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Screening of functional strains of dissimilatory nitrate reduction to
ammonium and optimization of ammonium production capacity
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Abstract: The issue of nitrogen loss in paddy soils was addressed, where nitrate nitrogen was prone to
dissimilatory reduction to gaseous nitrogen. The research focused on the targeted screening of microorganisms in
paddy soils that can dissimilate nitrate to ammonium, thereby retaining nitrogen. The selected strains were identified
using morphological and 16S rDNA gene sequencing techniques. Further, the ammonium production capability of
these strains was optimized through single factor experiments. The results indicated that strain S2, identified as
Enterobacter asburiae, exhibited a strong ability to dissimilate nitrate to ammonium. Optimization experiments
revealed that the optimal carbon source for the growth of Enterobacter asburiae S2 was sodium citrate, the optimal
pH for growth was 7.0, the optimal carbon-to-nitrogen ratio was found to be 25, under which the maximum
ammonium production increased to 34.84 mg/L..
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T[] A b 35 3 A 7 R 3 it T ),
HRFEREWAR, X IREE ™ EE . #E5
11, 2022 453K [ 4 FHAZUE (Pr a5 ) il FH & ik 24
1.6542.mi, SR T BRI A 2 50%6, Kt A &
AR R A HE SRR . AR
— YK 4 [ Y A B B, IR E R A FE R
K EEARBRA R 349, Hph RS
R KRAEBFIESE R P b o m R H b
TV 28 HE 2 T 2 200 T ) 0 R 7 55 5 T i 1 o
ez A AU TR AR I EHE T i
PR R I BB VAR OE 0 YRR X R R R 1)
P A T T Ak R0 RN S A e R
il {H 33X S A A AR 1 P B DRI R 6 [ T
HARMBIRARBEHA P ARMRE "X L0
TG o

B TR e 30 it a8 T2 4y Ay () A TR i e i A8 i
SAL RS IR SRR I A, b, [R] AR AU il i
3 Ji 2 A i R R AE AR MR N BRI 24, I
— S HEARFETAAIYNERERE, X
— R FREA YR A B AR B, A
PUAE R [ AR AR, RIDRE JEHLIR 25 0 2R CAnn /iR
VA AN SR (IR ) . [F1L 7Y
i 0 A SR A ) RN A AR IR R I iR AR 2
—, H P R IE R AR I I R R 2y 1) A IR B
PR A, T AT 8 L 0 25 A N 1 R
PR S AL R A R £ 18 S B2 S R I A AR A
(DEN) Flfif§ iR £k 5 1k 34 Ji R 8 /E i (DNRA)™ .
FAHACAE R BB K AR £ (NO, -N)IKUGE 5K
WAFER R (NO, -N) . — LA (NO) . — %1k &
(NLO) FIR A (N i 72 . DEN S i 1 38 A
JIE R 2 9 2 e EE LR A R R S AR A Ry
AR FHRENS K NO, -N B J5 o NO, -N, 2R 5 4= 1%,
BARNH-N) Z@ A A F AR NHE
BN B I 2 RAE T RO AL L R A X
DNRA A .

1938 4F, DNRA i #3k B ik 76 A % + AW
g R B B E B R K AR A S R S
Hh 4 BR A ) b sk Ak 2= U 20 0 A S 4
2015 4 , i 22 i VAN DEN BERG™™ 1 ¥k fi ] i
25 00 5 2 B ) M s 4R 21 T DNRA BRE, 38 1
BEIE HLUK AT, AL BE B 2T Geobacter, I\

il
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1M >4 DNRA 9 52 5 i 4 4 1 30 S iy R0 S 4%
Fo R A SEE I W AE YR B SR EC DNRA
WAL R B Pseudomonas alcaliphila , 35
TEATHY £ A ER AR RRAE , 51 G0 fsk LG LB A pH
55, IRA TR ENTER .

FR [ 25 T Ak 6 F DNRA B 5T - 248
FRFE R ZURRR T T R Hb DL SR AR A A AR R
4t , 8% T DNRA i B AR [R]85 h i i X g
i 3 L 1) BT K 2R R PR BE PR R O L s e
DNRA MR HLF-HEAR AR 532 17 57 70 5 55 28
P2, RZHH) DNRA & T 597 1, 7 2 IR
PR AR o BRI A B AN [R] SR 43
TSR0 U ST R R AR MR A, P
DNRA B DA IR A B o T3z M bF
55 H K BLTE © iy IR AR 2 A AL T Candidatus
Jettenia caeni Kl F| DNRA B ) LI EESE K nrfA |, FF:
H W 2] Candidatus Jettenia caeni g % 7= '
NH, "-N, ¥t Bl Candidatus Jettenia caeni 16 %% & 4%
7 W BE % E 47 DNRA o #2% . #R i, H A
DNRA S 5EAT5 SR FEAE 3 A4~ S FF s ) - (1) 20
DNRA W H Pk 2 438 FH KA RS0, XA H 11
SR KA o M 2% 5 (2) BREE X DNRA
PR B AU 5 AN B 5 (3) ke = X K
R DNRA B RRE [ 01 171

ABEFELABE A VIA R 2T DNRA 2 F2 7E R
AR IR T 5 & A, TS 7K K e HH 2 e 7Y
A B DR A R3S, A0 DA /K OK RS 38 vk, 80T
Tk th DNRA fe /1B ShRE Wbk . i — 20
RGN T) 1% 27 214 % DNRA T 58 4k 77 2% g
A5, SR I s T RE R AR I A R IR A BT .
AMFFEAAL TR T 5 A T [ 260 A A B B, By
T % R e 80K 6 38 DNRA A= 9 8 2 35 R B8
B BEA AR A S DR T AR M RER K ) R
HEHT i) LS 5 .

1 ARSI

1.1 SEIetsl
1.1.1 RAGEEFAF R

JKAE - HEE A A5 BA T2 1L B R AT AR /K K A
H, I KA 138 v & ST A R -
1.1.2 ¥3&Ri

Giltay 15 7% 3« A % W KNO, 1.0 g. 1%
BTB ZEEH K 5.0 mL 2818 7K 500 mL; B % W~



ST KRR KRBT AR ER I A B D RE BRI 10 7 28 ™ B RE T I A

FriE R &N 8.5 ¢  KH,PO, 1.0 g. MgSO,-7H,0 1.0
g.FeCl,-6H,0 0.05 g, CaCl,»2H,0 0.2 g Z& 1 7k
500 mL. A A BEWIMHT pH{E R 7,115 CK
P 15 min. AR IR LI ASG o

Giltay 8% 7% 3 2L i ¥ : KNO, 1.0 g, KH,PO,
1.0 g. MgS0,-7H,0 1.0 g. FeCl,-6H,0 0.05 g.
CaCl,*2H,0 0.2 g 77K 1000 mL.

LB FR3E . A NE 0.5 g B REE 0.5 g BB A
1.0 g %M 0.5 g . NaCl 0.5 g Bifig 1.5 g &8k
100 mL. 115 ‘CK# 30 min,

1.1.3  &A

2 mol/L. NaOH % # , 1 mol/L. HCI % & ,
10 %6 fA) Bt R BV T, 20 EG 0] o AN NHL,*-N
M)

FREL16 ¢ NaOH i F 50 mL K Hr, 58 % H)
EEWRE ., BRI g KIA10 g Hgl, % F 20 ~40
mL 28 F K, i 2248 A NaOH % )
o, FZKGE 2SR 100 mL, I AE T h 4

T 1 PR A 0 TR« PR 50 g BT A7 BR A A T
T 100 mL 7K A, G0 o # & i, B v il b
2R AN R F IR G € 4 2 100 mL, fE AR
%M.

0.8 % M2 SERE RS WL -

1.2 ZBH*E
1.2.1 DNRAZ#e#w g &

B 10 g + 4R T 90 mL JC i K, 30 °C, 220
r/min#%3% 30 min, JoRE A FHC10 mlL 43Rk
WM A K T % 9 Giltay 35 3% 45 150 ml., 30 °C,
140 r/min, JR 7 5555 72 h, 15 85 G B 350 . 168
HTAEG T, BRI S SRR P B— R TR, 7
R BTB AR 0 Giltay 55 37 FE g A 1
AT T8 . PR -ARBCE T 30 “CA Ak 5748
RS 2~3 do BRI FARAFETCT 4 COKAR T OR58L
B JETAR A K g b .

1.2.2 DNRA ) 8£ 1 %4 7% i

FIELRE A BT 1 SRR I P Al I % | 7E Giltay Bi 5=
P T TR AR RIRA . MR
RA W RETE Giltay “FAR_E TR0 . 155168
% {51 3% 77 5 708 W %) AN BT 4 LG IS A R R P R k)
BOLHERN TR BTB B W Giltay SFEH L
SR BT B F 30 CRotE AR R 7% 2~3 . 4T
M b R B I, PR B SR TP AR R4 Ay 5
P Giltay Bifg VAR , [RIFE S5 145 5% 1~2 d. HRER

HLEVE 2 2R 2R T 4 i g, BB B A
o Ay B — DA R T 20 A RHE R AE
1.2.3 DNRA Zh 8t @ 4k A 69 ml 2

AR T LDV 5 R R, H2 R0 TR Giltay
B, BiRAE R R L 28 °C 140 r/min ik
FEAtt ARG IR 9286, BERE 8 h BREIEAT LA 20 o

SR A3 BT I A2 B Y ODgg
18 o KBTI A5 A8 — 41 OD {15 AH I 1 1% 3% i 18] 4
B, 2 AR TR RS 37 20 DNRA J e 5wk 19 4
HHEC

K FH 28 A 43 0l 0 B 1 U 5 NO, =N 35 520
BT ERGED B L mL B WOINA 50 mL H a4
I EE T KERR 50 mL, IBAJFK KA
1 mL HCI(1 mol/L) .0.1 mL (0.8% ) & 3& fiff id 15
W RATE A3 I E OD .y o M OD s o fH L B G
\/’EE W%{EA ﬁm:ODzzonm* 2XODyss o

NO, -N #r i i1 4k (19 22 161 : 43511 82 0.50.1.00
2.00.,3.00,4.00 mL P i iR b br o fith 25 W (DL 9% 2k
SPRER ) , H F & 8 T /K 45 2 200 mL, FLk i 4y
5124 0.25.0.50.1.00,1.50, 2.00 mg/L i 4., 4%
S A ODysg e 22 ODys o, $5 BE 3R 7 T AR
HEJG I EAE, 2 hilAn e 4R (B 1) .
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Fig. 1 Standard curve of NO; -N

K F A0 PG50 2 0 7 NHL,-N 3 520 IR
1 mL B3 WA 50 mL H 4 i, T L8 7ok
2250 mLo RAEHUMA 1 mL 502 ¥ 47 iR
PPN 1.5 mL 24 FRi5R) o IR 273 E 10 min, 72
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o v i 2 225 1) < I % 2 S T i ) 5 A v
2o (& 2) , Bk Jr k2 BENO, -N b i il 28 19
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Fig. 2 Standard curve of NH,"-N

124 WA EERTBEFER

FEG 2 s N LSS A TR A, O 22 4 il
N R LG €8 5 15 60 43 B TR AR UEA T 4 24 1R
Ju e FZEf gL £
1.2.5 #m# DNA By ¥ Fa il

FEELI REAN TR K DNAFE R PCR 438 A AR AR
FF 16S rDNA PCR ¥ 38 2 1 /49 51 4 4 18 FH 51
M1, 27F (5-TACGGYTACCTTGTTACGACTT-
3") 1 1492R (5-AGAGTTTGATCMTGGCTC-
AG-3") o FRLEMRZR N 20 pl:2X Taq i 12.5 pl,
51 ¥ 27F F1 1492R 4 1 pl, & # DNA 1 pl,
ddH,0 9.5 pL.. PCRYFEFAH 4 4. (1)95°C,3
min; (2)95°C,30s;55°C,305s;72°C,3 min; (3)%
TR 357 (4)72 °C, 10 min, 5¥A
PCR =47 (40 J5 th b A= TP W) 58 0%
1.2.6 REZRFE-FxFDNRA Jh 8 # = 44k /) 89
EAG)

AT 2 R A W — R, R P S — 78 L R
Giltay 35 % 5L € T PR TEA R 3k I8 (Fr 2 iR i . &
FRAN A PREREN) ARG pH(5.7.10) AS[Rl
A H(10.00,17.18.25.00) , 180 r/min & ¥ 15 3% 48
h B RACHHE O, 53 8 h BUFEII 2 ODyg 0 \NO, -N
FINH, -N 75 R A A 1Y B 5 % DNRA V)
RE P B Re 1 M5 . B FAEM R A LT, £7
FERRIR 5 R IR B 22 51 o R AR F 5 6 A W] e
RGBT, 0 B BT W FR ik 555 006 in 1
75 2 ORI P 52 43 1 i sl 7 19 A 43 b5
IR, R D) R R Bk AL, A [l e U5 sl A
D5 B2 BRI AR B R T IR S -
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x1 AEBELEEIWIEE
Tab. 1 Experimental Settings of different carbon

nitrogen ratios

) KNO, i/ B mRas
/) / “TL'V\\ é '
AL e (/L) i/ (g/L)
17.18(Lh) CK 1.00 8.5
©) 1.72 8.50
10.00
) 1.00 4.95
) 0.69 8.50
25.00
@) 1.00 12.37
2 #R

2.1 RBEEKEBERTHASR

TR A TEREAE Giltay AR VAR F A R 46 0
RUR KPR BRI R B IR A T A K RS R AR A 5
it o 7F 28 ‘CHEFF A8 h JG A7 AE 4 ‘CA&AF T gz 5|
A AT LG (1 3) o Fcl , TR A A BT A B P
b TG B B I AT A IR 4 T AR
b5 IR A R ARSI A - AT s BT = 42
(] PR AR 1) S PR SR AR AE IR 2 rh i .l DK 4 [
PR N 7E R R B AR A, e DL b S AR A
AR W KA 6 W R 2 K BRI &
W, BB A KA IR G R R Giltay AR R AEAE
IR AT, A RTREA B A AT H A HE B
PN ] FEAR T 37 I 1Y 3~5 d 21 2 A I 2

B3 RBAEHSETHAK

Fig. 3 The phenomenon of crystal precipitation of

mixed flora

2.2 AEHABEFHRENNIEBERINERKDY
[fibvid

PR TRCAE AT Hr (B i BTB) 47
M A £k, R 26 I 1 144 P A il & T 85 R 48 Th i AT
RE 9%, 0 1k RE A 15 % 3L AR W5 (0 TR VK, SR 1l da 26
PR Pk e A A, 158 S1.52.83.85.Y4.Y7. Y8,
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Y15. Y1855 9 Eibk , i H MR IR AR A7 25 FH

53 % 9 BR B I ODig, ,, F17 £ BE 7 247 0
SE o O NHEMRAEAE RO R, B HA SRR EL

NO, -N B 5 i Ho= B2 RE 1 otk (R 3. 4)

S R S RE (R 2.3 3) , Horf, S2 itk )

R2 IIBEEHE48 h WAEKER (0D o)
Tab. 2 Growth rules of functional strains within 48 h (OD 4 ,..)

BE SR NH, =N B B A] 3k 25.95 mg/L (58 4) .
R, DA S2 RRAE A 5 2R 9% 42 o

R Oh 8h 16 h 24h 32h 40h 48h
S1  0.012£0.020  0.424+0.050 1.168+0.048  1.381£0.033 1.361£0.016 1.442+0.024  1.35740.047
S2  0.018#£0.016  0.250+0.017  1.42940.067  1.567=+0.100  1.7244-0.160  1.735£0.020  1.5204-0.056
S3 0.019£0.002 0.658+0.024  1.4914+0.075 1.614+0.072 1.7734+0.028 1.759+0.036  1.704+0.078
S5 0.031£0.003  0.741£0.050  1.22240.090  1.526+£0.141  1.474+0.294  1.783£0.090  1.587+0.034
Y4 0.009£0.002 0.2884+0.010  1.04540.038  1.194+0.071  1.21940.044  1.427+0.291 1.3414+0.118
Y7 0.021£0.003  0.3574+0.045 1.0654+0.047 1.391+0.038  1.37940.113  1.356+0.090  1.28540.166
Y8 0.024+0.003  0.22740.096  1.21940.052  1.186+0.123  1.2724-0.027  1.428=0.108  1.3284-0.213
Y15 0.009+0.002 0.23940.278  1.298+0.006  1.5404-0.078  1.598+0.132  1.501+0.201  1.398=+0.070
Y18 0.023£0.002  0.253£0.048  1.054=0.007  1.082£0.122  1.557+£0.105 1.491+0.281  0.888=+0.019
R3 INEEEMK48 hANO, -NiE[HAE
Tab. 3 NO,; -N reduction capacity of functional strain within 48 h mg/L
[ELZS Oh 8h 16 h 24h 32h 40h 48h
S1  176.4344.770 141.6544.650 70.15+£4.156  18.86+5.626 4.29+3.424 0.00£0.000  11.62+1.651
S2 146.034+2.202 132.66+2.691  9.8744.892 8.00+2.691 5.84+2.202 3.01£3.307 2.74+0.122
S3  157.544-6.932 138.544+4.718 56.94+4.476  10.36+1.309 2.8340.015 3.1740.028 9.060.153
S5 146.804+1.560 109.1242.450 94.07+1.249  17.44+£7.062  17.2840.067 1.26+0.031 4.644-0.019
Y4 167.90£2.108 152.6044.030 50.194+0.108  11.12+£1.807 15.46+£0.042  14.22+0.200 7.65+0.067
Y7 175.8743.439 104.13+£8.210 12.75+1.778 15.31+3.635 17.4546.711 7.33+0.039 8.46+0.049
Y8 172.254-1.356 151.71£8.163  6.95+0.181  21.48+0.029 12.2540.031 6.40+0.033 4.864-0.064
Y15 159.11+1.165 153.35+3.405 16.16+0.671 8.44+1.135 11.49+1.142 11.86+1.917 4.2940.037
Y18 169.99+2.219 134.654+9.456 17.74+1.086  15.9540.040 9.54-+0.049 8.114+0.033  12.11+0.057
®4 IPBEHE#E48 h 7= NH,-N &
Tab. 4 NH,'-N production capacity of functional strain within 48 h mg/L

{7 0h 8h 16 h 24h 32h 40 h 48 h

S1  6.71%0.837 6.38+0.656 6.63+0.397 8.8320.005 8.79+0.002  10.09=40.010 9.23+0.010

S2 3.0440.002 6.54+0.025 21.47+0.039  25.95+0.038  13.3140.069  11.764-0.069  10.994-0.004

S3 4.9940.027 7.32+0.036 9.1140.058 5.8140.039 5.97+0.044  11.44+0.103 11.07£0.117

S5 4.3440.048 3.49+0.037 5.85+0.026 8.46+0.098 8.05+0.038 8.34+0.064 7.364+0.018
Y4 5.85+0.044 4.264-0.079 7.36+0.088 6.26+0.085 4.3840.020 5.57+0.087 6.14+0.097
Y7  7.4440.024 14.05+£0.079  16.37£0.041 8.05+0.095 13.07+£0.079  11.64+0.023  18.00+0.047
Y8  4.7540.035 4.79£0.109  12.5040.164  15.6440.182  18.20£0.091  10.9140.085  12.014-0.097
Y15 4.75+0.124 6.87+0.132  16.61+£0.111  19.92+0.095 8.58+0.031 8.5040.076 6.18+0.117
Y18 5.24+0.066 10.0940.109 12.4140.140 22.084+0.408 11.234+0.039  21.87+0.136  10.17+0.217
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2.3 MBEERETE

2 AR RE SR Ay B, RS HA SR R Ak
W JEh B G e A O S RE AN T S2. PR S2 A VR
KK L TRVE T 4 55 R TEDEHE, e R T
TR BRI, E R ar @, o L
i (E4),

5

- };:
'.
! &
r
1\"!'
.‘ .

El4 EHRS2EZRFEHER

Fig. 4 Gram staining results of strain S2

H T Bk S2 19 16S rDNA (¥ )5 4138 :f NCBI
GENBANK 8l E#E 7 XF L 3B (http: //www.
ncbi.nlm.nlh.gov/blast) . ¥k S2 5 Enterbacteria
asburise PR AR AR RIVE 38 10020 AR Fik
A BRAR AR AR JEASFRAEFN 16S rDNA Y7 51115

@ ) 150

b Xt 4% B, Bk S2 X E N Enterobacter
asburiae (JE5)

100 s2

MNE91242.1 El asburiae
AF258540.1 Erwinia amylovora isolate
{ LXEP01000101.1 Buttiauxella gaviniae
———————————— JZZB01000063.1 Enterobacter bugandensis
34 JMPN01000044 1 Leminarella grimont ii
—37|: BMKJ01000017 1 Franconibacter daqui

NZ JAIMZVWW010000047 1 Escherichia ruysiae

41 NZ JAKLRZ010000063.1 Enterobacter cloacae complex sp.
—EE|: BCNN01000020.1 Lelliottia amnigena
B 5 BEHS2RZGHLR
Fig. 5 Phylogenetic tree of strain S2

2.4 BEFFHIHIRIEIERE ARINER
H1HIF M
2.4.1 R FE R %M TF Enterobacter asburiae
S2 B B AR JR A A v Ak

W 6 fir s, 24 DLFE A R BN AE S B R I
Enterobacter asburiae S2 REWSHIE A=K, ODy, 7E 4%
Al 32 hik B fe KA, IF H L™ 8 i e i, 4 25.95
mg /1, 376 = T HA R RS R 5 1T S2 7 LA Z R AN A
B A 3G TR B v AR KR 2248 76 32 h Z J5 H: OD
EA B T, RS IR ER I FE g n , (H RS
F AR 4 mg/L s LU A BREF AN R i IR B, PRk
RS, Y PR ERTHAE D, JLF AN A 7 e he T o
VL 25 SRR 8] |, Enterobacter asburiae S2 F i@ b Ji
TR

FEEREE

€
©
2

—o— R o ZLHY —o— 2T
20| —o— iERT 160 —o TR 2] o mamAs
—o— IR R Y 1o ] —o— FFHE RN . —o— PR AR
3 2
15 2 120+ g} 204
g = 1 nj
£ £ 159
aQ & s =
SR m]g 80 e
% e & 104
g z
0.5 Z 40+ Z
2. '
*] e
e e . . ; 0 : , , 0 : ‘ ‘ ; l .
0 8 16 4 2 10 48 0 8 16 2 32 40 48 0 8 16 24 32 40 48
t/h t/h t/h

B 6 A E#RIEXT Enterobacter asburiae S2 1< B F=§2 Bt SRS M

Fig. 6 Effect of different carbon sources on the growth and ammonium production capacity of Enterobacter asburiae S2

2.4.2 TRl A145 pH %4 1 T Enterobacter asburiae
S2 AHBR 3 - ALIE R A A0 fE
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