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Interaction of flow velocities and pipe materials on biofilm formation
ZHU Zebing*, WU Chenguang'”, ZHONG Dan'?, YUAN Yixing'?, SHAN Lili'*, ZHANG Jie"*, YUAN Yuan'’

(1. State Key Laboratory of Urban Water Resource and Environment, Harbin Institute of Technology, 150090 Harbin, China;
2. School of Municipal and Environmental Engineering, Harbin Institute of Technology, 150090 Harbin, China)

Abstract; The flow velocities and pipe materials may be variable in drinking water distribution system, and
their interaction on the water quality and biofilm formation under a certain chlorine level have been
investigated. Heterotrophic plate counts and denaturing gradient gel electrophoresis were employed to analyze
biofilm formation, and the results showed that the chlorine, TOC of bulk water, total bacteria counts and
microbial community structure were all varied in pipe materials, while flow velocities only affected the chlorine
of bulk water and biofilm biomass. In the same time, PE pipes attached significantly greater biofilm biomass
than stainless steel. The biofilm biomass grown under flow velocities 0. 2 and 0. 4 m/s were significantly greater
than that under 0. 8 m/s, but the biofilm growth between 0. 2 and 0. 4 m/s were not significant. In the mature
biofilm microbial community, Sphingomonas sp. and Bacillus sp. were dominant in all biofilms, while the
hydrophobic bacteria were difficult to grow on the stainless steel pipe, especially under high flow velocities.
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A% EIERRIK , B (KA 0 R G anis 2= P e Sk
AR T3 2 22 A BEKAET 190 ) SaE Ao i iz 2 1]
SRR TR AR T AN 4 T P BERR S
JRA RS TR K A A A k) A A R ) 2R
FRFIE 7 HAT BB, DIEOF R Z 4R Tk Ty
IR AA X A W A e T B S 1T
KT IKIIZAE 5B P ZR A W IR 52 5
Wi AT TSR/, A A8 B TR g 26 AR 8 A
FERIHE I A 22 UL AR S0 1 3l 2 Ak R SR
I, FTE TR K BT RE A W A
Y BRI AE AL A 52 R, LAY BROK A 4 BE
A= W A B B R , X TR UE AR T K AR
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1.1 ZWRERFX

KH 6 B ARG IS T, I —4
LKA B TRV A RN e i AL /K A3 | I
B R G R B LB 1 RS AR AR B R 304 AN
B, AR 1.2 w® AR FR M B PVC, 25
50 L, 45 B AR W B R #% R 20 B R IC A /NS
B, PE HELK 10 em, B M2 30 mm  BEJRE 3 mm
T TE N T . 304 REEAAE BYK 12.5 em),
HAMZ 25 mm BEJE 1 mm 090745 BN T . 5
PLKFE FEHE BN KA 1 T4 304 RNEENAE,
HoAl 4 B A A RN PVC A, IR A 65 A9k
Jo. 52 56 2 T2 B, B R Y PVC A IR
JKA ] 10 mg/L i NaClO ¥R 1 4 A, 18]
3 d oK, LAFRAR PVC A1 5 7K 5 () 0.
25 S A B PVC A R A K 46 S T vk
WRVE—l , FHH] 70% (R0 80) SR i bk
—i, PR B FoK ek 3 o, TR AR A Se i
BHEEE B E R AKEA B LKA, A NaClo
EIRPEFE A A S LT R E 29 30 mg/L, IF
SR 1 FIKEE 1, 1% 30 mg/L AW H KK
WAL KA G P IR TT 1 K EE 1, T S iR
I72.3.4 FUKFE 2 D—E i L B 21T 2 h,
ZIEHEIEIT S FokHE. e RE R IRE
T IR M TR RS K HE KB TR, L2
WS T ARLAUL 2R 5 5k B 114 Bl 2k 0 R 2 . A A
PLRG R TE R, A SRR EA R AIKEE , A
NaClO ¥ (pH 4 &2 3 h k) JE e dk A e 2 ho it
Ja PRI 1.2.3.5 FIKZE 1.2, LU B H KRR

RABARALKFE FI 5L 50487 1B TH K, kg | A s <A
P EETIEY), (1 /K8 i 45 AR 50 H T HE
YRR K R RS2 2910 min; HE SR
FER T 4, 75 B RK A K F G R T 1
FUKEE 1, BT 5@ AT ] 2.3 .4
JKEEZFBILL 0.2, 0.4 F10. 8 m/s AL AEATE N
PBEIEFR SN 12 h B )5 PRI EE 2 9 FF ) A
72,3, 4 PR T ] 1.5 FIKE 1
FEOCRAS G TE AL R S0 B I HE L B 4 7RI A i
AP BN A IE AT H 2 S0 45 A (A Py B HURE Bsp
BRAN) A S 30 1 [0 38 o 0 v 5 7K A R I S8 i
PREFIRAKFE K R E L. 0 me/ L, K T 55 1
BEC(HPC) 22N 5 CFU/mL, pH 252 7. 32, Hfthtkok
IKBTHEPR WLER 1. s IR, SRR IR] 2, 3,
4 FF IR, DAASIE R AR E E

/ e
oL )
SERIKAR 1.2 m‘7
N4

11 ]2

IRIIT 4 Xnse i fokas 50 L
s B3
Hkr
1 BEENRERSETE

1.2 AEYREERERE

TRV EHs T3 7, 14, 21, 35, 56, 77, 98 d
IFSEMIZE 2 FIRT] 2, 3, 4,53 B 6 B2
gerhas /OB EPRI O AR HA AR BT
7K 2 B Bt AT 5 92 W (HPC) THEL B UCR A
SR R GG R TR SRS e
THE S BEAoK S PR E 2 IE F IR E 4T 0. S
FHAIT R 119 d B 2 SR B R R R P
6 B BN EEA W ET HPC %2 A1 PCR-DGGE
S3HT B BCT (A)AE BEFH G B /N6 Il ] BB/ B ph) e
PO I HEETET 10 ~ 30 mL K ZEMK .
1.3 A¥REF# 1K HPC fUlE

W RR TP A P I B S TR R IR
VKR A HR3% 1 min, [B] 8K 1 min, WL EE 3 K,
PRI IR 30 s, (A= ) A0 TR R 08 15 &) 43 Al 7E
BRI, 22 5 R B T YRR R I R T A Uk A
R2A [EfASE IR LA 5 32 W S B0 T (HPC).
XFF 3K, 0,22 pm JEEIEIE 10~ 100 mL 1)
IKAE, BR 5 K 0 RS A 2B ) %) — T [ 1 s
R2A [EARE: 75 L EAT HPC 1150 K Ab B 47 1)

(e

A BRSO A
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BT, A AR O B A I A W IR R 32 ) -33-

R2A 5537 57 Hh T 20 °C 81 BB IR 35 5% 10 d,
RIA] 345 5 % AR T4
1.4 £¥)FE DNA $2E#1 PCR-DGGE 43 it

B A M I B TR W FH PowerSoil™ DNA Isolation
Kit (MoBio Labaratories, Inc., CA, USA)iX#H| &
FEHUE YR 407 & DNA.PCR M DGGE /3%
HESCHR [ 8 1 #E4T. PCR T 5 | 4 Ay 0400 1 3 FH 5 1
W, 5l % ¥ & 4 Bk 8F (57 -
AGAGTTTGATCCTGGCTCAG - 3") . 518R (5’ -
ATTACCGCGGCTGCT GG-3" ), GC J&. 1l 45
5 NCBI 19 BlastX i#E47 551 LT, I Pk AH ¢
J¥5IFH MEGA 5. 2 M R GE K B
1.5 HAbKRMNER %

SEE IR B pH LT TOC VRS
TR PR T % bR ke A
KH DPD(N,N-ZH3E-1,4- "8 f%) [k
1.6 HIERIEFZE

K SE R S5 R R Y R iR 2, R
FH SPSS 13. 0 B8t #4707 22 581t 53 i,
F R 30 FI W SC g0 2 R 2 A E B B 22 R, p <
0. 05 FKI/RFAIE R E 2 57
2 H#R53m
2.1 AEEGETBHKKREL

ANEAT 25 5 R e H KK B AR T
i 2T WL 1, 2. 458 InGUE W K K B A
AR BE /N 32 17 30 6] 1 /K 40 T B B R 4R 7 1 ~
15 CFU/mL, pH FaE7E 7. 32 Ao A AEBILSL PR

TEIEAT 1O S5 v, ISk 7E AR R B0 20
sl 12 h J& KA R R B AR A ) DLy
FA.TOC b A 3 (p < 0.001) , HAKFAS
@S F SINTE Y/ G GRS EiVE - 87 % & 8 a7
BEH0.97 mg/L, 12 h JE I ZE 0. 20 mg/L 247 ;
#K TOC 4 2.14 mg/L, 12 h J5 8 & 2.99 ~
3.59 mg/LAEMXT ERK R A TOC ¥ 5%
S T SRR 4 G ) S U R ) J AR S
A TE BN ZR G Al B A TE RN A K AR R R 38
PVC, AR, SRHE M (PVC (PE 45) TE4i %
FIK 7K B, 23 1) 7K 4 v s o T i v A L B
(DOC) M A sz i PVC % B AR R 29 B i
1 mg/LY TOC, A[RI%E & H K TOC ¥ &H A
FERTHR, PE BB REMAGEWIEE RS PVC
ol B AL 2 fh v R AR A ], S5 OR BB AN 1B R
GiAH L, PE M R 40K TOC 3 A 3% PE
BRI TOC 9 0. 39~0. 54 mg/L, H. PE 454+
(A R 7K TOC Jof v 85 i A i 3 179 18 S 34 o, 4HL
IR 2 KT ) 4 T W B AEO0. 97 mg/ LI,
SIS 12 h J5 &5 E 1 FUE IR 43k 74%
LI b, 5 Gibbs 251" FE 1 mg/L AR E T
BEFRIG PVC FIEE BE R4S 18 B A A 1 RS 1 0 s
(0. 72 F10. 86) AHIE. ALK PE 45 18 A= ) i
XS CR R TR N 18, O B 2 52
PE P AW EZRFNEKRZ — (p < 0.01),
K2 PE 45 18 4% B 23 BECHS 43 1 A8 & 1Y A Al
Pt AR B A ML R £ | PE A IE
B2 19 A P Rt 25 v T AN R

;E 1 mlﬁl;gﬁ%1¢—ltj&ﬂj7k7kﬁgﬂ

P e L . g/ H R/ TOC/ p(BER)/  p(RE)/
B W (me ) NTU (ws-em™)  (mg-L)  (mg-L7) (mg-L)
%20 0.2 21.99+3. 18 0. 62+0. 22 7.38+0.06  107.90+11.58 3.38+0.42 0.20£0.09 0. 19+0. 04
0.4 21.44+3.15 0. 65+0. 25 7.39+0.06  103.46+10.41 3.52+0.39  0.20+0.10 0.16+0.04
(PE) 0.8 22.98+3.33 0.710. 26 7.42+0.07  102.15£10.00 3.59£0.40 0.20+0.08 0.15+0.05
0.2 21.81+3.19 0. 60+0. 19 7.37+£0.06  106.75+11.54 2.99+0.42  0.22+0.08 0.25+0.06
N2 0.4 21.25+3. 11 0. 610. 23 7.38+0.06  107.78+10.05 3.13x0.40 0.21x0.08 0.220.06
0.8 22.61x3.23 0. 67+0. 23 7.41£0.06  110.19£13.16 3.05£0.46 0.21+0.08 0.20+0. 07
ok 18.30+3. 09 0. 46x0. 13 7.32+0.06  105.63£8.85 2.14%0.36 0.19£0.07 0.97+0.08
X2 ARETLHEBHTHKKRAESH(F #EIT)

B17 M L hpE pH H TOC s KA AT AL
(=27 0.15 0. 40 0. 30 2.85 20.08" %~ 0.29 3206 39.07%**

it 2 1.79 1.19 3.06 0.21 1.26 0.03 6.94" " 0. 54
B xR 0.748 0.56 1.28 1.24 6.49% % 0.08 9.24%** 8.13***

PE & NS R 3 1. 00 0. 64 1.56 1.36 1.22 0.01 4.44" 0.55

NG A [ i 3 0.79 0.56 1.51 0.39 0. 50 0. 04 3. 14 0. 10

# % k. p < 0.001; % *x.p <0.01; *.p < 0.05.
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Kl 2 BT A T A R R G 1
K 4 BB BE 2 G035 A7 I 1) 1 728 Ak 32 A7 300 ) 4
BEREH K 40 RSB S (p < 0.001, UL
#2) AR EBATVI(HET 11 d) , KA A
WA T 17K A0 TR B0 Bl 3 A 7 B[] (35 o, 4528
B KA SEGE LR, B 5ER PE A K 4
PRLASBCH  BE N, 5 53 KRB 2R, 5 81 KA
KT A BOEAEREZE 1 100~ 1 800 CFU/mL.
WHXT HEWAK (p > 0.5), £ 0.4 m/s s
At K 20 B A B0 T 0.2 AT 0.8 /s B FE T
39 d AFEWE KR B RS F, 2 e
PP ETRIRZS 5 81 KIGHEH LR, 55 96 K
Ja K0 T S B B A 4E R 7 480 ~ 580 CFU/mL.
TN NGB K 40 R RSB R  S PE A
AL A& B e B T)E , KA R S e K 3
25 5L . K SAEIR SN 12 h f a2
TFSLBRA R G FE AR AR A BT IE] (1~ 17 d) , 17 HLARSE
I B R AR B AT 0 R G, B K AR A B Y
I B, 7K 40 B R AR SR U A B AR ) g
BB AR BB

10 0007 _m 34 sk—— PEA$0.2 m/s —— PEAF0.4 m/s
- PEH0.8m/s O~ REFHH02 mis
= 1000 ke AEEH0.4 s :
2
S 100
10 -
=
% e
‘:i" P o
i
0.1 : ) L L I 1 I 1 1 1 1
0 20 40 60 80 100 120
BT RKEud

B2 RESSIRES ok 40 m s bR E 24y
2.2 AEEBHTEYE-MAEHSHTWL

Bl 3 AR AT S50 445 18 A W R A A
Kbt R Gt aa 17 1) AR A R A8 17 01T 3 61
A= S 1 B A T A ) R T I O LAY
SR RIS Rl J1 454, PE 4538 A= 4 40 B A
BB ERFR —-IHOAEREE (p <
0.001) , iIZfTRTWI(FT 14 d) PE FIAS 4589 4 1y it
AN B P 21 d SRS R 4N
W RBUE B E , B2 56 KIcA PE A VRN
HLMBOEATEE 35 7 000~ 16 000 CFU/em?, 55 98
R NGIE A YA B SO AR R e, i
2 500~ 6 000 CFU/cm’. i T ¥ K45 41 (PVC , PE
A5 ) e K B 23 ) K s i DoC Fngt
PE & M AW I 1 (i A= T LAAS B 22 1078 37

W AT B A KON R A& R, 0.8 m/s R AR
K1 PE RSN 18 A ) I 20 e 5 (o 35 A1K
FRIZEE M h HAL R E T ARG AEYE (p <
0.001), P2 MILLE 0.4 m/s B A K10 4= Py st
N MBGR AR, {2 0.2 A1 0.4 m/s FAEKAE
YIEANTR E 22 R AR (p > 0.1). Likwt
FEERG Lehtola & AUBFZEAREL, /N TF 0. 3 m/s
IR A A T A R v 1 A 0 1) 1 R
MK, FE 0.5 m/s i 5040 T E AW R
fAE 4 vh T AR R R S %, B T R ek
AN CBIRGE R, A W B L A A R i 2
TR WA AE BE 1 i BE 5, 3 a3 A Bl T AR K
H R SR T ) A= 0 RS P R, DA TG A A A AR
rH ) 4 A G BRI PR AR T R AR AR Y
PRI PN | 92 325 3 A= 40 JEE ) 8 1) 3 e 71 o 2
Z DR A 40 B8 0 A A2 A2 B 0 ) T 24 3
PHIE 3~4 m/s A& DU RHR o A W R 75
PRI , 26 R L %) 448 T 2 I A Kt ok ) 3 2
S syl IR T e i) SE N

100 -
o

>
——

——PE45 0.4 m/s

PE45 0.2 m/s
PE% —O— ANEEA0.2 m/s

0.8 m/s

ANFEM0.4 m/s —0— REEH0.8 m/s

10

AR YRR R K (10°CFU - mL ™)

0.1

60
BATRE
B3 ARXEESEYRMAESBMHEREETK
2.3 AEEBTREEYENEMELENTN

TEAEE A Y A KR IR E I, iz ] PCR -
DGGE HARMFEA RS AT 2600 T 148 18 A= Yy I 4
WFMESS A2 A B I 4 AT LA M AR
I 1 B0 200 TR R 198 52 il 2 K T O o R L 1 5
Wi, PE A5 A% FAS 8 B9 457 b 8] 19 2541 A DL EE /N T
30% , T [R) P4 1 PR AS [] 3t 38 1) A 2 iy A B 34
KT 80%. Jy Bk — L WEFEA [ is 7 2640 T 3
A I B AR TR AP RE LS A, I 41 A SR TR kIR T
18 A A AR 0 25 AT I e, I 9] 42
it NCBI % OsdE AR B 181 (18] 5) . 181 4,5 m)
H, I B ] (Proteobacteria) F J& BE T []
( Firmicutes) TEITA 6 A~ W REAE i 442 7E
Hh, BB EFERE o TIREHN

100 120
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BLEEES, A5 ARERIR O K AE 18 AR W I 2 R 35

e W W
IS £
( Betaproteobacteria) W 3¢ /. Jj Ak, A 1]
(Actinobacteria) TE 0.2 m/s ik A4 K ) PE 4
AP A & B Zha 255 (OBF ISR K PLAE
BEREREAR T (1.20 mg/L), a ZIEHHN
My IR NFIERZ B LI W N R, X
AT RER R BAETE T AW S BB, o AR TE TR 2N N
y SR AN AR RS B IR B T H. o 28I TR 4
HRETEFE IR R MK

AR IR S, o BT R A9 TP I 4 2
AN & (Sphingomonas echinoides, 5% 10)
FIABERE T e 0 BE 55 UFF B (Bacillus cereus,
i S)TERTA 6 A W ISR & rh S A7 AR HAR XS
B2  AENE AP IR AD & S T PE
A W R B T R RE S A ] 2 M R, O
HLATAG- IS H 0 R 5 1) (EPS ), A7 B 3L B
HuZh B 7E A8 BE b O B8 HIR T i oA K R Y
G R R R B A Rk 0 2 B 2 R RS
TEAFIREL 5% T IE L2 1, 78 B s AR S5 1R
SCREHHTY 4G SO, 1k 46 B 10 20 TR BE 8 B
T G0 AT DL e s FL R B R (T ) B
Dy 53 WAL AN R G W A R R T ST (0 A B A I TE A 2R
PERE SRR U .

(Alphaproteobacteria) — Fl 7y

( Gammaproteobacteria) ,B

PEI _PE3 PE3 ssL ss2 'ss3

VKA PEL: PE4Y,v=02m / s;
PE2: PE, v=04 m / s;
PE3: PE, v=0.8 m / s;
SSIAEHNE, v=02m / s;
SS2AEIE, v=0.4m / s;
SS3 G, 1=0.8 m / s

B4 ARESTHEGTEWRERE PCR-DGGE S EI%

MAER FFLHE EF,PE 4 AR W IR0 B i
TR BR 0.8 m/s Yl T A K B A5 9 4 i
AR AL, oy AR TR B A9 Ry R R B H
( Pseudomonadales) F o 25T B AN A B AL S8 1 H
( Rhizobiales) WA e HAIX B 48 £, PE &
AR & B TN A R HAF
1ET PE B, a0 B ABTE A A 5 [C TR
H ( Burkholderiales) 1y 28T F& 24 v 25 (2, 50 i 15
H (Xanthomonadales) 1 5 % . i
( Stenotrophomonas) , B35 it T B3 I, BT A4 AH X6
O N 1 23 L RO - 5 = I

( Microbacterium) FIAYEE MY o 28T T 240 2 7 )
HEFTET 0.2 m/s Wit A K1Y PE & 18 4= Py
. Bachmann 517 () BF 5% & BE (B B 0 T U
( Pseudomonas) . A 7 KW HHF B E R E &
(Acidovorax) F M98 W H b ) B B AT /&8
( Methylobacterium ) 4V 7E B 2 14 A= P Bt vh
ERAMRSE Ml w b e RkEs
(Acidovorax) FIAR ¥ B H 09 W 2 4T 1 8
( Methylobacterium) 41 P& H- A3 5 /5 W) 3% THI B 7K
P, LA P 7K P A B B 1T P 8 i
I AR PR KR M R
WAEANEWEM EARE S R R & 16 i 3
RN EE ME R . 55 4h, B 2T W 49 P 20 36 16 s
(Rhodocyclus) RAE 0.2 m/s Wk F KA
P TE AR b B 2R TR AT R R R 1 SR A A
K ORI R — Pk A A TEIZE M R
T BEY.

561 Acinetobacter loffi strain MBVVA. [1X866447]
86 L Acinetobacter sp JUN-14 [KF228932]

811 Pseudomonadales
B3 Gammaproteobacteria

l-g14

otrophomonas sp. CL-6 [KF135436] }X“"m'"g"m“'es

]Rhodocyclales

100)B2

Betaproteobacteria
Acidovorax sp. G381 [AJD12071]

:|Buﬂ<holde:ia¢es

100l Ralstonia sp. B [GU565220]
427 B9
91| Sphingomonas echinoices strain: $32312 [AB649019]

Sphingomonas rhizogenss strain BWSSUT1570 [J FZ?B{YD!]] Sphingomenadaiss

Uncultured Sphingomonas sp. clone BHy42 [KC502952]
1007 B8

Alphaproteabact
Uncultured alpha protecbacterium clone GCOAASZG11PP1 [Jogtasea] |~ Phapretecbactera

g1
Methylobacterium sp. FuRyo [AB743576]
B16
100 L Bradyrhizobium sp. CMVUO4 [KC247114]

100 ) BS.
| Firmicutes: Bacill: Bacillales
Bacillus cereus strain JN244 [KF827082]

55— B17
i i 0713P5-2 | 1| P
o B1s

95 L Microbacterium sp. 6116 [JX566653]

Uncultured Bruceila sp. clone P17 [JG861778]
hizobi

B 5 ETE 4+ricHEE DGGE &% F 52 g i
3 4% %

1) HIZKARE TOC | 7K 20 TR BC7E AN 554K
PE EMEZREE (p < 0.001), H A PE &
MK R FEAETRER 25 23 (p < 0.05).

2) B E X A W L O A T R R S e K T
T , PE 458 A Wy B A A S5 B KT — R
WA TE AR A 0 I 20 T A A S B
A UG P 4 R T W B A, 2 — 25 I R e s A
WA T BB 2500 PR A5 T AR W A AR e
A4 B B TR AN A T R IR Y PE B A=
YIS AE 55 56 KA 47 ik B, 4l i B 80k
7 000~16 000 CFU/cm” , ANEEA14E I8 A W) I 44 78
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%98 KA Ak B AR, 40 BBl 2 500 ~
6 000 CFU/cm’.

3VAEYER L) o ZBIE TN oy 22T H N S
BEDE TR ZFFRFT TR 5 DL 3, 17 B A8 B TR 4R ik &
TR 1 AR e/, BEse H A B2 AR (D) 505 7
WAL AR W A R PR ST A A TR 2 TR A SR RE I
AT RCA DCHTAT , 1152 26 65 7K M 200 T D) 48 X A
AN 1 IRAE R0 0 Dtk R el B w2 4.

5% ik
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