR i A P R AT A

(DOC) . JE¥EFm (HS) , MHELS. X

SR b T LLER G PG 261

B, N BEACH) AR S AR SR AR 2K PR
(1) DOC 7354k,
DOC &AM CLE BRI BN Fix, 7 LU EE. Bl 3-6 1)
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DAE % R4 4 1) DOC & BRESLi SfA 2 BT TREES, 1E5 8-22d k3%
%, DRI-CW. ZEO-CW-MFC. GAC-CW-MFC. COA-CW-MFC fl DRI-CW-
MFC ) DOM & & 4% 10920.0. 11860.0. 11860.3. 10682.1 1 10500.4
mg/kg, RS HTH CW-MFC KRG HMAEI AR, TBKER )
FRAEBI Ny THBW,  DOC S &I . 55 il iKW 5 bk i #E
Ja, ERMPFI G, DOC &R L. SLIRL R, % 5% DOC
3 AN 5970.5. 6407.2. 5004.7. 6318.1 A1 4902.6 mg/kg, H:+' DRI-CW-MFC
ARG DOC BRI IFL T 51.9%, Lk DRI-CW R4 LR E 11.5%, B
DRI-CW-MFC A F| T4 e ME e . PIRER B T 4R PR AE G FE A0 B A v (2 ik
TANUEYR KRR AT, Hk, WPt n] LR AR R NPT, (Rt
VOB FIAE S, R S T LA I el AN AR E A AR

13000

12000 -

11000

10000 -

=
4
S 9000 |
£
O 8000 |-
(@]
a)
7000 |
—e— ZEO-CW-MFC \
6000 - ——GAC-CW-MFC = ¥
—v— COA-CW-MFC
5000 |- DRI-CW-MFC ¥

T ad s w20 a0 s
Time (d)
[ 3- 6 Ak CW-MFC %4t DOC {2816

Fig.3- 6 Variation of Dissolved Organic Carbon (DOC) in CW-MFC systems with different fillers

(2) HSHH I & &

HS &% AR (HA) FIE 1R (FA) BRNCHARERR, sui6h & R4
HS &Eafd 2 TS (K 3-7a) , X5%GRTHIHTE—88. HS i) T FrEsE
BoHT 8d FouRIZY, MLkl FA BRI TRE, W FA SR YIRIREEY)
i, SEHS SR . 14d J5, AEIETEREAR, X HS fUEFERECD, RS
HS TR IR LE . LI L5, DRI-CW. ZEO-CE-MFC. GAC-CW-MFC,

COA-CW-MFC #lI DRI-CW-MFC ] HS & =4 %~ 825.1. 827.3. 807.3.
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807.5. 789.2 mg/kg, DRI-CW-MFC #%tl#) HS &8 E KT HM RS, XraiR
K4 DRI-CW-MFC R 48 FifF 4k i LL R AR, AR IR o (A K 2 1,
e T RGN EMREEE, (23T HA BIERG 17 FA B AERUE IR 50
RE, SEIGE RFE, W HS &8 BT .

MR RI, AU ARSI =4 FA, RJ5 R &R E R HAML,
HA AHXT T FA o F R, BAWNSRIEIEERE )y, ReO% o LI /e,
Kl 3-7b B, HA BRE EFHES, 5256 53d I, &4 HA &850 7T
35.3%. 30.3%. 40.1%. 27.8%#1 42.6%, ik BH F 4n R0 1 R A 3 s 48
REMEIN HA &5, $EmEsfae (e, Bt AU o w3 .

(a) (b)
1400 700
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— = 500 F
g 2
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40F . pRICW-MFC
200 L—t N N N N N N N 200 b—t N N N N N N N
od 4d 8d 14d 22d 30d 42d 52d od 4d 8d 14d 22d 30d 42d 52d
(c) Time (d) (d) Time (d)
1000 18
—— DRI-CW
16} —2ze0cw-mrc
: —— GAC-CW-MFC
—— COA-CW-MFC
800 b 14}  —DRICW-MFC
12}
C)
< 600
< T 10}
E <
I
E 0.8
400
—— DRI-CW 0.6
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200k —— DRI-CW-MFC
0.2F
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od 4d 8d 14d 22d 30d 42d 52d od 4d 8d 14d 22d 30d 42d 52d
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K 3- 7 AR CW-MFC R4 HS (a) « HA (b) . FA (¢) « HAHF (d) 78k
Fig.3- 7 Trends of HS(a), HA(b), FA(c) and HA/HF(d) in CW-MFC systems with different fillers

FA J& HS FAXS izl AT AR A7, BE A N E Y Re R .
M 3-7c W&, 5 HAMK, FA SEEEETREES. TRy, FAEN
HS f—#7, AT HA > F&EEUDN, 5 THEYAR, BE SR, o
FHAE B A P 1) e 8 o s A O B R E 1 HABY . s286 2500, DRI-CW

-24-



74 GREIN 2R S VAT

ZEO-CE-MFC. GAC-CW-MFC. COA-CW-MFC. DRI-CW-MFC FA & &4
B% 54.1%. 60.4%. 60.0%. 48.0%. 63.2%.

BHE L (HAIFA) W DUHE/RIEFHIR MG R, WS LU R B/~ 7+ FA
BHTEEAR KT HA, HS [ 2 e, 1] 3-7d A s LU BL, Bl
FHIIHAT, SR WG N, SEISE RS IR Bl KM, P DRI-CW-
MFC FJ & LA S T 1.69, U RGHHEIECAXEITE . WALk BEAAN R
SEINRGE R & B, (ARG TR AR R AR, R FA ] HA 1 il A
W, TERLT 2 HA, IE 18300 AL R .

3.2.4. IR CW-MFC &M IBMEERE S BN

a)
90

Cu Removal (%)

(b))
%0

Pb Removal (%)

Zn Removal (%)

Kl 3-8 AR RGN HE/AERRE (Cu (@) « Pb (b) + Zn (¢ )
Fig.3- 8 Removal efficiency of heavy metals by different systems (Cu(a). Pb(b). Zn(c))

K 3-8 NAFIEHY CW-MFC RZi0 )@ L kk%, MW A, GAC-
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CW-MFC R4t%) Cu. Pb 1 Zn K EBRZ5 5179 54.0%. 35.9%AM1 64.3%. A HE
7 BT iE PR RN B A B T R T S AR . 1 DRI-CW-MFC &4i%F Cu, Pb
A Zn (5B 56.9%. 39.5%F1 69.1%, Lt GAC-CW-MFC R4tk
HoralEt 2.9%, 3.6%F 4.8%, AL S, DRI-CW-MFC 4% HE 4R
RO R T H A=A RS, X R B T4k s LR AR MFC R
GERAM IR JFEAE 45 . Ik4h, DRI-CW-MFC R4 E &R ERRYE T
CW %%, iEH MFC BRI LAt CW T 8 43 8 1 25 B

3.25. BEELEE CW-MFC BT HIE &

10pm

] 3- 9 ik Es SEM ElE (a) FISEIGZE A S DRI-CW-MFC B H) SEM Elf& (b) ; C
(¢) + Cu (d) . Zn (e) . Pb (f) Mapping F1%
Fig.3- 9 SEM images of carbon felt (a) and SEM image of the DRI-CW-MFC cathode after the
experiment (b); Mapping images of C (c), Cu (d), Zn (e), Pb ()
DRI-CW-MFC X} 545 J& I L BRJCR & T HAh 248, Jytx) DRI-CW-MFC
HIBIBEHEAT T RAE. 458 39 fik. A SEM E{% (& 3-9(a-b)) WA
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M, SSIAT B IAH L, IR A OUE VI, AR TE K S A 45
o, HEMI AT RE S BT R EhE BRI & SR DTTE 8. 183 Mapping BI& %
B C 2Rt TP I E &S (B 3-9¢) IR tHEE—BAE 7 Cu. Zn Al Pb B K
EAEELYE BT A (B 3-9(d-f))

(a)

Cu

Intensity (a.u.)

230 035 240 945 950 955
Binding Energy (E)

(c) (d)

Pb In
’/Zﬂ 23
10218
T Pb 4f,, 3
H \ o, H
e / g
i 138.7 2
E 1436 g
= H
-
L . L L 2 L L L N
136 140 144 148 1020 1025 1030 1035 1040 1045 1050
Binding Energy (E) Binding Energy (E)

3- 10 L5645 H 5 DRI-CW-MFC B[] XPS 4=t/ (a) A1 Cu (b) , Pb (b) , Zn
(b) MK
Fig.3- 10 XPS full spectrum (a) and fine spectra of Cu(b), Pb(b), Zn(b) of the DRI-CW-MFC

cathode after the experiment

DRI-CW-MFC Bt 1H # 4 & AL 2 a8 5 IR AaicRs 0 te an &l 3-10a fir
ZNo {E 285, 398 Fil 531 eV Abar i 2] 3 BB 5351y C 1s. N 1s F1 O 1s Ui,
IR G I O 1s Wi fEEm, W Re R B NIRRT IS, =4
JE T RS AR AT RN, TE B AR R T B B A 4 28 45 4 W i 7 B A
EMEE. £ DRI-CW-MFC (¥R 4hiE (& 3-100) F el LLAE R, Cu 2puwe
A Cu 2pa LA REZ M 953 eV Al 935 eV, Cu 2p IPIANGE G REIZE RN
18eV, XL MK L Cu AA+2 MNAE, $i8 T Cu fEdk EEZ
Cu, CuO 1 CuO f77E. fF 138.7 eV fll 143.6 eV Abr] LLGIE] ) Pb 4f7 Al Pb
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Ay IARFAEDE (] 3-10) , (HIRNASZIRGR, FTREFIHARAT P 5 R
ZEH K. W 3-10d Aras, Zn (D 2psp M1 2p1e B RLE A GE4 7N 1021.8 A
10455 eV, E£WFFLL Zn (D WIERAFAE. BT HEEMEBRBWN, #0 Zn
(D FIRERAEEENIN b, EERG T, BEEARMIERN pH EF &, Zn ATREE
BT Zn (OH) MIfiiEAT 23 BRI .

3.2.6. CW-MFC PEAR I 48 % 4548

(1) FiketEh 2k e sy (PCAY il
GRS R G B AR A SR, 3@ lumina MiSeq i & 77 12
I AN B CW-MFC AR B 3% b 5 B Bl 2 E RV S5 A 2

@, (b) 3 S
P ZEO-CW-MFC
1750
24 0]
1500 e COA-CW-MFC
/ - —_
; LA N S S
£ 1w <
S
750 o
&~ o)
500 -2 DRI-CW-MFC
f/
250 /
] —4 GAC-CW-MFC ©
0 5000 10000 15000 2000 25000 30000 35000 _é[) - I] 0 [T} ll[}
Number of Reads Sampled PC1 ( 89.53% )
B 3- 11 3T A A A VoV 2 BURE b OTUs i BEME I 2k (a) J2 PCA 43 it
(b

Fig.3- 11 The dilution curve of sample OTUs (a) and PCA analysis (b) are based on different

microbial community compositions.

MR 3-11a WA, ToAMEE A BRI i 42 S I ARRL K R . R 40 A
FERL P FVECR G, i 2B W ARSI T e . RN P H0E =& 3,
REE 7870 S B R FE AR R 48 R 2 BAEE R, R RS EUR 5. 18
PCA 73#ref (& 3-11b) , M F|FE 5 ZEO-CW-MFC Fil COA-CW-MFC 2 [f] )
PRBSRCIT, X ERAE IX TN RE A A B O VDR VR A R AR ALRE o TR
GAC-CW-MFC. DRI-CW-MFC |5 FaR il B 70 85, i W] 3% LA o 7 T 1
git) bR REMZE R, RPUANFEEFEREEZW | CW-MFC REHBHRZR
WAEVIBIE SR AR, IAh, FE5 DRI-CW-MFC 5 DRI-CW 2 [a] ) #E 25 th 5%
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K, RS MFC K5I ANKH AV RIS 457 LR 2 FEIE BT ORI .

(2) WA Z TR

FE S ) Observed species. Chaol F1 ACE #5845 3= 552 F Sk PR AL Ak W v i =F
& %, Shannon A1 Simpson $i5 i U 58 98 fic i BT il & i TR A AR ) 2 461 .
o, EMIZREYEREE Shannon AT Simpson FEE THE AR 285, AFANEEM Y
WA Z ARSI N R 3-1 R, 18 97%IMARAUKSF |, CW-MFC RGHE R
f¥] Alpha $8 803580 . m T CW RGEE, Ui B MFC 5] A AT LSS I 52 4t FH )
JERAEIRI R B M 2 F . BTk CW-MFC #4t, GAC-CW-MFC
¥ Alpha ZHEIEFE R E, WIIZ RS AREBA RRIME £ 5 EMZ R
tE. 5 GAC-CW-MFC R0 FEhEEJE Cu. Zn. Pb HJLRERZFF™ HERE
BT DRI-CW-MFC £%i, ¥t CW-MFC R4 LI ELIRER 172 HK
JERAEYIRE I, B2 BIAR R W E A BRI RO SR A
Wil o X6 N 7E (RS2 AL A R 1 — IR

K 3- LFEMBITAEY) Alpha 2 FE MR ER 5145 B

Table 3- 1 Alpha diversity indices and sequencing data of the microbial samples

HFREE=0.97
FE Observed
) Chaol ACE Shannon Simpson
species
DRI-CW 1374 1557.02 1598.65 4.46 0.891
ZEO-CW-MFC 1470 1598.12 1633.19 5.86 0.991
GAC-CW-MFC 1818 1986 2035.37 6.12 0.993
COA-CW-MFC 1747 1923.68 1972.74 6.00 0.990
DRI-CW-MFC 1556 1717.15 1768.39 5.19 0.953
(3) FEHIA

Hi P 3-12 HFEEE AT, ARG SRR IS 1233 MR, Hod, R
DRI-CW. ZEO-CW-MFC. GAC-CW-MFC. COA-CW-MFC # DRI-CW-MFC
Sy Ikl 2] 665, 656, 774, 702 Al 675 MR, SMAEMZHEMSR 8. A
ANFES BT I 8 560 4>, UL CW-MFC R Gt H BE AR 2 Ik AR iR 1
KRR A ALYE . b4, #£ 5 DRI-CW. ZEO-CW-MFC. GAC-CW-MFC.
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COA-CW-MFC #1 DRI-CW-MFC ##A 115 J& 73 78 105. 96. 214. 142 i
115 4>, K[ CW-MFC RGHREE KIS S . Fik, bikgs
KB CW-MFC 2 G5 BHAR JZ Tl AR WA 465 A6 X6k AN [] 228 o IS 204 g ) o7 22 S/ 2k

COA-CW-MFC

ZEg _WFC
s Fo)
W-T'WF(* s P

Core: 560

214 105

ol
GAC“‘C“’—?\[ FC \)R‘

Bl 3- 12 FF AR ]
Fig.3- 12 Sample petal diagram

(4) N[5 RF 7K R A YR & 45k

FANEE R 77U H RDP 738887028 fa KB, T ek a5 M A= 52
TEARFRE 2 MfFE R E R (F 3-13 FIE 3-14) o 7EWMAEM 21K L
(K 3-13a) , TLAMKE b O AE VDRI S b S 0 AR LA 22 e, (HR B2 & A
FF. o, JEEEE] (Firmicutes) FILFFEEI] (Bacteroidota) A 5 ANFEM 1)
¥, MfE DRI-CW fl DRI-CW-MFC Z%iH A5 H ] (Proteobacteria)
AR AR B, PEHIE, JEEEE (Firmicutes) . Z%JEB (Proteobacteria) « fUFF
(Bacteroidetes) FIfRATH# (Acidobacteria) #/& CW-MFC R4t 3 E i Hi ik
LR PEAN S8, Kk, HED DRI-CW-MFC [ f5 = Btk B = 252 i T Ridg
BRI HAE JT. A, AT (Proteobacteria) & —FiBETE i3 15 Ye/K T 3R
B AU I E SRR R, X Cu. Pb. As. Hg Fl Zn 558 & &8 HAT B 1 i
R, HREARBL, JEEERETT (Firmicutes) MIfEAET] LUMEHE CW-MFC &4
HHFAEBRMEE, RERANELSBNLEBRAERE, W, BRITH
(Acidobacteria) 7£—3& 25 T Al Ge 5 HAR A RIER, 2 5K H AL
Vv it A2, 32T R0 CW-MFC R 45 1) M REROL.

Kl 3-13b 7R T 5 M A ETUAE Y 73 RAKF EIAR R . BT
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(Gammaproteobacteria) fEFE5 DRI-CW 1 DRI-CW-MFC R4 7 (5L b
Bz, 2l S I 35%A1 23%. HEkiE, y-AJEE (Gammaproteobacteria)
WA RE AN B CRTH,  [FI LR AR i A R B e &
AR FRrRaKME/TN, Wik, BHR%ERT Yy -BRRE

(Gammaproteobacteria) WA RGN, Mgt~ BitgeiErt. £
CW-MFC R H UM (Bacteroidia) FIHIRZFHAF (Clostridia) “yE 24K
#B . TR (Bacteroidia) 7E /KA FE P E AL EE, (EMEAL IR = F
AR R 7 T R 4% T AR A, BRI, BORZFMIFF B (Clostridia) AT
PSR i B AE T R, AT S8 2 4 i R G PR R,

Il M2PB4-65 termite group [l Hungateiclostridiaceae
Il Lentimicrobiaceae Bl Unclassified

DRI-CW-MFC M Muribaculaceae Bl Rhodocyclaceae

(a)
Bl Others
Bl Myxococcota
B Il Acidobacteriota
ey Bl Chloroflexi
2 cacow-wre [ =
(Cg Bl Spirochaetota
Il Bacteroidota
Il Firmicutes
T T T T T 1
0 20 40 60 80 100
(b) Relative abundance(%b)
Bl Others
orr-ow [ = -
Bl Incertae Sedis
B Bl Anaerolineae
) Il Alphaproteobacteria
2 cacowvee [ =
(<,§) Il Chlorobia
Il Bacteroidia
Il Clostridia
r T T T T 1
0 20 40 60 80 100
(c) Relative abundance(%6)
Bl Others Il Xanthobacteraceae
Il Pelotomaculaceae Il Chlorobiaceae
B I Synergistaceae Il Dysgonomonadaceae
- I Syntrophaceae Il Bacteroidetes vadinHA17
2 cacowvre [ = s
(c/ﬁ) Il Bsv40 Il Spirochaetaceae

7 M Prolixibacteraceae
40 60 80 100 Il Syntrophomonadaceae
I Peptostreptococcaceae

o
N
o

Relative abundance(%6)

K 3- 13 5 MEMTEAR R 0 222 KF ERIAEIREE M : TR (@ « 9KF (o) « F
K (e)

Fig.3- 13 The microbial community structures of the five samples at different taxonomic levels:

phylum level (a); class level (b); family level (c).
TEWMAD KRR b (B 3-13¢) , FANRE S R AE VA 45 M A7 0 B3
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Z5. 1E DRI-CW Fl DRI-CW-MFC &4+, £I3FH (Rhodocyclaceae) 43l i
BEMFHRKILE (33%F1 22%) . AiFFLRME, 23 E (Rhodocyclaceae)
WAEFR RTI4TN 52 A AL B AR B
Nazeer £\ MFC FHAR 143 55 Hi Agrobacterium FFil e HOASMNE YT, AefE
#OMFC R G &~ AW . B KRB, R AN F TR R
(Hungateiclostridiaceae) &Z 5/ £ 2R L, 2IREANY 7
FAED AP,

Roseimarinus
Syntrophobacter

BBMC-4

Succiniclasticum
Ruminiclostridium
Anaerolinea

Anaerovorax

Desulfovibrio

Clostridium sensu stricto 6
Pseudarcobacter

Blvii28 wastewater-sludge group
Aeromicrobium
Endomicrobium
Lentimicrobium

Haliangium
Terrisporobacter

Leptolinea

Syntrophus

Thgrminpcola -0.070

Smithella

Rikenellaceae RC9 gut group
Pelotomaculum
Syntrophomonas
Clostridium sensu stricto 1
Rhodopseudomonas
Treponema
Saccharofermentans
Chlorobaculum
Christensenellaceae R-7 group
C39

1.790

1.170

0.550

-0.690

—-1.310

\WAF

CcW
\ ZEO C G N

DR NS

coM AN o

K 3- 14 TAMFER PR ) Heatmap B BN J7 BRI 9 BE AR — /M il i s A 22
Fig.3- 14 Heatmap of genera in five samples.The intensity of each square color represents the

abundance of genera in a sample.

i 3-14 FroR, EMRERAE R o KAV BRI B AR E R A
DRI-CW-MFC Z 4 fH#% =", Roseimarinus. Haliangium (54L#, 17t DRI-
CW Z g &4t fl B fik . 5 H A CW-MFC #H tt, DRI-CW-MFC rf
Ruminiclostridium . Saccharofermentans . Roseimarinus . Haliangium ., BBMC—4
T 5 Ee ek . You 25K BLR AT 1] (Haliangium) 7632 Cd F1 Pb 5 e+ 1%
AR b AL, X E SR A LS Y B RIFRM 2. Kang 4%
BRI 52 1 AN 17 F9 4 By 200 /N F2 R AT DR A U R AR DR R (s, A
PRAH R G &K ILiZ)E Ruminiclostridium 2 2= ZEF/K AN, 1 LUEA LY
7 f#. BlIt, DRI-CW-MFC ZGE7E ™ FL Ik BEANS 5 <5 i L B b 5 T L 1 oAl
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R, XReR T B B8 R RVE S8

IR IR TIKF 2 JE K A SRR W], MEC U II AR A= e v =
MZ RN — R, A FEE PR CW-MFC R SRR = i A YA %
gii & R #E £ % . H P, Ruminiclostridium . Saccharofermentans .
Roseimarinus. Haliangium, BBMC—4 %W J&{E DRI-CW-MFC #4158 2|4 [H
FEFEH & AR, XL S W s 1A P R 7 HI ok 984k CW-MFC RGE0 e &
& I PR R AN A e P RE

3.3. I©h&s

PAABAT . WM . KB R SR B N ORHG# T CW-MFCs, R4 %% T 1A
FUR 0T SR e fh S 5 4 10 22 o AU RE R M

(1) M4k LR LSV R BN, {2 DRI-CW-MFC X 545 Ja8 Ab 2 2%
REFT GAC-CW-MFC. DRI-CW-MFC R4t Cu. Pb f1 Zn ) LBRECE K
w1, 43N 56.9%, 39.5%F 69.1%. iEiE XPS 4, RIFEFINRRINEF Cu.
Pb. zb AEEMNELE, ELBRETFEUNMIERERREE, PHES
J 5 3 3o B A R DA BB T A AE

(2) DRI-CW-MFC #&ix#& Fer)fa € b RA (2 #E/EH, DOC FEMK T
51.9%, FA TF# 63.2%, HA L7} 42.6% , #& AR T 1.69, #HHIZL 42d
R4 3 22 4t b 38 BIRRE

(3) DRI-CW-MFC 7/ R PEBEDL T Hodth CW-MFC, it i s 5 v 7T 38
337.4 mV, i KIHFEZEN 1090.8 mW/im?, H WAL 4 MR R, N
304.8 Q.

(4) MFC H)5I NAIA R R BT 2R A4 25 52m | CW-MFC R Gt FHARJZ 1Y
WEYIRER G AL R . DRI-CW-MFC R0 8 3sFa i R E 4R 2212
AP PR BE B R, HE DN FE AR Z B 3% E 4 Ruminiclostridium .
Saccharofermentans. Roseimarinus. Haliangium. BBMC—4 %51 J& 2 18] i i [FI/E
FITE SR CW-MFC 2 GrAb B 3 b o 43 & J5 T R #5 1 EEAE
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AR IR EEEE CW-MFC MBRELRESBAE
ol A

AN CW-MFC (77 LR REATS R EFRRCR B R EE . E—FE W7
KIL, ANFIBUELNT CW-MFC R Gei E VIR it somi 22 2 W 0, AEPERERIL Y
RGH, WEMREE KA GRS RGEREREARThRE VI K . @ il
PRV MR AEEAT 0, AR AR RO RPSE . EESE, R AT R St i Re e
Ve AR DL A BGE N E . WRE M R S8 I 2R, 2 i R 2
CW-MFC #4iH, H KRR % F6/E CW-MFC FIAS E AL e B Jm AL B A e

PRk, A B0 A PR AL RE SR L &R L AE M I TR 20 IR AT iR, My
P04 CW-MFC RGEATILAS CW R GEAE st i, X B IE 1 AS Al Rl A= e oxsd 4
Fehare b L L E R N B BRPCR A VR REARZ I, WA o R M iR 2B

4.1. LRIt S RHEEIT
4.1.1. CW-MFC Btz

KRN 10 LR FEEMAE CW-MFC &4, B i LKKZE 3 cm ()
BRAE CRiAeN 2-4 mm) . 8 cm HSEEHZE CRif2 oy 5-8 mm HJ#E4RE) . 3 cm
b E (Rt 0.1-1 mm) H1 5 cm #4382, H/KHFERH 3 em. BN T
SIRAZ S, AR BRSO 15 om,  FHAKCRT B AKGE I SRR 2 AT 1000 Q FAhEE
R LS B P it o LAty U7 SNAn AT 3.1.1 BTk

4.1.2. ¥EFRIES)
R RGN G, BT RCR AR RS HARBGE AT e A B R ditk, &

%5 %€ HX Halobacillus sp.. Bacillus marisflavi strain. Lysinibacillus fusiformis #7
Lysinibacillus macroides £ 4 & & 8 F i £ Cll 7 T 45 )7 51l L& 5% 5
SUB14365958 fj# f£ NCBI GenBank H1) , 43 7#F%] CW-MFC-1. CW-MFC-
2. CW-MFC-3 fl CW-MFC-4 U244, [FIHE 4 AADY R A=)
CW RGu/E xR, T4 CW-1. CW-2. CW-3 1 CW-4.
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4.1.3. MR RGEBITRRE

UK E T-80 *CUKARRAF AN, ELRHBRIEGINE COKEK LB 55574
th, fF 37 °CIEIRIG IR 2d. CW-MFC R iIa], 458 P i it 3 42 21 B
W R E NG HFRE N, B B — 8 IR EEMHR R B, e
J 1B 3R e J5 R A ) 1 AR

WA A WA X R, RGRER, MBI ET AR, A
B H R ZEET 8 om W AF 1k . I8 HURE KAl Al 3.1.2 BTk .

42. FERSE 50
4.2.1. 3% CW-MFC B9 pH 1 COD B9S2

(@ (b)
8.0 8.0
Cw-1 cw-2 - 4- CW-3 - oe CW-4 cw-1 cw-2 - a- CW-3 - o CW-4

—8— CW-MFC-1 —#— CW-MFC-2 —4— CW-MFC-3 —¥— CW-MFC-4 —8— CW-MFC-1 —#— CW-MFC-2 —&— CW-MFC-3 —¥— CW-MFC-4

N
o

~
)

Cathode pH
(2]
oo

6.4 |
6.0 F
56 L L L L L L L L L L 56 L L L L L L L L L L
0 4 8 12 16 20 24 28 32 36 40 0 4 8 12 16 20 24 28 32 36 40
Time (d) Time (d)

Bl 4- 1 RGP pH B (B pH (@ 5 PR pH (b D

Fig.4- 1 Trend of electrode pH variation in the system (Cathode pH (a);Anode pH (b))

K 4-1 B7r T CW-MFC Al CW R4EFH . B pH AftiEass . S sioRins,
BT RGN BHERR pH 23 e e 7E 7.49-7.65 (& 4-1a) Al 6.5-7.5 (] 4-
1b) ZI8], WA EEIZWE T 1858 I 2 LBk 2 P MRS . #TEEEN], p
H b 58 A R T 3 s i AR s S A B 1 = AR PO, bk CW-MFC 5 Cw
ff) pH &I, CW i) pH &= T CW-MFC, TIREZ T CW-MFC i)/ FR 14
St FEER, Gl B LA R RIS R R Y, T cw
HH R LR R ANE R, R CW 2 B RS NI B pH #5225 T CW-MFC.

il 4-2 foR, EIEMMAES RS COD ¥ EMETm G FRERES,
COD = Ak 1158.6 mg/L, 43 42d ig47KSRTE 220 LA b, Ui BHAE ST DU &
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RGRMEEMmIE. Hd, CW-MFC-1 &4 COD KRG N LA
42.4%, {&F_E—7% 3.2.1 # DRI-CW-MFC #4i+ COD 1254k, mMifn A\ A
Fift] CW-MFC-2. CW-MFC-3 fll CW-MFC-4 Z%irh COD IR 5 M0 5k 5
70.2, 66.5, 49.8%, ¥IE T ARIMAAMEYIRI RS, XA e H TE CW-
MFC-1 RGHRHA A= A, X BRI 7 il AE TRE K. AR TR IR G
WEEENE R R R 2N COD ERRHIFA LR, Yl CW-MFC il E 1k
M T REAN = EHEAREE COD M2ER, KRG HMERM A BEE MRS
) 2oy R g tion 1021,

1600

CW-1 CW-2 = /.= CW-3 = =CwW-4
== CW-MFC-1 =@= CW-MFC-2 == CW-MFC-3 =%~ CW-MFC-4

1400 |

1200 |

1000 |

800 | 47

COD (mg/L)

600 |

400 |

200 |

6 ; é ;2 ;6 25 2; 2% 3; 3% 4k
Time (d)
4- 2 R4 (1) COD ARk
Fig.4- 2 Trend of COD variation in the system
4.2.2. FEMIE IR CW-MFC B2 B 14 8E RO S2NR

(1) iyt i %

CW-MFCs Hi LS I an &l 4-3a Fros. fESRiRIRE Y (1-30d) o, &
RGN B TR E, R ORI TE I Bis e . Bl 5 4
FERIIMA (30d) , CW-MFCs Z4uf i HU T H B BRI, X PR B T
FERINBEIR T 3 B P RE W R A KRBT, (Al 1 2 B e AR, A
AT RS . Hf CW-MF-1 & KRSy 366.9 mV, H—EZ4ERFE R
JE, XA fE & KA Halobacillus sp. & 4t A4 W % B 4 J& i Mk ok
Halobacillus sp.{E A AE VIR R G i)™= bk Re A FTd M. CW-MFC-2 R4tH
By H B B AIK,  Rossellomorea 4 B 7E 22 4t H i 11 52 24l B oK. B 4-3b AT &
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H, CW-MFC-1 B ENIIREE, HmsTEh=1"R%.

(a)

800
700
600
500
400

300

Voltage (mV)

200

100

0

stable period

(b) —#——G— CW-MFC-1 —¥——— CW-MFC-2
experimental period e CW-MF C-3 o e CW-MFC-4
300

1200

s CW-MFC-1
s CW-MFC-2
s CW-MFC-3
s CW-MFC-4

Voltage (mV)

- 1000

- 800

- 600

- 400

- 200

0 10 20

30

40 50 60 70 0 4 6 8 10 12

Time (d) Current density (mA/m®)

0
14

4- 3 AFEEMIAY) CW-MFC R4 WL () , ThFREEZIEMRIihg (b
Fig.4- 3 The output voltage (a), power density curve and polarization curve (b) of CW-MFC

system inoculated with different microorganisms.

1000 f

800}

600 |

400

200}

-200f

-a00}

-600 |

A Maximum power density
R\ Internal resistance

oW -\\I\FC'1 C\N—\\I\FC:Z oW -\\I\FC'?’ oW -\\I\FC'A

B 4- 4 REBFPAEY) CW-MFC R 55 1 5 K Th 2 2% B A A B

Fig.4- 4 Maximum power density and internal resistance of CW-MFC systems inoculated with

different microorganisms

AFEHER AR CW-MFC RGN AT K D3 % L an & 4-4 B,
CW-MFC-1 WRH N 331.1 Q, RL#HE N 950.3 mWim?, A iR LK HLAL 2
A4, CW-MFC-2. CW-MFC-3 fll CW-MFC-4 [Py FH4 %] 590.5. 440.5.
552.9 Q, fKIIFRHEE SR N 143.9. 749.9 Al 536.4 mW/m?, b WnfeEs st
CW-MFC R G HfL R4 T RE W . JE4kiE, MR, Ui Cw-
MFC P30 )5 1 A BEAR A% 33 B I AR R R e, RGP AT B L R B, R4S
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REX ARG EIERI—E, WIHBAEDNT CW-MFC R 401 7= % e A7 1E
oM. BIF A0 2R W BT PR Y T LB AT RS R R o TR MR AL
Sk EEL BT

4.2.3. FEFh A 15T CW-MFC 338 E LB 22

13000

—=—CW-MFC-1=: CW-1=——CW-MFC-2=v: CW-2
CW-MFC-3 CW-3 == CW-MFC-4=—=: CW-4

12000

11000 f

10000 f

9000 |

8000 |-

DOC (mg/kg)

7000 |

6000 |-

5000 [

4000 1 1 1 1 1 1 1
od 4d 8d 14d 22d 30d 42d

Time (d)

4- 5 AR A CW-MFC 248 DOM 48161
Fig.4- 5 Variation of Dissolved Organic Matter (DOM) in CW-MFC systems inoculated with

different microorganisms

Kl 4-5 A]LLE HI % 5248 DOC & &0 KIg R N, $28 4-8d If DOC & #
e, CW-MFC-1. CW-MFC-2. CW-MFC-3 fll CW-MFC-4 4524 11819.7.
11765.8. 11204.4 1 9907.8 mg/kg, HJREESLIATIHH CW-MFC R4 T4
SREANUR, TERCKE RS T AR Ny AN, 1§ DOC & & F .
I T 2 T AL 2 B A R rh AR KB, R T ORAL A B E . SEIR AR, &%
CW-MFC %4iH DOC W& &7 AIbE% 1 42.1%. 21.4%. 28.1%AH1 40.1%.

CW-MFC R4l HS & 2RI EMES (K 4-6a) , FEIEAEAT, %
RGP R, FEUFATERAAE, 5 66%LL E. SEIRZE R, CW-
MFC-1. CW-MFC-2. CW-MFC-3 fll CW-MFC-4 ] HS & &4 7~ 926.0.
880.3. 824.2 1 808.1 mg/kg, H#EF M EY Ny Halobacillus sp.if, CW-MFC-1
AL HS SEEMTHMAS. B 4-6b SR, HA Bk ET#a%h, 9
LA, SU HA SEBAIGS LT T 29.9%. 26.9%. 5.7%. 8.6%, FLH Cw-
MFC-1 1 CW-MFC-2 1 HS & &N Z . FA SEAMEE T EES (& 4-
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6c) MFFK, SLELEHRES, CW-MFC-1. CW-MFC-2. CW-MFC-3 il CW-
MFC-4 F FA & &3 7] F B4 59.3%. 59.7%. 58.8%#1 58.8%. NI AR HAEYIN
ARG, MELAMITEME DRI-CW-MFC ] FA FRFE (63.2%) 1K, WHER
BOM G R G5 b0k T8 B 3 e B TR 28 T BE AR T T T v b A DL B i
Wo Kl 4-6d AHE LERAEN, BEESEIEEAT, & LLEARR M, Seiss
WA HYIER B KMEH, CW-MFC-1. CW-MFC-2. CW-MFC-3. il CW-MFC-4
HA & e 0 7 2,00 2.0, 1.7 1 1.5, HAESLIEE 30 KA, CW-MFC-1,
CW-MFC-2, CW-MFC-3HAELLEZ > 1.6, RGTEECLILITRE. Mt
TRIMANEMEAEYR DRI-CW-MFC, IIAZEMHAEYN CW-MFC R4 E
GO T TRIARR R AR, I TR S R A R

(a)1600 () 800
el CW-MFC-1 =1 CW-] ==@= CW-MFC-2 =0 CW-2 —&=CW-MFC-1+ O -CW-1=@=CW-MFC-2+ O -CW-2
—4— CW-MFC-3—" CW-3=—+— CW-MFC-4 =% CW-4 —4—CW-MFC-3 A - CW-3 =*—CW-MFC-4 - % -CW-4
1400} 700
600 |
1200 F
g £so0f
2 1000 g
192}
@ § 400
800 =2 L.
300 F oo L
N
600 20k
400 . . . . . . . 100 L—s . . . . . .
od 4d 8d 14d 22d 30d 42d od 4d 8d 14d 22d 30d 42d
Time (d) Time (d)
© 1000 @ 24
== C\W-MFC-1 =+ CW-1 =@=CW-MFC-2 =" CW-2 = 0=« CW-1
900 b =be=CW-MFC-3 =+ CW-3 =+#=CW-MFC-4 ==r CW-4 = 0= CW-2 o
- A= CW-3 Pl
20F -w-cCw-a P e
800 | —8— CW-MFC-1
_ == CW-MFC-2
70k % —4— CW-MFC-3
16F ——cw-mFc4 -
g ool L NN N <l Y I
E s
<
= L 12
< 500 T
w
400 f
08}
300 f 2
ISR <
g .
200} oak el
} e
100 L

od 4d 8d 14d 22d 30d 42d 0 4 8 12 16 20 24 28 32 36 40
Time (d) Time (d)

K 4- 6 ARIEFIAEY) CW-MFC 24 HS (a) , HA (b) , HF (¢) , HAHF (d) &{k
Fig.4- 6 Changes in HS(a), HA(b), HF(c), and HA/HF(d) in CW-MFC systems with different

inoculated microorganisms
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4.2.4. SEMEE 13T CW-MFC A IBjE ¥ E L B NN
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:
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Kl 4-7 AR RGN ERZERZE (Cu (@) ; Pb (b) 5 Zn (¢ )
Fig.4- 7 Removal efficiency of heavy metals by different systems (Cu(a); Pb(b); Zn(c))

AFHAD R CW-MFC RSG5 E &R LA 4-7 Fios, Hd Ccw-
MFC-1 &4tX} Cu. Pb 1 Zn )£ FRZ 5] 43.4%. 62.9%R1 47.3%. FREZH T
Halobacillus sp. %y 54 J& &5 7 [ B AT R yrE, [N arbodid 8 & 0. 4k
TEFH LbrEEJE. 1 CW-MFC-4 R4i%F Cu, Zn, Pb [EBRFES AN 39.4%.
62.9%71 45.6%, KT CW-MFC-1 RGHIEERZE, UiH] CW-MFC-1 R i
44 Halobacillus sp.tt CW-MFC-4 ##f Lysinibacillus macroides & i& & CW-
MFC #%4t, HXWEEBHMZEE S, AR TESBIER. S5REED R
RGMLL, CW-MFC-1 X%} Pb % FRZ . DRI-CW-MFC ™' Pb %R H &
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23.4%, 1M Cu Al Zn B EBR B F#%, WiEH Halobacillus sp.t Pb A 54T 1)
HALRE S . BERD CW-MFC T CW-1 (B2, il MFC A {E £ 4
WAYNETEE S, AT EE R LR,

4.2.5. CW-MFC FRIR M B i& 51
(1) FrketE 2k K PCA 43 #r
SIS R, BUSE & RGP AR FEIEE, @ Nlumina MiSeq =i &
MFT7iE, HREFAFMAEDN CW-MFC b HU# 2 rh 8 4 8 1M R 45
FEJ R o
(a) (b) ra—

CW-4 i
1200 CW-MFC-4 51 :
CW-MFC-1 i
O cwa!
CW-MFC-2 :
1 CW-MFC-3 o
1000 CW-MFC-4

®
2
=
=
1

CW-MFC-1

richness
PC2 (37.01% )

=
=3
k=3
I
wn
L

=
2
=

4 @ cw-MrC-2

=}
|
=3

T T T T T T T T
0 5000 10000 15000 20000 25000 30000 35000 s 0 5 10

Number of Reads Sampled PC1(50.58% )

B 4- 8 3T AN FI AV RE VA ALRFE i OTUs A REtE 28 (a) J PCA 73t (b)
Fig.4- 8 The dilution curve of sample OTUs (a) and PCA analysis (b) are based on different

microbial community compositions.

R 2 1 ) R R s 17 40 T I 0 e 1 el U R R ) S B, RS
T WA RIRE Sz A £ . il 4-8a s, 42813 V22 B
I, FoRBEEEGHE, BdEairal RelE R . @it PCA Ziir, FILAMEE R
FE 2 TG A P B 22 Sk o P BoR BE B BUR IFE &Y, I CW-MFC-3,
CW-MFC-4 1 CW-4, UiWIEATHI AR S5 ARLE RS (K 4-80) o TS
HoAbRE S B B RIRE L, W CW-MFC-1 1 CW-MFC-2, TiHAEAII7E ERELE
FESHARERAFERE ER. Fik, PCA S RRFBFARFMAED 2 FH CW-
MFC RGir I 2R R IE 454

(2) AEMZ TR
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W 4-1 Fior, 18 97 % MAAUKF |, CW RS ) Observed species.
Chaol il ACE 8434 m T CW-MFC REGHEm, #HI MFC 5| NIE— &R L
S KRG FHARE RE B EE E . CW-MFC-4 [fJ Shannon 1 Simpson

R E, WZRGIHINRZERMEM Z R R K. 5 CW-MFC-4 RGN HEFE
T 4 B I B AP M RE(E T CW-MFC-1 R4, Wil CW-MFC R4i%
BrRpdeh G B ER 72 BHARE E IR, b 2 BIHAR K R U Y) E E. H
JRWI . FEARIE JF S5 (52 o X P R R s i AL ) G At — 2D

 4- 1 FESHIA Y Alpha Z BEPERE BORF 5145 B

Table 4- 1 Alpha diversity indices and sequencing data of the microbial samples

MR =097
B Observed :
) Chaol ACE Shannon Simpson
species
CW-MFC-1 1190 1346.32 1368.18 5.23 0.970
CW-MFC-2 1058 1167.32 1183.97 5.28 0.984
CW-MFC-3 1028 1185.92 1212.76 5.15 0.983
CW-MFC-4 1173 1334.11 1352.27 5.40 0.989
Cw-4 1201 1356.98 1393.49 5.30 0.985
(3) i
CW-4
CW-MFC-1 “ g s CW-MFC-2
Core: 575
29 18
CW-MFC-4 CW-MFC-3

Kl 4- 9 FE S A K
Fig.4- 9 Sample petal diagram
FARE R IE > 282 B KT R 3] 759 MR (B 4-9) , Hob, FEs
CW-4. CW-MFC-1. CW-MFC-2. CW-MFC-3 il CW-MFC-4 w4y 5] k6 0 £1]
615. 618. 629. 593 1 604 INEJE. FAFEMATILHE WEE RN 575 4, WA
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il CW-MFC R4t FHIRZ AR I B R AR B . BEah, B CW-4,
CW-MFC-1. CW-MFC-2. CW-MFC-3 1 CW-MFC-4 H G [ J& 4 714 40,
43, 54, 18 Al 29 />, WHIAIR CW-MFC £R4i B H H S & i iy 45
MR LRSS RE, CW-MFC RS0 0 FHIRZ A P BETE 0 AN Rl i AR )
PR W] S A 22 57 o

(4) ARG FIKF I AE MR IE 4504

X AR P ] RDP 7328 8880477038, W LR e A TR 70 BAS [F] 1 73
FEKF, I T RS AFE S TE &5 FKF R R BRI EE BB O, AR B
ARV SR AEAN R 0 2R KOT B At . 45 R 40 T & 4-10 AT 4-11 FroR .

Kl 4-10 SR UIRE S 2 18] (0 =5 BE AR AE WD o 45 0 B WY R i 22 ek . AETMZE
Yoy 2RI THIKF B, 5 MREAREIGAE YRR S5 0 e DL AR 2 R, (HEH
M+ A EZER (B 4-10a) o Hd, JFEER ] (Firmicutes) AT 1 [
(Bacteroidota) FEFESEH 5 HLiR K. iRiE, XLLAE L CW-MFC HE I
BT B (EAB) DO, BT RE, JERER ] (Firmicutes) 7ESL50id
FRFXAENY) (FHER. KGRI BAR GRS, mT ek
HEBEAATREDS, HRIKESEAEYAREN®, 5 CW-4 MLk, CW-MFC-
4 )R BERR 1] (Firmicutes) Fir i BIELBITE R, KB MFC DA F 28 B L A 45
X EBER ] (Firmicutes) FIEKHARBEERIT, ZEITA CW-MFC R4,
CW-MFC-1 ¥ JEEBEE ] (Firmicutes) AT 1] (Bacteroidota) fit i bl ml ik
86%, it T ARG, HEMIXLE EAB R IF I i Rk 55 48 1 L B e 113
CW-MFC-1 7E# 3882 1 1b SR 35 v 3. 42 J 3 B 77 T A AR I 255 e 108,

FEREY 7 RAUKT 1 (& 4-100) , MOIRZFIfAT IR (Clostridia) £ i
CW-MFC-1 Al CW-MFC-4 tt 4R AL, 7353 o5 B F1 i 49%A1 35%. A
FEW, 1EREEREGIAENATIRY T, BARZFMATE (Clostridia) % &
MIFERE, X Cd 1 As BA R & 1M 32 10, Al E CW-MFC-1 R4t FHKk)Z
M iEm T HA RS, KRS T CW-MFC-1 7= Bt A g 2 h 4@ 2
B fig J 10, BE G CW-MFC-2 Al CW-MFC-3 A X = B d K 10 o8 04T 1
( Bacteroidia ) , 4 7l /7 & 7 BB 42% A1 43% . BE LR B, AT
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(Bacteroidia) A AP i# & 5 5 <5 J 9 ZUNAR BBl 56 A1, R E R s e
WIS R, AR m i E Y, v (Gammaproteobacteria) #2458 B
[] (Proteobacteria) H—#, fERGH M 5 —ELHl. #WikiE, -ZBEH
(Gammaproteobacteria) s&— ML BN 2] EAB Alpe, 7EK/KACBETT I &K H5E =
FAE O,

(ad
Bl Others
Ccw-4 Bl Elusimicrobiota
Bl Acidobacteriota
El Actinobacteriota
Bl Fibrobacterota
Il Verrucomicrobiota
CW-MFC-1 Bl Desulfobacterota
Il Spirochaetota
- El Proteobacteria
% Il Bacteroidota
£ CW-MFC-2 Il Firmicutes
&
e _
e _
0 20 40 60 80 100
Relative abundance(%6)
(b>
Bl Others
Ccw-4 El Desulfotomaculia
Bl Desulfitobacteriia
Il Alphaproteobacteria
Bl Kiritimatiellae
CW-MFC-1 Bl Desulfovibrionia
Il Spirochaetia
Bl Bacilli
@ Bl Gammaproteobacteria
= Bl Clostridia
£ CW-MFC-2 Hl Bacteroidia
5]
s _
e _
r T T 1

40 60
Relative abundance(%0)

(€+)]
Il Others
Il Bacteroidetes vadinHA17
Cw-4 Il Xanthobacteraceae
Il Oscillospiraceae
Hl Sedimentibacteraceae
e _-
e _-_
Desulfotomaculaceae Bl Spirochaetaceae
Desulfovibrionaceae Ml Tannerellaceae
B Neisseriaceae Bl Clostridiaceae
e _I- ™ Comamonaaacess = Crisensancie
B Comamonadaceae Il Christensenellaceae
- idiaceae Ml i

| g:;nobacleriaceae L E:c;!r:OSpiraceae
0 20 40 60 80 100
Relative abundance(%0)
4-10 5 MR FEA R K227 B RUEYIREE S5 TR (@) 5 40KT
(b 5 BKF (e

Fig.4- 10 The microbial community structures of the five samples at different taxonomic

o
N
o
@
o
=
o
S}

Desulfomicrobiaceae

Prolixibacteraceae

Eubacterium coprostanoligenes group

SB_5

M2PB4_65 termite group
Peptostreptococcaceae

Ruminococcaceae Bl Rhodocyclaceae

Samples

levels: phylum level (a); class level (b); family level (c).
4-10c 7R 1 5 MESEREY 2 BB R R FE, 455K
W, 5 MEE T RUERER S AAERE Z S . RN CW-MFC-1 1, DT TE
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#} (Eubacteriaceae) #I Rikenellaceae /& £ 2 MW HEIH, Hikid, DUAFEF
(Eubacteriaceae) X 5 < J& F A — E WY Z . Rikenellaceae J& T~ LA 1]
(Firmicutes) , “EA A NURY i A A8 1A 7114, it KRR .
MIE 4-11 1) Heatmap EIW LLBR A i, YRR L SAE IR 70 KK P 122
S, B MFC 95N BL AR AN [R] i A= 0] 28 8 BH AR 2 T s 2L 1 5 i 2
Ko iR Heatmap KIEIL T F7E top30 M E, KRB FrEEMMEY, TWhHE
F2 PR N 7E S B0 2 o ox B 43 JR N 52 IV 12, R 5 e A 52 B 4 e 1) 1
P, AREEFOR RIS VIR A D REVE . RE LRGSR E SR A K
WA FE M. 5H AL CW-MFC #H L, CW-MFC-1 # Acetobacterium
Christensenellaceae R_7 group. Macellibacteroides 25 5 J& i (5 LL il k. A0S
W], Macellibacteroides & 5 SR ik AN, 7] LM FH v SR £h 5 A 2L
Bk G R R H 752 A, TR L B 4 J B0 100 R R LD B TE G,
T8/ B 4 (R 2 AN AT P ), (R, CW-MFC-1 R GETE ™ Hi L R AN HE 4
JBZEBRACE TN T HAM RS, X AT ReR T bk & 1 8 2 8] W [E A 2 3

Enterobacter 1.790
Saccharofermentans
Turicibacter
WCHB1_32
Acidovorax
NK4A214 group
Rikenellaceae RC9 gut group 1.086
Petrimonas
Bradyrhizobium
TC1
Paludibacter
Lachnospiraceae AC2044 group
Azospira 0.382
Anaerocella
Desulfotomaculum
Desulfomicrobium
dgA_11 gut group
Anaerovorax
Sedimentibacter 0322
Butyrivibrio
Desulfovibrio
C39
Trichococcus
Treponema R
Clostridium sensu stricto 1 1026
Macellibacteroides
Christensenellaceae R_7 group
Prevotella
Acetobacterium
Bacteroides 11.730

CW-4  CW-MFC-1 CW-MFC-2 CW-MFC-3 CW-MFC-4
4- 11 5 M B 1Y Heatmap .
Fig.4- 11 Heatmap of genera in five samples.
ER I REETTRT 2 @K S5 REW], MFC BT ZE Wi vE 421
MZREEHRRAG —E RN, MR A RS BEYIX CW-MFC R St IR it
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VIBETE iRy &t i i % # 7 . CW-MFC-1 & 4B )% 2 B Acetobacterium .
Christensenellaceae R_7 group. Macellibacteroides 2% ThfE 15 2 A A FE K &
£, HENZ RS 1 R O R E SR LR AR e 2 U LR 8 B E s
B W [FIAE FH R 25

4.3. NG

DL 45 2k 1F N 3ERE, 2 H)LL Halobacillus sp.. Bacillus marisflavi strain .
Lysinibacillus fusiformis #1 Lysinibacillus macroides Jy# i ¥ CW-MFC
ARG, FHEMEVBMIT RGO IR E N E 5 R R Ak RE -

(1) DA Halobacillus sp. N#EF A Y01 CW-MFC-1 757 H 1% RE A B 4 )&
AL ERRCR BT Hofh CW-MFC R4, Hi fi i RE 51X 21 366.9 mV,
KD FE FEY 950.3mWIm?, 7 BLERELE 4 1> CW-MFC R4t e -

(2) AR R E L BAE R E T, %A Halobacillus sp.
[f) CW-MFC-1 &%) DOC [#fik T 42.1%, FA & & Ff% 59.3%, HAS® LTI T
29.9%, WMIEHEIAR T 2.0, REPHIECELRTEE, MET Hibh RGN
FREMSCR B, HHEARIMAREYH) CW-MFC R GiFaE IR B .

(3) CW-MFC-1 RGN E & | tha AEIMERZCR, HXF Cu. Zn A1 Pb
(122 BR 2501 43.4%. 62.9%F1 47.3%. FHE T RINA ALY ) DRI-CW-
MFC %%4i, Pb HIZBRRIERE 23.4%, W MALifLiiAY Halobacillus sp.f¥)
CW-MFC R4ixt Pb B A BEAF 2 BRBE T .

(4) EMAFEZRBAEDN CW-MFC R SFH R Z il A= B8 25 b 2H 1k
FEFESEREEZER . M T Halobacillus sp.itl CW-MFC-1 R 4% 5 ke e
WhkEGEER. AR EtEesE, HUHKRERZEEK
Acetobacterium. Christensenellaceae R_7 group. Macellibacteroides %5 i J& <[]

(1P [FIVE FH7E AL CW-MFC REEAC R 2 b B 4 )8 5 TR FE T HEAEH .
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HoE EHEFLEE CW-MFC bR TRE LIS

Hp S S IR B R, KN &6 B m e, axf
T EOKRTORE LB E L, HmAS % e, Kk, A TR Pk
BRI S IS G R L RACR, IR E SR T L R R A EEE
S, BT CW-MFC XE38E & RN, H CW-MFC &Gt iy i fit
.

BT, A DA NI E CW-MFC R4, [FEM A
(Halobacillus sp.) , PAMAMBHERME CW-MFC R4 G E&JRAEY) . H
B BRI R, S5 ETMEEYIRER S BT, B CW-MFC R4t Ab H 4%
FEEEE VLI

5.1. SLIRIT S RFEBIT
5.1.1. CW-MFC R4 Hu95E
ey 7 =N 4.1.1 Frid
5.1.2. ML
PR AEY a0 4.1.2 1 CW-MFC-1 fTik .
5.1.3. MR RGIEITREE
M e R GTsAT BURE G 4.1.3 ik

5.2. R 55
5.2.1. fEA} 4 I B AR A

* 51 BR T KRG HEYR AN 3 CGERI) [T E DL EE
JRHE IR . CW-MFC-1 RGEMRIBMZMFEY ST CW-1 R4, CW-
MFC-1 H## BCF #x i, N 4835.2, H Cu. Pb fl Zn & ANHHIN 525.1,
145.2, 348.6 mg/kg. i b FR 700 H < BRI B R BUIK, 1T oK & < R AR IR AE
T RIS, S 3T S5 oK R I SE TR o Ingole S IMMIGF 5 324
HEJRIREMCT 10 mg/L B, {EFHKH P DA LR E KPR ESE, 4
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PEAERGRIR L T b R A Rt ik, (HEMERIKE SR T nR R,
XA R E R S BUEE BIRR . L, IR R v AR R
I e AR 52 % T 3 8 PR A e U B R ORI,

% 5- 1 RGN E SR E LIS

Table 5- 1 The heavy metal enrichment and transport capacity of plants in the system

= THE () & (mglkg) BCF T
R 25 R 259 PR ESY
Cu 5251 121 48352 1114  0.0231
CW-MFC-1 29 38 Pb 1452 1272 17373 1521.8  0.8760
Zn 3486 974 451.6 1261  0.2793
Cu 1076 23 991.6 21.2 0.0214
CW-1 1.5 2.3 Pb 152.8 1236 18282 14789  0.8090
Zn 3637 1277 4712 1655  0.3512
400
360 | EA ow-1

cw-mfc-1

Concentration (g/kg)

A 5- 1HRR BRI & A
Fig.5- 1 Iron plaque content diagram at the root surface
WEFURBL, KA DGR SRR, RECRIRPR AL . X4
AL S IR K 5O 2 S BUR e T IS SR BT, G Fe® AT M2t B AL, IR AR
mT SRR &Y. XA SIS UURER R R, B 28N
R BIMRR R EA IR . X i AR B T R K AR KR R4
5, R A FW MR T e kR R RERRE (P) wLLE
LY A B B TR BRI ITTE SRR T, AT R MR AEL 0T <5 e A R AT AT
eia [ B RS Je R I IE B AR M8, qniE] 5-1 fis, CW-MFC #4t
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o IP SR T AR R, AR T RS A U AR R Bk ) T E AR AR
Xy FeO Ml FesOq , fERGIBITHE PRI —E RN Fe¥'/Fe®, £ ERE
EAREET PR, JRERE 7RSS ARAIXS Pby Cu Al Zn MR

5.2.2. HEJEIE RS H A0

100 1

8 Electrode
B Substrate
[ Plant

Pig dung
Effluent
E== Others

80 1

60

40 1

Mass distribution (%)

20 1

Cu Pb In Cu Pb In

CW-1 CW-MFC-1
5-2 H4&J® (Cus Pb Al Zn) fERGHIIRESA (%)
Fig.5- 2 Mass distribution (%) of heavy metals (Cu, Pb, and Zn) in the system
RAEE 5-2, £ CW-MFC-1 R4, Cu. Pb Al Zn M3 5 2K

26.7%- 29.2%#I1 38.8%, UiHHIEF/E CW-MFC Kb 4 J@ v R IE EEAEA . H
Wi REN B 4 R B L BRI S EEAMEM . CW-MFC-1 f#4+ Cu. Pb Al Zn &%
il b7 9.5%. 5.9%F1 6.1%, £ CW RGiA A, UWiEH MFC n] LMEitE 1
e, ARTHBRKESE. M2 T, ARk EESENEEEI TS
R, Cu. Pb A1 Zn &0 &S EH 1.5%. 2.7%H 2.9%. & RGTEIHE
I 13.19%0 4 B A B L ), IR RE S B TR MITE R G R A T TR
H LBk

523. E2 BT ET

BEBPIARKFEE, SFBBREMRS (IS  rfieEEs. 7
s, BRES Fagd) , BARNERAEY TR M, H 8005201 %A
. CW-MFC-1 &%:iH Cu. Pb 1 Zn JEAZAL WK 5-3 FiR .
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Ca Pb Zn
[l 5- 3 & 4 A M
Fig.5- 3 Changes in heavy metal speciation

H 5-3 I, JEZERIEN RS, CufE CW A F1. F2. F3 Ml F4 IE
AT AN 22%. 3%. 66%7F1 9%, TLE CW-MFC H 7350 27%. 2% 58%
A1 13%. Pb ££ CW HHHIERS A5 8% 7%. 2% 84%, IfifE CW-MFC
AN 4% 7% T%F1 83%. Zn fE CW 1 F1. F2. F3 F1 F4 A& A 5y
BN 29%. 45%. 88%Fil 15%, IfifE CW-MFC U 43514 24%. 37%. 17%F
22%., "JLINLEER], 7E CW-MFC ', Zn[#) F1F1 F4 A& Asb, i F2 Al F3
TEAR ARG ARYE EE SRR, S Cu FE LI A A AT
WA ARAELE, M Zn WEZELIEFEARF A0SR E, 1 Pb ) E 2 DLk
BRI . XEIIEIETH Cu M Zn BA B YA RO EAGE . s
T 1) A FH XA B B AR R SR S, AT RES IR EVIATIR & 52
G RV PR, B A A A e R A R

XT LGS 25 A B #HE, T DA SR RIE CW-MFC-1 &4tH, Cu () F1 A
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27% T[4 E] 14%, F4 M 13%3E %] 31%. Pb [ F1 M 4% R F%2] 2%, F4 M 83%
HEINE] 94%. Zn () F1 M 24% R[%E] 15%, F4 M 229%18 N0 E] 29%. XA {h3k
i, £ CW-MFC-1 £4i#, Cu. Pb fl Zn FIKIER (FL) FBRELS (F4) Ir i
kb, AT S AT, X B SR S O e . PTRER RN MFC
PR B A DB T AT 5 B2 E D R AN A e A e F1, FTLLEB R &R B T AL
N FRERTEA, AR A TR R EME. TE CW-1 R4+, Culy F4
M 96tEINE] 17%, Pb i F1 A 8% T FEF] 3%, F4 M 84%1EHNE] 89%, Zn 1
F1 A\ 29% T B3] 26%, F4 M 15%3E 0% 20%. A Tigh kb Ea)ma R
T B I E, Be A A e E R AR

CW-MFC-1 RZuAHx T CW-1 RGuH H 4 & M AL RIFe e A B R 5
Wiy, B A=) AL 2 2R G R RE AT B TR R R G SR I AR A R . X e
W, CW-MFC ZR48 AR YRRk b it mT R 3a I FL A AR WUV 14 A P i B
AR ST, ¥ EERE THUABARRERNIES, B A F A 1t
AL, I IR AR S RAHNE G

5.24. EE BRI

Kl 5- 4 Bkl SEM Bl (a) CW-MFC-1 [k SEM Elf% (b)
Fig.5- 4 SEM image of carbon felt (a) SEM image of the cathode of CW-MFC-1(b)
DUE R 4Rk, #2Rh Halobacillus sp. 1 R4t CW-MFC-1 FlJ5 4R ik Bl (1)
PR EAT T RAE, 45R WK 5-4 Fion. SEM BEEIR, 5ARBET S50 I EiAH
b, MR A KRR R AR
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Pb 4f;,

1372

Pb 4f;,

1437

Pb

L
140

N
144

Binding Energy (E)

148

Intensity (a.u.)

1
930

1
935

1
940

1
945

1
950

Binding Energy (E)

1
955
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1
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L
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&l 5- 5 CW-MFC-1 [JI#i 1) XPS 4= 8 (a) FCu (b) , Pb (¢) , Zn (d) KA
Fig.5- 5 The XPS full spectrum of CW-MFC-1 cathode (a) and the fine spectrum of Cu (b), Pb (c),
Zn (d).

CW-MFC-1 [ 3 I =4 J& [ Ak # T A e AL €] 5-5a Frs, #£ 285, 398
A1 531 eV AbA I E 1) E BEAE 435 C 1s. N 1s Al O 1s I%, Cls F=AEsmIgRR
THMAG U, FSAK RS MEE R FIERT. O 1s =k
BiR e 2 R O H A b B A S A o B T U AR AR A SR 2 )
O 1s HJIEARR, FRAR ISR B BIAR AL T I S8 A 8%, 49 AR T & A &
w, BEEA SRR AN N, TERCE AR I 2 I 1 A R T
£ 933 eV #1952 eV Ab ] LUKl 2 LU B 2 1) Cu FRFEE (1] 5-5b) , #E
933.0 1 953.2 eV Z [ I TR UE, REAHAMTHE Cu® BIFETE, UFH T Cu £ %
PA Cu, Cu20 Al CuO fEAEM], 78 137.2 eV 1 143.7 eV 4bT] LUK 215459 () Pb
4f712, Pb 4fsp [RFAEIE (8 5-5¢) , FIREZ T RS+ Pb S =BAK, TEMIKH
PR ) Po & EHEAK. 7F 1021.8 eV 1 1045.5 eV ALl AR Zn HI4FAEIE
(Bl 5-5d) , T Zn FE L MERE O #7454 . Btk B O 1sUEH
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whn, UMM B E SRR EE S O KA SN R E .
5.2.5. CW-MFC & 48% 4544

PLIEZRARAE NIERE, T Halobacillus sp.AF AR HAEYIK) CW-MFC-1
RO ISFTE W R ELE L. AW Byt Rtd. URFHEANMAE
YIRETEAE Nt R BEATAEFE, R llumina MiSeq w0l &30 7 53508 T R4+
ARERAL (GER (S) o P (E) FMEWRER (P) ) HIMEMREIL L
), WHEEAMRE S BE NI T 31958 N F A BEAT IR 4 00 H

(1) Fik diZk K PCA 4 #T

SANFE S MR 2R R S S (Bl 5-6a) , BEE Y R K Y
m, HZIZREARRTgE, RIS, AEEETR. @i PCA iR,
ZANRE R TR A LAy B HBE B HR , IX R B E A I I VR G A TE R 2
Sto RIMEAER]— CW-MFC RGN, AN[EAL B R4t 0 P85 S 0 e 1 8 P 25
REJ U] %7 22 S o

(a) ®

P 5
1200 S r ¢
E S
1000
| —_— O_ ‘‘‘‘‘‘‘‘‘‘‘‘‘‘‘‘‘‘‘‘‘‘‘‘‘‘‘‘‘‘‘‘‘‘‘‘‘‘‘‘‘‘‘‘‘‘‘‘‘‘‘‘‘‘‘‘‘‘‘‘‘‘‘‘‘‘‘‘‘‘‘‘‘‘‘‘‘‘‘‘‘‘‘‘‘‘‘‘‘
L, ®
7] (32]
g °
o
5 “
i =
w00 g
_5-
2004
1 . . . . ‘ . . EQ
0 5000 10000 15000 20000 25000 30000 35000 T . ) L o
Number of Reads Sampled ©OPCI(6736%)

] 5- 6 T [FRI T AE 0T 4 AR i OTUs IR REE I 2R (a) J2 PCA 70 #ir (b
Fig.5- 6 The dilution curve of sample OTUs (a) and PCA analysis (b) are based on different

microbial community compositions.

(2) A Z RS

=AFEm A Z FEMEIR BN TR R 5-2 o . AR 97 % HIAHAOK P |,
CW-MFC-1 R4 5 P FIEES: E /) Chaol A1 ACE fe¥im THEM S, HHHIZA
G YA SR S R S5 . Ak, FESL P ORIFRS, S 1 Shannon
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TRBS TR B, UG DR AAR SN o S AR MRV S5 A BE B 2R
% 5- 2 FESLIEY) Alpha ZREMEFE BN 3145 B

Table 5- 2 Alpha diversity indices and sequencing data of the microbial samples

N HH K E=0.97
B
Observed species Chaol ACE Shannon
1119 1196.65 1222.80 5.21
1115 1324.23 1340.52 5.15
1227 1311.11 1343.95 5.27

(3) Teie A

HIE 5-7 e R R, = MFERAE D S R BRI 2 1195 AN
Ja&. e, Py E AN SRR R TRIN 2 1 T 8 2> i 972, 553 A 672 4, i
EMIZ RIS R 2. =R ITIEA R R 501 4, B[R CW-MFC %
G5 N AL B TR JE B AT BOR AR . B4k, RS PL E AN S A TR 20 7l
N ATL. 52 AN 1714, U CW-MFC R GeA R HA A AT € M A VIR 45 1
PR Bk, FREREERWE— CW-MFC RGN R 1AL YT TE 45 )
ST 4 Jm HA W N 2

Core: 501

5- 7 AR A7 AL
Fig.5- 7 Petal diagrams of different parts

(4) ARG FEEACT IR T 454
P 5-8 F1I| 5-9 A [FIEAL BUFE b AEAN R 70 2R 52KOP R 45K, AR,
ZANFE R 2T R E RIS S AR E R MR £ R B (5
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8a) , FRGLH AN FI B RE S AR A v S5 R A R AL 2 R R BAE AE AN [
FRE. Hr, Fei P IS B NZIEE ] (Proteobacteria) , #Fili S BIPLH R
NIEEER T (Firmicutes) , FEdh E LS 1w - ERAATHT] (Bacteroidota) .
i ik 6, CW-MFC i [y i fb 22 35 L 40 W (EAB) E ZE AN Z K
(Proteobacteria) . JEEER (Firmicutes) 1. f4FF (Bacteroidetes) 2%, ix
SRR IMRARE . ZRREI] (Proteobacteria) & —Ff B4k 3% ME 4N
028, F AR AN AR 22D, ph4h, ST (Proteobacteria) 1
PRI T B R TS YW AR A 3R B b, e mT DUR) &R 0 A B
RERR . EARE RIS, A HE BT B (Bacteroidetes) & — g 22 Rk
W, MR 2 R, o DO PE SR R, R T R K A

[125]

@
0 20 40 50 80

100

Samples

Relative abundance(%0)

(b)
) 20 20 60 80 100

Relative abundance(%6)

©)
2
=
2E
5~3
w
20 40 60 80 100
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S

o)

S
35

K] 5- 8 AN[E 4 REEIKF B 3 AR AR 458 11K (a) 5 B/KF (b) 5 BRK
P (o)

Fig.5- 8 The microbial community structures of the three samples at different taxonomic levels:

phylum level (a); class level (b); family level (c).
580 S T 3 AMPERRFEBUEI A RAUKT IR R . -
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(Gammaproteobacteria) fEFf L P h G HEILFA AL, SR PHIR 69%, {HAEH
f AL I RE S BT L R N BR . B E AR 3 A K O R
(Bacteroidia) , HEFIIH 41%, TIkEM S AR R B & R B MR ZF BOAT 15
(Clostridia) , 7EFEMHAT S EEE N 49%. y-ZHE (Gammaproteobacteria)
J&TAETEW ] (Proteobacteria) , J&—Fh#tAlf) EABE" 1, E4RIHE, v B
(Gammaproteobacteria) AT (Bacteroidia) 13 EH R /KIEH I, 1
AL B AR = v 0 A S T ¥ T AR Y. MR ZEMUAT 1 (Clostridia)
A — B AR IR AU B, R AR FEAR 1), GO R PRI I T AR 2 AT
(Clostridia) FrIAHx} = 127,

FERAEY KB E (B 5-90) , 3 ANEER R RZE M BEVR 45 M7 B3
ZR. fEFE P, 423 B B (Rhodocyclaceae ) M1 M £ ¥ fiy i
(Comamonadaceae) )il 5 S A XTI 36%H1 25%, AAECKHE. R
S, AT Rl (Eubacteriaceae) & EE MW B K. H M E H,
Rikenellaceae F1 Prevotellaceae (5t K. 2L3 & (Rhodocyclaceae) 7 NOsz-N
R AR R RE T, AR UL 70 B LN EAT S R AP

MK 5-9 ) Heatmap EIR[LLBE A, CW-MFC-1 RGAFFRALAI LD
HEVEAEJ®/ 7 KK BRI A = R R K. fE#E 4 P 1, Dechloromonas .
Zoogloea . Sphaerotilus . Hydrogenophaga . Leptothrix . Pseudomonas .
WCHB1_32. Paludibacter. Desulfobulbus. Acidovorax 520t . 1 5 f i
(Pseudomonas) #] A=A MAT IR ZR, R A B, 16 H SR 1A
FRs L, Rk FL AR R A ol 2 R] 1) L R 1281 R G 1 — e I
YRR, (B g @ H) AT R AU, IR AT IR 04 1R i ko H < Y
AL ER . fERES E 1, Proteiniphilum . Anaerovorax . Bradyrhizobium .
Prevotella ., Butyrivibrio . Variovorax . Acetoanaerobium. TC1., Mesorhizobium
IR . Chen ZFHOE CW-MFC A3 1P /K 1 & Go b R I s 3 1Y)
Anaerovorax , i %4l 18 7E 8 & 8 AL HE 5 TH A — & 2R . Bradyrhizobium Al
Mesorhizobium #f{J& T Rhizobiaceae £}, X mikEMEELE LAY, HEAGR
rFIE R ST, R RASGE TR, AR FE AR A AR RIS 10 SR A S

/1, Acetobacterium. Anaerocella. Christensenellaceae R_7 group. Clostridium
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sensu stricto 1. Desulfovibrio 5B RALH . Bis LB ( Dechloromonas )
Fiei i B (Desulfobulbus) « ¢ R H  ( Clostridium_sensu_stricto_1 )
AR (Pseudomonas) ¥ 87 EABIO 13U, $aiRid, FHAMEH R
Wi MU AGB-1 (Pseudomonas koreensis AGB-1) B #k4%Fh a4 1= &
A, BEINT E SR AR, DS ATE R AR By b ) TR PR, H A B
(Geobacter) 2Z 5H TN RAEY, B —M LAY YTt
RIS JR B0, mT A2 5 4k R 13,

Mesorhizobium 1.160
Proteiniphilum
Bradyrhizobium
Desulfovibrio
Pseudomonas
Butyrivibrio
WCHB1_32
Acidovorax
Anaerocella
Paludibacter
Desulfobulbus
Leptothrix
Petrimonas 0.240
Anaerovorax
Sedimentibacter
Sphaerotilus
Hydrogenophaga
TC1

0.700

Variovorax -0.220

Clostridium sensu stricto 1
Treponema
Acetoanaerobium
Zoogloea

Trichococcus

Bacteroides 0.680
Prevotella

Christensenellaceae R_7 group
Macellibacteroides

Acetobacterium
Dechloromonas —-1.140
p

S E

5- 9 UM i ) Heatmap K.
Fig.5- 9 Heatmap of genera in four samples.

IR IR R B @A g5 R L], RIMEAE —4 CW-MFC R4t H,
ANTR) AL R T AR M0 Vi 5 A A AE 35 e B 22 e (1 B-9) o FEREBUNIRESR
B, BEMIRAYI N Halobacillus sp.if, CW-MFC R4 3 B4R e & b B
RORE E A, MW X EER BT AR A S EE W SR

( Dechloromonas ) . {8 # Hu ( Pseudomonas ) . fit f% At

( Desulfobulbus > . & X #& ( Clostridium_sensu_stricto 1 ) .
Proteiniphilum. Acidovorax =380 X L4345 w2 8] B9 A4 FH T 3.
AR, REAEE (Pseudomonas) FRILH X ARG Bz Fr e U B 42 )8
B B IkUaE /118, Acidovorax X 4 R I H R4 PR Isel,
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b, CW-MFC RGux % 36 B i 1 R BR AR AE IR 45k . R DL i 2
[AIAFAE % B LR R

(5) fl L WHevE Dh e Tt

FIF PICRUSt2 3T KEGG 4 [ Fiill CW-MFC-1 As[A] X 38 sk A= 0 BE V& 1)

IHRERRAE, 3 MEER A TELE level3 /K-FEEEHEZ BT 35 (4L m g 11 B
gk B 5-11 s .
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5- 10 PICRUSI2 Z& T+ KEGG #itfa P T ) &4 i Sl D REVAE level3 7K1 FZHFA4 T 35

FARIEE R . BT R R AR — M h 2 5 KEGG 3l 8K ¥ T BE 5 A AR
FHE

Fig.5- 10 The top 35 metabolic pathways at level3 for microbial community of disparate sample

predicted by PICRUSt2 based on KEGG database. The color intensity of each square represents

the relative abundance of functional genes involved in KEGG pathways in disparate sample.
AR, CW-MFC-1 R G0 AN [RIFRAL B Sl A MR8 5 [N Th REAE 52 2% 3 H
JE i R A T B . RS P R, DIREEEZ 5 SR ABC Hizik &
(ABC transporters) M ZH 4> 24 ( Two-component system) . 41k il g 1L
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(Oxidative phosphorylation) . F#EZf#/H% 54 (Glycolysis/Gluconeogenesis) -
TCA {E¥ (TCA cycle) . 4tk Pt (Bacterial chemotaxis) %5E7E P 138 % &
e FAr. Fealth, 554 2 MR, EYRRTSEN4 ) KGR %
RN T 2 5% . ABC ¥iztk R AT LLORIFAH TR 4052 A B M 12
H I I R R 20 P T e HE RO A A EST RRGE, ABC Hris ik R
FERTE =M EEEREE (Tetrastigma hemsleyanum) X 554 J& 4% 0 e v 2 o b -3
TERIAZ o X 285 A B 11381, 30 BRI 458 B A AE AT 70 Hh /K 3 74 g 52 4% 36 1 & Jg 1o 72
HORIEE REEVER . UbAh, BFFEIERIL ABC #iE ik R e 5% ia HoAth 21 s 5
WERA oM N, KRV TR Y, X E 4w i ik
B — PR E R, W 7 R G255 1% T T RE I B AR - s B A L
i CL4O), s i A P B R T ) A P T e LA R A S B R TS o BRI
TCA TE A AL B R Ak F2AT B T A WO SR 0 3 4 8 o ae o 2 vh 3R 45 pe &
(1, R AR R A BN TESE S A R A R R R R T OEEE R . Uk
b, AR R I Th RESR TH AR AR A BT 3 s A xR gt A B
T EidEl, EESE5RAME KR (glutathione metabolism) « 2K KEAEY
4 % (phenylpropanoid biosynthesis) 451 2 N A K IE TIETEDhRE . #ERk
B, Z58RHIMCERERAPHIK S B Ep s MEAE 2 8 TR 4R
R POROET . KRR AR, R b A A R R i R R R
W, FPAEAREEE . SRR, SEEEEAE T R A IS EY IR S a A %
= s 144 BRI, KRR AR A I Th R i DR TR A 3 R o R i i
iz, F5%%. seEAu. 0. 40ssh 5 S E R K
AP AEKARE .

FERERD S, TUAEREE RN Z 5 A5 A (Ribosome) . ABC ¥iz
KA. WA S ARG FHEACE (Methane metabolism) . [HE#ERRIZ1E (Pentose
phosphate pathway) & 7E A B #% o5 3 3= S A7, X LD ae 7 0 5% 5 IR AR
L REEACH . HEHRBSEA K. P TFEESRE A A ASUREN, &%
PRGBSO IR AT RE 22 S ECE & B TS S il S MBI R AN SUE E UL, Bt
FERESD S AR B B 8 B D TRE S P FRGE AN A 35 5 4 8 1 o )9 22 S5
P LB [E 52 842 (Carbon fixation pathways in prokaryotes) ], iX—453 5
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Tao EHREESE)E Po FIFELI0ER La ME A WG T 2R M BEvE rikoE
I RETE 7T A SR — B0 BB IR R4 1O WOE A B TN A G B AR
HERE S 05 AR R AT, b B T B A M E SR E S B e
ARG RER . ULAh, RUEMBERERZ SR ANEAR . BN =R A
)4 % (Phenylalanine, tyrosine and tryptophan biosynthesis) . 23t H kAR 1545
REFE, I PR A R G S JE R A A RE I AR A A TS 1481, 7
B B, RUZEMIBEE R RS 5% ABC gk R ARG . WHS R
gt EACBERRAG SRR T, DR SZHE 3 H & R AT R AN B 7
ERFAEYIREE D RETUIM SRR, 2T CW-MFC-1 RGN XA
Vil id Z 5ok EY . A DCH ISR RS R BLCE AV & R BB iRIE
B 5 S FELFERIE T EDA RN S, BEMTTEL RS Bk, 1
WIE RIS AT, BAEMRKEANEEES S LR R R TR
Tk, MIM{#75 CW-MFC-1 B bk i 22 4 PR

5.2.6. HIE5HT

cathode

s
P e  Microbe
( HMs cathodic reducti
PP VO o
N
w0, J
A\ )
|
b 4 Microbial richness and diversity
-------- ansfer of soluble s to
4 Thansfer of soluble HM:
stable HMs
§ Biotoxicity of HMs
f:‘ 4ne Precipitation Physical adsorption
{ 4%
I > <) \
{ ((:510). . } HMs remov®
waco, )

Biological adsorption

5- 11 E4 )R LFRNLIEEE (HMs: #4J&: Microbe: f/E¥: IP-Fe: HRELLML: ROL:
HRER WD
Fig.5- 11 Diagram of heavy metal removal mechanisms (HMs: Heavy Metals; Microbe:

Microorganisms; IP-Fe: Iron Plaque on Roots; ROL: Root Oxygen Loss)

MFC 2 — 4 & 1 EM =AM B2 RR, REBRESBRIRRAMR
%, WHAEY. Bk, BB, Wi 5-11 s,
CW-MFC 54 1 iE s b2 8oR, FIREYD . Bt ZEBFRGEY
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M RER LR ESE (K 51D o EZRGH, EWERESEFE
HIEAIAR AR AR BT ac e ARBRREI R B B AE I LR B B A K
R, MR REAFEMRMAFIRELEN, TUURMESER T, Hil
REAR By W S JE B A B pH AR AR SRS AT 2 i 2 < Js FO e A2 A
FALRST, W R Y EAR R (ROL) W FREMRER Fe 155 T8 BUIR £ 4k
i, ERAED A R B RE, ATLLS Cu. Pb. Zn FHEERE SR
BB R Ao, AT S R %o 2 < i e R (M SOz A, BRI < SR LA 11
FHEEHDY, Bk, RRGRBT N E R A & T B B R bE A
(51, HBEE SRR g, W B EH R S BB EH R, Wb
B Jm RS ) H_E RIS, AT I B Rk B G B R AL ik
b, VIR PR IX S AR VG S 1) £ 23 T, FEE AR PR R, AT 5 AR
BRI A s 8 < R (R e A AT I s e 109, IR PR E M Re s SR E I S 5
EREEERSE. mEYNERSE BT UEER ARz Eg)E, #Hins
G E A

HIR A2 CW-MFC 24t 2 ik B < J RO LB 32 2200 [ i fb s S NN A ) A
TERY e BHAR A2 i) vl A ds [ B AL 1] BN, 5 AR A A B < s 1 R 2 H
WEAE IR L, 5 BUE < B T AOE JFUF R R s R T, T SR BB 4 ) 10
LRI, Doherty SIS 1515252t A 6] PEAN IR /KA Z) 7 1% CW-MFC TERE 115
i, 45 RO DR BIARBCE AL 2 SNUK I A4l FIAREEAERE B 0.4 m IRE, 2
PRK B 2 B AR 1) EIR RIS , 7 A i R R % N 0.276 Wim?,
BEBRFIER] 75%. BLAL, MRBEVTE LT, KA P 1L 7 R it
NHLRE, X AR, AR AREE S A OO AR T, RN A
HE— L8 F G e 1 0 B A 2l SR B AT, CW-MFC 3 4t v FEUAROM Rk 1 32 %
0 H < ) 5 R BB R SEAR R B R HAR AT LR I EE 2 1
WETERL A, SR AR R B T IR B AL IR IR BE 7T, T BT SR 1
EN G

HEHE CW-MFC ARG AU E KRS Tk, BEES S 7%
Hh < PR BRI S« SFORER I ) 2 LES A BT B i tE R A, 4R 41
TR, AT R R B E R 8 — SespORl A M AR R L A S
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IR E S Eed (aRiE. 3RS mEA BRI Ee /7, 7T LLdE
W5 E SR AT A e 2 BRI, ORL Y B LA AL R 45 A o AR R A T
A B B3 B, AR T DOl T s AR YIRS e Jm R AR AR AR R
BE— D AR A 3% 5 4 J 1 2 RO,

WAV CW-MFC R4t 25 183 HE & Jm LB L RE A2 I S BT
AR A AR AR R B A EAE T NS B m R AR,
K MK L R B AR B A . AR R A T Y an i BE s
R a0 3R HE A0 IR NS 45 e 15 43 B B R it e 2 A et . — BeREE AR i
Geobacter sulfurreducenst®®® | Pseudomonas aeruginosa®? .  Clostridium
butyricum!**4E GE 48 45 B & J8 B T U AE i 2 Ak, S8 AR R A i A%
o [FIIN, A Pad AT ATE AR T BAE Y, Sl A A A T e Bt A Ak
R SN, AT S B T AR A L e A

CW-MFC-1 X4 3% 5 <5 H) e 30025 B 32 2800 AR IR SR AR A Ak M 1) P B A
AR 7 OB AT AL SE v . EORLR TN AL 2 e SR
WBR AR AL R AR AT EEF . CW-MFC REuH Y. kL BRI
AR EAER, LFEEHE TR E SR ZRGE T RBRMEA, RN
— MG BRI B IR B

5.3. /&5

PUECRL A4k, B:Fh Halobacillus sp. 1 1) 24t CW-MFC-1 NHF X4,
ST T RG T R AT S E SRR AR, DL RO
BT AR R, B T )R 2 R

(1) £ CW-MFC-1 &4, Cu. Pb Fl Zn 7EIEJ5 H (1 & &4 0 5 a2 1
26.7%-. 29.2%A1 38.8%, {EHNAIEED I GEER 1.5%. 2.7%M 2.9%, f£
YR E R A SR 9.5%. 5.9%F1 6.1%, HAEYIX E 48 iR i 2
EPIERR . XPS i an, EEJEALUEE 5 O M4 &1 BIALRIH b & .

(2) CW-MFC-1 £%iH Cu. Pb Fl Zn (ARSI T 18%. 11%F1
7%, YW MFC MK E <58 R AL FI R e A7 S8 35 2, CW-MFC
TR ES B AEARNE, FESEE S TRESEINTRE]
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(3) milENFE R TR, MYRRKMAEYREFEEMZ s,

HED AT e 20 W Jm xR A E ] o [J— CW-MFC RGN AR AL i3 A
VITETE 45 A0 00 535 MR B 22 S . CW-MFC RGN B 48 LR mT g2 T
AN [A)EB A7 AL B B 8 o S BE M B ( Dechloromonas ) . B Y B
( Pseudomonas ) . it A% M ( Desulfobulbus ) . Bk X #&
(Clostridium_sensu_stricto_1) . Proteiniphilum. Acidovorax [=F & 1 jji fzix &
A Z P FEE TS AT CW-MFC RGUAR R B 2 5k
KAEED BWH IR LA SR e AV & i B RiE . (5515 55%
AR A N st . BRI PTEA RS, CW-MFC X34 FE 5 R 1
o R 25 ok S B AR ZR MRS AR WS BT AE L RN ) 2 S R R A S
PE SRR I R A RN . SUE A AR AV AL S AE AL
TEM
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FoE HILESRE

6.1. £5it

ARSI AA F ORI LRI U AE IR 8 CW-MFC R %0, 857 T HURkK
SR IR I A E SR I E AR, T CW-MFC AR 38 R 4T 7= s ik
e, JFEEA T EEBTE CW-MFC REHIEB M. &I A EF R 43 #r
CW-MFC REGMAEVIBER 450 AR AR, D T R~k AEER
HILERDLE . BTN R LA R ANT

(1) LUg4R%k (DRD NIFEEHK DRI-CW-MFC Xf#E 4 )& Cu. Pb f1 Zn 1
WP AR A, 43N 56.9%. 39.5%F11 69.1%. DRI-CW-MFC % H Hi 1 5t = g
g1k %) 3374 mV, EKINFEHEL 4 4~ CW-MFC H %+ & (1090.8
mwW/m?) . i XPS 4#T, FIFEMIIRRINA S| Cu. Pb. Zn AR EE.
It4h, DRI-CW-MFC R40xf 38 FE AR € (b A (e #tEH, DOC [#MX 1 51.9%,
FA &8 NI 63.2%, HA SEEWIGE IF 42.6%, $E WEHIAS] 1.69, Ui 1Z
RGETHFECLETFEE. DRI-CW-MFC RGxE#EB e A ELE LR, £
PirE T Mt Re s, AWM AR T, HEW RS R E R
Ruminiclostridium . Saccharofermentans . Roseimarinus. Haliangium. BBMC—4
ST & 2 I P R AR A5 CW-MFC R GEbFRA% 25 b 8 &8 5 Th R % 1 B2
e

(2) LL Halobacillus sp. A M APIH] CW-MFC-1 i th H % & = 7] 1A
366.9 mV, KRN 950.3 mW/m?, F=HPEREAE 4 4> CW-MFC R4+ &
i=o CW-MFC-1 5} 5453 J& HI AL B ACR Wi T- HoAh CW-MFC %%, Cu. Pb #l Zn
()2 BR 235050 43.4%. 62.9%F1 47.3%, BT ARIMAZLHEYIY DRI-CW-
MFC %%i, Pb HJLBRZFILE 23.4%, BHMALLREY Halobacillus sp. i
CW-MFC #%txf Pb HAA LI LERAEST. AP, CW-MFC-1 %4t DOC F#fik
42.1%, FA &3 FF% 59.3%, HA & FFt 29.9%, #AE AR T 2.0, MK
FTHARG S E R AT RIEER, BHARIMAMAEDE CW-MFC R5if
ENWFEEE E . WL AR 28, BFh T Halobacillus sp.[) CW-MFC-1 &
Gt IR e R E A R A R T VR RE R R, DI AR ) B
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fX) Acetobacterium. Christensenellaceae R_7 group. Macellibacteroides %% 1% J& 2
[ (%) W [R A F A 2R Ak CW-MFC RGACFRAE S B & 8 U7 T K 4% 1 HEAEH .

(3) fERFEIR M Bl M AT, KRG 7R E SR
CW-MFC-1 3ERF Y. Wk, SAEYRER AR, I 2L BRI B
fE CW-MFC-1 #%iH, Cu. Pb Al Zn fEFE B & 8207 5 S8 K 26.7%.
29.2%711 38.8%, TEHIMRIIE &5 LA RN 1.5%. 2.7%F1 2.9%, TERYHIK
SR HE SRR 9.5%. 5.9%F 6.1%, FAEHYIN E 4R i A e AR
#. XPS Jrifrian, HEE@aM O #HAT4 & ML AR AT E . 5
I, FREA Cuv Pb Al Zn 2R3N T 18%. 11%F1 7%, #iHH CW-MFC R4iH
BT E S BN E N, FEESEH S THESEN TR ET
Ao FIEENFEREY, F— CW-MFC R4 AR RIHALI YR S5/ 7E
We b A7 AE R I 2 . CW-MFC R0 H & )& £ BR vl e /2 1T A R AL 25
B a0 Ji SR LS (Dechloromonas) « BB (Pseudomonas) A 1
(Desulfobulbus) . %2 X2 E (Clostridium_sensu_stricto_1) . Proteiniphilum.
Acidovorax 3= 39N Sz ax Le I 44 1w 2 [a] i B [F AR BT 8 . CW-MFC R 4EH AN
[F] ERAL A AE iR IS 2 5K AE Y 2 D H IR SRS R LR I b AE &
DN Set TN ERSR i SUN b S TR G sk Y I B TN <K S E T =R
Gi. HbAHh, CW-MFC X 3 5 G 1 202 bR 2 208 A AR SRR BRI F I
BEAEF S HAR AL 2 SRR AR 2E v L SRR T A B . TE Y 3
A AR A S A A T E A

6.2. BT =

(1) #i CW-MFC RALFERESE, BT 1 ANFIERE, B A A a7 3
R L E SR I ERRARE, IR TR E B R A CW-MFC I LERILE. ¥
KT CW-MFC MHIVEE, s derESsar b B it 7 2%,

(2) st 7Y ER, I T80 CW-MFC /3, 1 1 REuxt
WIS EA S B R KRR, 2 PO TRZEYI/E CW-MFC R4 I T RE
AERRIVE RS, 3w ht 55 <5 e B0 B A SR A AR e 11
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6.3. FTEAEE

AT FE A2 S R IARE I, RAR T T BRI AE IR CW-MFC A3 % 3%
G LR B LR . TE— @ FEIE 12 CW-MFC Kb B S 4 T %
B, AR FET0H AL R B A — T AN B A AR S ER R TG RS Y T
EATSRAFLEAR R Z AL

(L FEARFETEN MR, A% 8 DUE R B Z ) DRI-CW {E
DRI-CW-MFC R4txf i, JFsch i B HARERG @K CW 5 X R R 2 1Y
CW-MFC EXTHE . FEARRIUTF ST K EEA CW-MFC s B 0S4 DL & S
& CW-MFC e 3 B & 8 b B (35 .

(2) HHI CW-MFC HARMEAE B A% 3% i) 2 4 T A8 ARG E VI A £+
Pew, FEIE—DRA R TR B R DR ERAE SR, DR s AL B AR
ks E M.

(3) ARWFAAEAEY T H NG A IRZ], X A A 5 G 13
. BEESRZWA, EEAREEF R LA B R EEAE EHORRE
Bk 5 WA R R BRI L

Zi LRTR, R CW-MFC BiARTEACFR A 36 o (1 H 68 77 1 2 A, B4
INTELE— P SR e, DA IRAEAE IS R FFSEILTE 2 R o
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