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Hpe A B M T ERA BN ETEF XN R TCRAL EL BB BRI —F7 R, A EIK

AT R ARG FARTHEERERD, PR AR R RGN ERE PEARAETLBET
R, BREV AT ARIRLIERN > B KT 2 4 & Z MY Bacillus aryabhattai UR-F51 #e Pseudomonas
taiwanensis UR-121; ¥ s B 5 & e — T o6l R4 )6 B 4L, B 4k UR-F51 #= UR-121 4 B 4b & & 89 30 /& 7% B 5 A
}e Hm 48,00 % A= 27.00% , Bl AL B4 4542 3% Am 10. 009 ~145.00% ; & &+ £ 4 & (Cr.Ni,Cu,Cd, Hg #= Pb) # B] & %
2R A 15.27%~37.23% .41, 49% ~90.43% .37.17%~99. 73% .42. 86 % ~71. 42% .20. 00 % ~40. 00 % F= 47, 06 % ~
82.3500, WREEH TR ERICRAL ELFK G AR, AR URFSL 69 B ALACR A7, A% M T £ B 3 AR &

BT R EIZ,
KR : R AT RBR ;B
HESES: 2939.99

0 51 &

By WA e e X W T R AL B E R S, i
ARk, R 2 0% KA M X 4 A TR R IR AE be ) Y B R
ARG, 2015 AR 4 AR 1R BE AR BE T 23k 267 JE,
H A& bekidk 21. 90 J7 L b, HARBES b it L 1026
R BT R A T e R A e L R 7
FRALFE AR A B K R R i R G bl s
AR O K 19 LR 24 R 20. 0096 ~30. 00%, &
KWE 2 3. 00% ~5.00% %, K8 BFIT 45 R 3%
B, CK T 5 & 4 Zn . Pb.Hg .Cu.Cr.Cd 1 Ni %5
& )8, €KW Zn.Pb,Cu.Cr.Cd F1 Ni % & — it i
KK HEE 0. 41% ~1.93%.,0. 14% ~0.57%.
0.04%~0.11%.0.02%~0.04% .0.01%~0.04%
H10.01%~0.02%",
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KV A 25 5 A B, 3k DU Rl AR BRI 25 H R
S EHRAEAE AR 3 PN R LR A R i I 4R R AL
A= W5 TR AR U B A T 4 s [ Ak D7 T LA AR
W ERE A TR W 3 A 7 R A G
R TR RV 12 A i Dt TR 45, JH vl O il 4 T R RE 408 s A
Vo PORRRER IR IZ Y o IR T B R sl
PR 2 DI RE, B NH, F1 COF™ AW R, [Al AT,
NH; MR, 2 e (9 W pH (E -, 2R g e COP
(VA BE | e 26 35 ) [ A 4 J (AR . E RIS Y
WK B 3= B Bacillus Methylocystis 1 Sporosarcina
SEANTA, Horp Sporosarcina pasteurii Wk & T
ZM . (H R & Gonzdlez it & Sporosarcina pasteurii
X 6B (Y AL AR AR TR T 1 S ok TR R TTUAR
ARAE R & A8 7 T A R i — 2B R ABFSE

A SC B RS2 B 5 0K TR 6T B8 e RO N 4 R Y
FACROR . N PF 2R B - 8 v 7 8 345 19 ok JOk 16 7
UR-F51 Al UR-121, % [ fk €K 84 I8 0 BR 0 1% 5% 2
FUSURL 2 BC 3 47 DU 2 o DTG 37 Al IR i 7 UR-F51 Al
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UR-121 % &K 1 [ AL GE 15 X3 B AL 5 €K %) 5 4
Ja 2 e B AT T I DT VAR A 3 S R R
BRI BE KN ESBNREET.

1 #MREFE

1.1 SCsphoet

KH,PO, 2. 00 g/L, NaCl 5. 00 g/L, Na,Ac
2.00 g/L,FR % 20. 00 g/L,TifE 20. 00 g/L, W4T
(AW EH 0.01 g/L),

B AR IR R ELY) 20. 00 g/L, (NH,), SO,
10. 00 g/L,

e 35 ik . W A BE 20, 00 g/ L, & 1R 2. 00 g/ L,
AR 10,00 g/ L, BEREE 3,00 g/ L, BT FHA 0 4l
B AT A, ST A I B OB 5 T T M TR L
XELER A RA R,

1.2 SRk
1o2.1 JURIE oA 1Y 0 2k 5 45

I i AT 1) 975 32 - FR B 398 5. 00 g, 4% 1096 1 %2
Tt 55 T DR KR G o ) IR PR R, R R VR AT A
FOR BT 20 S B 100 pL B9 1X10° .1 X 10 4%
FULX 10 A5 A0 B, 38 50 U A T [ 4 0 i 4% 7 56
L EAEE 3 AT 30 CHEERE I, WL,
SR Pk HUAEE [ 4% 0 35 %5 77 25 2 €0, 728 21 19 S [ 1R R
[ A U7 38 B % Bk 1 K] 2R 4l b By 3%, 30 °C 1E TR B
I, BB 24 h W, DLUIR R IR . #E 47 IR il 15 M
Mg, HAA Ty 1 WL SCRR 1370, Bk ok Mg il 375 2 4 v 1
PR HEAT COR B AL SE 5

Ik T DA 43 S5« R O R AR AR 1Y R Ak R g R
#47 16S rDNA 4r F 2@ . R M5 ® 27 F
(AGAGTTTGATCCTGGCTCAG) 1 1492 R
(GGTTACCTTGTTACGACTT) Xf g i 7 DNA
#E4T PCR ¥ 35, PCR 0 A4 22 F0 4G P12 45 UL SC ik
[14], PCR ¥ $#r=9yib 17 4ifb 5 , 26 2 05 4 o Y
AR A BR AW, WF 4558 5 Ezbiocloud
JEHEAT Blast HOXF, I MEGA 5.0 #. 2% AT
B s DT 53 A D T T ) 4 A b Ao

1.2.2  JRWE R B AL K
L2.2.1  JIRWG B ALK

W H7 AR IR T 105 CHEAE I T4 24 h; IR
B UR-F51 1 UR-121 7E 30 “C.220 r/min %K
WA RKEFE 48 h, K B B8 be ©IK 5 IR R B W
Fi 1. 00 kg:0. 027 kg:300. 00 mL 4 bk 5] 217 78 4%
R PRI RIES Y 120,00 g, 4 =Y A1 % T
NAE 36 mm. & 80 mm WAL E N, F&E TIRE N

20 °C BBEN 95 % B FRAP AR N R4, 24 h J5 TR,
FEARLEAE TN TR 6 d. IR B S 5 KR RE
AR L AR SCIR A 3 WK,
1.2.2.2 AL R A R

Jo MR ST R BE . A O R AR Ik I 5 Bl
(CMTA000) XF F2 47 7 d J7 BB R 47 I8 Ml FR Bt &
W, WEALE iR 30 kKN 1 N
A FE K 2 mm/min,

[ £ R % B - BTN R T S 560 5 6O
16 105 °C BYHERE LT 24 h, FHAR IRl B 166 L 2+
TAR AR ) (SL237—1999) , 3R FH 05 4312 Fl Ff b 285
JEE 1 6 0 S U T L 5 22 o b 2 ORI 1Y
B b FA 43 B 5 ik WL SCER[15 ],

4 JE 0 [ R 3R BUTC M PR TR SE 56 R
7E 105 C Ay HEHS P HE T 24 b, AR I R BF 1 L 4%
CERE o) B B O K R 3% %) (HI
557—2009) , X JIk i 1 [ 4k J5 ROK HE AT & R
PER L IF R ICP-MS AR ) Ik i 5 [ 4k 5 €K
4 R U R R AT O A, o E A R RO R A
& [ A%
1.3 Hitstr

FIIH SPSS 20. 0 344 %of 52 3 4l A T AL B 437

2 HRE5SMH

2.1 DR R O R 5 4R
20101 R A I

AP ARAS 2 b A A TR A JOR B A 43 i)
fir 4 UR-F51 #l UR-121, % 2 B M il 14 7 17 WK il
WrEE AL SR 1, R 1 AT, B Ak UR-
F51 A1 UR-121 (4 IR B35 1 43 531 R 14. 91 mmol/L il
10.19 mmol/L, H B # UR-F51 g i 7% ¥ & UR-
121 19 1.5 1%,

£ 1 PRESHE UR-F51 #1 UR-121 IREEE M

[E5k7S Wk B 15 M/ (mmol « L)
UR-F51 14.914£0. 026
UR-121 10.19-+0. 056

2.1.2 JRBE§E 16S rDNA 4> F%FE

Xof G 1 SR A 1Y e S8Rl 1A #E 4T 16S rDNA 3 F
U SE IR IR B N e 45 2R 5 Ezbiocloud JE #E 47 H
XF, % B B UR-121 1 UR-F51 W T % & 5
Ezbiocloud B4 T &5 R, 3k 2, £ 2 BIR W
¥ UR-F51 Y5 Bacillus aryabhattai . UR-121 5§
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oM T X

Pseudomonas taiwanensis MR ¥R 99% DL b
MR MEGA 5. 0. # 37 IR B i UR-121 #1 UR-
Fol ARG EZFM. K 1, |1 dal b, @ik UR-
F51 5 Bacillus aryabhattai . ® # UR-121 5
Pseudomonas taiwanensis %5 B %8 h— %, H 1L & ¥
UR-F51 & Bacillus aryabhattai , # # UR-121 N

Pseudomonas taiwanensis ,
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K1

2.2 TR E LK

R R B 7 UR-F51 Al UR-121 43 5] [& 4k &7 3¢
BEETCOIK  2k T 00 R T AR S O I A TR A
B TE A FR Bt 5 B L RO BURL L L RO R SEM
o A 4 AR
2.2.1  JCAN PR

I il DA 1 A6 S5 RO FE SR EE SRR N IR 7 dL AR
Je 0 g HL TG A PR T 5 B . DR B UR-F51 #l UR-
121 (4 JC il B 40 s i B 0 e 45 R an &1 2 PR . A
2 WL JOR G T 1 5 0 SR R S O R O R I O o A
1 1 UR-F51 , L J0 M BR BT 58 B AH X 3L Ath 4 2 21
i %5 s UR-F51 F1 UR-121 4b 341 5 Bt 1 38 B 43 51
0.42 MPa 1 0. 36 MPa, 5 X} F 41 A Lb . 43 51 42 &
48.46 %0 F1 27.39% . LA 25 SR, IR B 0 15 Ak S
ORI T BT e R B A B0 4R s, B 5 IR
PER —E M IEAHE
2.2.2 AL TRORBURL 9 BC

SR FH 7 32 R0 PR 280 T B 5 T Ak S R
R B URL 9 TE I 2 ) JURL 9 I il 4% L IR B UR-
121 1 UR-F51 [E Ak 5 0y €K 953 9 e ith 4%, 4n &
3. SRR - DR B 1 AL €K 9 JURL B AR FE 0. 00

¥ M 2018 4F #3539 %
%2 BRESHE UR-121 #1 UR-F51 45 F
¥ E 5 Ezbiocloud ##7 FE Lt 3t 45 R
EROELES UR-F51 UR-121
MMl Bacillus aryabhattai  Pseudomonas taiwanensis
T TR AR B8W22(T) BCRC 17751('D)
AR DL
100. 00 99.93
15/ %

48 [ Pseudomonas parafulvaNBRC16636(BBIU01000051)

Pseudomonas soli F279208(HF930598)

Pseudomonas mosselii CIP105259(AF072688)
Pseudomonas entomophila 1LA8(CT573326)
Pseudomonas plecoglossicida NBRC103162(BBIV01000080)
UR-121
Pseudomonas taiwanensis BCRC17751(EU103629)
Pseudomonas monteilii NBRC103158(BBIS01000088)
Pseudomonas guariconensis LMG27394(FMYX01000029)

Bacillus cohnii NBRC15565(BCUW01000190)
97 |_ Bacillus kyonggiensis NB22(JF896450)
Bacillus qingshengii G19(1X293295)
Bacillus flexus NBRC15715(BCVD01000224)
Bacillus paraflexus RC2(FN999943)
Bacillus megaterium NBRC15308(JJMHO01000057)
UR-F51
60 Bacillus aryabhattai BSW22(EF114313)

Phomopsis liquidambari B3(KC835187.1)

T 16S rDNA FFHIM H PR A E UR-F51 fil UR-121 AKX B W

0.6

_I_

0.4

oML TR ) MPa

0 Il Il ]
CK LR-F51 UR-121

T Bk
K2 JREFRE UR-121 F1 UR-F51
&4k J5 1 K B R o

~1.00 mm Z[8] ;R4 /NTF 0. 01 mm B, &b i 4 [6]
TC 25 5, FLRTA AR5 0 €O BT & 1 o i
Y240 10 % s Bi 4246 0. 03~0. 90 mm = [A] i}, kb 3
Yl 2 5 W%, 5 0 AH L BB UR-F51 Al UR-
121 Ab3BZH P o5 E 4 & i W e e, HOAG B A
UR-F51 i A& &5 T UR-121, DL 45
FEUH - IR TR 11 Ak S5 RO A SR R AR B 2 AR K, HL A
2 UR-F51 pyi o wi i i K, 5 IR i UR-F51 AN
UR-121 [BE4E €5 B4 1 f BE (B D 25 51—,
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— CK
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= R0k — - UR-
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n 1 1 1 J

0.001 0.01 0.1 1 10

¥arfimm
K 3 JKEEE UR-121 #1 UR-F51 k)5
PR OB 43 % T il %

TUR-121
K 4 WEEGE UR-121 1 UR-F51 [E{bj5 ¥ K SEM &l

CK UR-F3l

2.3.3 [EfL KKK 4R B LR
R UR-121 f1 UR-F51 @b RIKJG I E 4

JER MW E AR E 3 ia~, MR 3 A, Cu Al
Cr W3 I e 3% /T Ni.Cd. Hg Ml Pb. B #k
UR-F51 #1 UR-121 4 B4 (4 Cr . Ni,Cu.Cd Al Pb
v B AR T X R R W] 2 bR IR A B R
kb E G 8 0 AR . Bk UR-F51 F1 UR-
121 4b ¥R [ AL 5 €K Cu 193 VR B 43 50l
0.58 pg/ LA 132.70 pg/L, EALZR43 514 99. 73 % Al
37.17% s Ni 32 W 4390 0. 09 pg/ L i1 0. 55 pg/L,
AR AT 9 90, 43 % Fl 41, 49 % 5 Cr 12 H ¥ 43 5]
h 2. 63 pg/L 3. 55 pg/ L, FEALR51 K 37, 23 % Al
15.27% . VA ES5SHRIET R bR UR-F51 X KK H 4x )8
118 T P AR e A

3 %W i
ARSCN b oy B 2 bk RS B Bacillus

aryabhattai UR-F51 Fll Pseudomonas taiwanensis
UR-121, #E— 2000 B A B 2 K JIR 6 1 44 RE 184 9 ROR
) & A6 AE . 2o B R Bacillus aryabhattai UR-
F51 5% K b HH 43 J8 1Y) [ Ak 80OR B b 8 ROR ik
PErp BAT — s W TR ). s RO e LR 4 Jm Y
R ATIRZ QN JUk i T JUR g 335 4 L R 3 pHL {H L K il
TR A I ) O Bk RN A

R 3 IREEE UR-121 # UR-F51 B XK GHIESBEHIRE

& £k KK Cr/(ug L") Ni/(pg+ L") Cu/(pg+ L1 Cd/(pg+ L") Hg/(pg+L ') Pb/(pg-L ")

CK 4.1940. 294° 0.9440.091*  211.19419.886*  0.0740.001° 0.0540.001° 0.1740.001°
UR—F51 2. 6340, 249° 0.0940.001¢ 0.5842.096¢ 0.0240.005¢ 0.0340.004>  0.0340.047¢
UR—121 3.55+0. 336" 0.55+0.031"  132.70413.974>  0.04=+0.100" 0.04%+0.001"  0.0940. 037"

TE FUH spss B0 X0 52 50 K0 2247 025 V230 L 3R A LA — A M TR B A 5 B B B0 22 S R B 25 LA [ BR 10 57 B8 69 B O 22 e 3%

IR T BT P SO Tt 355 1 5 ) OB 17 A R . DR e
AT IO A T6 P ) 7R A0 o S e T R 2R 0 fik i T Y R 55
JUR T 0 R BB L 4> R R R B2, 7 A B9 NHT R
COF WM&, i CO; BTFaRfsE s
FHRTIE . ZEuk S AR W Y 7 IR R ) 15
B U0 N HL TR I FH B B MR T O 1 R R
SWEREFUCRE IR A, a0 R B R S
P B 580 55 23 5 i 1 4 )8 [ Ak R A K/, pH (AR 1k
JER AR EL KN E SR ERNEZ —,
pH E 3 0 4 FF HCO; #l COY B F 1 A 1%
PR ECE &R B T TORY  Bm pH T,
MR ¢ A A DY LB S IR &R T R
4. Zho FWE R R, — BN, pH (i
i BELRE T 20 R Bk | MW IR T RN b RS Ok 4R TR R
P L 45 4 IF L fof 42 )8 B0 F RO RE s . IR, KR

LB FIES pH (2R, IR E
AR Py T AR E R A R A . RS A
AR Z AR =1, a0 A 22 0 A BLTR | g Ik R
KALA WG, 205 T AR B TS Y B e
I 11 VR 5 Y PN % 5 11 4 B PR 5 7. Phillips %0
UEH, Z2 0 AT 38 2k 9 F fer B R AT R R L Ik Bl ik L 2
MR 58 BHEEF446,.H5 Pb.Cd.Cr f1 Hg
() [ AL R EAH G . S A0, A BLIR | B R A K Ak
G W) A R T B AR B pH L BE I 52w KOR N 4
BB FREALSCE . Gonzdlez %50 18 14 A= ) 4 Wb
(A HLAE &9, an A BLIR L 2 3% R AN K 1k & 90 45
W25 UOVE B B EE pH(E SURUA 9 1 AL e
JETR 285 5k 52 Wi 4 T 1 e . BRI O IR O A Y
PRI 7 Wy 2 B B F A i 1T R BRI PR A 4 e
FEH BUEARSE pH (DT SR K K AR



750 /A N | S N N - S

2018 4F % 39 %

T HI BT . COHOREAR A /N2 5 i U it 1 [ 1L K
KNE RIS — PN EER R, CR AR B B
R LA JS0E TETRRURR DN DU AR R e AT
FURKNE SRS BAE. Ajmonemarsan 25714
SRy s A ERE 235 00 T A0 248 /N R ] 2 f T RRUBR A, ) 2%
77 T 22 I i S R A7 e e 2% R 3R 1T 2 W% B
U2 G FLIIN A% [ 5 Y 20 /0N UKD AH EORS 45 B BT
T I 55 4 25 0, 3k 3 [ Ak RO N i 4 s Y SR
IR T VAT P JOK 05 R L BRBE pHL (L R Al A3 ) A
PR 2R 357 I 25 5 Vi) O Tl 87 6 IR B HL T 4 T 1 [ Ak Ak
S MR UR-F51 X &K K 5 4 @ 9 ok [ Ak 35 1
AJRE 53X L A

4 # .

K A R E Y I SR
368 S R ) S T oV 22 WO 5 B IR R T Y 0
AT LG ik ST A 3 B R e TROR TS B o AR SCE 2o
B R o T, O R R DK I T AR W [ A B R RO IR
Z5eE .

a) ARSCN AN Ir B3RS 2 bk i ROIR T
Bacillus aryabhattai UR-F51 Fl Pseudomonas taiwanensis
UR-121,

b) 2 IR A X B 1 9 O Y [ A VR T ek
W Bk Bacillus aryabhattai UR-F51 Xt Kk K H &
2 JE 1 T A0 S8R d5c B, AR RO A B BT — E 19
M1,

S 2K

(1] R meAAs. S 0 A8 B8 b e 55 i 75 e P I R ok A S T 4
JRIREEAT DT D], F R R K4, 2015:49-58.

(2] B8, 0Ty A= 3% iy 3 e A A Rl 2 b i i e i 2 3
WrFE[D]. B . B W3 T K 2%, 2007 :16-28.

(3] T b, Bhme e, 1 B, &5 dy 30 5% B8 T Ak 20 AL 3 B
Feik LT Tolk % 4 5344, 2009,35(5) : 26-27.

[4] Aubert ] E, Husson B, Sarramone N. Ultilization of
municipal solid waste incineration (MSWI) fly ash in
blended cement part 1: Processing and characterization
of mswi fly ash[J]. Journal of Hazardous Materials,
2006,136(3) :624-631.

[5] Schuhmacher M, Meneses M, Granero S,et al. Trace
element pollution of soils collected near a municipal solid
waste incinerator: Human health risk[J]. Bulletin of
Environmental Contamination & Toxicology, 1997, 59
(6):861-867.

[6] Giller K. E, Witter E, Mcgrath S P. Toxicity of heavy

metals to microorganisms and microbial processes in
agricultural soils: A review [ J]. Soil Biology &
Biochemistry,1998,30(10/11) :1389-1414.

(7] 0. AR BB Be O n A BLLT . ) M AL 12,2016, 44
(24):104-106.

(8] E ek, 2t %5, Mk ik, 5. B3 A W0 105 5 B TR b VT T I
HLAE [ o 4 D U0 B R SR (T ], BRI R A 5
2018,31(2) :25-31.

(9] 2=, SRl , 72 e AR, 5.+ 398 v )™ JOR I 400 04 109 40 8 I
X A AR ROR 1 % IR ()], Tl & 58, 2015, 6(7) -
8-12.

[10] jmatde, 5252, AR AR, 5. 3ol T A 8 b 3] 3% 48 RO 3 4

Ja 3R R R L. R 2 25 4, 2004, 32(1) 1 65-68.

C117 Ze, Bl , BN, 55 77 IO At Ak 21 9 75 5 5 O o 2 HC T
i BB HE e (], e 5t R 2424 41, 2017, 53 (1) - 191-
198.

[12] Gonzalez 1, Vazquez M A, Romero-Baena J, et al.
Stabilization of fly ash using cementing bacteria.
Assessment of cementation and trace element
mobilization[]]. Journal of Hazardous Materials,2017,
321(3):316-325.

(13] ¥#EhH A= F8 L o fil. 2ir IR B2 B 0 Lo (0 35 00 - 8 O it 075 1
()], £ ARES S 35 T/, 2012,34(1) : 102-107.

[14] Yang R H, Wang G W, Wang S, et al. Molecular
identification and diversity of candidatus phytoplasma
solani” associated with red-leaf disease of salvia
miltiorrhiza in china[J]. Journal of Phytopathology,
2016,164(11/12) :882-889.

C15] HGaT . ki, sk 2242, % b R i th 2 54 ¢
FRAEAEOC R 20 HT LT ). BB R 2 R, 2005, 11(4) : 203-
207.

C16] B4, fc 4= W35 5 B 2 45 990 38 (micp) & Ak -+ 8 52 36 F
FEID]. Jb At o [ R %, 2014 : 112-123.

[17] Kumari D, Qian X. Y, Pan X, et al. Microbially-
induced carbonate precipitation for immobilization of
toxic metals[ J]. Advances in Applied Microbiology,
2016,94(6):79-108.

[18] Wang Jianyun, Tittelboom Kim Van, Belie Nele De, et
al. Use of silica gel or polyurethane immobilized
bacteria for self-healing concrete[J]. Construction and
Building Materials,2012,26(1) :532-540.

[19] Zhu X F, Zheng ] L Guo Q X, et al. Pyrolysis of rice
husk and sawdust for liquid fuel[J]. Acta Scientiae
Circumstantiae, 2006, 18(2) :392-396.

(2070 FEF5UE. 7 M Hb 2 0l 40 7 07 355 Ko HG ) - 37 T 2R 1 1 52
Mg [D 1. Pk FH - Pk B AL K%, 2016: 116-123.

[21] Phillips A J, Gerlach R, Lauchnor E, et al. Engineered

applications of ureolytic biomineralization: A review



% 6 M B LA R I R 4 O 6 e FG X 4 B b RO Y [ £ 751

[J]. Biofouling,2013,29(6):715-733. particle-size fractions of the soils of five european cities
[22] Ajmonemarsan F, Biasioli M, Kralj T, et al. Metals in [J]. Environmental Pollution,2008,152(1) :73-81.

Screening of ureolytic bacteria and solidification to fly ash from the MSWI
WANG Guiwei*, XU Hui®, DING Xiaoging", CHEN Ping”, HU Xiufang®
(a. College of Life Sciences; b. School of Civil Engineering and Architecture,
Zhejiang Sci-Tech University, Hangzhou 310018, China)

Abstract: Incineration is an important way to dispose the urban refuse, and the fly ash from municipal
solid waste incineration ( MSWI) and heavy metals are the pollution sources which threaten the
surrounding environment. In order to lower the pollution, high-activity ureolytic bacteria were gained by
plant rhizosphere screening, and compressive strength, grain composition and heavy metal stabilization
effect of fly ash solidified with ureolytic bacteria were compared. The results showed that, two strains of
highly effective ureolytic bacteria, Bacillus aryabhattai UR-F51 and Pseudomonas taiwanensis UR-121,
were isolated from the rhizosphere soil of Salvia miltiorrhiza. After ureolytic bacteria were mixed with fly
ash according to certain proportion, fly ash was solidified. The bacterial strains UR-F51 and UR-121 made
the compressive strength of solidified fly ash increase by 48% and 27 % . respectively; and the particle size
of the fly ash solidified with UR-F51 and UR -121 increased by 10. 00% ~145. 00%. The solidification rates
of Cry, Ni, Cu, Cd, Hg and Pb in {ly ash solidified by UR-F51 and UR -121 were 15. 27% ~37. 23%,
41.49%~90. 43%, 37. 17% ~99. 73%, 42. 86 ~ 71. 42%, 20% ~ 40% and 47. 06% ~ 82. 3501,
respectively. Obviously, ureolytic bacteria can improve the solidification effect of fly ash and heavy metals,
and especially strain UR-F51 has the best solidification effect. This study provides a new way to alleviate
the fly ash pollution of from municipal solid waste incineration.

Key words: municipal solid waste incineration; fly ash; heavy metals; ureolytic bacteria; solidification rate
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