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Isolation, degradation characterization of phthalate-degrading fungi and
their application in phthalate-contaminated soil
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Abstract: Three non-pathogenic fungi PAE1, PAE6, PAE8 with good degradation effect on phthalate esters (PAEs)
were isolated after the PAEs degradation fungi were separated and purified from the cotton field soil contaminated by plastic film
for many years in Xinjiang. Fungi PAE1, PAE6 and PAES were identified as Acremonium sclerotigenum, Coprinellus radians and
Cladosporium halotolerans respectively based on the morphological characteristics and 185 rDNA sequence analysis. Three fungi
reached the maximum degradation efficiency when the initial mass fraction of dibutyl phthalate (DBP) was 10 mg/kg, and the
degradation rate of PAEs was 68.4%. The three fungi could degrade a variety of PAEs, and it was speculated that their biode-
gradable metabolic pathway was PAE—monoester—PA—PCA—CO,+H,0. The three fungi were inoculated in the soil contami-
nated by DBP and dioctyl phthalate (DEHP) , the degradation rate of DBP and DEHP were 47. 2%~70. 6% and 54. 1%—73. 4%
respectively 21 days after inoculation, and the degradation rate of PAE6 against DEHP was 73. 4%, and was the highest. The re-
sults indicated that three fungi showed good repairing effect in the soil contaminated by DBP and DEHP.
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S AN AR i SRR T AR A R
FRE I 43 W0 A TR X A 2 f Bt A W AE XL
G T YRR RS R R A S B E T B,
W2 BRI AL

UTAER XS PAEs B fift T 1 BIF 5% 32 28 S 4 o 7
], R F: e AR A i B Ak ) 2 A SR R B A5 3
s A R 20 B Sphingomonas . Comamonas , Pseud-
omonas Arthobacter I Rodococcus 25 )& 1 40 7 H. 55 B¢
fift PAEs B, 2507 Jy 1 I i 8 e A AR 2K
ﬁf\z:ﬁé@ﬁ‘( Dioctyl phthalate, DEHP) B RIBE
R 2 T 2R P O IR ((Gordonia sp.) | 213K TR
( Rhodococcus sp.) - HFT B ( Bacillus sp.) A ShFF
B (Acinetobacter sp.) 55 )& , X EL & M f# PAEs 19
WEFTHAIXT DY | PAES B Al EU I A4 foe LA 5 41
T 1991 4E | Sivamurthy 25" % 3 55 8 /MZ B ( Scle-
rotium rolfsii ) ¥ W R Wl (DMT) F 4kl X}
KRR ERHEE (MMT) |, S 2K e A v 8 — H
Wi, Chai %' ffi it 14 ¥k f DLFE % DEHP () K
Wo 715, A B V-4 16 ( Phanerochaete chrysospo-
rium) " JRLLEERE (R, miicilaginosa ) ' R R AE R
J& (Isaria sp.) BLE " 54058 T ( Fusarium oxys-
porum) TV EH X PAEs WA — EREERUR

ARG R V5 e L3P IR IN PAEs i
BT R 4 e R PAEs AORR MR R kg0
KRR ([saria sp.) ELH 30 d N K 13
11300 mg/kg PAEs [%fi# 69.02% , 5% " KB
JIUHE IE 75 8% ( Eupenicillum javanicun) 10130 d Py A
K 13 300 me/keZ & PAEs [§f# 65.2%, Lv
AEUTVHE R Y AR 94k T T PO-Yi ( Fusarium oxyspo-
rum) ] LIORE bR O G 1 Ry 2 3 b B R 60
mg/kg PAEs 73 BI[4fi# 76. 8% 1 63. 1%, AHF5EM
ZAEHIE TS e A B R b A B alifk PAEs [ H
B, WEIT R I, TR N T 2 PAESs 75 4 + 3%
HgFgE HAT 4P PAEs 1 R BRFCR, LINIHE /R 1%
PRXT PAEs BRI AR,y PAEs 159409 2E W)
1B HORSEHE BRI AL

1 MRS I7E
1.1 RIEH

Pl b Y5 Y + LB 2 4F PAEs 75 4445 H
FTREAEH 4 C M FRAE, PAEs I8 iR+
THAARHE KO ARAR, B PAEs i51% F 4

I, i 10 ¢/kg BIARIEWRL, T 4 CORFERFH, ToHL
Eh B SR (MSM) : KH, PO, 3.00 g/L,NH,NO, 2. 00
¢/1.,MgSO, - 7H,0 0. 10 g/L,CaCl, 0.01 g/L, 2. —
JHe Y 8 4 (€, H ,N,Na,0,) 0.01 g/L,pH 7.5,
1.2 iRIE{LEE

TR A LA ZQZY-90F k%% 15 3246 |
AR A-1506 AT WLATEIEEE T Eppen-
dorf Centrifuge 5804R 7= 3 &5 .00 ML | 75 M i+ b 1% 4%
SW-CJ-1D HL AN ¥k TAE & | Talboys 248 2L iiE K3 1R
G EBEE 6890N S ARG TEAY
1.3 BEROSE_HFREEEMNIBNETE
1.3.1 AA o & RIS YA L4 S
g, MAT A 50 ml TR KMHEIE T, 28 °C 180
r/minkE PR 20 min,%ﬁﬁ 30 min J5HL 5 ml BV
W, or i A& 4B R W R — T Ii ( Dibutyl
phthalate, DBP ) . 2B 2K — H iz — ¢ fig ( Dioctyl
phthalate, DEHP) ] 45 ml JCHLEE 85 55 3 b 34T 3
WHEE I, BRI 5 ml A 45 ml 55555t
1 28 °C 150 r/mini# G355 7 d, DBP . DEHP it
IR E R 5 mg/kg . 10 mg/kg .20 mg/kg, By
BRI IR B R BRI X107 1x10° 1x 1047, SR J Bt
100 wl F 5 BI7E S 10 mg/kg DBP \DEHP 1) MSM
AR R AR EIR A 28 C FREE 7 d, ¥ ARIIE
BSREVEIE—2 T MSM [EARE; F2 5 a7 RI 255
FAFEN TS, PRI IR 5L 4 CIRATE
132 @A FHFTFLERFTIOR DR, s
#4100 ml PDB F53RFEMHEIERT, 150 1/min 28
CHOLESR 72 h i FRLER, IV
T5E B 660 nm '~ OD A, FH JG T 7K 24 5 B 42 il
WSR2, B S ml ERAT A 45 ml 6
BLER W 1A K% 77 2 (DBP DEHP J5i & 43 503 0 10
mg/kg) , DA A G5 5 JC W K A X iR, 28 °C | 150
o/ minkEHEFE 3 d, K G RS PARs &R, BEH
X PAEs FEARRCH R AT I F0AT, #5 BB IR A9 Yeast
Colony Rapid Detection Kit 27 & 7 2 DNA, H
WG9 1TS1 AT ITS4 #6477 PCR 73, 973 =ik 2
AR A W R A RS A TR
1.3.3 #alzk Higdd iy DBP & DEHP & i
KIS AM IS (GC) ¥, DBP 690 J5 ¥ .
FEf DBP FH U e A2 B, DU 35 352 B o in A
S T AW 5,150 r/mindE3% 15 min, F#E 20 min
I )2 I T2 A VUK, DEHP Kzl 77 .
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R DEHP FIIE C B2 B, 155 00 15 5= 3k v A
SFRIEC T, 2% AU IR A 4% R IE 2 min, 4 500
r/minf.0r 2 min M WO BIE A DL
A HUAREATE 0. 22 wm BERE, GC K
1.4 EHEEFREEAR
1.4.1  AH xR F 22 % DBP % DEHP #) %

SR 1.3.2 K 1.3.3 %5 5 ml BT IINA 45
ml JoHLER R F7 2 ( DBP \DEHP [t 73 5066 B 45 O 5
mg/kg 10 mg/kg .20 mg/kg) , LUIMASE R ICH KN
XA, 28 °C (150 o/ miniE G155 d, A B FR Jk oh
PAEs {5,
1.4.2 AWM PAEs Sl e I HEXT 10
it PAEs F11 3 il 3 fige v (8] 7 4 1% % it BE 17, 10 Fh
PAEs i 2F & — H g — J% N I ( Diallyl phthalate,
DAP) 4B 7% — H iR — IF 3% % ( Dioctyl phthalate,
DNOP) ({48 — F i WL (2-H 4 5 £ T8 ) ( Bis ( meth-
ylglycol) phthalate, BMEP ) 4B 7% — HI fig — H fig
( Dimethyl phthalate, DMP) 2B — H iR T Fig < H fig
(Butyl benzyl phthalate, BBP) 4K —H R — 3
fi ( Dicyclohexyl phthalate, DCHP) 4F2K —HIiR — %
TNTiE ( Diisopropylo-phthalate, DIPrP) &B7K — HI iR —
1EJ%.BE ( Dipentyl phthalate, DPP) 482K —H R — 2,
fi ( Diethy phthalate, DEP) 2B 7 — H g — N fig
( Dipropyl phthalate, DPrP) ,3 Fh B fi: it [1] 7= ) hy 48
2K H R BT 18 ( Monobutyl phthalate, MBP) 487
T W [ ( Phthalic acid, PA) . Jii JLZS & ( protocate-
chuic acid, PCA) ,

3 PRETE /MR PDA #5523 ,28 CHi3% 5

d, HATFLASFTECE AR R 5 mm (R DF, 43 42 Fl T
FAIA PAEs BTCHLER [ P 5 373 (PAEs i 730
410 mg/kg) ,28 CHOGCHEFE 7 d, ML BT 4= KA
OAREFEIES . REERER/DNT 1 mm HAL
K, KT 1T mm /N5 mm AER(+), #id 5 mm
FAERKIERR(++) .
1.4.3  JLE xE 23 b AR K = W BR Bg 69 I R
T BT T A SR A VLR ROl B e i
Sl , 4R R 2 mm 5 4-30A DBP \DE-
HP NERPEW, BL) PAEs BUEE 72800 80 meg/kgfIA
A5G b, 2 BRI 50 g i AT 1 B3 1 37 QL
H, 25 CREGHRMET &4k 28 d, ¥ ] PDB K 5%
FEAE 150 r/min 28 °C B ARG IR 09 B0 | 36 2 7
A TR TP 5 T — B R R o A = A

Ja By e DO A S5 B TC R K R X IR, B 2
B AR S K R RRTE 20% 240 K 35 SR LT
28 CfH 3 FRA RO E FF 21 d, BORED 5 4= g v
PAEs i PR A AR A = (X BRAE i 5k B2
AR PERE LR R ) /6 BRAE A AR B < 100% ,
Herh PAEs SR 2 % ) 2 % i vk ER AR
B2.0 g 3, A 2 ml BAKFIZURBE 1 min, il
A5 ml A3k 2NE, T2 TEmIE G 2% L iniEdk
10 min, LA 0.5 g NaCl #1 2.0 g Jo7K MgSO,, 37 HJ
P3JE 1 min,3 500 t/min .0 5 min, BT 0. 22
pm A HLRIEREE, GC Ha

2 RS0

2.1 PAEs BfEEREIS BEIFE

WLy B A E] 11 #R X DBP & DEHP F# i 54
R B , 5 Bl 24 HPAEL ~ PAELL, R f# 2L
WL 1, HPE 18s tRNA I 45 5% 51 He x| %)
11 BRIEHEAT TR 5 e R R 1, Wk
PAE1 PAE6 .PAES % DBP & DEHP A 1R i 1Y
FEABOR HOMAESOR T . 287 6 75 B R i 280OR M3
i R 3R R 3 BRI PAEL \PAE6 \PAES #17/5

F1 11%k PAEs BEBERMNVSEELER

Table 1 Identification of 11 phthalate esters ( PAEs) degrading
fungi strains
7S i DBP [f#% DEHP [EfifR %/ﬁ\#
PR (%) (%) O
PAE1  Acremonium sclerotigenum 40.1 2.8 =
PAE2  Ochroconis tshawytschae 355 3.7 &
PAE3  Paramyrothecium roridum 18.4 7.7 b=
PAE4  Cadophora malorum 393 554 =
PAES  Acremonium sclerotigenum 19.4 103 %
PAE6  Coprinellus radians 53.1 36.9 =
PAE7  Mucor hiemalis 29.1 125 P
PAE8  Cladosporium halotolerans 50.4 40.6 i
PAEY  Alternaria alternata 39.7 429 P
PAEL0 Alternaria alternata 43 29.7 I
PAELLl Alternaria alternata 60.1 54.6 I

2.2 Eitk PAE1.PAEG.PAES Hiit—H 4 E

HFk PAE] . PAE6 ., PAES 43 Il 3 70 T MSM 54
Fidk 28 CTROER R 7 d, IR W& B 45 (K
1), ZHXF, FRE PAEL /9 18S rRNA 751 54
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A% T 460 85 ( Acremonium sclerotigenum ) B9 [7) I P 15
99.06% , W Hk PAE6 [ 18 S rRNA J¥ 515548 € i 4
( Coprinellus radians ) 1 [@] i P 15 99.53% , H bk
PAE8 1) 18 S rRNA J¥ 41| 51t £h K 46 16 ( Cladospori-
um halotolerans) W [ JRPE IS 99. 03% . 455G ARG K
FH (K 2) SEHIESEHE, ¥ 5tk PAEL %5 N
WAL B IR PAEG S50 Ry e B W<,
PR PAES 25E M ERBLAL R

7%

E 1 &# PAE1(A) .PAE6(B) .PAES(C) 7 MSM #5 & L
BIEASHHE
Fig.1 Morphological properties of PAE1(A),PAE6(B) and
PAES8(C) colonies on MSM medium

Acremonium sclerotigenum strain MEFC031(MK732096.1)
Acremonium alternatum SF 66(MT529342.1)
Acremonium brachypenium strain: CBS 866.73(AB540570.1)

76 | Coprinellus xanthothrix strain LL-Y-1 (MK887323.1)
94 Coprinellus domesticus strain CNRMA10.949 (KP132301.1)
% Coprinellus sp. CJL-2014 strain ZPRs-R-1(KJ542338.1)

|Coprinellus radians (MKO087751.1)
99 | Coprinellus radians strain FR8-PR4(KP900252.1)
Coprinellus radians strain M65 (HM045514.1)

Cladosporium halotolerans strain C27(KT276990.1)
Cladosporium halotolerans TYPE material(NR 119605.1)
—— Cladosporium sphaerospermum TYPE material(NR 111222.1)
 — Cladosporium cladosporioides CBS 112388(NR 119839.1)
100 | Cladosporium herbarum TYPE material(NR119656.1)

0.01
Coprinellus cf. (MT340078.1)
‘PAE6
P
0.005
90
99 ’—{
——
0.005

B2 E# PAE1,PAE6 PAES K HXE R 18S rRNA MZ K REL B R
Fig.2 Phylogenetic tree based on the 18S rRNA sequences of PAE1, PAE6, PAES and related strains

2.3 3HREEXNARERES# DBP & DEHP K&
fRFFIE

#£ DBP Al DEHP & i 1 &t 70 8053 5l 5
mg/kg 10 mg/kg .20 mg/kehf, 5555 5 d J5 I & A [A]
PR MSM ¥ (AR K% 52 3L PAEs 119 B fif 3%, 25 1
(1 3) B R E PAEL XA IR BT 7050 DBP A%
A3SK 42.3% 53.2% 41, 5% , % 7 [ 5 & 4 %K
DEHP [&f# %53 51k 26.2% . 30. 4% . 39. 4% ; B bk
PAEG6 Xf A [a] i i35 DBP F#fi 5453 50 54. 2% |
68. 4% \45. 8% , VAN [F] 5T & 43 DEHP [ fif 3 43 5l
H 28.2% ,26. 9% . 32. 4% ; T Ak PAES X A [a] it i
I3 DBP [ R 43 50 49. 3% .59. 3% .39. 4% , %}

NTR) B 4340 DEHP R A 2325350k 22.3% 31.3%
26.9%, 3 MRILEHXT DBP [ A S 1E R IR i o0 4
10 mg/kg i ¢ 5, 5 mg/kgiR 2,20 mg/kg F i,
WK PAES X DEHP (1B AFRCRALTE L IR BT 2 53 4K
M 10 mg/kg I B R, AT RE S HT R BT A3 A0
PAEs il T 1A TG PR PR IE PAEs FEff3, &
J 5388 (50 mg/kg) V5 YL AL FR Y DBP K DEHP Xf
A A K | A SRR T DA R A SRR R A 1
AR 9 HA ) VE FH B T G ) o a3 A
FhuEn i s> A 2 PAEs XA 4 e AR B E
VB 1A P2 30 5k R A1 A B0 2 Sk HIRAE V5 e
O] STE R
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3 BRECE T DBP [R5 2 (41. 5% ~ 68. 40% ) 1)
= X DEHP AYREf# R (22. 3% ~39.4%) , AT BEJ&
F5 DBP ALk, DEHP 445, Bk LAREf . 45 5C
BRARGE , AR YIXF PAEs FEAR AR Z Hor T4 152
W], e SEBE A SR/ N A R T e

FE L U5 T 53 B0 20 mg/kg i), TR R PAEL

100

S osof

¥o60F

;\Bi;

& 40

[

m

e 20t
0

PAE1 PAE6 PAES
Gl

PAEG6 X} DEHP (1) 5 fiff 350 % f i, W BB Rl 2 Bk
H A 5Z 20 mg/kgf) DEHP , A5 & X8, A
IR L Y R s 2 4 e o 7 e o = B N =4 Ga L./
ZEIE MG YA, R 2ad m sy, Ak
SR B4R R nT O SR W T A2 5

ST R RS 5 T SR

80

<

= 60F

& 4dof

[=9]

jan)

a2  20r
0

PAE1 PAE6 PAES
IR

O 5 mg/kg; ™ 10 mg/kg; M 20 mg/kg

B3 AEBERESNE DBP & DEHP X FE# PAE1 PAE6 . PAES [&f# PAEs Y200
Fig.3 Effect of initial mass fraction of DBP and DEHP on the degradation of PAEs by strains PAE1, PAE6 and PAES

2.4 TEtk PAE1.PAEG #1 PAES [4fi# PAEs B it

3 PRECH I RETE & A AR PAEs MSM [ {45 5%
F PR (% 2), PAE6 4 K& IERK, PAEL IR Z,
PAES £ KB 18, Ui B 3 Pk H & e K fif 2 Fh
PAEs, X% UL PAEs S FEfRE 1. 3 MRECEXT
SCHERRBUN 1 ~ 8 (IATR] PAEs Y4 FEfRGE S, W
SCHRIRIE , © i e 2 () PAEs & i B B X 2 Fh A [
THER B PAEs A AR, w8 B o 4h
PR EH % ( Eupenicillum javanicun ) T AR XY
+ 1545 4 PAEs( DMP DEP #1 DOP) A %4ty
F AR L T AN AR S PR A0 T O o A Bt
2 X DEP LFRFAE] 94. 6%,
2.5 Ttk PAE1.PAEG6 7l PAES [&f#i& EHE

SHHENN 3 Bk ELH X PAEs BUACITE RS K 3 Ak
FLEEMTER N MBP (PA PCA () JCHLER A8 5%
B SR A RGN, KB 3 FRIE RIS RE LA 3 RIS
W =Y IR (3R 2) o AR UG 45 2R 5 A OGS
RO I 3 KR ECHE VR R PAESs (19 A5 9 [ i
RN . PAEs 38 528 B RS T0 A FH B3 it Ay B | P —
LK R PA 52 PA FEIRIE I PCA JFHEA T —4
Rt BLEkAE 5 H ATHGE 1 2 50 A W FE i PAEs
1) FEE R — B,
2.6 Btk PAE1,PAEG PAES ¥t +1E 48X —H
& B 1Y B R e

Ff1 80 mg/kg DBP #l DEHP 54t 433 H %4k 28 d

%2 TH# PAE1,PAE6 . PAES £ & H R PAEs MSM 15 HE 4
KiER
Table 2 Growth of strains PAE1, PAE6 and PAES on MSM medi-

um containing different phthalic acid esters ( PAEs)

PAEs MRS A PAEI PAE6 PAE8
DAP 3 + ++ +
DNOP 8 + ++ +
BMEP 3 + ++ +
DMP 1 + ++ +
BBP 4 + ++ +
DCHP 6 + + +
DIPrP 3 + ++ +
DPP 5 ++ ++ +
DEP 2 ++ ++ +
DPrP 3 + + +
MBP * / ++ ++ +
PA” / ++ ++ +
PCA ™ / ++ ++ +

AR PAEs IR Y, WIS B <] mm AR (-),
1~5 mm B (+),>5 mm BIERAEK (++),

J&i , 20 A g 3 v DBP Al DEHP 19 & &, 451
/8 DBP & i A 1.2 mg/kg, DEHP & &4 4.4
mg/kg, A HIAFFREAT TR, BHE 21 d £
P, % ¥ PAE1,PAE6, PAES ¥J X} 1+ HEh DBP K&
DEHP A [EFEEE (REAR (K1 4) o 3 BRER 21 d
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XF 1.2 mg/kg DBP I [ fif %8 R 47. 2% ~ 70. 6% , X
4.4 mg/kg DEHP [ fi# 2% 5954, 1% ~73. 4%, PAE6
XF 3 PAEs (9 % e 5 5, 3570. 6% ~ 73. 4%,
SHERRE TR L, 3 MR B 58 PAEs Ju 3
JEXt DEHP 1 B A 58 imi, 3X 7] RE 2 i1 T7E H 4R B
B S5EE ARSI A N2 R, W
AT RESE: TR0 Ao ) 22 A R A R T v

H R ER B L3 f PAEs MRF5E K224
KA+ 4 K T 4 B PAEs V5 4 & R
FRUS IO SCHRARAE A, E AL 3 PAES
KL TR, It eis il 6 Fh PAEs
TE LI 2R 48 75 06 T B 3 R M b R 1 [ 0. 453 ~
1. 615 mg/kg H L DBP 5 DEHP h £ | 7R 4 #
RIX 5 92. 8% HY Al % J= 13 b 6 Tl PAEs &L &
w<1 mg/kg ™ AL RELW, TRk 3 kA
PO A IR BT it 43 ) PAESs A R AT B A
B ULBHILAE AR AR 451 T % L3 v PAESs 5 4%
BARBIHBEEEN, BARHIE ( Cladosporium ) K
W2 5B%E PAEs 54 + 1 E A M SeiRkE 1
AMWEGE B WA I A7 & (Acremonium ) H. 18 M %,
A& ( Coprinellus) B A BE A5 RYi5 %+
Hehe .

100
_sof
&
s
3
& 401
=
20}
0 PAEI PAE6 PAES
FEE

O DBP; m DEHP

E 4 TE &k PAE1,PAE6 PAES Xf 1381 PAEs HIF&fR R
Fig.4 Degradation of strains PAE1, PAE6, PAES on phthalic
acid esters ( PAEs) in the soil

3 %58

M PAEs 5 YL A H S8 i et 3 Bk AT ] e
WEfit 2 B PAEs 1 5 2 I it B PAEL, PAEG,
PAES, 43 7l % % Ry 1 4% A B T A 2 ( Acremonium
sclerotigenum ) 8B Y 4 ( Coprinellus radians) |1} 45
BAE ( Cladosporium halotolerans ) , 3 H %G

HLERIE R b R [ Bt ik 43 % DBP % DEHP HLAT B
UF IR FRAR X5 DBP Y B i % 0939.4% ~ 68. 4%,
Xt DEHP P2 122.3% ~39. 4% , Horb 3 ¥R EL R 1E
DBP 2 i Jit i 73 30 10 mg/kg B B ff 6 i &1
PAE6 [ 31k 68.4%

3 FRECTH IS REIE AR 22 Fh PAES , -4 I A= 4 %
i1 N : PAEs— L iF—PA—PCA—CO,+H,0, 3
PREEXT DBP J DEHP 154 + 3 A R IiF i 2
YEHT,21 d IR 1.2 mg/kg DBP [IREAR 3 N4AT 2% ~
70. 6% , % 4.4 mg/kg DEHP HY [ fift % 1 54.1% ~
73. 4% , Hoh PAE6 Xf +-3h DEHP 1) R fif 2R B i
ik 73. 4%,

SE Ik
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