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Abstract

The work describes a biofilm-based soluble sulphate reduction system, which can treat
up to 1600 ppm of soluble sulphate within 3.5 hours of incubation to discharge level under
ambient  condition  using  a  well-characterized  sulphate-reducing  bacterial  (SRB)
consortium. This system ensures the treatment of 1509 litres of sulphate solution in 24 hours
using a 220-litre bioreactor. Performance of the system during series operation was
compromised, indicating the presence of inhibitor in solution at a toxic level. A single unit
bioreactor would be the ideal configuration for this consortium. Modified designs of
bioreactors were tested for optimization of the process using response surface method‐
ology (RSM), where the system could function optimally at an initial sulphate concen‐
tration of 1250 ppm with a flow rate of 1.8 litre/hour. The time course of sulphate reduction
yielded a parabolic profile (with coefficient of determination r 2 = 0.99 and p value < 0.05).
The rate of sulphate reduction was found to be independent of seasonal variation as well
as the specific design characteristic.

Keywords: Sulphate, packed bed reactor, time series analysis, bacterial consortium,
Nitrate, radioactive effluent
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1. Introduction

Extraction of nuclear materials like Uranium from ores generates effluents containing sul‐
phate. Sulphate mostly comes from the sulphuric acid used for extraction of uranium from its
ore. Sulphate is also released as a by-product of different anthropogenic activities such as metal
smelting, fuel gas scrubbing, molasses fermentation, tanneries, food processing, coal burning,
pulp and paper processing and mining activities [1, 2]. Increase in sulphate concentration in
ground water causes various adverse effects such as laxative effect, dehydration, and skin
problem, and it also imparts an unpleasant taste to water [3]. It is an eye irritant, causing redness
upon exposure. It has also been reported that sulphate pollution results in eutrophication of
both surface and ground water. It indirectly enhances phosphate-based eutrophication that can
inhibit the growth of different plant species. Na2SO4 contamination in the soil can lead to change
in freezing temperature by 0.28 °C [4, 5]. The standard level for the presence of sulphate is
250 ppm in drinking water while it is 1000 ppm for waste water. There are different techni‐
ques for sulphate demineralization such as reverse osmosis, distillation, ion exchange for
drinking water, while methods involving chemical precipitation using chemicals like barium
chloride exist for environmental waste disposal. The chemical method of reduction of sul‐
phate using barium chloride also ensures substantial reduction of heavy metals in the form of
precipitates. But for the chemical process to function optimally, it is essential that the concen‐
tration of the chemical is high and that it is thoroughly mixed with the effluent discharged. The
mechanical stirring in case of large volumes may not be a feasible option at the industrial scale.
Hence, physicochemical techniques have many drawbacks when their efficiency is compared
with the cost of implementation of the technology [6].

Bioremediation happens to be an alternative method of treatment. Biological sulphate
reduction is a state-of-the-art technology, which has definite advantages over conventional
treatments. Sulphate-reducing bacteria (SRB) play an important role in several biochemical
processes. Sulphate is taken up by these microbes as a nutrient and reduced to sulphide, which
is then incorporated into sulphur-containing amino acids. Thus, they are significant in sulphur
transformation [7]. SRB is heterogeneous, morphologically diverse, physiologically unique
anaerobic microorganisms that are widespread in anoxic habitats [8, 9], where they use
sulphate as a terminal electron acceptor for the degradation of organic compounds, resulting
in the production of sulphide. Both oxidation and reduction reactions for the generation of
metabolic energy are important. The sulphide thus produced can be oxidized in the presence
of high levels of oxygen by chemolithotrophic sulphur bacteria or under anoxic conditions by
phototrophic sulphur bacteria, whereas SRB perform the dissimilatory sulphate reduction [10–
12]. In marine sediments, above 50% organic carbon mineralization is carried out by sulphate
reduction making the sulphate reducers extremely important for both the sulphur and carbon
cycles. However, the use of SRB for bioremediation of waste water has some bottle necks. These
include (a) the continuous supply of microbes for sulphate reduction within reasonable time
and (b) the survival of the microbes in the environment while maintaining the efficiency of
reduction. The literature reported a retention time of 15 days [13], 14 days [14], 10 days [7],
6 days [15], and 1 day [16] while working at laboratory scale with associated problems of
clogging, back pressure and need for repeated maintenance. These facts made them non-viable
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for large-scale applications. Hence, the need of the hour was to develop a microbial solution
through which rapid removal of soluble sulphate could be carried out in a sustainable manner.
To address this issue, the following points had to be considered: (1) appropriate site selection
for enrichment of SRB; (2) appropriate medium selection for the same; and (3) consortium
optimization and development of packed bed reactor with optimal design for sustained
performance of the system.

As an outcome of this study, a consortium was developed using which a packed bed bioreac‐
tor–based process has been drawn up, which is by far the fastest and the most stable sulphate
removal system. This invention has been filed as an Indian patent and a PCT [17] to protect
the intellectual property associated with this invention. It has immense application for
industrial effluent treatment. Although biofilm-based bioreactors have been the point of
investigation and application for a long period of time [18–21], little progress has been made
in terms of real-life industrial application.

2. Selection of inoculum and medium for consortium development

The authors of this chapter have developed a consortium from waste water–fed fish pond at
East Kolkata Wetland (EKW), India (22° 27′ N 88° 27′ E) [1] in synthetic medium (DSMZ 641)
specific for growing SRB under anaerobic condition, which could reduce soluble sulphate from
1600 ppm to discharge level within three and half hours of incubation at room temperature in
a packed bed reactor with stable biofilm for sustained treatment of soluble sulphate. The
geographical orientation in terms of slope is such that the entire city’s (Kolkata’s) run off (which
includes contribution of acid rain) drains at EKW. However, there is no toxicity reported in
these water bodies. Hence, there is high possibility of these water bodies harbouring efficient
SRB. The selection of medium for growth, the inoculum for development of the consortium
and the subsequent selection pressures were carefully monitored keeping in mind the need to
specifically enrich the SRB with minimal non-SRB so as to ensure insignificant dead mass
during bioreactor operation, hence developing a tailor-made consortium for this purpose. Its
performance was tested for sulphate reduction from modified synthetic medium (DSMZ 641)
prepared using tap water and mining effluent.

Synthetic medium for growing the consortium

For 1 litre of medium DSMZ 641, following is the composition:

Solution A

NH4Cl 1.0 g

Na2SO4 2.0 g

Na2S2O3 × 5 H2O 1.0 g

MgSO4 × 7 H2O 1.0 g

CaCl2 × 2 H2O 0.1 g
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KH2PO4 0.5 g

Yeast extract 1.0 g

Then, a pinch of Resazurin is added, which is used as a redox indicator.

Solution B

Na2S2O4 0.1 g

NaHCO3 1.68 g

Lactic acid 12 ml

NaOH 4.4 g

Solution C: Trace element solution 1.0 ml (SL10)

HCl (25%; 7.7 M) 10.0 ml

FeCl2 × 4 H2O 1.5 g

ZnCl2 70.0 mg

MnCl2 × 4 H2O 0.1 g

H3BO3 6.0 mg

CoCl2 × 6 H2O 190.0 mg

CuCl2 × 2 H2O 2.0 mg

NiCl2 × 6 H2O 24.0 mg

Na2MoO4 × 2 H2O 36.0 mg

Distilled water 990.0 ml

Solution D: Vitamin solution 10 ml

Biotin 2.0 mg

Folic acid 2.0 mg

Pyridoxine 10.0 mg

Thiamine HCl × 2H2O 5.0 mg

Riboflavin 5.0 mg

Nicotinic acid 5.0 mg

D-Ca-pantothenate 5.0 mg

Vitamin B12 0.10 mg

P-amino benzoic acid 5.0 mg

Lipoic acid 5.0 mg

Distilled water 1000.0 ml

Sodium azide is also added to prevent the fungal formation.

The following are the modified medium components, which were effective for SRB in terms of nutrient consumption.
This medium is far more advantageous in terms of cost and amount of consumption. It is similar to the
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aforementioned media composition with a minor change in components such as ammonium chloride—50% of
previously mentioned medium, KH2PO4—25% and yeast extract—50%.

Composition of the mining effluent

Sodium (17.5 ppm), potassium (37.3 ppm), manganese (0.03 ppm), nickel (0.026 ppm), magnesium (17.6 ppm), calcium
(540 ppm), total carbon (5.893), inorganic carbon (4.477) and total organic carbon (1.419).

Microorganism preferentially gets attached to the surfaces in favourable conditions like moist
surface along with the nutrients as a layer called biofilm. Earlier reports indicated the presence
of surfaces to stimulate attached bacterial growth under conditions, which are otherwise too
dilute to sustain the microbes [22]. The operation was scaled up to 220 litres. The system
involved three columns in series of 78, 71 and 71 litres (Figure 1). It showed an efficiency of
above 50% soluble sulphate (starting from 1600 ppm) reduction within three and half hours
under ambient temperature during both batch and continuous modes. The sulphate reduction
varied from 65% to 100% within 24 hours. The biofilm could be well sustained in both
polypropylene and steel matrix (Figure 2) without any maintenance for more than 18 months.

Figure 1. 220-litre packed bed bioreactor for soluble sulphate removal with steel and polypropylene immobilization
substrate with defined surface area for bacterial biofilm formation.
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Figure 2. Scanning electron microscopic image of different matrix with and without SRB biofilm. From extreme left,
polypropylene matrix (without biofilm), polypropylene matrix (with biofilm), steel matrix (without biofilm), and steel
matrix (with biofilm).

3. Optimization of inoculum percentage and immobilization matrix

Inoculum optimization was done based on the extent of sulphate reduction following immo‐
bilization of the consortium onto a matrix as per the method of Nasipuri et al. [1]. The inoculum
percentage was varied from 2% to 50% (2%, 5%, 10%, 20%, 30%, 40% and 50%) to maximize
the sulphate reduction by the system. Optimum sulphate reduction of 70% was obtained with
10% primary inoculum. It implied that with 10% bacterial inoculum maximum metabolic rate
was reached, which eventually resulted in a significant sulphate reduction under optimum
condition. But further increase in inoculum percentage resulted in no further increase in
efficiency in terms of sulphate reduction.

Two types of matrices (polypropylene and steel) with uniform surface areas were tested for
the purpose as per the method of Nasipuri et al. [2]. The stainless steel and polypropylene
raschig rings showed an overall sulphate reduction of 72.05% and 69.59%, respectively. They
were equally efficient as immobilization matrix in terms of sulphate reduction under the same
set of conditions. The comparable range of efficiency between stainless steel and polypropy‐
lene raschig ring in terms of sulphate reduction might be due to equal lower pressure drop at
effective surface areas and same gas velocity. Our data were also supported by the study of
Kolev et al. [23]. In this regard, the scanning electron microscopic images were further used to
visualize the dense biofilm formation on both types of matrices (Figure 2).

4. Biofilm formation and sulphate reduction

Biofilm, a thick layer of microbial cells embedded into secreted extracellular material on inert
matrix such as polypropylene or metals, acts as a constant source of inoculum for the system.
The method was adopted from Nasipuri et al. [1]. Two millilitre of sample was centrifuged at
10,000 rcf for 10 minutes to pellet down the cells. The supernatant was mixed with 98 ml of
distilled water in a 250-ml conical flask. A 5 ml of conditioning mixture containing hydrochloric
acid (6%), isopropanol (20%), water (64%) and glycerol (10%) was added to it for proper
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mixing. The mixture was then put onto a magnetic stirrer at the maximum speed for 1 minute
with a pinch of barium chloride. The solution was then allowed to stand for 2 minutes for
settling the barium sulphate precipitate. The absorbance was taken at 420 nm for soluble
sulphate measurement using a dual-beam spectrophotometer by Agilent Technologies.

Similarly, for measurement of biofilm, the method of Martin [24] was adopted. The biofilm-
containing matrix was firstly stained for 10 minutes with crystal violet. Vigorous washing was
done with distilled water to wash away the loosely bound stain. Ninety-five percent of ethanol
was then added to remove the bound stain from the biofilm. The absorbance of the removed
stain was measured at 620 nm for biofilm thickness measurements using a dual-beam spec‐
trophotometer by Agilent Technologies.

The effect of biofilm formation by SRB consortium on sulphate reduction was checked for
90 days. The biofilm thickness (left) compared with sulphate reduction (right) performed by
the system for the above-mentioned period (Figure 3a and b) revealed oscillatory nature of
both biofilm formation and associated sulphate reduction. It is an inherent nature of a biofilm-
based system. The biofilm thickness was not directly correlated with the extent of reduction.
This is because biofilm thickness as reflected by the method of Martin et al. [24] consists of
active cells, inactive cells and the extracellular polymeric substances, although the reduction
is due to the function of just the active cells. Hence, both show an oscillatory pattern but are
not directly dependent on one another. The evidence of an oscillatory nature in biofilms was
also observed by others [25, 26], which eventually supported the former statement.

Figure 3. Graphical representation of biofilm formation by the SRB consortium on matrix (left) with associated sul‐
phate reduction (right).
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5. Performance of the bioreactor

The performance of the bioreactor in terms of sulphate reduction efficiency of the system
starting from an initial concentration of 2000 ppm was measured after 24 hours of incubation
according to the method of Nasipuri et al. [1] for a period of 361 days (Figure 4). The quarterly
data revealed 36.29 ± 16.55, 63.46 ± 15.24, 57.44 ± 17.32 and 91.81 ± 7.97 sulphate reduction,
respectively, indicating stabilization of the bioreactor. The data generated from the bioreactor
were used for carrying out the time series analysis after detrending (Figure 5) the series using
Matlab 7.4.0 (R2007a) to study the bioreactor performance in terms of sulphate reduction. The
time series plot (Figure 5) clearly reflects the inherent oscillatory nature of the system as has
been reported earlier by other investigators [25]. This oscillatory nature is an inherent property
of the biofilm-based system. Taherzadeh reported such oscillatory property in case of contin‐
uous mode operations of reactors due to shearing force, but in this case, the same property is
observed even in case of batch mode operation as an outcome of biofilm property, where there
exists only minimum of shearing force [27]. However, the impact of seasonal variation may
also be important. The effect of seasonal variation on the performance of the system was
analysed (Figure 6). Its performance appears to be independent of the seasonal variation. This
is a positive finding in terms of application of this system on site. Hence, the correlation
between ambient temperature and age of the biofilm with that of the performance of the system
was determined using Pearson’s correlation coefficient. The correlation coefficient among
sulphate reduction and biofilm formation, biofilm formation and ambient temperature,
sulphate reduction and ambient temperature was observed to be 0.738, 0.538 and 0.284,
respectively. It was observed that there was no statistical trend in performance of the system
with either ambient temperature or age of the biofilm. It was revealed that the two variables
were not related (Figure 6b).

Figure 4. Performance of the SRB consortia in 78-litre packed bed bioreactor for 361 days. The 78-litre bioreactor is con‐
structed of acrylic body and stainless steel for the bottom portion with three nozels for sample collection (distance be‐
tween first and second nozels is 18 cm, whereas the distance between second and third nozels is 40 cm. The
anaerobicity was mentioned by purging nitrogen gas (60 lm/cm2) into the bioreactor from outside.
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Figure 5. Time series of geometric mean of sulphate dataset after removing trend.

Figure 6. (a) Graph representing biofilm performance in term of sulphate reduction and temperature variation with
days. Sulphate reduction indirectly indicates the active biofilm at any point of time. X axis represents days that the
reactor was functioning, whereas Y axis represents performance of the system in terms of sulphate reduction in orange
colour and ambient temperature in blue. (b) Surface plot among X, Y and Z variables, where Z variable is the percent
sulphate reduction, Y variable is the age of the biofilm in days and X variable is the ambient temperature in degree
centigrade.
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6. Scalability of the process

The sulphate reduction was monitored under anaerobic condition in a 9-litre bioreactor for
25 days, and the percentage of mean reduction was 56.3 ± 11.03. In case of 78-litre bioreactor,
the sulphate reduction was monitored for 361 days, and the percentage of average reduction
was 62.36 ± 24.81 with the saturation obtained at around 331 days. The probability distribution
of the data was found to be normally distributed. It was evident from the above observations
that the efficiency of sulphate reduction was increased by 1.10-fold with scaling up of the
bioreactor volume. Our results were quite similar to the study of Sarti et al. [28], where they
had also successfully demonstrated sulphate reduction in an anaerobic bioreactor with
maximum efficiency of 99%. A similar study of fed batch bioreactor used for sulphate reduction
was demonstrated by Silva et al. in the year 2002 with an efficiency of 97% [29]. Although both
the studies are similar to ours in terms of reduction efficiency, but unlike those, our system
retains the reduction efficiency consistently once it gets stabilized.

7. Optimization of the time of sulphate reduction

The sulphate reduction was further optimized in terms of incubation time in the same
bioreactor under identical conditions. The desired level of reduction (for environmental
discharge) was reached within three and half hours (Figure 7). The data were fitted using
Origin8pro (Figure 8), which resulted in a polynomial equation of order 5 with r 2 = 0.97. The
following equation perfectly expresses this desulfurization system:

2 3 4 50.941 160.51 182.51 83.8 18.14 1.39Y x x x x x= + - + - + (1)

Figure 7. Time course of sulphate reduction by the packed bed bioreactor.
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Figure 8. Fifth-order polynomial equation of time optimization of sulphate reduction using Origin8pro.

Here Y denotes the percentage of sulphate reduction, and x signifies the time required for
reduction in hours.

8. Effect of height of the bioreactor on performance

The oscillatory nature of the bioreactor performance in terms of sulphate reduction was further
analysed by calculating the running mean of the sulphate reduction of the samples taken from
each port of the bioreactor as described in Figure 4. The result indicated that significant amount
of sulphate reduction was observed between the first and second ports (18 cm), in contrast,
there was no significant reduction between the second and third ports (40 cm; Figure 9). As
an explanation to this observation, it can be argued that the compromised performance in the
upper layer could be due to the accumulation of hydrogen sulphide gas generated by the
system, which has a negative impact on system performance. The phenomenon was also
supported by the report of Frank et al. in the year 2013 [30]. To decrease the dead space (where
the performance is compromised) and enhance the efficiency of the system, an alternative
reactor design was tested (Figure 10). Similar designs for one vertical system and one hori‐
zontal system were constructed and tested (Figure 10b). The performance of the two systems
was found to be similar with no significant statistical variation observed using z test for the
equality of two means with unknown variances and moderate sample sizes (n = 47 in case of
both vertical and horizontal designs). The results are displayed in Table 1.
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Figure 9. Left panel shows the position of the ports on the bioreactor column. The right top panel shows actual sul‐
phate reduction at the different ports, whereas the right bottom panel shows running mean of sulphate reduction from
three different ports of the bioreactor for 60 hours. Bottom curve for the first port, middle one for the second port and
the upper curve was for the third port.
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Figure 10. (a) Modified design of packed bed bioreactor. (b) Actual bioreactors constructed using plastic material.

z Test: two sample test for equality of means with
unknown population variances and large sample sizes

H0: μ1 = μ2 H1: μ1 ≠ μ2

Variable 1 Variable 2

Mean 50.27085106 48.98255319

Known variance 267.57 302.71

Observations 47 47

Hypothesized mean difference 0

Z 0.369846189

P(Z ≤ z) one tail 0.355748549

z Critical one tail 1.644853627

P(Z ≤ z) two tail 0.711497098

z Critical two tail 1.959963985

Table 1. Statistical validation of sulphate reduction using different designs of the bioreactor.

From the above observation, it was clear that the diminished performance in the upper layer
was not due to accumulated hydrogen sulphide gas. There might be other factors responsible
for this performance variation. As the bioreactor design was proper for the current system
under investigation, the optimization of process was done using response surface methodol‐
ogy (RSM) under ambient condition and implemented using design expert 9 software as
displayed in Table 2. Experimental and predicted responses were found to be broadly similar.
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Factor 1 Factor 2 Response 1 Predicted

Standard Run A: sulphate
concentration
(ppm)

B: flow rate
(litre/hour)

Sulphate
reduction (%)

Sulphate
reduction (%)

3 1 719.67 2.82 59.66 55.62

4 2 1780.33 2.82 66.05 60.3

8 3 1250.00 3.00 46.54 56.57

1 4 719.67 1.98 60.72 58.46

9 5 1250.00 2.40 49.07 50.63

13 6 1250.00 2.40 49.07 50.63

2 7 1780.33 1.98 68.21 60.3

11 8 1250.00 2.40 49.07 50.63

10 9 1250.00 2.40 49.07 50.63

12 10 1250.00 2.40 49.07 50.63

5 11 500.00 2.40 58.63 54.05

7 12 1250.00 1.80 53.85 52.93

6 13 2000.00 2.40 63.6 58.79

Table 2. Table representing the experimental design for system optimization using response surface methodology.

From the above analysis, the optimum sulphate reduction condition was determined at an
initial sulphate concentration of 1250 ppm and at a flow rate of 1.8 litre/hour (Figure 11). The
mathematical equation derived from the model is given below. The values of each term are
given in the coefficient table (Table 3).

2 2Equation for sulphate reduction 49.07 2.61 1.69 0.28 8.02 2.56A B AB A B= + ´ - ´ - ´ + ´ + ´ (2)

Figure 11. The model graph for sulphate reduction in response to sulphate concentration and flow rate.
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Response Intercept A B AB A2 B2

Sulphate reduction 49.07 2.61358 −1.69474 −0.275 8.02375 2.56375

p 0.1428 0.3199 0.9057 0.0021 0.1748

Legend p < 0.01 0.01 ≤ p < 0.05 0.05 ≤ p < 0.10 p ≥ 0.10

Table 3. Statistical validation of the optimization study.

where A is the sulphate concentration, and B is the flow rate.

9. Conclusion

The work contained in this chapter describes a biofilm-based soluble sulphate reduction
system operating within 3.5 hours using a well-characterized SRB consortium from 1600 ppm
to discharge level under ambient condition. This ensures the treatment of 1509 litres of sulphate
solution in 24 hours using a 220-litre bioreactor. A single-unit bioreactor would be the ideal
configuration for this consortium. Time kinetics of sulphate reduction yielded a parabolic form
significantly (r 2 = 0.99; p < 0.05). Rate of sulphate reduction was found to be independent of
seasonal variation. The bioreactor designs tested during this study had practically no effect on
the performance of the system. This system was the fastest sulphate-reducing system at pilot
scale, which could run without maintenance for a long time with the ability to withstand an
initial sulphate concentration of 1250 ppm at a flow rate of 1.8 litre/hour optimally under
ambient condition. Hence, the process has been filed as an Indian patent and a PCT to protect
the intellectual property associated with this invention. It has immense application for
industrial effluent treatment in future.

Acknowledgements

The authors would like to acknowledge the financial assistance of Ministry of Human Resource
Development (MHRD), Government of India (GOI) under the FAST scheme for conducting
part of the work; Department of Atomic Energy, GOI for initiating the work and scaling it up
to 220 litres; Department of Biotechnology, GOI for providing fellowship to Poulami Datta,
Shashi Bhushan, Ganesh Prasath Krishnan and Swati Bhatt; Department of Science and
Technology, GOI under the DST Inspire Scheme for providing fellowship to Sourav Ghosh
and MHRD for the fellowship of Chaitali Chanda. The authors would like to thank Late Sourav
Chakratorty, Arpan Pal and Abhishek Mitra for their technical assistance. The authors would
like to thank Dr. Gauri G. Pandit and Dr. Tessy Vincent of Bhabha Atomic Research Centre for
their intellectual inputs during the execution of the project.

Developing Tailor-Made Microbial Consortium for Effluent Remediation
http://dx.doi.org/10.5772/62594

31



Author details

Shaon Ray Chaudhuri1,2*, Indranil Mukherjee3, Debabrata Datta4, Chaitali Chanda3,
Ganesh Prasath Krishnan2, Swati Bhatt2, Paulami Datta2, Shashi Bhushan2, Sourav Ghosh1,
Pinaki Bhattacharya6, Ashoke Ranjan Thakur7, Debanik Roy5 and Parthasarathi Barat3

*Address all correspondence to: shaonraychaudhuri@tripurauniv.in,
shaon.raychaudhuri@gmail.com

1 Department of Microbiology, Tripura University, Suryamaninagar, Tripura West, India

2 Department of Biotechnology, Maulana Abul Kalam Azad University of Technology, West
Bengal (formerly known as West Bengal University of Technology), Salt Lake, Kolkata, India

3 Centre of Excellence in Environmental Technology and Management, Maulana Abul Ka‐
lam Azad University of Technology, West Bengal (formerly known as West Bengal Universi‐
ty of Technology), Salt Lake, Kolkata, India

4 Computational Radiation Physics Section, Health Physics Division, Bhabha Atomic Re‐
search Centre, Mumbai, India

5 Scientist (Robitics) & Chief Program Co-ordinator, Board of Research in Nuclear Sciences
(BRNS), Department of Atomic Energy, Bhabha Atomic Research Centre, Mumbai, India

6 Department of Chemical Engineering, Heritage Institute of Technology, Kolkata, West
Bengal, India

7 Formerly at West Bengal State University, Barasat, Berunanpukuria, P.O. Malikapur, Kol‐
kata, West Bengal, India

References

[1] Nasipuri P, Pandit GG, Thakur AR, Raychaudhuri S. Comparative study of soluble
sulphate reduction by bacterial consortia from varied regions of India. Am J Envsci.
2010; 6: 45–46. DOI: 10.3844/ajessp.2010.152.158

[2] Nasipuri P Pandit GG, Thakur AR, Raychaudhuri S. Microbial consortia from taptapani
hot water springs for mining effluent treatment. Am J Microbiol. 2010; 1: 23–29. http://
thescipub.com/PDF/ajmsp.2010.23.29.pdf (last accessed 28 January 2016).

[3] Janssen AJH, Dijkman H, Janssen G. Novel biological processes for the removal of H2S
and SO2 from gas streams. In: LensPNL, Hulshoff PolLW (Eds.), Environmental
Technologies to Treat Sulfur Pollution – Principles and Engineering. London: Interna‐
tional Water Association, 2000, 265–280.

Nuclear Material Performance32



[4] ISO. Water Quality—Determination of Sulfate. Geneva: International Organization for
Standardization (ISO 9280:1990), 1990. http://www.iso.org/iso/iso_catalogue/cata‐
logue_tc/catalogue_detail.htm?csnumber=16932 (last accessed 28 January 2016).

[5] Dhew US. Drinking Water Standards—1962. Washington, DC: US Department of
Health, Education and Welfare, Public Health Service; US Government Printing Office
(Publication No. 956), 1962. http://nepis.epa.gov/ (last accessed 28 January 2016).

[6] Bowell RJ. A review of sulphate removal options for mine water. In: Jarvis AP, Younger
PL (Eds.), Mine Water, Proceeding International Mine Water Association Symposium
2, 2004, 55–91. University of Newcastle, UK.

[7] Vallero MV, Lettinga GN, Lens PN. High rate sulfate reduction in a submerged
anaerobic membrane bioreactor (SAMBaR) at high salinity. J Mem Sci. 2005; 253: 217–
232. DOI: 10.1016/j.memsci.2004.12.032

[8] Caumette P, Cohen Y, Matheron R. Isolation and characterization of Desulfovibriohalo‐
philussp. a halophilicsulfate-reducing bacterium isolated from Solar Lake (Sinai). Syst
Appl Microbiol. 1991; 14: 33–38. DOI: 10.1016/S0723-2020(11)80358-9

[9] Ollivier B, Hatchikian CE, Premier G, Guezennec I, Garcia J. Desulfohalobiumret‐
baensegen. nov., sp. nov., a halophilicsulfate-reducing bacterium from sediments of a
hypersaline lake in Senegal. Int J Syst Bacteriol. 1991; l41: 74–81. DOI:
10.1099/00207713-41-4-595

[10] Jones HE, Trudinger PA, Chambers LA, Pyliotis NA. Metal accumulation by bacteria
with particular reference to dissimilatory sulphate-reducing bacteria. Z Allg Mikrobiol.
1976; 16: 425–435. DOI: 10.1002/jobm.19760160603

[11] Karkhoff RRS, Huber DPW, Voordouw G. Conservation of the genes for dissimilatory
sulfite reductase from Desulfovibrio vulgaris and Archaeoglobus fulgidus allows their
detection by PCR. Appl Environ Microbiol. 1995; 61: 290–296. http://aem.asm.org/
content/61/1/290.full.pdf (last accessed 28 January 2016).

[12] Minz D, Flax JL, Green SJ, Muyzer G, Cohen Y, Wagner M, Rittmann BE, Stahl DA.
Diversity of sulfate-reducing bacteria inoxic and anoxic regions of a microbial mat
characterized by comparative analysis of dissimilatory sulfite reductase genes. Appl
Environ Microbiol. 1999; 65: 4666–4671. DOI: 10.1128/AEM.71.10.6353-6359.2005

[13] Fardeau ML, Ollivier B, Hirschler-Rea A, Khelifi N. Use of thermophilic sulphate-
reducing archaea for the implementation of a process for the degradation of hydrocar‐
bons. US 8455240 B2; 2006. PCT/FR2006/001541.

[14] Molwantwa JB, Molipane NP, Rose PD. Biological sulphate reduction using algar
extracellular products as a carbon source. In: WISA 2000 Biennial Conference, Sun City,
South Africa, 28 May–1 June 2000.

[15] Singh R, Kumara A, Kirroliaa A, Kumarb R, Yadava N, Bishnoia NR, Rajesh K. Removal
of sulphate, COD and Cr(VI) in simulated and real wastewater bysulphate reducing

Developing Tailor-Made Microbial Consortium for Effluent Remediation
http://dx.doi.org/10.5772/62594

33



bacteria enrichment in small bioreactor and FTIR study. Biores Technol. 2011; 102: 677–
682. DOI: 10.1016/j.biortech.2010.08.041

[16] Pawels R, Haridas A, Jose BT. Biological sulphate reduction with hydrogen in a get
loop biofilm reactor. Int J Sci Res Publ. 2013; 3: 1–12. http://www.ijsrp.org/research-
paper-0613/ijsrp-p1858.pdf (last accessed 28 January 2016).

[17] Chaudhuri SR, Thakur AR, Vincent T, Roy D, Wattal PK, Ghosh SK. Method of treating
sulphate containing water 2015; WO 2015071833 A1; 2014. PCT/IB2014/065982.

[18] Beyenal H, Rajesh K, Sani BM, Peyton AC, Dohnalkova JE, Lewandowski AZ. Uranium
immobilization by sulfate-reducing biofilms. Environ Sci Technol. 2004; 38: 2067–2074.
DOI: 10.1021/es0348703

[19] Singh JS, Abhilash PC, Singh HB, Singh RP, Singh DP. Genetically engineered bacteria:
an emerging tool for environmental remediation and future research perspectives.
Gene 2011; 480: 1–9. DOI: 10.1016/j.gene.2011.03.001

[20] Edwards KJ, Bond PL, Gihring TM, Banfield JF. An archaeal iron-oxidizing extreme
acidophile important in acid mine drainage. Science 2000; 287: 1796–1799. DOI: 10.1126/
science.287.5459.1796

[21] Mitra A, Mukhopadhyay S. Biofilm mediated decontamination of pollutants from the
environment. Bioengineering 2016; 3: 44–59. DOI: 10.3934/bioeng.2016.1.44

[22] Heukelekian H, Heller A. Relation between food concentration and surface for bacterial
growth. J Bacteriol. 1940; 40: 547–558. DOI: 10.1111/j.1462-5822.2006.00761.x

[23] Kolev N, Nakov S, Jutzkan L, Ljutzkanov Kolev D. Comparison of the effective surface
area of some highly effective random packings. IChemE 2006; Symposium Series No.
152. DOI: 10.1016/j.cep.2005.10.008

[24] Martin R, Soberon N, Vaneechoutte M, Florez AB, Vazquez F, Suarez JE. Characteri‐
zation of indigenous vaginal lactobacilli from healthy women as probiotic candidates.
Int Microbiol. 2008; 11: 261–266. DOI: 10.2436/20.1501.01

[25] Horn H, Lackner S. Modeling of biofilm systems: a review. Adv Biochem Eng Biotech‐
nol. 2014; 146: 53–76. DOI: 10.1007/10_2014_275

[26] Trulear MG, Characklis WG. Dynamics of biofilm processes. J Water Pollut Control
Fed. 1982; 54: 1288–1301. DOI: 10.2307/25041684

[27] Taherzadeh D, Picioreanu C, Küttler U, Simone A, Wall WA, Horn H. Computational
study of the drag and oscillatory movement of biofilm streamers in fast flows. Biotech‐
nol Bioeng. 2010; 105: 600–610. DOI: 10.1002/bit.22551

[28] Sarti A, Silva AJ, Zaiat M, Foresti E. Full-scale anaerobic sequencing batch biofilm
reactor for sulfate-rich wastewater treatment. Desal W Treat. 2011; 25: 13–19. DOI:
10.1002/bit.22551

Nuclear Material Performance34



[29] Silva AJ, Varesche MB, Foresti E, Zaiat M. Sulphate removal from industrial wastewater
using a packed-bed anaerobic reactor. Pro Biochem. 2002; 37: 927–935. DOI: 10.1016/
S0032-9592(01)00297-7

[30] Frank KL, Rogers DR, Olins HC, Vidoudez C, Girguis PR. Characterizing the distribu‐
tion and rates of microbial sulfate reduction at Middle Valley hydrothermal vents.
ISME J. 2013; 13: 1751–7362. DOI: 10.1038/ismej.2013.17

Developing Tailor-Made Microbial Consortium for Effluent Remediation
http://dx.doi.org/10.5772/62594

35




