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 ZE: %35 % (polycyclic aromatic hydrocarbons, PAHs ) & — R de ¥ |2 A £ 09 £ F 4, KA &2 A A T4
P g Atk . EARBMR R P B RN F) PR A I B 1 ML W) B R T PAHs &9 AR, T i K 8 PAHS A2 ) SR 3R 49
Bk, R LAE R ALER , R RA N AT, D F H 8 2H (Staphylococcus equorum)EL 3+ EEH K &
PAHs #9753 R 5% (P<0.05), 1 S. equorum 7B} 2m JL 205 P, 4 2m JEAR Bk (whole cell extracts, WCE )= 2m JL 55 R
B39 5t PAHs A 235 69 BARME N (P<0.05) ., #t— B sb 22 5 30, WCE W R 4L Bl i 2% @ K4 7 B ok, & WCE
A F) T PAHs M ffBGE M, X & S. equorum 7% %, PAHs 518 & 4 & i 12, 5 — 7 @ , R & XL 324% S, equorum
st PAHs i iR 88 ) % 4R 1 (P<0.05) ; i@ 3844 vt 28 3 40 S0 38 5547, K3 S. equorum # WCE 12 5 4 222X By PAHs
XA E AL A, BLIA S. equorum i B, PAHs A £ IR M w2, B I, S. equorum ¥ i id & My W fif Fo y 3L oR B 5 AP AR
FE AR R PAHs . AR A A4 R BARS T8 5 IR RRET ikiE,
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Reduction of Polycyclic Aromatic Hydrocarbons by Meat—derived Coagulase—negative Staphylococci
LIU Hanghang, PAN Qiong, LUO Huiting, CAI Kezhou, XU Baocai, LI Peijun”

(School of Food and Biological Engineering, Hefei University of Technology, Hefei 230009, Anhui, China )
Abstract: polycyclic aromatic hydrocarbons (PAHs) are a ubiquitous food hazard, and reducing their levels is
crucial for enhancing product safety. In this simulation system, the abatement effect of coagulase—negative staphy—
lococei on PAHs from various meat sources was investigated, and the strain with the most potent PAH-reducing a—
bility was selected and its mechanism elucidated. The findings indicated that Staphylococcus equorum E1 exhibit—
ed the most significant reduction effect on PAHs in the simulated system (P<0.05). Among the different cell com—
ponents of S. equorum ,whole cell extracts (WCE) and cell fragment suspensions had significant decreases in
PAHs (P<0.05). Further enzyme treatment revealed that the key subtractive substances in WCE were proteins. At
the same time, the activity of PAHs degrading enzyme was detected in WCE, suggesting that S. equorum reduced
the biodegradation pathway of PAHs. On the other hand, heat inactivation treatment significantly enhanced the ca—
pacity of S. equorum to degrade PAHs (P<0.05). Fourier infrared spectroscopy revealed that WCE of S. equorum
possessed functional groups associated with physical adsorption of PAHs, indicating a possible physical adsorption
pathway involved in the degradation process. Therefore,S. equorum has the potential to reduce PAHs through
biodegradation and physical adsorption, presenting a novel biological approach for reducing PAHs in food.

Key words: polycyclic aromatic hydrocarbons (PAHs ) ;coagulase-negative staphylococci (CNS) ;simulation sys—

tem; physical adsorption; biodegradation
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LT ( polycyclic aromatic hydrocarbons, PAHs )
SR MBS ik S AR 2 Y
BUKMEAUCEY), BA 2P BER SR G 105
W50, PAHSs I T A MBI A SE AR, n] L)
W R A NN IS e H TR A S
AIARIEG 2 32 DNA &2 i 1 58 48 S5 DT 5 U
7%, PAHs BIA % AR BA T AE 1) 38 4% 2 PR A 20
P, Gy AR SR ZLRR I s R4S e S [
FrigSE M 5E LA (International Agency for Research on
Cancer, IARC)EV22%F PAHs 23250 1 2580w 2A 2%
B 2B KBUREYY, P AT 2 2 1 258U
%%ﬁ[a]ﬁi (benzo [a] pyrene, BaP) fll 2B XU Y 7%
Ff:[a] B (benzo [a] anthracene , BaA )  Jii (chrysene , CHR )
FIZETFF[b]7¢ B (benzo [blfluoranthene , BbFA ., KR Z 5
2% (European Commission, EC)FLE 1 XHZE A il i HH BaP
1 PAH4(BaA .CHR .BbFA Fl BaP ) f) f5 K FR £, 4351
H 2.0 pe/kg F1 12.0 perke®, & E GB 2762—2022( &
i e A RARUE TS eI BR )R | TR B A i it
o BaP & NS 5 pe/ke® I/ D S PAHs
& TP AR TEfe 3 IR S HA E R

HHT, XEdhrh PAHs (980015t 28 b T4
ATk o OB ULy A el 0 sy =X
VR it SR 0 FRUA BRAE: ;e Ak 2= D7 ¥R T T, 3 ik 1] 7Y
T it VA A ARG S5 5, AR P R v 2 T A
A RS BEAIR A 1 R PAHS®, SR, 1 4 B AL
FOTERZ &5t AL, B2 A A R
A AR, A3 Ty AR AR LA R RIARE S B
55 [RI R Bifi o T 2 %o R4 0 Jo o 1 RN T 4
e, A O R S g O N JT

AR, it A W) Jr R PAHs S22 12 50
o VP2 400 C gk Sl AR el P i PAHS,
Jf H PAHs Bl F1 A I RE MR A2 2 2 HE Y . TE3R
15 43 Hadibarata 256898 22 B 14 8 B & (A rmillaria
sp. )F022 T LLKE BaP Fff R 2R H-[a] b -1, 61 , 1-5%
FE-2- R AR IR o 75 B il Ul , LR TR R[] ity
B 2 BR A (coagulase—negative staphylococci, CNS )
SEAL G R R ) b e B RE, TEAYeE T
i YR A2 A REENY, Bartkiene S5BFSY T FLER
X2 G REI  PAHs MIBRIRACR,, 45 RMZLIR
F BRI (Pediococcus acidilactici )KTUO5-7 TR Ml A ER
(Pediococcus pentosaceus YKTUO0S5 -9 F1 35 7§ FL #F
(Lactobacillus sakei)KTUOS—6 ¥4 HE % [ 1% 5 iz 14 i
PAH4 &, HirP L. sakei KTUO5-6 X} PAH4 H AT %54t
9 EBRBOR . CNS AT LU L 28 BTk i Fg I 7 fif ke
AR 2 P At DXUBAR (RO L, 3 T il A o i €750, AR

T, G LT Ul 12 o 1 55 40 R DG i D

AT 3 S M LR CNS B R AR AR LA 5 v X
PAHs WIRRARVE A, T2 H T Ik PAHSs BE 71 e 9 TR
Wk, I3 2 BH 80 TR A T D X A A T O O
A BRI A AL

1 #R5FEZE
L1 MRS

PAHs #7fffh(BaA CHR BbFA il BaP)(ZlE>99% ) :
e db oy ol it = H o R WFFE B s 55 R E g (EC
3.4.24.31) G s STRLAA ROk s B IR A Rk
A PR B 5 ROK I A5 1 S R SR A Mt - b st
FHRFEFHEA IR A A =R R P BeEh iR Eh A
PR A PR E B & BB R RAYHEARS
FRZA F] s IR — S8 (NaH,PO,) B R S — 41 (Na,HPO, ) |
O TEK (a5 « [ 245 L k7R A TR
N ] R B IS AN A R 4 S A pr At

A B AR AN 4 BR 18 (Stap hylococcus xylosus )
A2 A 2 Bk A (Staphylococcus carnosus )C2 o
T AR KBERT I, H H A % 3K 3 (Staphylococcus
equorum )E1 7355 F RGN %8) 24 BR 2 ( Stap hylococ—
cus vitulinus )CICC 10850 : H [E] TV {4 ¥ e Fh AR e S
BLIL RN

7.5%AAH A 7 (sodium chloride broth, SCB) #5357
B TARIUUE VR PR R 5 H R S A Al 3
B (mannitol salt agar, MSA VEFREL T RSP YR
FABRAF],
1.2 AU S5

W TAES (AlphaClean 1300): IR %R (-
W) BRI 435 K 3746 (BSD-250) : 1 ¥ sl Sl
FRRAF ;& AR 2O HL(TDZ5-WS) « 9 5 A 52
5 AR TT A PR W] 5 WAL (SynergH1 ) : 5€ [E Bio—
Tek AR F] 5 AR AT (S-6000 ) : AE3EFRHMY (b5
PHEA IR | ARG f (WE=3) : KRR a8
A BT 43 6EEETH(UV-6000PC) : B iEeHH s
AR ] 5 1 VR A P T e e (KS=7200XDS ) : B2
L ) SR A A R A F
1.3 Xk
1.3.1  GtkRER

TETCPEFREE T, FH TG e P U 7 1K BT AR I
—3REUE, FHAEA 10 mL JCR SCB iR,
Bifi 5 eI PR e TR Y SCB 557 3L B FHE IR 5 5=
R, AE IR 5 F (37 °C, 150 v/min) R 5595 18 h E1715
o TETHAEE T B0 S 1Y SCB 1 7R Bk 77
AT T A AR I 0.2 mL A 10 mL JGIHSCB
R B AT AR B BB AR 5% 2 (37 °C, 18 h),
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55 3 ARBI 4 CY¥ias Hl o 10 mL 52 TR BRHS 3 1K
W (1x10° CFU/mL), #.0> (12 000xg, 15 min, 4 °C) 2
FIE WS A AR . 4 A B 2 TG T R R 92 v TR
(phosphate buffer solution, PBS, 50 mmol/L,pH7.0)7§E %
2 W IFHHRAE 10 mL PBS H RLFRAS- 42 40 i B (whole
cell suspension, WCS ),

132 AT PAHSs {49858 77 A9 &

AN[A BB XT PAHS T 9888 71 09 1F 2 2 B Yousefi
SRR TR TR AEIE 2. 7E PBS %I 10 ng/mL PAHs
i, il A BIBLBUA FR . BITE] WCS F1 PBS Hsfin
PAHs FRifEsh i HE LR EE N 10 ng/mlL, Horb PBS /24
XL . 1597 (37 °C, 150 v/min, 18 h) &5 HUR KM PAHS
i

PAHs 7 50l 2 B8 Li U900 J7 2 91 RS g ek
K HH = SRR (3% 75 (high performance liquid chro—
matography , HPLC )47 . REEE B £ 0.22 wm JE PRI
UEJE KSR 2 mL SERE T HPLC Al
Tk S5 A < T 2R T AN 2 1) v R AR 234 kAT
SEIR XU SIAH A MG B AHK . TRBIAH GRS
J# :0~17.5 min,40%~100% .} 517.5~24.0 min, 100%
M 524.0~25.5 min,40% £ it 525.5~27.5 min,40% £,
i o SEOCAGHIN A8 YIS AN BaA :274/382 nm;
CHR:260/360 nm; BbFA :283/430 nm;BaP:285/410 nm,
1.3.3  S. equorum /N[FI4HMILL 53198 PAHSs B8 71 2

Z: 8 Xiao SF MY I IEIFEIEEL. S. equorum WCS
ZOHEIERE (600 W, TAE 25, [8]8k 35,180 ¥,0 €)%
= A0 i HR B (whole cell extracts, WCE ) , 4= 4 Jitg 42
HU 5.0 (12 000xg, 15 min, 4 °C)F59 M P9 $2 B0 (intra—
cellular extracts, IE) FI4HMORE F o BF 40 MO0E F 1 i AE
10 mL PBS 7, #5459 40 i i Fr 2 K (cell debris suspen—
sion,CDS). 43417 WCS .WCE .CDS.IE Al 10 mL PBS
HES I PAHs FRifE S (R 2K E R 10 ng/mL, 1557
(37 °C, 150 v/min, 18 h)Z5 A5 KM PAHs F5 4t
1.3.4 HHARLFEX) S, equorum WCE 14 PAHs %%
SRIKFENR

Z: i O'Brien SE" T IEIFFEAEE . K 0.1 mL
Bl TR M B WA N3] 10 mL S. equorum WCE H, LA
AN I R AR B X BR L KR (37 CL 1 )R A,
SN PAHs ARifEdh, MEHARZORE R 10 ng/mL, K537
(37 °C, 150 v/min, 18 h)Z5 A5 KM PAHs F ik
1.3.5 S. equorum ' PAHs FEA# B 71700 2

BRI S. equorum TE FE &, FH T 20K 1
2, 3-BUINAA T B o VE A RS 7 I E
1.3.5.1 SRR 2, 3- XU )

Z: I Xi SR T AR A A, R T B A
#:0.2 mL ZF 2K % (5 mmol/L) , 3 mL PBS(50 mmol/L,

pH 8.0)F1 0.2 mL IE, Il % HAE 3 min ¥ .375 nm &b
FEEEM AR . 28 SCRESMEP 1 wmoll SRR 1y 246 7=
2 FRRIAR IR Y T T LA LN 1 NS R U
LRI 2, 3-BUIN A B A TS 4% A (1)

— AV: 6
U= . x10 (1)

KU NEEE 7, UL A HRESS W OGAE v, R
AR TR mLs e R BE IR W R E0 50 ol ROV B ]
min;d A O ML EEERE, cm; V, HEFRAAFR, mL,

T A A O R A N R A B
WeEE S A (D) P a8 SR i LA A 22 TR B T
REAE W LIREI O AR
1.3.5.2  HRIHEHG 71

Z: [ Wang 50 A IFRIVEIE L S il
FITEUTT B 90 mg X AEFEAR B B R B A T 30 mL
CWETG . B 100 puL X i 56 28 B A i R R 7 W0 A
F] 900 pL A 0.19%FH7{F1 A4 X F 0.4% Triton X-100
1% 50 mmol/L Tris—HCl ZZ i A . 7¥ 37 °CAl 150 r/min
ZMTEE 5 min J5, FFEESTIIA S0 WL I1E, JF7E
150 r/min F1 37 CHMA T FHEF S mine A 300 nL 1Y
10% Na,COs Z 1N o IRA W48 0 )5 I i 410 nm
AR o 22 SUTE 37 CAMF T, BRI 1 mol
XiF il FE 2K 13 (p —nitrophenol ) FIF 5 FA B4 1 A4 S 77
PN Uo MRMG B ERETE T34 3 (2) 315

U=[(A =A o)xK+Co]xV 1 xn/(V,xt) (2)

R U MBS 7, UmL; A, NRESYROGAE ;A0

Fin2s HIROEAE s K X RE AR bR fh 2 AR C,
XA AR B R AE T R AR s R RS E VA R
NIRRT, mL; V, A BERRAARFY , mLs e SRy SN ], min

T Ao A L R AR R N ) A
WeEE S A (2) Irfs 45 JE AR LA R 2 ORI 1 T
TR, BT AR S T
1.3.53  o-TEM RS 1

Z: [ Bozie P I IR VEIE B SR 3, 5- A
FoK g (3, S—dinitrosalicylic acid, DNS VEEIE a—TE
WSS 77, #5100 pL IE F1 400 pL 1.0% ] vk
TER ) S IR A I TE PBS(50 mmol/L,pH7.0) i E
(40 °C,30 min) . W HIA 1 mL DNS JF1E 1F 0, 4Rk
JE PR G 5 min, RAVEEIRITHZR IR B
A K AR Ao A v R I ) A SR e 3 Ao R 2 WA oA
LRIE o 7 SUAE 40 °C . pHT 54 R, B hie kK fie e
A1 mg BIAHE T LB R 1 NG DA Us -
TEN B BERG S14% AR (3R,

U: mXn (3 )
Vxi
U ABETE , UmLsm R # 2 RE , mg;n
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S REATE VR SO T FH VE R Bl SRR AR mLse Ry
J W s A, min o
T o AT o A R O ) A R
W J5 A S (3) a4 5 P B LA A 2 T R v
B S i, BT ARG LS T .
1.3.6  #RIE S. equorum X} PAHs JHISAE FH Y5200
%2 Yousefi 251 )7 %7 S. equorum W17 AL
FH, WCS ZHAEFE(100 °C, 15 min )& HG , A0 PAHs
Bt it i R R I 9 10 ng/mL, % HRZH AN 2 pib 7
ELHEA N PAHSs AR i 5557 (37 °C, 150 v/min, 18 h)45
o 85 350 (12 000%g, 15 min, 4 °C) 2= B4, e 4k
IR AR PAHSs i
1.3.7  S. equorum WCE FfE HLIH- 2R 2T S35 43 Hr
Z M8 Peng S5 T IEIFAIAIE R . S. equorum 1Y
WCE & AR TG , R FH A B AR5 21 S ik
TG, R EA 4 000~400 em™
1.4 Fdsibyg
RIGER 3 K, G RUTIELbREZE IR,
SPSS 25.0 B X BHE I T 4307, 25 s 2 (B) A k2
2% 5 (P<0.05)f#i J1] Duncan’s 2 8 20 Hri AT 46 56, |
JH Origin 2017 1A,

2 ZR55H
2.1 A[A] CNS AR PAH4 B 7E IR
B in AL EE BaP EN Y 16 Fh 2351850 &
i RGN E BTG Y W), RO % 2 1 2 (EFSA)
1 PAH4(BaA .CHR .BbFA Fll BaP)ft &£ b £ 3
FFIEIA = FEE KO, PRI ARG K PAHA A Ay i
VERAR IS o AERBSIDLA R rh BRI AS [ TR MR XT PAHs
FITH IR LA 1,
40T [IBaP ZZZBbFA SICHR EBBaA
35
301
25+
20 F
15
10
sL
0

PAH47 12/ (ng/mL)

R TR R AN R L A A S8 V25 5+, P<0.05
B 1 AEEH PAH4 BERERSNE
Fig.1 Effects of different bacteria on PAH4 reduction

fE 1Al BERheH T PAH4 S8 BT
WEZH (P<0.05 ), B} 4 b7 78 BR 81 181 1k 320 B 10 3 P I A

A Z H Y PAH4(P<0.05). S. xylosus A2.S. carnosus
C2.S. equorum E1 H1°S. vitulinus CICC 10850 X BaA .
CHR .BbFA Fl BaP i B 2853 51 R 3.63%~12.14% |
3.86%~8.69% .12.71%~17.11%H1 6.21%~15.12%. TEft
A e kRS xylosus A2 FI S. carnosus C2 [ A1
PAH4 BE /1559, S. equorum E1 Ak PAH4 RE /1 e
S. equorum E1 % BaA .CHR .BbFA il BaP AJRFAKH 5>
WERAF] 15.79% . 17.11% . 13.54%F1 12.71%., /=[5 14644
BREA AT PAHs 2B A TH IR, iX 5 Zhao
PSR, AT 5T R B, 15 BREFLIR R 3 AT
ERRTCHZEW K TP BaP, RN 11%~67%, X+
FLR EARRE R . e 2R LAREAIC PAH4 BE 1
BR ) S. equorum E1 RFFERT G, B 57 H G PAHS FTH
IRAHLEE,
2.2 AN[FIZHARZE 5% F U PAH4 (15200

R T BHA S. equorum 25 AL 43 %5 PAHs A7 &
R, AT WCS WCE L IE 1 CDS %} PAHs 74Uk
. S. equorum ) WCS \WCE .CDS 1 IE %} PAH4 {5

25 [OBaA EZ2CHR NIBbFA BBaP

LY AB;
<OT B 1
N A
@‘ ist NUNEN
ﬁ- X
= = -
Al X 3
5t & : cC C
inn
o 3
0 )
WCE CDS IE

AR TR A R E2E S, P<0.05,
B2 . equorum ] WCS.WCE.CDS #1 IE 3 PAH4 F&{K %
Fig.2 The reduction rate of PAH4 treated with the WCS,WCE,
CDS and IE of S. equorum

WA 2 fr s , WS 4% BaA .CHR .BbFA #il BaP
FR FEAR 35 5 R 15.79% 17.11% 13.54% F1 12.71%
WCE %} BaA .CHR .BbFA 1 BaP [ R 1% 245 51
20.00% .19.98% .13.65%#1 14.00% , WCE ZH %} BaA FI
CHR i B 56 i 2  T WCS 20 (P<0.05), 3% 6 W
TR RAL B TS, equorum X PAHs Y FEARAICE ,
PR SE 7 A L 200 i v B 22 1 T e ) T R L PAHs
R T SIHWA A E IS5 5 o Yousefi S5 F5Y &
PR P b R AT DLk AR AT RS Ry | B0 G A, A
TS0 UK SR 0% AT R FH P (s 240 R b 7 A BT i 45
. T, S. equorum % PAHs AOTH IR ] GE-5 Py HRK
WAz RINEAE . WCE 9% PAH4 FOFR A1 CDSZH
AR 3 25 53 (P>0.05)  HLIB 3 & F 1IE 41(P<0.05),
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X 3R B A0 A R 20 9 P A AT IR AR H L K TE
ZHATH SRR AT 15, S. equorum XF PAHs A IS 1] BEATF
TEA:WIREARARAR o S AT 45 I, Zhao S52HIF 57 36
WA FLFTE (L. plantarum )CICC 22135 I BEFLAT
(L. pentosus )CICC 23163 Ik BELE £ BaP i 5
BRI, O HLANMIA5 A SE BRI 20 BaP £BRACE
2.3 S. equorum HWIREfR PAHA JCEH IR A5 T

TEA=WIRESR PAHSs I, 208 A 2R X
Fi= Y2 5 4w PAHs BIREMR . o T LS. equorum
AR 1SS o (i AR 11 57 4 ) /2 A 7E T 98 PAHs
HOR SCHEVE T, RIE R AL FRXT S, equorum T4 8
PAHs 5200 . 85 FHBEALBRRT IS S. equorum X§ PAH4 (1)
THBRCR aNER 1 s .

*1 EQEEAIEXT S. equorum iER PAH4 HIF20H
Table 1 Effects of protease treatment on PAH4—decreasing

ability of S. equorum

AR /%
BaA CHR BbFA BaP PAH4

ikl

XFHRZL 20.00£1.37* 19.98+0.93" 13.65+0.47* 14.00+£0.34* 16.260.61*

M 11.5320.49" 13.77+0.02 7.55+0.62" 1.61+0.02" 6.89+0.20°
JosE e

1 : SIS R R AP 0 2 M 25 57, P<0.05

Xf B (R 2 1 g AL 3 ) XF BaA (CHR \BbFA FI
BaP 19 B A% 2% 43 3] Ry 20.00% .19.98% .13.65% Fil
14.00%, &5 FRGAL B XT BaA .CHR .BbFA FI1 BaP )
REAGZRAMN 11.53% 13.77% .7.55%F0 1.61%. 47
H AL HE S LS. equorum X PAH4 14 IR BE 71 i 35 T K%
(P<0.05), FHIZERA S. equorum 4 BE BT
Jox (AR 11 B2 ) TETH I PAHs o R bl 2B .
Xiao SFELRTE A FLAT T R3 X N- A% i B A )
RIFLFR)ZEIRE W REIL N AE R it (P<0.05)
2.4 S. equorum LYK PAHA SCHERRIYRTT

A= W R i A e B TS Y R vh B PAHs Y 2%
2, Chen 252157 FE WAL B 2E FAF 1 ( Bacillus sub—
tilis ) FA v 2B R P55 (Burkholderia cepacia)l%ﬁﬁ PAHs
REN FEBGL T EN RS BA S SR s, &
AT, AR 2, 3-RUINAARF(C230) SR Wil
o-TE R AR Y PAHs FIAEZE A5 ) B9 ARG SC= 2,
C230 2 P SUMA R SR R 0L, AL S84 1
FBARAB AR 1 A 24400 . Karimi 2RI 5E & 30
20 B 7 A 0 U A R B VE R Tl RS RE R ke e A B
Y. REWBELE PR SE A A W oAt b o e A T,
(A, 8 A S. equorum H S EERF(C230 g i Al
o= TR ) T P4 T LAAT) AL F W PAHS FEARACSHRTE

1E S. equorum HRGINE 3 FREEIG AN 3 s .

300
A
T
—~ T
o L
\a“ 250
=
o B
= T
S osob I
0 <
€230 Hg i o —JE R

ANIF FREFORAFAE B ME2E 57, P<0.05
3 8. equorum ¥ C230.fERAAEEFN a—iE MEEHY LLEEE
Fig.3 Specific activity of C230, Lipase and a—amylase in

S. equorum

FP 3 TR, C230 I I A - A A LU i
391K 56.65.266.92.3.31 Ulmg, Hrb il 17 i 16 P 5 5
(P<0.05), X3HH S. equorum T GEIE I ;= A 1% L0 5G4
Wie A WA PAHs
2.5 R S. equorum ¥ PAH4 SSE7BEILI QR !

5 T BH S. equorum %t PAHs M ERR =S IEAEY)
FR R A BIFE T ARSI U8 PAHS Y5200, 45
RILF 2,

K2 WAFEMEXTS. equorum iEIE PAH4 HIRNH
Table 2 Effect of cell viability on PAH4—decreasing ability of

S. equorum

FENTH %
BaA CHR BbFA BaP PAH4

XFHRA] 15.79+1.50% 17.11+2.33% 13.54+1.45" 12.71+0.87" 14.35+1.37"

b 28.77+1.21* 30.52+1.10* 25.41+0.74* 27.38+0.42* 27.91+0.66*
JHAH

T [F SR BR824 2 [ AR 1 5 2 5, P<0.05

3¢ 2 I LAE X HRZH X BaA .CHR .BbFA F1 BaP
(AR R 43 R 15.79% 17.11% \13.54% F1 12.71% ,
AL FHZH XT BaA .CHR .BbFA Fi1 BaP 1)K R0 5 N
28.77% .30.52% .25.41%F1 27.38%, S. equorum ZFAL
PRGN PAH4 BIFEARHE I W& 7+ (P<0.05), X5
Yousefi ZEMAYEE I —E. Zhu 5P 5T 5 HHAAE PR
i T LR B B 45 A PR T . 45 AR 4
WA HL, S, equorum £ AL B f5 AT 68 2R T 20 B 20 A
REZERG , DT ™ A28 B 45 5 60 s, 385 1 48 L 22 38
TR o Zhao FFPHAHFLERRXT BaP 1) 2 BRANAF
TEAD  7E PAHs BRI FE rh 4G PR ZE0)
2.6 S. equorum X PAH4 W B E B A1 50T

it FTIR 5047 S. equorum 1) WCE LIRS PAHs
g A A G I TR AE B RE A R T RE A &5 A A, BRI
PAHs VR bl RCE REA I 245 B SR LA 4,
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Fig.4 Fourier transform infrared spectrum of the whole cell

extracts of S. equorum
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