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A RN, FAER, EAY X R, R

1 E R Bk A S ST T, dEBT 100012; 2. 22 NS0 KM 5B T2k, 221 730070,
3.V ALIMTE 2= A2l T2k B, 220 7300705 4. H R & ERLF AR BEA R A E, 220 7300205 5. A& 4%
HREAIE L L, B 100029

& E ORI (PLA) J& —Fh & 8 01 R BOAE T B AR TR . AR 58 A [R) 4 F i PLA IRH £k 6 2806 12 K bl
il , AT 23 F 8 PLA by B ARG JRAFF 58 T PLA ) e 25 T ik 1 B AT B2 A T0 I RURASR . 28 58 T ST Akt K 8 ik 1
AL (DOM) 214> T A= I iV 454 . 45 R R . PLABRBRAGE , 701 /K F B 0 L #% b 7k coD # figfa 2
TE 20 mg-L™'; PLA Zr T MUK, AR MG, 5000 gmol ! 43 T4 PLA Y NO, -N 25 [ & F0 I Al Ak 3 2K 3k 5]
100% 1 1.29 mg-L™"*h™'. PLA WA B AT 2 45+ — /& B il 16 Ty B B8 10 R FH K it Bl 24 40 o i PLA BT /N 1 Bl
U AE Jy B T AR AT 5 R RSO . — T E YA F S e S E R = W SR ALY AT R AR . A
FEAE ] g PLA [ (AR I8 76 SR Ak i 60 120 b 1) e o R A 2%

KBEIR  BERRRIE; IR, RIS 4T MUEY RIS S

WS K A BT A AL RO IR I A R R R 3R OB AL T2, B AR R IE 22 T 205
ROSATH s . 5% TSR IBAIEL , P AR W) R A AN T R G W [ A ik 0 TR 42 4 . Rk
Rt 2 T B Ry B Al A B0 2 40 R ) F 58 A . R FLIR (Polylactic acid PLA), 3-8 35 T 2 /1% R ik L R Wy
(Polyhydroxy-butyrate-co-valerate PHBV)!" | & % [N i (Poly(e-caprolactone) PCL)™ 15 T —FR T — l5 fig
(Poly(Butylene Succinate) PBS)™ 4 R &9 H A B 47 Bt fig . {H PHBV, PCL Ml PBS S5 R G WS
B TR TP AEAE A SRR 2 AT R R S A R, fEAE R AR . PLA RBAE o FLIR 1 40 2R
T, A A MARRR . BN s B ke il A= W e it B 07,

H A, ¢ T PLA Ry [ MRk U5 #E 47 S s AL I R 9 A 2 2 DL AR o £ 0 FAN D5 T
PLA A A2 175 e 5 SR B H] (35 d) 538 B (30~40 C). 2 WARSEP Ak T PLA A1k R 4¢
()35 B HE 7K pH B B8 7.8~10.1. TAKAHASHI %51V B\ PLA 7K fff 7 49 £ B 1 7 T N [W] 43 & PLA (1)
AR, 48 1R 7 & PLA A SCR B 4f . (2 AR 715 PLA (09I A 8% A B AH AL 1 A
W7, X e S % A ) I Rt A v A0 4 1 R SRl
Ui EER: 2022-12-03; FRHAHEHA: 2023-03-23
E&WB: HIT R R B [E )R % oK 82 F K E KR I E (CIGIZD2020061710260200);  [F 52 # s 0F & it X 3 H
(2021YFC3201505-02)

E—1EE: KW (1998—) , &, WHWHF5ELE, 913259544@qq.com; DRBISIERE: BRI (1975—), B, W+, #rxH,
waterwdy@163.com
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AT ST 5 5000 g'mol™", 10 000 g-mol ™' F1 50 000 g-mol ™' () PLA, {E#RIT H B g
FUS A ACRCR W JE Rl b, 38 3 20 B KW A AL (DOM) 443 K S E e T 454, 8 7s AN TR) 43
T PLA ESALI A A2 SALH], DAk PLA B AR A2t 5%

1 MBERE
1.1 IR

ARSI e B R AU G B PLA o 07 5 Ui R R B BUAS AR, R ) PLA 43 TR AR S
000~50 000 g-mol™ "1, PR ., 7% 5256 % B 43+ & 2 5 000 g'mol™, 10.000 g:mol™*, 50 000 g-mol™
) PLA #EATHF5 . PLA BB AMEROE Bk, HER N 2~3 mm. K4 3~4 mm. HABIKH 5
K Al o BILE K 06 7 . 7E AR JK R in A NaNO, Fil KH,PO,, i NO, -N it & i & 0
30mg'L™", PO -P ik N 6 mg' L™y i R MWHE | mL L7 B B0 in, A5k 1
FirRP,

1 WETERBRRTAR

Table 1 Composition of trace element solution

2% IR (g L) 2% FEIR (g L)
ZnS0,-7H,0 22 CuS0,'5H,0 1.6
CoCl, 6H,0 1.6 MgSO0,-7H,0 5.0
FeSO,-7H,0 5.0 (NH,)Mo,0,,4H,0 1.1
CaCl,-2H,0 5.5 NiSO,:6H,0 0.42
MnCl,-4H,0 5.0 EDTA 5.0

1.2 XBWHE

1) BFLMR PLA # S BRR A ST 07 % o B3 H 500 mL #E B, 20 90 A 300 mL 25 8517k, Ff/m
A 100 g 4> T 54 5000 g'mol, 10 000 g'mol™', 50 000 g-mol™ Y PLA, Ji % &), HE T 35 C.
80 rmin ' fHIRET M P . B 24 h AP B Tk, HEw i 174, 25, MEKFE COD,
JFIH8 PLA B9 29T BBk % (cumulative carbon release rate).

2) WFLMR PLA AL ATIE it o B3 H 500 mL #EFE M, A 300 mL A48 /K Fl 150 mL {5 1
15 (MLSS & 3 gL, 435 /it A 100 g 43 F A 5 000 grmol™", 10 000 grmol™', 50 000 g-mol™" f
PLA, JiH %%, B T35 °C. 80 rmin fHIRIGFRFE T . & 24 h BOFEIF S 46 300 mL BELE K, %
S 36d, JETH 1R B 17 RAE 37 REURE 4T DOM 4143, T4 37 RIUHE 2 Wit A= W
ZhK . M EKEENO,-N, NO,-N. NH,-N. COD, Jfit%# [ fil§fki# % (Denitrification rate).

3) PLA Fit Bk it 5 . PLA RiHBMkF 0 ] CR kKR, R =L (1) s,

C
i (5)Y

TC (1)
AP CR, W d KI BT RBEBE; C N i KA COD, mgL'; VHEKIERMAEI, L; TC ME
WS40 BT 4 PLA S5 Bk B, mg.
4) PLA AR+ . e R a] LU DR R, = )P Frs .
G- )
HRT
A DR AL, mgL " h; C, fl C, 45k NO,-N ¥ i i B Al K Bl vk 3, mgeL',
ABF5E K J3 45 B B[R] (HRT) 48— 4 24 he

CRd =

DR =
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1.3 S#it 5k

IKHFEZE 0.45 pm BREDE R U8 5 I e AH OGS4, Hofr, NOy-N R S5 Ot EE I E 5 NO, -
N R N-(1-%53%)-& e G BEE DI E 5 NH,'-N 2R 90 Bl i 22 5 COD SR FH PR3 I i o Ot O 2
% (DR-1900, M5y, FE)ME. =42 00615 R M H 37 (Hitachi)F-7 000 9% 73 % B2 HIAE , &
WK O L . 200~450 nm, & 5F 3K () F G FE . 250~600 nm; Bk 4% P47 X, =5 nm,
Aew=5 nm; I 2 400 nm'min~' . = 4ESEEOGIE (3D-EEM) AR 95 8 A I R A S K 1 A TR]
IR S AR, X 5 A T X (/A= (200~250 nm) / (250~330 nm) , BEEE Y F). 1 X

X’ cm

(Ae/Aen= (200~250 nm) / (330~380 nm) , KEAAKRY ). X A, /A= (200~250 nm) / (380~550 nm) ,
KEEBYT). VX /A= (250~400 nm) / (250~380 nm) , & il PEHCE WS =W ). VX
(Ae/hem= (250~400 nm) / (380~550 nm) , JJ&F 5 i ) Jo )™, Fie B 2 o I AL 43 (FRY) 20 i, dl ik
Origin9.1 18 5¢ 6 X A MA TR @, % 56 ' X B A B AR Bk A7 bm Ak, A5 3] IX 3 7 A bs v AL AR
SRR D, B RO K AR RUMA T @, R T X bs AL R AR AR Y AR AL R
SHERRZ P,

A WA V% 4548 R FH 16SIRNA 5738 5 0 5 A7 704 o WS FE RS T 10 mL B0 N, -
20 C PR AF, B 5 #E1TAE & DNA 28, R i 514 338F ( ACTCCTACGGGAGGCAGCAG ) Al
806R ( GGACTACHVGGGTWTCTAAT ) X #f 5 16S TRNA FE[H V3-V4 0] 75 X 4T PCR §"4 . PCR =
Y Fl QuantiFluor™ -ST *¢ & R 4t (3 [E Promega 2 7)) ¥l 22 f# )5 , )5 A Tllumina Miseq PE300 -
BUEATIN R . f# FH Uparse #k /4 (version 11) , #2355 97% A9AH L X e 51 47 OTU %2 . F]H RDP
classifier (version 2.13) X} 5§ 25 JF F HEAT W) AP 43 251 B, BLXT Silva 16S rRNA %04 % (version 138) , &
BT BIE R 70%, FFAETT . BERE K L GEEAS TRV BE A A B 4
2 #ER5iTE
2.1 PLABSREMKRIMERE

43 T8~ 5000 g'mol ™', 10 000 g-mol™" Al 50 000 g-mol ™" i) PLA # 25 B¢ il 14 fig 21 1K1 1 FF /i .
PLA B4 Fi i K, HBEBAE LS o 2 F i 5000 grmol ™', 10 000 g-mol ' i) PLA B 2 #1 H
B B B . B 1 RO R BR [ B, COD 3 [ N 40 mg L7 1 33 mg-L™'; £ 2~17 K N %%
P BB B BE, B KFaE Bt CODZ) 20 mg-L™'. 4 F 1 50 000 g-mol ™" () PLA 7 UL B & 4 By B 1
1M JE N COD B R AR 4720 20 mg-L™' . AN[Rl43F 1 PLA #£ 17 d N RIFRECRRE K, BHA
BT 0.1%.

PERE B 404 [ A Bl V5 78 3 K B ik e

60 0.3%
B, AT AE AR AR A T R R Ak I 2R T 000 ol P A COD
R R R ] R R ) o = S000 ¢ mol PLA HEBE.
PLA 1 WKW [ 7 IR A RO R, Oy = w0 = 30000 Ema PLA HcK {021
Ve BLUF 19 FRTRR . AT PLA KR 2 | 2
P2 K T M AR R R (9 20§ | |, =
mg'L"), 5 PCL. PHBV 45 A T & iUk I B ik
i AH T (13.35~26.70 mg- L)', G ik T E ok 10r
O FIAE A 52 58 K AR iR JR(200~300 mg-L )P 0
T [ A i R e S B, N A R S i/
s N KA LY & AR . E1 TE%FEPLARRMRE
2.2 PLA RA{LiiE Hae Fig. 1 Carbon release properties of

2 PLA 4T 405K 5000 g'molfl 10000 PLA with different molecular weights
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g'mol™" 1 50 000 g'mol™" i, 7K NO;-N BT & ¥ BE A8 Ak . R BRAAS Al AL s an &l 2 fros, &l 9
NH,"-N J i B FR R 285 Nl A2 A s 3.

—=—5 000 g'mol 'PLA
—e—10 000 g'mol 'PLA
—4—50 000 g'mol 'PLA

MO A

S st A]/d
(b) NO-NEBRFA
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—e—10 000 g'mol 'PLA
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IR AR W s ey
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059,
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35r 100% r
=~ 30F
_‘71 80%
225t
? 1 60% -
% 20} i’
1 &
H'E< 15+ ZI 40%
z g
o 10k —o— K Z |
5 —=— 5000 g'mol 'PLA 20%
_:"} 51 —e— 10 000 g-mol 'PLA
- —a— 50 000 g'mol 'PLA 0%
O L ) NN N S Y N N N S Y N N S N N N S_—— 1
A2 A 6 BANUAMMANO BN N0 0aM6
SN [ /d
(a) H7KNO,-NIY AL
20
~ 15F
=
2
é" 1.0}
pis)
J o5t
AT
=
1%
0.0 |
32 A6 BAWIAMKONH NN N 0006
S /d
(c) R fbis A1k
2 K[E4%F & PLA RIBE R M REXTEL
Fig. 2 Comparison of PLA denitrification properties of different molecular weights
2.5 0.4
—=— 5000 g-mol 'PLA,NH,-N
—e— 10 000 g-mol” 'PLA NHi—N 100%
~20F —— 50 000 g'mol '"PLANH,-N ¢
7 ~— 5000 g-mol"PLA,NO;—N 403 ~
&0 ~0—:10.000 g'mol'PLA,NO,-N = 80% |-
Ed5fF —~ 50 000 g-mol'PLANO,-N &n =
= § 2 400
- . z T
Z 10 =) &
- Z, Y
Z ) = 40%
2 05 H [
H 20%
0.0

S i /d
(a) H17KNH,-NFINO-NI# 254k

0.5%

26d

[
44% p4-5

il

5000 10000 50000 5000

10 000 50 000

PLA/;Hit/(g-mol™)

(b) DL SFEE WAL SN LIRS L

3 TE45FEPLA RFEUELIEH K NH-NRERE. NO,-NREREMATEFES N LG
Fig. 3 Concentrations of NH,"-N, NO,-N and different morphological N ratios in denitrification effluent from PLA with
different molecular weights
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Ffi & PLA 7y & (93 i, Hi 7K NO, -N JiT & v B 15 K, 25 B R A S i Ak R BRI . 2R
1~16 X, AN[F43F 1 PLA A9 7K NO, -N Ji7 £ ¥k B2 12 Bt s [ 528 0 B3, 2 o 3 AR e A Ak i 32 34 i 7
s 8 17~36 K, AN[A 4 F & PLA 7K NO; -N B il B . 25 R 50 R S i Ak i e 3 2R 0E a3
5000 g'mol ' 43 & PLA [ NO, -N 25 i 2 Fl 2 iff Ak 38 38 7] 43 51| 3K 3] 100% F1 1.29 mg- L™k 'o 43 #r
HIFH, fERASe B, oY Jo sk B A PLA B0k, 12 DL PLA A 7K i 7= W) 1 b ik 00
PLA ZSTEGUA: ) 53 Wb i ML AR K S AR FH R, & A PR S TR SHEK Mt T B B0/ N J3 A BILIR B, i Ak /K
fiff Tt 25 A0 S A AL K A PLA (R AE & IX 721220 PLA JK i /N5 8 HLY I fig T H oy 7 % WAl
Ko AR 1t PLA F2 22 DLAE i X A7 76 T 75 ) 5 0 4/ i A A 7K e B2 A R0 R 2=, R s g Ak &k
KRBT

& 3 (@) ATA, FE N, PLA 43+ & 430 24 10 000 g'mol™' ., 50 000 g-mol ™' A}, NH,'-
N B B 1 2 (<0.5 mg'L "), PLA 4% ¥4 5000 grmol ' I, 2 J¥ 1 dish iy 7K NH,-N Jii 5 & J&
227 mg- L', XAl fESE T PLA 2> T4 5000 g-mol ™' i}, J Rgs B4 Fl {5 PR B T 7E 75 K AL BT
W B By T AE SR 2L S s B B, NH, -NM AR, ek 0.83 mg L', XA[feRh T
SN A N R T RS IR £ 5 Ak 38 5k 84 (dissimilatory nitrate reduction to ammonium, DNRA) A9 Jz i 291,
PLA 43 1 A 5 000 g'mol ™' i, NH,-N f 2 K T PLA 43 F3& & 10 000 g'mol™' F1 50 000 g-mol™
F o 3XJ& K h PLA 40 F 32 5000 g-mol ™ A, BE R HCHE Z 6k IR JF Jins& DNRA 1E H®, DNRA /£ H
B UL T E AR IR AL AR, (H NH,-N B B S AR RS mRIEZ . — MBSO, KR AR IR
MIRCR 2 T RE WA ERBR IR . 0 A 5240 45 R 3R, PLA by [ I, H 7K NH,-N & i
(<0.83 mg'L™") 2% T PHBV(1.14 mg-L™") 5 H A B G Wik 7 25>, A [F] 431t PLA JAs 65256 th K
NO, -N i i FL 8 (<0.2 mg-L™") o 5 3% RAH Ak 5 B LA WL S i i, 438 NO,-N #38 Ji
NO, -N 5 NO, -N #¢if 5 N, P25, 43 Jil) p A 1 6 0 Jirt it 60 IV il 2 46 30 D Bt AL 1647 . 7K NO, -
N JC A & R B L PLA Jhy [ {4 Rl Y 19 B il Ak B vz 1) BIR 82 25 3R h NO5™-N #8348 J5i o8 NO, -N i 2,
117 NO, -N Al T 4 IV 1R 10 [ i J5 A N,

B 1 3 (b) AT AT, FRE M CGR 17~36 X) AR 43 F & PLA RS A AL R 58 T O G6
1~16 X), 5000 g'mol ' 43 Fit PLA fa Wl A AL L8] 99%, HAN[F4r+ 1 PLA KA fk i K
NO, -N L B BLE . X 5000 grmol™ 70 F 1 1) PLA RESEI 58 & /e itk , JL-F- A A NO, -N Al
NH,"-N %8174 .

2.3 PLA RFEUERENE
1) PLA 2 fiffb i F A ML R I . 53 50 - 5000 gmol LA
i 43 9 A5 000 g'mol”", 10 000 g-mol ™' Al —e— 10000 g'mol 'PLA
50 000 g-mol™ /) PLA %I i i A5 1t i 7k COD 40 30000 gmol LA
AR Gn L 4 Fi s o YA LT (DOM) 41 43
AN S 6 1T N

W 4], 43 F 58 5 000 grmol ™,
10 000 g-mol ™" £ 50 000 g-mol ™" ] PLA X Ji Y
RS S 7K COD BefaE, “F-3 COD 43l
9 16.26 mg-L™', 15.35 mg-L™' Fl 14.17 mg-L™", R R T E ML oy
] A4 i YR S i Ak R 48 N COD = e F i AE A
YR i U5 R 0 R S5 5 97 I Ak 5 ik TR 4 REHTFEPLA E RS H ok COD
AL RO, & 4 7K COD B 22 W A Fig.4 Concentrations of COD in denitrification effluent of
RGN RIE R B 5 A A8 4, B e PLA with different molecular weights
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Fig. 5 Three-dimensional fluorescence spectra (3D-EEM) of effluent from denitrification experiments with different molecular
weights at 1 d, 17dand 37 d
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Fig. 6 DOM quantitative analysis of water samples
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100% r
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80% B unclassified_ k_norank_d__Bacteria
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Fig. 7 Microbial phylum level (a), family level (b) and genus level (¢) in different samples
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F R B A WK A PLA BT 5k U 2 9 B2 0 o T Sl 1 il A B 20 B ) B A K i

R4 = 2 2¢ Y6 6 (3D-EEM) 9 45 5 I < 26 6o JE A E , B WoR /K Hh i i B AL (DOM) 1Y
A FEE . B =B (B 5) AT, R[A4r—F 4t PLA S A4k th 7K DOM 40 73 3= 22 i il M ok
AR . JEERZE . EEMRE LD BEEAREY . Nt — 245 DOM W5 48
9IS FRI X DOM 1 = 458 0 GIE#EA T /0 B o & FE I B R R ME IR FRUL I 6 (a) < B 52
B HEAT, BN T DOM 260 B B Wi BRI . X 6B PLA 5 3% I AiS fL BB & Bk P DOM., 45 7¢
JELH 535 H ULIEL 6 (b) o B SRS AR ] A 4, 2 N i PN S At P Al 2 A 8 W R 2 B 1 S )
Ay LR, TR AE R 26 A e BLRR 2R W) B4 43 o Lu b o 3R PR R W R R R AR W 55 5
Bk A AT ML AE A A 2o 2 o 2 30 W P A Ry J T T 28 R e L TR 2R A ME R f A BL P, AP0 T ik
S0 AR AE A DA AR e o R AR Y R AL R, R A AR Y. P, PLA A
P P AR JEOR AU PLA B /NG TR IR, I8 A V5 Mk S E A= o S A WL -

2) PLA B & AE W 2# AU 0 B o 43 F 543 914 5000 g-mol ™, 10000 g-mol ™' 1 50 000 g-mol" fi¥
PLA X 07 1) S A A R R e A RV Z AR o A 4 R . o ZHREPETR B ER 2 o, AEwT . #
FE KR T a5 an 18] 7 1 8 s o

w2 WEVEE SHEMEY

Table 2 o diversity index of microbial community

FEf 5 JFHVEH OTUs Shannonfs %% Chaofg 4k coverage
S1 43 896 1205 5.50 1375.29 0.99
S2 36 628 1273 5.47 1 402.56 0.99
S3 40 559 1172 5.41 1298.73 0.99

5000 gmol '/ FERPLASZN #737 di5YefffhS1; 10 000 g-mol ' FPLA N #5737 di5
FERRS2; 50 000 g-mol 43 FEPLASUN #§37 di5 IR FEfhS3,

F2FRMW, FrAFENE 5% (coverage) ¥ 8 0.99, U R M 4h R B A5 L N Ay
Shannon F1 Chao i £UEE A TeASAL I DRAF AR 80 R BUE . TEW] PLA 73 7 B X U WU E 7 £ TR 2 4F
PESZ MK, H PLA RV A% A P00 P, TRl to 3R B PLA WIAE Ry S il Ak AR B VR

ARG IR EE S TR R W E 7 (a) Fras, EEALHT FEEA AL E ] (Proteobacteria)
(32.28%~35.12%). #% 25 B '] (Chloroflexi)(25.67%~36.00%). i 2k W |1 (Actinobacteriota)(5.11%~
6.82%). CPR 4l 4 (Patescibacteria)(3.92%~8.14%) FI4LL¥T 1 ] (Bacteroidota)(5.47%~6.27%). ‘& WL 18
D i 2 2k i S AL TR R R 2 7 AR JE TR 7] (Proteobacteria) F1#ULAT 4 [] (Bacteroidota) 2%, RN [H] 4>+
i PLA [ Jiiir N 25 I I 1] (Proteobacteria) 5 480 #F 1 7] (Bacteroidota) AH %F 4 B 2 1 2k 37.75%~
41.38%., X R LD A N IX 2 FEs 1T AR A 1] . 2835 B 1] (Chloroflexi) ' A 3 A4: W RE 7F K 4R &%
PR IR WOR 17 200 1 2 i 1) R SR A o, L 43 T R R FH 4 R I ) A o A s e A Sy - 4t
AT B Al AL AR FH B, S3 KE 5 N 475 T 1] (Chloroflexi) #H % 42 B (36.00%) W] &k 55 T S1(27.97%) .
S2(25.67%) Ff ff o HEDIX & H T 43 F i 50 000 g-mol ™' ) PLA JG 3k B H W8 i DAL A W A K
JIP e A R A 0 A L A R A IR SR L 3 USRS TR 7] (Chloroflexi) &5 BRE ARG 4= B2 AU IG 0. i<k
P ] (Actinobacteriota) 5 CPR 4l [# (Patescibacteria) F UL T3k 7 75 K Zb BT 16 P75 Je NPT,

M 1A 8 (a) o 1, S1#E 5 #LFF B 1] (Bacteroidota) . it 26 I '] (Actinobacteriota) £l /2 #T & ']
(Acidobacteriota) FH X 3 B ¥4 15 F S2 1 S3 A o HUFF I ] (Bacteroidota) A1 A5 #9 ] LA R fif 4R 3K 4
ALY D BB PR Y, LR 1] (Actinobacteriota) T Y 3 A= 920 BE & 1Bt A1 7K ik Tk K5 fe R4 1A HL
WY, A4 8 RE 65 K fi PLARY, FfidF PLA 43 F i W FHm, BUFF & 1] (Bacteroidota) il £k B ']
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Fig. 8 Major microbial phylum (a), family level (b) and genus level (c) affected by PLA of different molecular weights

(Actinobacteriota) F= B FEAIK o iX & W1.5.000 g'mol™" 7 71t PLA 45 %) & 4 PLA K AHOCE 1], AT
R Z 0k U8 . BRATHR ] (Acidobacteriota) H1 (19 i 4 #4171 narG . nirK il nirS 55 2 F S i 16 2 fig
R 0 2545 B 0 D5 O 0 9 46 6 S, 3 R 4 2% 4 T 2 26 4 WL 8 5 2
J- [39-40]

FEAmAERRK S B RY70AE an T8l 7 (b) s, RS A S 32 AL Fi A BRI . g
FE 8 Bl (Methylophilaceae)(9:82%~14.32%) . [K %8 4% I# £} (Anaerolineaceae)(3.44%~11.62%) . ' 22 1
A} (Hyphomicrobiaceae)(4.04%~4.97%). norank o C10-SB1A(2.44%~3.76%). V. fitj 1k % g % B} (Nitroso-
monadaceae)(2:40%~3.77%). 41 ¥F I Bl (Rhodocyclaceae)(1.96%~4.53%) . unclassified p Patescibacteria
(0.18%~525%).. & M W2 Ji§ B B} (Saprospiraceae)(2.37%~2.63%). A4b(1.56%~3.94%). W& 48 % Ft
(Caldilineaceae)(2.18%~2.80%)., & H 3L i Bl (Methylophilaceae). K % %% # £} (Anaerolineaceae). “: %2
% Bl (Hyphomicrobiaceae), £I ¥ 1 F} (Rhodocyclaceae) 1% 4 [ ) (Caldilineaceae) 41 Jhy fiff iR £ 38 Ji7
PPl VAl AL PR B B (Nitrosomonadaceae) J& — Fl 22 %8 L I8 (ammonia oxidizing bacterium, AOB),
AR L A W WS R R T8 WO IE P B (Saprospiraceae) J&— FlUE AR Eh I8 R B, B R4 BRNY
Ry S A s R B S D RERL , TIZ AR AE T A KA M R K IR AU B R . norank_o_C10-SB1A
TR £k 7 AL ik J5 ol 2 (DNRA) DHRER HE, A4b W 7E& A PLA (IR AHAL R G h il iy, J2—FhaeRE
filt Koy ¥ AL E T

WK 8 (b) firzn, S1FE& A 2273 % FF (Hyphomicrobiaceae), norank o C10-SB1A 13V i £k 5. g 14
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Al (Nitrosomonadaceae) #H X 3= & &5 F S2 F1 S3 A dh o X LB &4 5000 g-mol ™' 43 1 PLA A9 5L I 7%
R R S AR R R R A 22 B #TBF (Hyphomicrobiaceae), HLZ B AEWIG LS E ., GELEAIXT
BE/NT 5% B9 A5 T L 58 R Y KB & o norank_o_C10-SB1A F1 3l i 1k P fifd 18 £ (Nitrosomona-
daceae) F & i, AT HEZ KON 5000 grmol ! 4 T fE PLA RE % B i 8¢ £ Bk U LA £ DNRA B ¥
(norank_o_C10-SB1A) ZFg ™ {f45 55 i (8] )y NH,-N 13 2| 8, {23k 1 L) NH,-N A 3 i a9 W45 1k
B 1R B} (Nitrosomonadaceae) B 2E < . A, /S48 norank o C10-SBIA AHXS FEE 4y, | /K NH,-N
WA BIA,

FE AR &K B AT a8 7 (o) s, A i 38 Mg o A+~ REARA R o IR SR AT
W& (Methylotenera) (9.09%~13.26%) . norank_f Anaerolineaceae (3.03%~10.85%) . £ 2213§(% & (Hyphomi-
crobium) (3.50%~4.17%) . norank_f norank o _CI10-SBIA (2.44%~4.00%). norank f Caldilineaceae (2.10%~
2.74%) . norank_f Saprospiraceae(1.65%~1.91%) . unclassified p Patescibacteria(0:18%~5.25%) . norank f_
Steroidobacteraceae(1.34%~2.78%) . norank_f Blastocatellaceae(0.18%~1.70%) . norank f norank o norank
c_JG30-KF-CM66 (1.49%~2.62%). ., W 5 35 ¥ 1/ J& (Methylotenera) #1422 (Y & J& (Hyphomi-
crobium) J&= 1 Y [z G Ak B JE B A I8 RS R+ 9 VE R, WL T Al AR 0 TS PR 0 norank f
Anaerolineaceae . norank f Blastocatellaceae . norank f norank_o norank c JG30-KF-CM66 F norank
Steroidobacteraceae J& ¥ 5 &2 7 WL A B norank f Caldilineaceae 1 norank f Saprospira-
ceae J& S 1 1 I FE A HL Y #E 17 KA AL VE LAY D) RE 41 B DY norank f norank_o C10-SB1A K
norank_o_C10-SBIA F} T 1) 40 & 5 DNRA 1E HIRY SCHED g -

w8 (c) Ir n , S1FE & b 4 2 33 W& J& (Hyphomicrobium) . norank_f Steroidobacteraceae .
norank_f Blastocatellaceae F| norank_f JG30-KF-CM45 J& F1 X} £ B & F S2 F1 S3AE M o A 2w s
(Hyphomicrobium) &3 J& T 4 2 W& F} (Hyphomicrobiaceae) WU EY) , J& ICAEALAE F B9 4 41 18 .
norank_f JG30-KF-CM45 J& B & [ sk D g )&, + B2 5 8 MLV FE W 0E L™, norank_f Blastoca-
tellaceae J& = S5 WAL E 5 T B, Al S B EY KT A P, norank_f Steroidobactera-
ceae J& S 5 AR LW BE AR IR AL LY, Wl KA MR G Y. JEK P45 R % 5000 grmol ™' 43
Tt PLA B 4R 2 /K i DI RE R o

SRRE, AT & PLAR ARG WA WAETT . BHFEAKT B/ A AE . 5000 g-mol !
Sy F R PLA A AT & K MIIRE T HE . PLA IUAHALAEY I A B2 E AW LD RETE
FE R K it 0 A7 DL Y 02 0 20 ik PLA RSB0 /1N 53 - B ULAE O v 7 (R4 R A7 57 3% S A A AR
FH s T80 W R I A P 2B A 7 ) S5 WL AT SR A I A o
3 4

1) PLA AR AR BRIE , 783 7K rh BE a5 1 I RS B e I, S i 1 Mot 280 act 2 b e Al 3= AR e 2F
YIER . PLA RASAEIARCRERM, PLA ¢ F ik, MARCEMS R . AFSF & PLA 17K NO, -N
HNH, =N 2581 7= 2728k W AR . 5000 g-mol ™ 431 i PLA VE S 2 Al Ak [ AR B 5 58 B AT P 3

2) DOM 41 43 A A= Wy il e 45 S W, 5000 g-mol ™ 43 T HE i PLA B4 ) F & 4 /K fift A ¢ Th g
WHE . PLAMGABSARA W45 — & S A6 2y e T A R A i s A 0 o3 i PLA RS 1) /N 43 i IR
R HEAR AT S IR R AR s — S A W R A A AR ) S A L R AT A AL
JI o
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Abstract Polylactic acid (PLA) is a kind of denitrification solid carbon source with great potential. In order to
explore the denitrification pathway and mechanism of PLA with different molecular weights, the static carbon
release performance and denitrification efficiency of PLA with different molecular weights were studied, and the
effluent of dissolved organic matter (DOM) components and the microbial community structure were analyzed.
The results showed that PLA carbon release performance was stable; and the effluent COD concentration in both
deionized water and nitrogen removal reactors could be stabilized at 200 mg-L™". The lower the molecular weight
of PLA was, the better the nitrogen removal efficiency was. The NO, -N removal rate and denitrification rate of
5 000 g'mol™" molecular weight PLA reached 100% and 1.29 mg-L™"-h™'. There were two pathway for PLA
denitrification, one was that denitrifying bacteria used the small molecule weight carbon source released by
hydrolyzed microorganisms PLA as electron donor for heterotrophic denitrification,the other one was that
microorganisms used organic matter such as‘dissolved microbial metabolites for denitrification. The research
results can provide a theoretical basis for the efficient application of PLA as solid carbon source in
denitrification process.

Keywords solid carbon source; polylactic acid; heterotrophic denitrification; three-dimensional fluorescence
spectroscopy; microbial community structure
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