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Trichloroethylene (TCE) is a pollutant widely present in soil and groundwater,
especially in heavily polluted industrial sites. Trichloroethylene can be biodegraded in
contaminated soil and groundwater after reductive dechlorination or aerobic
co-metabolism. The biological method has the advantages of high efficiency, low cost,
complete degradation, and no secondary pollution, and it has become an active research
field for researchers. Recycling agricultural waste into biochar is a sustainable reuse
method based on a circular economy. Biochar has unique properties such as a large
specific surface area, good pH buffering capacity, and high ion exchange capacity,
which can also improve the living environment of microorganisms, the intensity of soil
microbial metabolic activities, increase the richness and diversity of bacterial flora, and
participate in the extracellular electron transfer process of microorganisms. This makes
it a cost-effective and environmentally friendly adsorbent and biological carrier.
Therefore, this project uses the next-generation sequencing technology through the
[llumina MiSeq platform to sample the microbial community in the soil after adding
two kinds of biochar and analyze the impact of changes in various operating parameters
on the microorganisms in the process of microbial degradation of TCE. To collect
on-site contaminated soil samples and discuss the treatment efficiency of the TCE.
Preliminary experimental results show that the membrane interface probe (MIP)
combined with the VOC gas detector can know that the pollution depth is mostly
between 6.5 m and 10.5 m in the deep pollution area. In this study, the depth of the well
is 9 m in the earthy sand layer. And add 2% bamboo biochar and coconut shell biochar,
respectively, as the control group. FTIR results show that biochar contains many
oxygen-containing functional groups such as hydroxyl, carboxyl, and carbonyl, which
can improve the cation exchange capacity (CEC) of soil and may also indirectly affect
the efficiency of microbial electron transfer. The results of ESEM and BET showed that
the pores of coconut shell biochar and bamboo biochar were relatively regular and
evenly distributed. The specific surface area of coconut shell biochar was relatively
high. Therefore, coconut shell biochar and bamboo biochar were used as additive
materials in this study. In this study, the transformation trend of chlorine pollutants in
the wellhead soil added with coconut shell biochar is relatively complete. The results of

16S analysis showed that the top 10 dominant genera in the microbial community
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structure were Cupriavidus, Sphingomonas, Pseudocyanosarcina, Microbacterium,
Pseudarthrobacter, Bradyrhizobium, Afipia, Stutzerimonas, Acinetobacter and Massilia.
Moreover, Cupriavidus and Sphingomonas account for a very high proportion. This
study also showed that adding a low proportion of biochar to the soil with stabilized
bacterial flora does not necessarily significantly affect the bacterial diversity in the soil.
In the site of this study, the influence of pH value on the flora is higher than that of
water content and electrical conductivity, which also shows that pH value and water
content are positively correlated, and pH wvalue, electrical conductivity, and water

content are negatively correlated.

Keyword: Biochar, Circular Economy, Next-Generation Sequencing, Trichloroethylene,

Soil contamination, Bioremediation
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IEFLCEB GBI F KT R - BRRPIRBEANA o TE K
F P g MG it &4 (Volatile organic compounds, VOC) i3 4 p & it ¢
* 5 IR0 S (Lin et al., 2018; Xuetal., 2019) » d R i X 354 - B &
PEAGEE2Z A% > RELELIAA+HF > P 3EFLEBN 5 22
BB $ S I LR PR TG 2 E A ERiEE S B A T IR
ERBHE S B G TALY  LYRELES  AEERE DA F
R M E L F e R g o gl 5 AT AR £ fow T
wkﬂ4fhﬁgﬁﬁ S F KB R R EY cFIEFR G EF € BE
FMPE IR > eI g% ¥ 4 % {od)F i & (Zhang et al,,
2017; Zou et al.,, 2019) » & # &8 fF & #4305 4 § 1ok B (T p ~ pindeiding
BAoR) P RGP EARERT L &4 Eor T 2 -k & (White & Claxton,
2004) -

;\a

325 £ RAHE B TR BRH R

ZEALFHF WL EF (CVOC) > 4= & ¢ = (1,1-Dichloroethane) ~ 1,2-=
% ¢ 'z (1,2-Dichloroethane) ~ 1,1-= % ¢ Jfﬁ (1,1-Dichloroethylene, 1,1-DCE) ~ g
-1,2-- 7 ¢ ’TT: (cis-1,2-Dichloroethylene, cis-1,2-DCE) ~ * -12-- % ¢ ’fp
(trans-1,2-Dichloroethylene, trans-1,2-DCE) ~ = % ¢ # (Trichloroethylene, TCE) ~
= % ¢ % (Tetrachloroethylene, PCE) {= % ¢ % (Vinyl chloride, VC) - H 5 &% 2
k4p;% %8 (DNAPLs) (Chen & Wu, 2017; Perez-de-Mora et al., 2014) I £ g * »t
FERP R FGFIA AR EE o B e H i AR DS
T -k ¢ (Pavlostathis & Jaglal, 1991; Russell et al., 1992) » o 3~ H b & <35k (>1) >
KA BR AR ¥ AKY HUARRR 2204 2% F <> DNAPLs 54 4 ¥ —
FBEiF A8 3 s o Fi & 4 (Dong et al., 2016; He et al., 2015) »  DNAPLs
L3RS ARE Y EEAY Y &(Fu et al., 2014; Hiortdahl &
Borden, 2014; Tang et al., 2015) o d ** ™3 2K fr8 % & > DNAPLs ¢ &by w T
mﬁﬁi%'M*ﬁMLﬁﬁ”ﬁ%a*’ﬂ“*¥ﬁ4iﬁ& TR TR
SR Xh A B € = ¥ (Flores Orozco et al., 2015; Power et al., 2014) - ¥ DNAPLs %
I P TIRER RS HIChERY Y e AT fRREF G
6



LR 02023292 5p = 06:10

RS Fe® AE
(gaseous vapor)~-K 48 % f# i (dissolved phase)~#% § it (residual)> 2 p o 4p(free-phase)
AR A 3T 3EE B T oRIEE ¢ (Brusseau etal., 2001) 0 H ;5 A FEA e BI24TF o @
33X DNAPLs /5 2 N A5k 2wk 2w .7 R T2 35 g % » 301 8
M & K¢ v DNAPLs kR 7 £(# #&2a F & p d /p it DNAPLs ) Tt
DNAPLs i3 4 3nt e s SRS §2L% £ 5 S8R T 5 L AaRp Rhif
T EEEEAETERDEA(BTAA ST E2 A)] R 2B RE N T RB
ip® o » F]pt DNAPLs i A A, = TREHERHY - fBE Al 54
B TERBEN R F o RIMERT A ET AR o

Expanded View of Residual NAPL
Trapped in Pores Between Soil and Sediment
Particles

Air Water

Storage Tank

NAPL -
(Bulk Fluid) Solid
Dissolved 1
Chlorinated egradation.

Solvents ==

i

b e Aquiclude
" DISPEF}E]OU and Dilution — \

.
F ey

Lower Aquifer ‘

Solvent Solubles Plume

Bl 2772z kY v THB2LEEE G A0 TREY 27
B](Brusseau et al., 2001)
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MR R RS EEL RS PR F ¢ ‘{'f?i gﬁ%—éﬁ‘ﬁ’ 7
321z % ¢ Jq'f- el - RN

Z%¢c TF(Trlchloroethylene TCE) = L3 |+ 5 # 1t & # (VOC)(Pant & Pant,
2010)» - fBREL G AP FRRBAH TAERI CFAEEP B InE 7
W%\%£§’+$¥é%mm@’ﬁﬂﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁ?oi§b%—£%i%i
LR AEMEI I d A AL T g;‘i«» IEI P E R TIRE
Pomite g e g MEBE T ALIEY c g oA LFERETRE IR
I a3 ~mze Fo oA B B & 4 (Baken et al., 2018) - R
7 %@:’3§6%{3ﬁ$§1*34$ﬁ%1¢ﬁ46&%ﬁﬁ@ﬁﬁ%
»2_— (Dongetal,2019) > ¥ = & o a5 3 % PARERHZ 5 0 G E

Ep P P hEZF e AR SR EAIER Z F LALLM LB
B> FIRF S FEMBE BB IV EALE ERIEoE TAIFZF 2 F05
Aoz FC e BT AT RESE e A KA REDE P
B AN AP - B o bl D B R R (BlAe TR o TR R ) Rk
o TR RR A T B HE(ARC)fr £ BIER Fk F (US EPA)Z| 5 A S R4 o
USEPA % %] 2 TCE K 27 Sppb fr Oppb chd <~ 5 2 kR frid LR AR P 5 1Y
F-3E A 57 iE & (Al-Shamsi & Thomson, 2013; Lash et al., 2014; Watson et al., 2006)° %
#HFERFL TCE > d 2 HjpiFan s foi® 5 3 & eaniv® > v e Jiiw *‘v?i&B& .
ENT A I L ”% FRA S e iR R Y o g B EORTIRR Y T
PEEE k2ot BT L H g2 & j%”?rﬁt,&m i (Aviado et al. 2018; Guha
etal,2012)c TCE &% f ¢ € @48 » 2 3E 2 b TP A fchd R2EF SR
gFlmZEEga RPaFEY > TCE 5 42 %48 5 (DNAPLs) » » # s 2584
FAeE T ok s el 3 R e 1 3§ (Nemir et al., 2010) ©

3.3 22 3y TOREISBRY RARY
FEPWRERE N2 BIRE > AR B TR
¥ ENE R —Liﬁ:“'g M3z
BTORERE 2 o g Nl o Padg N E I BT RIRE RS 2
eIk 1T 0 F AR B TORF AR AR T R E PIRER S S 127
s%ﬂ%x’%éfﬂ%a;wﬁﬁrw’%jﬁ§4%@Eﬁiw%ﬁ Bg
T LR REREGY AL BHERE L K ii*iuﬂ#\jx’tfr" R e
PETRF IR A ATERF AR AT 0 23R TR LT (PR p
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*A
v
Fr
-
—e
A
3
=

ABRE o
2 1 23Fuipdtd 5 R e AL
R & Xah i B EE RN
Bin A <60 mg/kg
¥ TR % 4 ZEeH | ML2-ZF ey ko
Y S <0.05 mg/L <0.70 mg/L <0.02 mg/L

P 3 3ES A LENL & 3 4 4% f2(Lihl et al., 2019; Rong et al., 2021) ~
4 1 R (Luo et al.,, 2020) ~ i* & ¥ i* (Schaefer et al., 2018) ~ = *¢(Jedynak et al., 2015)
1ok 48R (Fuetal, 2014) 8 Hjr> © o? SS AL 5 5 4 § 85 42 4 # e
BEORY o S AR ILETT R 5 R 2 e TOREFE BN B2 8]
FAARRRE L IR LR R B AL ERERAE > T A R J2iE (In-situ
treatment) 3 3t 2 (Ex-situ treatment)e 2 A7 7 b cd-3F-ht 2 £ 5 4 4 & 35 =
ga%agﬁigﬁga%,a@mﬂmﬁ@gﬁﬂjgay1¢ﬁ%%?@%
L HER S e RERH 'ﬁ (Excavation) ~ 4 # ;% (Land farming) ~ # # 3%
(Biopiles) ~ & 4 4& ¥ ;* (Phytoremediation) ~ 2 3 § H 3 "f /% (Soil vaper extraction) ~
¥ TR § #0E (Air sparging) ~ 3R it §F ¥ 1 (In-situ Chemical Oxidation) ~ 33 2 4=
%5 (In-situ Bioremediation) ~ ¥+ & -K 34 ",% f?2 (Pump & trap) ~ B4R 3 ",% 22 % (Dual
Phase Extraction) ~ #t & 32 j# (Thermal Remediation) ~ i#% -k & F & 4 (Permeable
Reactive Barrier) ~ & $7 # “,% (Excavation) # % B| 3% p #X % /& (Monitoring Natural

Attenuation) % -



W
I
4“?

MR NER RS PTREE S PR PR

3301 By FF WL

P B F I HEHISCO)T 1 B IR o HeF HE A SRR T SRk
FIH F iR HE-p AT AT ?"‘F—E‘ NEN RT3 T RIS AR ] 3T
xﬁ#xgﬁi‘ﬁ_#iﬁl} E /\iﬁag,y‘&g LE B TR kA oL T H v«'i%l

& qo-k 4 N § BB B (Siegrist et al., 2011) o P
WA A7 ey A x#&}?ﬁfﬁﬁiﬁi% ciRaE o Iy R AR T
47 & By~ 8o d 3B R Fo gk * ISCO TR G FtE A F
A2 IRPER 2 7 00 L °"$7 ey, § CRT R H PRSP LG ERN
FUAEFA>FIRVAT T AFLABASFEAGTY > SERAFERTS €
- M TR A PR F RS Y R K F R(Siegrist et al., 2011; Stroo et
al., 2012)

Py B Rz PR TR EBFTLAER B o PG BEY DE
it ®FE7 B 4k B (MnOy) ~ Fenton 3#®|(H2OxtFe;") 2 Fenton-like 32 & (H2O2+ 3R 3+
SHEH) - LT (00 BREA (S0 R4E 0 BB RAed 2 B Y LF Pl
EREFRT A kOB ERT U B £ T K5 4 JE - Fenton ¥
P F e 2 Z WBE E T avig R e 2 IMIVH 2 1R o ISCO Hjrad B ¢
R 23R ZoRAEY > A MF LT3 R EET AR F VA A
IR TORBEF B F R REFEAMREL - ﬁifiﬁ“%‘*iﬁéﬁi% e 4r % iill%)i ;
WEiTse & (V@A TA 1 £ X >4 R ~‘?<$ij? RGN N IR B L g i
A= RF AN S FEMEF RIEGE 0 B E S 2R ﬁLEPF AL o T ﬂ
AR HEREAE R N A E RE - AFLERER L E RS S AT
AR RRBAPRET I A S REFISAER R AP A BB
TCE #;p iz — o
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# 2 & 1A 4 (Huling & Pivetz, 2006)

X

FREE A

§ 1 F ¥ e ¥ i 'L
3 & 2 :
o §ERY At F CERAY
I N R
$ 4R | MnOs U s e | TR HEES
F\‘E‘ A= 21 2 A
R R Y 2 P LK
Fenton | -OH ~ Oy ~ L Hmint |HF LI ZAPFRERE R
e Ak -
2% | -HO, HOy | ol pE| PR
LF R Al 2 F R
B o o o #mini | F P BELXE) 0 ki fiz
g— % A 7] F\.‘té ! "= 3
* ’ ¥ Bl G R A B TR AR
AR A AL R
R e 4] 0 ¥ L2 AR 1S
: . br AR | Bl PEL | : ; % { .
BRI -SOy° N CAA R A REE AR
R Bt

I P AT S B AR
;43 o
T MR F TR
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I N - - O A L RN Y Sl g *”W}? B ,Tvﬁ ;
332 %d¢ Fin 2 H IR

Mt b p AR ARG o a Y HAS P AEFER D B0 o KA F
f&’?%#%ﬁﬁﬁﬂ’ﬁ—zj&i#w%°E{ﬁBﬁE%%@%%ﬁ%
450G ehg & A fefFrdd L iF 28 ARE R 2 7 (Kellenberger, 2001;
Ward et al- 1990) » fz2 %iz@i A& S BfEARA Ay L5 TCE 2 4 "% j2 4
FIBR-F 1y X NS rE £ F i (Pant & Pant, 2010) » 33 2. > ¥ & e
RO EREL RIS TEE S HEA R ELART Y A0 Sl § o B
A PR ABENF 2 e > Baat R BRR A REFKREP RIS 4T -
Flo de e BAEg e LR AR DM PR R R TR L Pl L
R e i ) A il =

(w
A
1;3»
3
—b
1%
pS
= 5
o

FERAPBREBITLT N RIEFFFLY > Gl R ot &5
LER  E BRI NR I R L T RS R
PreftEfE o RAG SRR K- BARAE S HL B RS rﬂ;}iﬁtr(Perelo
2010) o # ¥ & 34 P i 4#é&ub§r+ﬂ 2 o 4 Jo i ;fmsfm;gjscz%

PP nT G o bl ey 2P ST i@‘}' » kB B R 4 (Tyagi et al.,
2011) » 2 4 gk e **ﬂﬁ;ﬁ B A (bl b 1 L )iF L R
A B R B AR R AP RN RH R RN PR
(Meyer et al., 2018) > ¥ — @ 6|+ £ & * ggﬁgltﬁ:l_’?fr}‘ﬁ BH R R F AR B R
(Alvim & Pontes, 2018; Decesaro et al., 2017) ; ¢+ ¢k » izfd 4 4= i3 4p Fopbee 02 4 45
S it —Azig * o R R AL A PEFR FAEDT EHREFA PR 4 o
@ s b i 47 (7 5 (de Souza Pohren et al., 2016) o #4r 53 3% 4 F % ;7 (Enhaned
Bioremediation)? ® 4%t - TIHRE P A 42 L2 5 ligiE o uhRg SRR H

¥ LAILS 3 F & L 4 i o2 (Bioaugmentation) £ 2 $+ g i (Biostimulation) 3

PN

S LA teiE TR “’*i~r#%%@ﬂﬁﬁJzJ%;%@; BT R i

—

\

ﬁ%‘;ﬁig\ﬁﬂf%? v R bR d AT /l by ¢ l‘jxﬁf]?fé ’ /T4 TS BT e fﬁiﬁ‘i
’;E’!ﬁiia—iﬁ’?%&% HFEER - P REE A0 A G %/};ﬂ(ﬁ’}}'&i}”

x4
2 ﬁW’)*’?’f""“Iﬁﬁ“‘ BB Rtz A fRIEF 5 1 E TS -#Llfg/rL%\f‘z ;A
EFFHE THRBEFER c B A F LA LARBE IS BRTY BT DR
Zo- 0 VeSS A BRI B0 S R T @q‘?ﬂmféﬁ*(Cyconetal
2017) = P PTNFIELZ - A F PP I R o v F R IR RIS FES
bk 2 P '% j2(Gongalves & Delabona, 2022)
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PR CRTAR

JAXKE AT B 4 PR

AIR
22 ol be
Agriculture & Construction materials Water Filtration
horticulture

— N _
B gt MO A

Air Filtration

European Biochar Certificate (EBC)

1Bl Biochar Standards )
? \/ Quality control
@

Australia andS:lev; Zedaland Biochar “«!/ Sustainable production
andar

Eetsiglochanatndaid Singapore Biochar Standard

1
©5 © U
Remediation of AR ® i 7 = m

contaminated land Activated carbon

p

Anaerobic digestion Catalyst

Bl 3 24 A £ 49 7R A Hu etal, 2021)

195 B'E 2 1 518 & 2% (International Biochar Initiative, IBI) #f#k * (12 &
¢ o4 P (Biochar, BC)E - f8 *F i ¢ W iF 2 4 F(Biomass) S iF § 2 A %
BCEFOII G ZRNAN BPAREIAS ¥ AT EY X 20T £
EGF o T EAMEECEHE FHE ST B2l aht o R LR
Hoodm 3 E S A1 I R AR (e~ BB ) A R o d e fa b en

Plded iU A B W2 P ROR R R
WEMATAATDE B ik o PR E G LR AT P TR T R A
A3 P PHBERAET > AR FEIFGH HEF L L 2 ESHE
# Tk ¥)(Sohietal,2009) - £ j2iEAEY 2 A P2 Fh B 4FFE R R F
ST EIRAE . AR FRT VA g 7 sl ip 4 £ (Park et al., 2008)
Bfrd AA D2 Py T 7 BNAE  AREFRT o vEI RS IERER
Fle® 4p % (Fu et al,, 2012; Mohanty et al., 2014) o 24 $ gl eIt .f‘:‘—;—’f#_‘ff'r'g Bz i
BHe #2581 FR* R F9Y 7 F Tad Y )23 §F# (GHG)
Phl B oo L T T AR B ALY DHRESF 0 L FET Y
R AL fEER A B T 2T £ (Khare & Goyal, 2013; Malghani et al., 2013;
McHenry, 2009) o 3 T ¢ - 2 Fegd ¥ 0% (Tgk > F1 5 2 Y ml 7 B 1kF
13
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https://www.sciencedirect.com/topics/engineering/carbon-sequestration

e R ARSI R E L RS L PR F L 2 FE RS R

¥ * (e (Tripathi et al., 2016) o 2 5 2~ f4p § + ¥ s> < 1000 & o
THEFHEFZARY 2 Lz IR g WS S I VAR Terra
Preta (de Indio)(Lehmann & Joseph, 2015) » fiE 3 e & 3m > 4 Fogh F1H 2E 5 R e
A ow o X BA o FRIEERE T 5 CO o A B ik § iF (Kuzyakov et al,
2014) -

TE R A SR RIER ﬁ*ﬁ")@““*i{‘i—iﬂﬁﬁuﬁl P RATRB TE
Ao & 4R E P FF 2 ;P o (Woolf et al., 2010) » AR %2 BBAABSRT £ T
RiEMEI > 2 Eaiaat vt Ra FEE%RIEFLy o 80 %13
AEHIPE B AADIPI oD A RAPFFHRAS DL FREL T R
BAcT- B8 > 7 PR32 R (TRERBERLNEEER - AV
FEAREFUE RICEFERFFET) @ £ 3 7 F 3 fr(Mukherjee & Lal, 2013;
Mukherjee et al., 2011) o # = & 5 < v & o ff ~pH & @i 4 % ~ 3EF a4
SR eF = TR - S {* S AF 2k~ TR %8 sen § #  woR| (Huang et al,
2020) ¢ 0 A P M B F AT LR B 4 2 B pH oK %
ka4 ¥EF S I éﬁfr% P2 ESHEA 2 FEEPE(Yeetal, 2020) - iF5 3 3k
LH o AfRT O EREKREET LY 0 bl4cE £ B (Song etal., 2020) 0 F
et A Fos ‘a‘rv(El-Naggaretal 2018) A2 3 & BEom o A P B eoRg Al - R T
B R ECR R FE PR o 5§ AN ¢ 2 g v 42 (Cao et al,,
2013) -

B ¥ et s EAR S P SR SR Sl B E S L IR S i B C g E RS
oS REpIRERERRAE R M LD AR Wi s 2
Hed F e GRE > B F 2R P RPHEE D5 A (Zhu et al, 2017) ~ 3 4
B G R Z 5 R (Siedt et al, 2021) 0 il S A Foehre T3 BiLiE A

(Kappler et al., 2014) o p & > * FR 4 iﬁ;&é A PR AR KIFERTDE R
RFlz - A HESErE st Aa i A2 PRET Gr iR ie
(Zhu et al., 2017; #5 etal., 2016) » e BF > 24 F g & ¥ (Ippolito et al., 2020) % # 7
FIFARAF VIR RARRAMEIFRES ‘E}Jé‘iﬂ’ifﬁ.”ﬂ 2P F R
£ 3 g ~ % (Ippolito et al., 2020) o 2 Fpk:E 7 7 ~ ST foia L ~ 2L - 5
AZTI PR RAZRIK S DEHRT #ﬁsb*‘ (CEC) > CEC e = # 3} 4c &

A& L i a4 0 F A oo #5 (Kong et al. 2014)o R oo 1 A24 gl 2
APRAFEMRET UREE TR R R Flael 2 FRE G 2R P
R B (hie 2 P) R ERPE VTR EZFEFAPFTIRATY ¥
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EE zgkwp@g
B AL s Peanrn c A PRSP EHPEELY 26 2K H
#‘ﬁﬁﬁ%?iifﬁ”W*F&ﬁﬁﬁﬁ4¢”ﬁ¢%§ﬂﬁ%Wﬂgdd@%ﬂ)o

RN 8 %ﬁ@\%&m“Vuﬁ M RS 5T
BFoBn B4 By 2 M P RIEF B3¢ 25 7 (Palansooriya et al.,
2020) » 2 R en DG B VoA AAUE R 2 L RHE R kE e A
P2 PR A B R PE R P AR T 3 P 0 3 1 2 PR R
B « Fl o 2P EF ARG R PRI AR

ml.
‘,?nt

Waste Biochar
Pyrolysis condition Modification
Te : Improve biochar properties
V. {omperaive v' Clay minerals P Rioee
v Duration

v Nanomaterials

Carrier gas : :
¥ g ML Improve nutrient adsorption

.Q Feedstock impact *

60

v’ Microorganism

v Acid-base

Use in contaminant

remediation
R : ¥ Organic
Nutrient content Manure  Wood High ) surfactants Engineered biochar
| biochar  biochar blochar
Specific area 0 v ¥
A £l

B : -
B 4 2 Ppde it gyt sz

3.52 3 2 Ry # A ficd J’iﬁ’f}'

2P A S HEM R P 4 5 48R 3B (Thiele-Bruhn et al., 2012) - 4 3
T4 b 5B R anE G 2 - (Gardi & Jeffery, 2009) 2 34 5 £ {4 ch3 &
HELAE AR DIFER DL > BlAef B P PA R £ 2 FERCL B
# (Birkhofer et al., 2011; Thiele-Bruhn et al., 2012) + 3& ¥ 22 4 fg 5 & e 4p B4R B 60
BN PERC AP TR R E E@%’L "fr’fa ¥ & 07 i (Nikitin et
al.,, 2022)c 4 4 5 2 4 2 H Ao h A B4R 8 Feng B e B ap (4
SHRME)PFRAEF A B i R e 4 i%‘-iiff" s E A B Al g Y af
FAFH BHEE 0 2 PR L S we R RS TR @A A
i e DNA &% RNA £ 7 i3 @ 4 #g(Nielsen et al., 2015; Wardle, 2006) - 2+
PHAFEF O R o g i 2 R LA PR R R A ti‘f'-’”
AP F R o BREME P FEE “Lﬁ‘k’ﬁ“mpm’"ﬁf”’ T AR BT Ak
AP+ PRI AFINE AT RHIEFRELS AP L FAFF L4
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WA RERBESATEE L RO PR F L AE SRS SN

S E R et el IR DNA & RNA 2 & 477> % DNA & RNA 5
PG RE RIS M TR G R s R AT
FRAEA S T R AT P R qummem%yag@p
T AcF A P B et B > Mg R F AR P hd pg 0 Gk
- HRF RS %ﬁlﬁﬁ'%@_@mé@ BB GASE S B R F
% & EB 16S IDNA A FIA 5] > 4ofe fhid Brak EB % £ 5 5| F %’I}&F ]
B oo A PR RF ® Y it e 16S PiAERE A 7] (16S tRNA gene) 75 4
Tt 16S P A TS 9 BB & %2 % (Caporaso et al., 2011; Segata et
al., 2011; Youssef et al., 2009) » #=x & & Z_& pF % (Next Generation Sequencing °
NGS) d st A7 &b > FLa ¥ P E® 1 1 2 BRERRLEFMK
Db BEE A EE PP BRA TS A P AR L R RE R
AR EDER R T Se b 16S PR A FlR R AP RS o G R
WA T pthE B s A e enA oo B4 Sanger BB 2 2 3 (TR S i
B R B GREEFA T AP PR EFR 0 20055 0 £
454 Life Science > & 7 42417 & & M ehik >t B gipk | A 2 (Pyrosequencing) <
T RPIE xS ;*5—%?._ RGP B B R R T B IREEE AR A
PHEREBEKAPA AR 2 HEREF I 2 FHI M Gaiud e 7 BT = A £
B AT 14 R DI A 168 PURMLA I 2 8RR 0 0 e
FI* o3 R R R T NEREE AL 1T D 16S KTk b { s 5
A FEF 5 1500bp 0 16STRNA A Fle 74 B¥ %% (B 5 #77r )(Johnson et al.,
mwyﬂw,.?;@?”;AxﬂAwﬁﬁﬁ,Aﬁ&i#%@nE@ﬁég
IEREIP S ' Jaak - BUR SV dedE LR R R - X e NP f‘#’}# SRR F A S KRR R
WP R L PRI TCE 5 4 2 37 e R 2 AR
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Standardized entropy

V2 V4 V6 v
100 V1 v3 V5 v7 Vo
0.75 -
0.50 1
0.25 1
0.00 4

Vi-V2 V3-V5 V6-V9

V1-V3 V4
V1-Vg
0 500 1000 1500

Position along 16S gene

B 5 16S rRNA # #]iB| 5 (Johnson et al., 2019)
Aot WtV A PR A PRSP Ly A ow R o A P
FE2 %ﬁwvﬂ:ifif Vi fhAe g T A HE R A B Er 5 T - S
BRAEHF L DR T NG E RS AP o] o 20 2 PR AR el
FPrzRFLAGY M Efed BT EEIFEANFER o AT Y > AP ESIE AT
RS F I Pl E s DAY > 2o 0 RALRBREEZMEFHE
¢ TCE 22~ 2 4 5142 B a5 o

17



R AR W VAR (R R e LY
Sr R P12 ER (F1LIFTERYEW)

417 g AR

AGEFLFHERACR 6 7T o AFRIE AR TR ERE SR 2R
RO NAPFEISREIFRETRIZR T EER Nt e XX TCE 542
o i (R EARL & URY AP e A PR P RS AP L gL

° 'FT AEFHFRFALE R TEBEFRE S AR RBE (e
ER 'i CORN-B: SR J\#BF BHEES) B 252" Ry BBk &
SR S maﬁq“4#é?’”ﬁ4*#é$%“ﬁﬁ4#~I%’m
C I L A se B P gl P~ 4o i 3N 4 4 B L E (Enhaned Bioremediation)# i 2
2P TREB?P AL R 23 JliFEE Nl hR 545 AfF 0 B ¥ Lage>
BN 473;,91&4“‘25 4 ;}ﬂxfbe‘.,ér:v HE e FRIRE 4477;;@] b § E R GUR R
Ib%; ZRRE AL RE G ST ER °i#z§’??€?if§ii%5«l—r’}\g’}ffﬁ
PAGUTHD [ AAFPRRAF 2V RHELAZ RIS TR ST AP Y
GEF L AR BPIE G o iR RIS ARIF L 0 M HQ(E e A 63.5 mm)= £ F
Ao PBEFIEE B BF 2B T fER R T2 @A o X AR
PRI RE RS ERESE N ACHEARY BB vr AR M2 e
M20CHA FFEF e FHRBPDNAEGU IR AT EALAIT T d A2 %873 H -
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NGS & Jf 5 #7

1. &4 R o #

2. B ARSI

3.4 4 £ AL 5# (FTIR ~ ESEM - EA A BET)

4. LEAEESE T R HILB(E &S E s 2B E)
5. &BHW (R LERHE - hEREFFEE -
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PSR R EIRA 1 £ S RS P IR F 2 FEEB RS S G
4.2 R %K G & HHE
4.2.1 ¥ T 4647 18 (Geoprobe® 7822DT Drill Rig)

AFT % @ * Geoprobe® 7822DT(4 @] 7)# Trofir 8 (7 R F 4k ~ 402 2 4p
REAERIE > T822DT U * W~k ~ T = > R R @ Ffodrd| > & * E:}'&l‘.&?‘i—,ﬂ & E ?&?3
BB AR BB R G e S B MRS S
SR BRI E 1 o SP-HR 0 feif LR s 4 Bﬁ’nuafix%’*—r#ﬁﬁfu?”@“'
LR E %P*%Tﬁi‘ffﬁf«ﬁ:)@“’/}E\‘/JJ’r«a@-ﬂ‘z’%f”;'B‘ﬂnbp LR E
K &g 0 R e &4 - 7822DT avik 3 frillid & B AgRis - 4k 0 3 b h A Ap ot
@%ﬁﬁ&7&mT1%%?ﬁ’£??uk$&+ﬁ%ﬁ%ﬁﬁﬁi¢’Q%
FT P ORI R F ey BT R &?‘3—*—4 2 jpR ¥R E - 7822DT £
TR A AR AV E LGRS A oA L G AT IR R 5 T % N IA
FRICERI PO RBEY 2Bk L TR E #&/ﬁﬁl%&&?‘iﬂ; B2 EE
PTORREIER A o PR el TORPCR o BORIF B~ TR b S g
Jfﬁiﬁ’ﬁ%]i%ﬁ PR AR AT EOERFREI IR BN ERS
Rl T 3 K MHH (Geoprobe®, 2020) -

=3

B 7 Geoprobe® 7822DT & ?" ﬁﬁ“ﬁ %(Geoprobe 2020)
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£
4.2.2 E% R & 47 ) B (Membrane Interface Probe, MIP)

FE R

iy

AEET @ R G R BMIP)E— i~ F AR crT s VOC B A H
Mool B4R MAEE DR Eﬁmlﬁ%ﬁ%??ff’“ "'Jﬁ*ﬁ%?“ Wie o § IR
B3| TR R B G 4 45 1 & (Hydraulic profiling tool, HPT) ™ 8 /& = 4p #8442 ¥
TARE VB KB ML N ,g@mﬁ%xiﬁal\” BEF oV /BT M VOC HHER
fed AP R PEI F A A B R By e f Eﬁ?ﬁtﬁ » MIP #jiFe & 5 % 3 2F
5 BEo Gldo® 3 DNAPLS f5 S frd i e 2R 7 7 B APk adFiph |2
EUSCIRUTE: IS SRRl (U A Tkﬁﬁﬂﬁwﬁw%wiv%ﬁ&ioMEdﬁﬁﬁiﬁﬂk
A g REBEAeY T 4o 8 Ao MIP F O Tl F iR A TR
A fé‘iﬁ?]“‘ 13 & F 40 ¢ FH RGO fe i chie P » T H/ ETFRH 40 VOC 7
A 5 o BREWEIRRBER AT > BB F (PlcF F)R5 A5 R
FIGCHPRIE-d Bigp B—kap3 (L 40 B(PID)fo L a3+ i~ & ip B(FID)—=%
. GC P o ¥ 3R 81 & a5 A (Mousavi et al., 2021) -

B 8 MIP 4% 4% ¥ 7 %, Bl(Christy, 1998)

Gas Return Tube

Carrier Gas Supply (%0 detector)

(from MIP Controller)

Permeable Membrane

Volatile Organic
(ontaminants
in Soil

Soil Conductivity
Measurement Tip
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NERERTRPS TR E A PRE NS PR F L L AE SRS SR
423 kB FH i T F ks (Environmental Scanning Electron Microscope,
ESEM)Z X & = & 4 {7 % 3t (Energy Dispersive Spectrometer, fj f EDS)

~ 7 @ % FEI Quanta-200 3447 38 T F S (4B 9 17 ) > 2 & F |
Moo BE ehE S é;(ElectronBeam)z;irﬂ‘,%pr%m%ﬁ‘a‘* R irdlR a2 T RIEE B
FIERT S FREN PGV MG BRERER T & 7 ESEM v 4 Kat £ A 45
KFREDS) VHHBREEFRF A EFIME LI EAF A FATRELST LR
FRMEF L - REE AR AT e ATt o 2 B R AR IFHGEE
i£ #% (high-vacuum, low-vacuum and ESEM) > # &2 F REEE T > {373 Q& 752
FoETEDAITZ2 RS ESEMmode F EHBE%Z > I wmh L2 4FLEATF
Bpgdiz - 0 AR ITRBRIBALCLAEFER LY REY 0, 202) 0 T F R
(Electron Beam)¥? & & e 3 (8% € e ML AWEL > 40l 2 T F ’Ebra"f{EfT"gi
FAPEX LR SEM 3 ke o R F ALK A o X RS AT kSl
- A F At A kaa it 2 Rl B b X MRS E e X SSURA
X MRS T Er EF N X MREFATd 3T AR TR T BT
i st & B o T T AT X MRS FHRE T 7 A .

Bl 9 FEI Quanta-200 # 45 ;' % & B fcdi(® LA EF £ 2 2% RE P <, 2021)
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Brg i REE

s

4.2.4 = % A 157 R (Elemental Analyzer, EA)

A2 % & % Elementar UNICUBE =~ % 4 47 & (4B 10 #7577 ) ik B A 47> 2 .41
LB NEE R AT L TR RERFTEN ORREI B ELEED
FI* £ 4 RIL o 4 r 1150°C 2+ 2EF o hdd /2 22T R R Sl g
R :é 800°C » B¢ ¥ F X M 2 2 L Siar B RAESL(S - 4 22 Ny ~CO; ~

an

(3]

@) i’mb
35

fw —

PR B R A AR T 2B E i  B(TCD)~ wpl 2 5 &
SHLEJETHE Y T f R A~ d ~F % iz £ £ F 4 ¢ (Elementar, 2020) °

=
-\J )
*‘EA

B 10 =~ % ~ #7 ik (Elementar, 2020)

425 4 5 &3 B A A5 R(BET)

AF7 3 i@ * Micromeritics, ASAP2020 +* % & # 23 &R ~ 17 R(4o B 11 #1757 ) >
E@?W&ﬁﬁﬁi“%ﬁﬁ@ﬁ’{@%%Waﬂ@amuqﬁw,E_{m@
AT O RPHREIR AR AR NETHFEAFEF VRS ESFIEF TR T
B4 T AT E FET R #1 AR R R AR S A
o fE e

23
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AR R TRPESTEE AP RE N PR § oL AR RS SN

- -

@ 11 Micromeritics, ASAP2020 '* % w f§ £23¢ 4 & » 17 &

4.2.6 & > F & = *t & # & (Fourier-transform infrared spectroscopy, FTIR)

AFA % @ % Thermo iS50 4 %* it & 4 & &+ ¥ enF it & (Functional Group)= 4
FULE chic bk 10 r 51 AmdR e foth B i B GBS AT A 2t b SR o R 0 5B
LERBLEL A SR EL LSO R SR AL S k2
KT B S A Ao

llllllll

Bl 12 Thermo iS5 & = # #& 3% &= ¢b k3 %
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Fw R AR

4.2.7 § 10 & +7 ¥ # R (Gas Chromatography-Mass Spectrometry, GC-MS)

GC(Gas chromatography ° :19 ipd AR BRSNS i BRSSP
LA H fhens oo MR BL ] 2 S g I-SE] 1N sEWARE iR ﬁ? 1o MS(Mass
spectrometry » F 372 )* & J‘*‘%v]%fr@gc‘ PR A o B AL - BrE- AR
Feh R TH VAT H R EEF R i o WER Y FREE 2 AT
TR 1o GC-MS ¥ % 30 i i ~ § WA B S o A 47 & K A 1T R b 0 5
BT E P RIEFE L F AR DI NHTAP(RME ARG D s g 2
PELfESA B AERREZ T Er T TERF -GC LRt feR e 3
PR A REE a4 o TR 253 433 & o

B 13 F AR K A7 F o &
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o
L
=
o

I R RS YT E L RS A PR RS F L 2 FE RS
437 F 3 i

4.3.1 RIFFRHE S 2
AT REFHEG 1 6,664m? c X TCE FAERBRF b Hit 74

T E 0 %% Geoprobe® 7822DT i FHEEE 18 {7 My F AR 2 40 0 R HH D
BREOPE 3B CRATHR FRFFIRL IMmFOAAHEE AR 14 AT o
2 A e LB (B2 AP B o L n bl B o (zﬁ,,%;{:
A A

B ‘?p/,]ﬁﬂ—**«’fﬂﬁ*f\(..%’éiiﬁC)’A\"L«"l 49kg:1kg (2
APE) BERE S RN AFREVHE 2% o ENETHFRE 4 2o :};s
BIHFE 1S5 BPHEEFE I BFERSFEERTEN 4°C FAR? FrEEwF
FE oA i 20°C SR RF o P DNA S =t2 N2/ AP e
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E R Y EEER

Bl 14 FioFn i ol R
(FAdZfdle # Bed CLpst PRAFEFRLE )

432 2 Bk FE F
1 &

FH O LM SEEH R g R A s d o 6
S K0T 240280 nm £ F AEIEY (12 260 nm g ) 4 AT e
% DNA 2 43 #7) > * fmj DNA g fl i i & mens
< AR kA IR EHE o
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MR SRR AL D PR PR o L RSP
2. ’I‘ir’rlﬁ‘ IF
FREESSBERE Y 4°C BABY R EE v oMt b
1120°C ARG Mk S PRt R E B i g e A
B RS 24 PR 2 DNA B o

433 =4 kR
FrIR{pEFF2ZIE S RLAZTERASF LT L SRR hed

%aiEV%z—%W}wﬂéﬁhzmmAkﬂﬁox»kﬁ%HJtwﬁﬁ? .
F oAk 7 B E R (Gas Chromatography-Mass Spectrometry, GC-MS) (NIEA
M711.04C) itz iR » 3 * g4 0 60m x0.32mm pj2 > %5 1.8 m 2 DB-624 =
o FHARRFPILAFEEAET A R LSRG

F AR AT RIEE

@ﬁ%}?/ﬂfi :250°C 2 300°C

FARTE L IR N 3

g gt LSmb/min A7 R D 35°C dF 2 44

BaefeN L R o4 4°C T 50°C o & 445 10°C & 220°C

BSE R 1220°0C MIFD AT oA R Sk AUt 1100 0 1

A s ER R C125°C

434 2 FRAH

AP L2 AP THPEK 2 AR ERDF (A8 T BREST) ¢l
PUTE SRR AN MR e %%$@ﬁﬁﬁﬁhﬁﬁﬁié’iHQWmﬂ%RO
J‘) PETIES: (N '“ﬁ?—i ﬂ"wfr'— ﬁ“ﬁﬁ\ﬁie‘?ﬁ o 7_ 1% :‘2"/)3 /%ﬁm}%@#}%,#lﬂ\{%—ﬁ&
g 60°C Tiﬁ# 24 ol PE S R ZoRE P 10% o Rilfégrié r wmo-H oK
PEEMIAM R F KA R PRI ST Rr o R EENS
B (fp‘rg—,uif‘}i B ) 2 iEEded 3 A7 0 IO E SN RORME L F R p P
AETIAF S mF i (B 15 ) &FAAR (B 16 ) i H BT - B
RN RESP A S A (o -
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>

e g Y iEEiER

P2 A RS A (R 15 )0 H R EERE B
EHERY AP EE I PRABEEFR DL LS 587 I A L R
RIZ S 0 £ 1% 95 T 5 BACBESEM) ~ %4 A 47 R(BA)~ 4 5 E 913 B A
A 37T R(BET)2 & = T lo b L RFTIR)AE 5 #0125 20 i A4 47 0 35 R A
L B AR

L3 L2 FHEURL PR R

B R (°C) 2=
B 2 860~920 20 4 45
43 800~900 2 ] pF

Regular nutritionall
heating. 1 hr residence time SpplFmsat
e = >
—

Biochar optimised for pores
and surface properties

Bl 15 2 Fre B A

Soil biochar mix(Biochar 2%)

Biomass Clay layer of soil -

Biomass
Feedstocks

Animal Industrial Sewage 1 wood Food Agricultural Forestry
Wastes Wastes Sludge Chips Wastes Wastes Wastes
|

Pyrolysis

| | }

B 16 # %] f%:%E #2(Amalina et al., 2022)
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VL R A AT L R L B
43.5 3 % DNA ®3

Y
i
A
o
—=5
(\x
S
i
—
e
1%
s
= n
(<

AF7 % i@ * FavorPrep Soil DNA Isolation Mini Kit %4 & #% P~ 2 3 jic 4 4
# % DNA > DNA HB=HF TR 17 f770 » F X% | g 3 SEFHK
4 % DNA #$£ B~ #5135 % DNA k3t -80°C T i&7% o

soil sample

l

™ Lysis: SDE1,

Vortex, 5 min
70°C, 10 min

IR

SDE2, on ice, 5 min

Centrifuge C

Add Isopropanol
Centrifuge C

Dissolve DNA

SDE3, room Temp., 3 min

Centrifuge C
SDE4,
Ethanol (76~100%)

Centrifuge C f Binding
Cenirifugec TEE Wash x 2
Cenirifugec f Elution

Bl 17 324 & # 7~ DNA 2 3 (79 3%

- c:_'_—|E c::;__f — c::_‘__ﬁ -:::j__E i
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Fr R Y EEAR

Low salt concentrations
O

‘
;'H/ 0\ g / N\

H

H

H
¢oe
i si Si

B 18 Spin Columns jjg "4 4t i 32
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MR N R RS TS L A SR Y R
4.3.6 82 NETH LA

F o2 fESRE S

\\\

Vi e i B DA i A - el 4‘%%?}?2’ EREI1E o AT UL

16S POt A Tl (7 4477 120 237 5 et FiR L ehd i s H‘# R AR

A d g Rz 16S i * 513 (27F + 1492R )& 7 & feid 4 £ & (Polymerase

ChalnReactlon’PCR) BAR AP e 16S A F] s o e DNA Sl & T

¥ 24 AR {c (optional ) {%i& {7 SMRTbell % & & > i & & #12 AMPure PB
Bead # 1 6  F:E7 DNA B TR IEBER] RiEE X RBEFT ISR -

AP TSR TAERFEFT > A SRLFE 7| (polymerase Read) 7 4
EESTRE o REAF AP (subreads) T AR E d > £ BE L3 3 R AA P
oA kA 4 X5 K7 (Consensus Read) o % % % ¢irsubreads 3 Apady » H -
subread ' FNEHS iﬁ-%;ﬁij‘k? Y %%‘d - =% F H 1 subread 05 7712 & &
Hpggdoo ¥ 2 N3RS A ic (Read Quality » RQ) o it A 4 ik §

* # % CCS B 7| (Circular Consensus Sequencing » CCS) (4B 19 #7151 )
PEPFEFBSTZ2B3EA (RQ>20) cha AR FIA VA5 HiFireade 5 7 { &
FEs AR R 0 2R pk2 8 16S ’]‘?ﬁ%’iﬁéﬂé\%‘r i * § % #t% 0 HiFi read
(RQ>30) i&f7— il @ chificd 348 16S P B A F14 4 T A 45504z > 25 B 7
Pk i 5 F i 99.9% o
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>
>

=
s

Py aiEE

Double-stranded DNA

Y "q,. e
Ligate adapters § ’:::;-.-vf--!--'!---.------!-.-!f!-!--'r".-!!!--!-e'r.-_-!!!!'ﬁt:;j
P '_.'la.“. o ol
Anneal primer and 3 e ¥
E al é_--"'.ff'!E‘!'F"\’!"\"F."!!"H"E!'E?'Ff‘."Pf‘?!l"'r'r'.!!'.“'\"!"-_& ik
bind DNA polymerase &

Sequence a e
1 g
(5 g
t'::.t ;'::‘:
':;‘k e o
‘o',-.r_ P ¥
o
$a r “, i T
& Subread
'__..-:-'.'-aq.'....';n“;unha""-; & prr0r§ :
5..91 morreomency . ] s e,
';...=...= L T e e @ = ..:..'-".
bl o
i T Subreads
P = T B sesmafeas” {paSSElS}
w-: mooem woeen " * * :——-_'
:.,...I... * == ¥ .:..-'-'
*enndienn bess,
1 -
ST SssmssssskELd s
1 1
Generate R

consensus read e L CS Reaxr
ACITAG
A CA G Reference

SNV
B 19 CCSread 2 't & Bl(Wenger et al., 2019)

HiFi & 7] ¢ + 5% DADA2 » 474 2 ASVs (Amplicon Sequence Variants >
ASVs) > # 3¢ z Rl g ~ 2 RRBER M RIS E > A4 0 ASVs
£ & F A E (NCBI -~ GreenGenes ~ SILVA ~ eHOMD ~ UNITE ) i {7+t $ 17 3|4 f&
T AN EER A (ASVsTable) e M AL R Z DF7T 0 jmd BB E
RATIER 0 & FaA e SR T BfRl A A 4T AR B A 4T TRE TS A 4T o
SBittese AT E H ol B AT o
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e R ARSI R E L RS L PR F L 2 FE RS R

* 9 % 12 Illumina Miseq T 5 #dics #+ 5 A 7 2 2 F 0
B % % (library preparation) ~ & » & ¥ 3 (library amplification) ~ _& »* J&(sequencing
reaction) * #cdy & 17 (data analysis)z i % E HF ik 4e™ o

=f
¥
A
|
N
EIRS
i

(1)#& ~ = % # (library preparation)
BFE2FRHRSEE P DNA (& B A T3 427 2 B EF RS2 AT
7 B <] R dEaE R B B BFE S DNA F £ i+ (fragmentation) » »%
FPEICZATFIE | R @513 (adapter) 2 R A AR B H # B
(2) #& & 2 ¥ 3 (library amplification)
M R FRATSE TR LR F BPCR) S S R L
fe4add & J&(emulsion PCR)z¢ )ﬁ% R G fEsdady FOR(bridgePCR) % > 2 3534
PR ]S o 1 BA iR 4 F b TF — BRI DNA #5954 4050
FPooFIH I SR F PN 2 F B EREF PCR A F o BT
R 2 TR Bt Y R RA A AR RS PR R R &
H 4o A4 F B (cluster) » ¥ P 3t H - DNA B £ o
(3) =_& & J&(sequencing reaction)
FPHENFFEIARDOIAT o RETRY DA RILE A oo blde B R
fié T_F (pyro-scquencing)#-F 3 7 I dg fhehd § P RME R EFE
7P R S P o] BRI 4 (pyrophosphate) > 1% 18 kR B AR
R+ > Bulkgk A BT T 5w Reversible terminator T_& i 3P| &
Sanger /2 & 12 o
(4) #icdy ~ 17 (data analysis)
TRIGTAME TG A AT 7y ) PEATFEE L 2 ps) %ﬁd
WHTHEY @ kA NETSAE BB T A -
£ 7] DNA B
¢ * FavorPrep Soil DNA Isolation Mini Kit 3##] £ j84% &7 £ P38 Flie
DNA- DNA k& i i# Qubit4.0 ¥ k3> (Thermo Scientific) | > ¥ A B 1 1
ng/ul » * AT AR o
PCR # 3
I6SIRNA 23 10 BiHF "2 9 BREH(VI~VI) » BT %Ak Ff
PEAPRBLIRE S VHENFERASF AR GLGH G REFREFIKAL P DT
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Y ¥ Ay EEER

iy

P AR BAlles g koo

A B AR REHPBUAT N2 LR FEA T IR EFLY
FRe(PCRE (4B » B » Bis F- WA B RRE R 2 R %o W WA
BB g o s 1701945 « B PCR $h3 i£ 407 o

(DPCR #3427 e
a. Microbial DNA @ 2.5 uL
b. Amplicon PCR Forward Primer 1 uM : 5 pL
c. Amplicon PCR Reverse Primer 1 uM : 5 uLb
d. 2x KAPA HiFi HotStart ReadyMix : 12.5 uL
(2) &+ = 31+ (Forward Primer) :
5’ TCGTCGGCAGCGTCAGATGTGTATAAGAGACAG
(3) ¥ # 31 %+ (Reverse overhang)
5" GTCTCGTGGGCTCGGAGATGTGTATAAGAGACAG
(4)PCR 44 2 % 1 %8
a. 95°C 23 3 min
b. %k 25 = ¢
— 95°C (30 )
— 55°C (30 #7)
— 72°C (30 %)
c. 72°C (5 min)
PCR 2 # % £ 2 T

S ¥HH 182 PCR A4 22 1X TAE buffer i & > *% 1 %3 fig 5253 + > 12 100 volt
BERAZ0 A4 FE kR 2 FRH L R 20 1500 bp 16 0 321718 s PCR
B e 2 H B o
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RS T L L R R B R § o o RS

36

BEEREFTHEELE TR
Bt PCR A4 ¢ * SMRTbell FHLE H3d i@ * * »t 5 £ SMRTbell
BW G fopl B A2 R g5 B3 93 2 & 16S A %] (PacBio) R # & 1o
ﬁg;’%g B B chE B EAE 5 PCR A £ 8 £ @ % 500-1,000 ng
Hendpi 52T DNA G B4 > RGBT A BAR/A e b feid 32
% 105 i % B AT EE dsDNA ¥7%] o @ * AMPure PB sk it 11 4
“f HEp - R A1 > % SMRTbell F#4LE ¥ Sequel II Primer 3.1 {= Sequel II
Binding Kit 3.1 — A=%%% » {75158V fcR Efrd & o &5 » & PacBio
Sequel II & F+ M a3 & 7] (CCS) HoVEFRIA » 4 * 3R R (Phred
Scale) =30 # HiFi # # o

_$ fw = W}&

AR e N AR

G onAEA A o HiFi Rl LA RBEHP L R~/ E7HE > 2 "$
HiF BN EE DA R BRERDEIEFR Y DADA2 &7 ks 47 o
DADA2 ¢ * Divisive Amplicon Denoising Algorithm & & /% i& {7 & 7|4 » &2
—HEF AR ER LTI AP AE G F o DADA2 -5 7| ¢ ¥ i F
T PCR o~ & E R EMERGE 7| ﬂﬁ"f P FR R EIRAER D
BALZRE LI *EFHRALBEFFAIFEE A7 -

ASV (5 ¥+ A 7)) EAFlepm g @ %3t o5 o 5 FI A 7] ah- 487
o BT U KRR PR o kiTA S E = (OTU) 4pvt »
3 ASY S AT BB R P A R P SR Y S 2 L ASV AR A
o GRS R MRS ETR D PR PO G g R
Ao ASV B - L F A FrT vm%a&#ﬁﬁ&i#ﬁam¢ﬁﬁo



a1 iF38 p
YRR
FnFEALER

B A 1
R s AR

4#&@%
22 A 4

.

-
BT AT

——

i*"ﬁ}’{\.sﬁ‘r’—‘-*ﬁg
e B ITIRE WS
B

DNA # P~

.| |

SR A

WAL ED —

)il—’J_Lp A bl

( R#&k ) 5% [10%20%30% [40%|45% |50%|60% [ 70% | 80% [ 90% | 100%

AP EFF IR AL BRI R RS T
ety PRI REFTRF AR DA GIER -

o w52 a8 2 5 002 8 Y FHE
FEh P i o

4 4””5&%“@ - *ﬂﬁrfr'/f AR ﬁ:ﬁ*%{/r T & FiE A S
HR |2 g* P SELHRFL
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AR R AR TR L A PR ML PR § L L AEREE SN
YIRS B%83H% (2 8%B82R)

51 TCE ;5 2 B3-3-ht

5.1.1 %% & 0 B(MIP)E B %

IEARTESEEER B 4P %(MIP)#ﬁ—TE VOC # 44 1 ;¢ 2(PID 2 FID):&
TP ERETAAFAY S AEEFH65m105m 2 fF o 4ol 20 #5F 0 F
THH R MRS R BT 35 m-8m Z A2 B o8m~10m &2 R de@ 21 47
DR B|ETARS B X BAM P P A PRRE S FR AP T RY FRA S Om2
TER R

¥

PID FID

OOE+(M  LOE+d 0B+ I0E+G 4.0E+06 50E+K 6.0EHG O0E+M  20E+05 40E+05 60EH05 ROE+DS 1OE+D 1. ZE+DG
[T 0
[ ~MIP11 ~MIP11
i ~MIP12 ] = MIP12
| «MIP13 f «MIP13
i MIP14 i_‘? MIP14
:j e ~-MIP15 ;,.‘_-. --MIP15
o - =MIP16 ;:‘_ - =—MIP16
3 - P17 = NPT
L 3 nay
: 'l - 2 |4r s
- —~MIP19 —~MIP19
- -~MIP20 tall -~ MIP20
~=MIP21 ’ ~=MIP21
; 3 [ ¥ ~—MIP22
A, = MIP23 L -— =MIP23
y B, -~ MIP24 l:&ﬁ’f ~MIP24
) MIP25 i 'é MIP2S
5 MIP6 MIP26
| ."J . \1::1 s i . \1::
H ~MIP28 _L- ~MIP2E
t —=—MIPX ! T —=MIP29
|' wMIP30 - = MIP30
¥ ~MIP31 ! ~MIP31
| -MIP32 { E -MIP32
i ===MIP33 Y ==MIP33
- ~-MIP34 " ~=-MIP34
¥ MIP3s : IR MIP35
L MIP36 L MIP36
& MIP37 ! MIP3?
MIP3E MIP3S
= MIP39 = MIP39
= MIP40 = MIP40
~=-MIP75 —=-MIP75
-=MIP76 —=MIPT6
-] ==MIPT7
b ¥ L
= bh.T9 ==MIPT9
== MIPR0 =e=M PR
+-WATOg] +MIPSI
.83 =—MIP42
-r-f3 = MIP83
g MIPE4
—=MIP85 - MIP85
= MIPEG = MIPRG
===MIPRT ==MIPR7
~=-MIP&S] - MIP8%
——MIPEY oM PHY
aMIPX a1
~=MIP9I -=—MIP9]
—=MIP2 & —=MIP92
MIPO3 MIP93
MIPo4 . MIP94

B 20 MIP ¥R 55 %
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T SIS G S
IR $5%834%
E
T
Lithology

a8
e CIaY
IFi]I
S |:|sm

o
-‘l
A U
&‘

Bl 21 Fabs FHER %36 B

512 & 2 & F4c 2 FRFD
AFT 3 @ % Geoprobe® 7822DT ¥ F 4B ¥ (4rM@ 22 %757 ) X E 3 B2 v >
BARYERBRE (/L9 25em) FERGI H HIRFRALZ Ime ¥ > F
B A v A B 49kg Rdked (W 23 ) F A N4 Lkg B+ 2 Fp (BCC)
2 lkg#n3 2.4 58 (CSB) »R&355 (4B 24 #r7 P E vHE T ImF(E 27)
TWAE B AR AYFFLESEF T P ERAGE NS I RNFTHRF
LB 4 2 (B EEE4cB 28 217 ) RS S 15 B o B 25 % 26
SIVHIRI AR A T A AR N 2 135 T2 B BSR4 PR
S 135 xR s RERR £ R EHIEG

Wi
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. "1

-
- 40

Bl 24 Rapd fk (z) A5l ed Babm (F) B d waRiE ()
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-

FIF $548%

i) b

BoEN e G R
Bl 26 “F 2 FmE|G45p () 893 2550 135 4% ()

41



B R A 7 5

42

LR 02023292 5p = 06:10

The third time
112, 01 30

The second time

1Ll.12.13 The fourth time

112106.15

*};'/‘111 10.24 Rt p 5
Wl 28 HHEPHR S g 7 LW



SI3Hy 2 P ERBAPM T3

FPrHRFEHEE 4 T35 Anhd PRGERERpHERED
AR BRERER ~BRE S LE40R 4 977 o KR 29 F
PR 2 ETRZRYR-B 29 273 AP R RITS 20 Y Ak
B Ol fFad) W 30 2ipseims RAFML 2T 2 B (H CSB 75
) B 31 Fphs Al A RiIFL S CHER BCC ik &)e 7 iy
ks FRIEIEPpHE HT AT PR D A5 wEhs BEFL P2
e 22wy Ry rER o

=)

4=

F 4 FHERPEFRER - BREELE

FiHp T35 E °C) EFFE (O BER (%) *%-kE€ (mm)

¥ - = 2022.10.24 24.2 28.5 73 0
2022.12.10 204 25.5 84 0
sf 2022.12.11 20.0 25.3 80 0
B 2022.12.12 19.1 20.8 79 0
- 2022.12.13 18.6 23.2 80 0
2023.01.27 144 19.0 73 0
i 2023.01.28 11.4 16.3 62 0
- 2023.01.29 12.7 19.0 74 0
B 2023.01.30 14.7 222 77 0
2023.03.10 21.7 26.5 69 0
g’f 2023.03.11 22.3 27.0 72 0
i 2023.03.12 214 27.0 75 0
- 2023.03.13 18.5 23.0 72 0

FH kR ¢ 4§ %k CODIS # i 7R IR 5 52 % & =k (C00950)
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Dy

B8 2P B IRZ E L2 ARSI S

Ol pH

35

32

29

26

23

Relative humidity (%)

20

400

350

300

200

150

100

Electrical conductivity (ps/cm)

50

45 90 135
Time (day)

OI Wigo

—

® Time (day) %
Ol EC

0 135

% Time (day) %
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¥ Cupriavidus metallidurans % = T £ v 3 3% ¢ "F‘.’K <~ 8 73 0 f;f] &
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* FORLARAE 1 B Bl (Treemap ) B 7 > #& % 5 #& Treemap % IR~ 3% o [ 47
RE G EA ) A EB (Fhmd A FR) AR C(Fhn T R
2 A5 B A B o 1395 48FF & (Species level)3 A 2 > ReH. < ] S AP YR 4T
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i i 2 Pate 2 FRA G RIS R PR T
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& Sphingomonas bt 1B 0 5§ # P EDORF AR Ly R oH B N BRER
FITRERL I FF 0t gl o B - Cupriavidus ¥ Sphingomonas # "5 & & 3758 Bl4c R
49~50 7 > VRPEVYRISSABERHR SR A 2 fé AbE L B
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AL R RE T iﬁ» ZHEHACE)m A AL 2 &> X2 7 A% 2 b g
fr T avE— iR T 1 3% e JTF » Gldr= F ¢ JTF(TCE) N Sy "fﬁf‘?ﬁ A
gl 42 ﬁ (DCE)(Armond, 2021; Estrada-De Los Santos et al., 2012; Yonezuka et al.,
2016) = Sphingomonas efE i 87 MEfEZ & LA LR F ST B SRR T
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Relative Abundance (%)
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