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1l 3B SR AL T ) i a2 3 8 T FLRT T rh BT RS B
QAR

R, k&, AT

LINARBHR KA S HREE TREY%BE, BFE 250101; 2. pEB A AESTHE R PO, By 55 STy
ERESLKE, Jbat 100085

O E N TimBESSPIERS (Antimony, Sb) AL KR, FF MR AN W X + B SbIE R E AL HLE], A
Sb V5 4L - B B AR EE IR T 0 B L Sb m B NS A ARRCR IR, B G HETEA . A AR . 16S IDNA F
R S5, BiE T REMRE 2y ; Wiz A 5 Sbisf H AL T 28, M Tl E N L
SbiE B A iy ma . 45 IR W], G A B 00 B AR N 1R S M TR 8 Psepdomonas, 1t % A Pseudomonas sp. ZLX16; T
Pk ZLX16 BEE it 32 2 mol-m ™ [ Sb(III) LA & 10 mol'm™ [ Sb(V), I H.7¢ 3 d P AT LLK: 100 mmol-m™ (1) Sb(I) 58 4=
Ak, TIEEME IRV, XEARGEY W / Sb ME A 3 B AH 1Y B IR 63.5%, X - B RBURE 2R 1T Y
Sb(IID) A A LVE A, I H BEHEAE i Sb(V) L3R I FE 2 i T 5K 181 e A2 4 b AR X Sb i S fb sl Se g e, R HL
Al DL R R Sb i sh ik, XHE R Sb WX i5 Y £ B A N N E . AR SRR T MY
SR s Y i R B LI B S

KEEIR BEEALTE; EKEy TR BT

B (Sb) & HA AR M AR E S S . KA Sb AT S BU™ &R R R, R K
JERE . 2Rk . PPIRRGEALG M RSB . Ik, Sb o 3e B MR 5 R 0L se s dilis e, FE
S R Sb A E, 4Bkl i 80% 1Y Sb i hy ok A b E PU R A9 I, BB Sb BE AT
DL AR R, s A Ak RO & S A, Rl LUE i ACHTG B, it Il IR . Al Bk
BRBE . MR KA S R AP 7E Sbom i Yu b X, Sb S far ik - B AR RE ), R
Sb7EA Y Mg e AR, BT B e e 5, X AKMREWRE R, A& LM, Sbi
X B 30 B JRE £ A Sh 3R AR S i B AR (360 pg-d ™) 1Y 1.5 /5, FEIR 1Y Sb y5 Y B, R R IT
1 GTE Sb By A Wy R AL 2 i FE P

Sb b LAY E T e EENE . AR T EE R BE A, fE AR IR, Sb EEA 2 Fil
THICA s FE S AR DL M B RS [Sb(V)] A FEIRE, MAESA KM T F 2R KRR =
P R £ [Sb(ID L XAFAEY . M O, 1 i 732K A ARG 26T, Sb Y AL 2t H 52
1, TR WA 5 A BEAE 52N 7E Sb B A Fefb b 2 2 AR, Sb A AL (SbOB) i ith 1
B A AL REGSHE AL Sb(I) 15 Sb(V) MFefk, LAREAR Sb RYRETE, M TN Sb i Je BR45 i4 : Wy 18 52§
kS EEA: 2021-10-30; A AHA: 2022-01-06
EEWB: FEARMEILEH EBH (42077299)

F—1EE: W (1995—) , L, WEAIETE, 1330424948@qq.com; BRIBIEIEE : ZHMF(1964—), L, i+, #HUZ, limei@sdjzu.edu.cn
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HE T HEERRT

AR, BUEYIZ S5 Sb iy A Yyt BRAL 276 1k b oA T Sb 7E [ W 1 22 18] 1 1T 48 5% A 5 | 2
TRZRE ., EYW M Sb 54 Y 2 BEAE I R — 2. REBUEY RS A 2+
WAL BRI, AR . AR R, XULIEPE G L wR SFE A 4R SRy 2
A R ] 2 AL 45 Sb 7E N Y 22 P G R U0 TR S T 1 W BT B . S e - v i i 1 1 AR A A
WAoo H—TOrm, REFEMAEYSHETES S M. ARV RAF Loy b, B
W — P E A Y 1 Sb By E IR R B R, B ST AR e BT T Y 0 1 A A
S FHLEIR ST . BARE &40 & T — 26 SbOB, {H3Z 3 Sb i 32 M s A AL R AR ], & T SbOB
£ Sb 15 4 + 3 b Xf Sb 1T B 4% Al 1 52 e AL I A 1 B BA U, PR ACBIESE 0 B s 1) MK Sb i5 4L 3%
Hh o3 B RIS S BT 9 S8 SbOB; 2) [ B¢ SbOB X 15 Yt - 1E i Sb (A ZE T 28 LA B iR B i Ak )52 i)
1 RS
L1 SRR

i B Y AR A AR BE R R R R SN A SRR R A (26°2'51°N, 107°52'33"E). il i - 4
R BRSO HEK ORI R DTAR Y, KR LAY AR A KT b 2, S A Bk
155.9 mg-kg ',

508 2 1 - 5 580 24 ¥ T 11 3 %1 THPEBTENRENY
W R BT (27°44'39"N, 11°27'44"E), Table 1 Mass fraction of metal elements in soil mg-kg

1

1 4 TR TR R R ECN L TR, TR > | As 2F  Mn Ce Me Al

%‘Z@ (i%%%lﬁ%%fﬁﬁﬁﬂﬂi%@%ﬂﬁﬁ% 1677 409 10 278 98 35229 1909 16 688

FERRME ) (R 4T )(GB36600-2018)" #L 4, T4
FH b b 836 9 45 R 360 mgrkg ™!, HEIRTE 4L 3R & b 9 Sb R A2 A HIMERY 4.7 £ .

FEH . WARBEH (CHK,0,,Sb,:3H,0). FEHIRH (K,H,Sb,0,-4H,0). LB} (1 L ik
R EHEAK 10, BER 5o &Ik 5g, pHZA N 7.5), CDM B3 (1 L AR 23 &
A MgSO,7H,0, 2 g; NH,CI, 1-g; NajSO,, 1g; K,HPO,, 0.013 g; CaCl,2H,0, 0.067 g; Na-
lactate, 5g; Fe,SO,-7H,0, 0.033 g; NaHCO,, 0.798 g), [HI1A L 355 A A8 3 3 dhoin A 1.5% Y Bt
B A o
1.2 LWHE

G, BRIE Y - Erh BT R Y Sb EAL ARG (390%) BYT R Y, BR iR X Sb i HTPE A AR
R SR, ATER AL S RIS, IrA A ER 3K,

Sb LS E s $EFP 1% H W ) 100 mL 1Y LB #7256, B S IRERE A 0. 0.1, 1,
2. 3mol-m?, BEE SH(V)IREBE NSO, 0.1, 1. 5, 10mol'-m™, HEF 2 h Bk, ff H R TT
7€ 40 B AY 0D600 Jf- 22 il A4 K £k

Sb ALK o HEFR 19 BT Sb(M) ¥ BE >4 100 mmol-m™ Y 100 mL CDM 15 32 19 = fa i b
7E30°C, 180 rmin' FREFHE 6d, AIFGE Y AYEEHORE 1 mL, &0 J5 6 1 0.22 um 38 M8 38
FILH 1296 634X (AFS) Il & Sb 1T 25 Fvk

TR E LK. W S g KA AR 200 mL £ K 1 CDM 553556 rb OB 0 58 15 21 19 86
AALH R DL 1% MR RN BRIR R, WA INEER R, XA R TOREF AR . 7E 30 C.
180 rmin' FEGHE, AT 10d &M 2dEBEE 1 mL, 25, MFESdEEE 1 mL, #E5d 0.22 pm &
5, R T 98 6 6 1AL (AFS) il %€ Sb(I) A Sb(V) FHk B . BURE RS I 52 pH {E, {8 I # HCL &
NaOH I 5 e /& 2 o i pH, {5 X BR R 09 pH AR FE—20 55 ZRECH 100 pL 73 W0R B85 24 A%
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BOHF AR A, TR B i A A

YA B X B W B SE S . fE CDM R SR, B K R E X EBUE KW, A 50 mmol'm™
Sb(IM) #1 50 mmol-m™ Sb(V), & MMMEMAK R, 730 C K, LA 180 rmin' §E3%E55%, £ 0 Fl 4 h B HL
FE, L5000 rmin' B0 10 min, b5 BE 0.22 pm B8 AR, FH IR F 2¢O 3% 1L (AES) Il %E Sb i ¥k
B BEAINBE X IR R, iR R 5 xR
TR R TP Y Sb 7 i 22 22 B 40 B X Sb Y I

O

%z 2 Sb L IErh ShBYINFZEEL

Table 2 Sequential extraction of antimony from soil

e S g i 2 e . B R B A UK A ERAGZS
AWy, O SRR SR A U Y 1 0 o
1 1x10* mol-m® MgCl,, pH=8, 2h, 25 °C BTaaSs

FEMPEAT AR, 262 WoR T R AR B A TR K
BE DAL U BT BT X A 6 0 AL U A0S, K ad ik
75 B 1 2 ORI TR 28 6T (AFS) M Sb TR A Rk i .
1.3 RIEFRZE

PR ARRE i 285 AL B F 43 4 L 7 U (Quattro . bt BRAE AT BHECA BR 2> Wl ) WL TR 1A
(I FTIE SR, W T SRR A VR T BFE S 200 H 9T AL S R IE . RIH X SR R 1
FHY (X° Pert 3 powder, faf 22 WAGNBF AL ES A BR 2 7)) 20 B 1 ke 5 Hh 9 5 0 SR AR S5 40 o A B
T 84O e B8 S 47 2 % {1 (LabRAM HR evolution, 45 77 Bl 524 A 7 1182 WA FRZS 7)) X 4 ke 5 o
EAER B BE B HEAT 20 7™, A X 5406 f BT (AXIS SUPRA, &N #]) 20 Hr Sb (1) 4d HiE 78
- AR 2 18T 1 3 A
2 #ER5iTR
21 HEUHENIBERESEE

1) T8 25 W28 B A B A AL R AE . I 1T
N, AKECDOM W EREERIRE G, A
B, TBRARHI, FimA I RE. FIH
SEM 1 4 HL 5% X 40 P tHE AT UL, TR AR AT AR
K2 1 um. %20 7 A B0 AR A0 RE R UE 7 5 E

2 1x10* mol-m™ NaH,PO,, pH=5, 24h, 25 C i UG B

KBNS (a) i (b) F 1B

) RGERER WA 2 PR, 16S iDNA B 1 E ARSI
BERARGREW . WoR THRNESZ LR, & Fig. 1 Morphology of strain
H ¥k 5 Pseudomonas stutzeri CCUG 11 256 (NR *3 WEEEIELE LT
118 798.1) B A% 11 [R] PR P ik 94%, M IR 50 B Table 3 Physiological and biochemical characteristics of strain
J&, i 4N Pseudomonas sp. ZLX16, TR RE WA | ARRfRISEE AR
22 BEMEKRNEVEFEST ik + HER -

1) A K T BOvt 86 iR it 32 M . TR R ZLX 16 bk + e ity +
Xt Sb(1I) A1 Sb(V) #8HA —E R PIPERE ST o M AHE + MR. -
RZLX16 AR/ A A € B 23 531 0 2 mol m™ HEH - VP, -
Sb(1M). % /b 10 mol-m™ Sb(V). 44 SbOB Ky EaRi + TERIK i +
MIC B3 73 A 7E Sb(Ill) 0.1~5 mol-m™ Az Sb(V) T RAF T + KITERMR -
10 mol-m™ DL I A9 i [l ™ Pl B A WF 52 1 3% e - R -
W N TR AS () X B P o Ve g R PR BRI 2R B B

125 Bk A] 5 F7 i Sh(I) frtkan g, KRzt i
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Pseudomonas hnackmussii B13 (NR 117756.1)

95%
98% _|: Pseudomonas chioritidismutans AW-1 (NR 115115.1)
97% L Pseudomonas kunmingensis HL22-2 (NR 133828.1)
96% Pseudomonas xanthomarina KMM1447 (NR 041044.1)
96% Pseudomonas nitrititolerans GL14 (NR 169495.1)
Pseudomonas zhaodongensis NEAU-ST5-21 (NR 134795.1)
93% Pseudomonas songnenensis NEAU-STS5-5 (NR 148295.1)
‘0
Z1X16
96% _|
94% Pseudomonas stutzeri CCUG 11256 (NR 118798.1)
97% I: Pseudomonas alcaliphila NBRC 102411 (NR 114072.1)
Pseudomonas alcaliphila AL15-21 (NR 024734.1)
989% ————————— Pseudomonas indoloxydans IPL-1 (NR 115922.1)

Pseudomonas oleovorans ATCC 8062 (NR 114478.1)
95% Pseudomonas pseudoalcaligenes 63 (NR 037000.1)
E‘I Pseudomonas oleovorans NBRC 13583 (NR 113617.1)
2 £ F 16S rDNA £ & 5 5 Neighbor-Joining S50 2 8 R % & &
Fig. 2 Phylogenetic tree constructed by neighbor-Joining method of 16S rDNA gene sequence

B X Sb(IT) Y MIC #5254 3.43 mol-m™, {B Fifd 14 J& O 1.65 mol-m™s AHAL T HL MU AT J& , 14 Bk
ZLX16 %F Sb(Il) A & iyt . ZLX16 XF Sb(V) i MIC 75 T 10 mol-m™>, XM Sb(V) iy &t ic
8T Sb(Il). (EASE R M2, S2596 b H T 2 W i 6L /9 158 Sb Y 5T it 4> #0249 1559 mgkg o W]

UL, T X S BBEPEIR R, TEARIEALIE TR RY Sb N SZ BE Sy, X L E— 2D B T SbOB Y
Sb 1iif 52 P4 A5 A4 B IA

95%

2) AL e NP3 BTR, Sb R LA [ ——

ZLX16 1£ 3 d N RERE H5 97.3% 19 Sb(Ill) A 1L ol —o—sbam

Sb(V), %A fki# 3% 29.5 pmol-d™' & LI 450 43 T

EREEIR NI K 1% & Y 5 %f

Comamonas spp.S44 Fl JL40, H 44k & 43 J) ;% 6ok

} 16.67 F1 10.00 umol-d '. AH%EE T £ R " () ¥

— 25 Sb FHALR T, R ZLX16 3 I N 5E 30

[y Sb 48k 7 %, ol

23 MAEXTIEREHTBE LR o 1 2 3 4 5 s
1) T Wk ZLX 16508 4 o 6 1 e i e AL R TR

- B R SC e B AR, Sb AR S Ak K B3 Btk ZLX16 3 Sh(lll) i S AL AR L

4(a) 7R Hih, B Sb(V)Miﬁ%?iF%ﬁk?ﬂMTz Fig. 3 Sb(Ill) oxidation efficiency curve of strain ZLX16
FH, SbCII) e B2 AR TG I R o i e 4% 28 A%t RS R AE 25 d IF, BT E R AR A Sb( V) e 0 51 8
15.0 Al 41.1-mmol-m ™, N & A 52 rfr Sb AR A Ho XS BAA R il /b 29 63.5%. 3R W1, 4T RE A5 W]
2 B Sb e [ AH 2 A A % .

S5 50 3 A v B S O AR RIOR AR AN B A A AR O, TR R T pH AR AL o BT 4(b) TP AR T Y
A ZR R, AR A KORS R, AREESS 10 d 24 Ik Bl R KR . X IRIK R R /Y pH 91 46 4
8.2, BEIGFRI I AYSE KA G218 TS, 75 6 d TR ELE 8.9 iy o MG IA & b pH Hox A &
WA LT, IR pH, 2 S A R AR — 2, LAHEER pH ZE 1L XT Sb BPIRZS AR R
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70 r 10]3 -
oL O AR 102 o-o
_ —o— AR o b /
g S0 d
s | 100 F
g 4oy Caor
& 30 = 10
S 2l 107 o
Z 10° \
10+ S L \D
L 10 [m]
0 1 . 1 . 1 . 1 . 1 . 1 10° 1 1 1 1 1 )
0 5 0 15 20 25 0 5 0 15 20 25
B ET I Ta)/d JE Frn ) d
(a) TIEETT IR R PSb(V)y ik BEAS (Lt £k (b) IpH A ZR 2 T A 1 it 26

El4 TIRWEHERD SOAIKERMARESE KL
Fig. 4 Sb concentration in soil incubation systems and growth curve of strain

R T IRIEE R ZLX16 Xf -5 Sb AR I A 520, 3 = e rhr DR 435 6 285 R 9 I B 28508 20 45
A1 Sb 43 Bl #EAT T A B, WA S(a). &l 5(b) ron, X2 AR L858 Sh(Ill) /1y B4 53 %1, bk
ZLX16 X & AH H2S F-455 25 AR I B Y Sb(I) #BA 2 18 AUEH], 846355100 46.2% F141.9%.
MH, 2 AMERPLLE 456 SIEAEER So(I) 22k, W BRI R AR R 535 1.8 F10.9 mg-kg™;
DA W% B 258 A7 6 1 Sb(TIT) A8, % BEAR RFINTE & 2 4300 40.2 F123.3 mgkg ™o B T3
Sb(Ill) LA Sb(OH), L AFETE, R HRIE, 55 R R w i b, SECSb(I) A S W AH R
WY, R, 2 MR R Y Sh(I) B LIRS E, X 5 4(a) AR #] Sb(IT) A ILRARTT

XFE 2 AR R 38 Sh(V) BT 050, aniEl S(a) B, ER AR 28 v R R A R v DL S T4
HRIAAAER Sb(V) 43014 9.9 Al 17.1 mg-kg', A5 5 & 4(a) ME A Z H Sb(V) Bl ik iy 3
R—3. E50) on, MR BRI b LRI ESIEXAAER) Sb(V) 7351070 13.5 F12.9 mg-kg s
X ZLX16 AJ LUK — &8 73 Ui 25 A% Sb( V) F% 4k o 5 W B 25 Sb(V), T [ 5 7 -3 b, i T3R5
1 Sb(V) EELL Sh(OH), T, 5 EFAER R ), ek, R, Wik, 2k
FH iy Sh(V) BLLE TSN 3.

207r 50 -
_I_ C1Sb(v) C1sb(v)
) Sb() 40 - 7 Sb()

: 30 +

20

i (ng - g")
i (pg - g)

4l 10}

. i .

0
XA LA xR R IR R
(a) 5525 dA-SERE A AR HLES 145 5 A5 SRy BT it/ 4K (b) 5525 d ke A 2GRS S TR 734

Es5s tEBFEFRRTSHHRENSK
Fig. 5 Mass fraction of Sb in soil incubation systems
2) 4 A b e B A R o Sy T RSN AR R S X IR AR R L P B Sb il HEAT T4
PR 0% S S 6 0 ST SR S A R R SR IR AR AR, AR S Sb YRR 20 16 mgrg . BB

%
_
%
7
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GEUESE, 4B 3R 1Y K 43 1) 50 FE BE AT AT DLW B 2% & o 4 J8 B Y ARRERE SRS R B, e
3 1 0 RE S A BPS YRR KL | SIS Sb, LIS R HIS R KW AR N 1%, XFE
EHTE UG ARBME A, SHMEAETRERT, SEORMER D, HHNEMEE R IR,
TEE IR 22 Axt BR AR R 9 4 b Sb 43 B 1114, 1037 mgekg ' S5xFMRIA R AL, DA Z BAH
/0% Sb WA 92.0% B [ 7E 3 . X UL, TERTEMPERTTT , BT % W g 3 o

3)XRD FAF o R TG A R 3 h s o (52, SR ] XRD F- Bt 38R b 4 5 (1980 1A 45
FHEAT T 0. WE 6 i, L8 &4 & B AR 1Y) Si0,. Ah, HHEH Feo AlL Ca &
F, WTRESAFAE Fe. Al, Cafb &9, (HM XRD k& Fe, Al, CaZFouR A otg, X+
b AR AR S R A = LA E AL S MBS AED . o B g S sl e e B ek . K
ALY L Sb(V) MR ) AR sy, B RMW LR, T S5EEES P& AU, M
0 A X 4R A9 W RE ™. A XRD EE AT R B, AR R Ik A K A A E Y
(MnFe,(PO,),0H,4H,0) M7 106, 2k . &\ by & 35 Sb Akt FR 2y B, X
AR EZREP, RAECIHEN, Sb(V) fFEEHEE & AR ITILAIZE S, Sb(V) W&
Bl B -5 BE A B B 0 . SR, ZEWFSR ISR Sb BYAE B ER AL A, A Ak . AL S A AL
Vit 52 G0 o AN TR AE - SR A 3 HDRS R O OR A P IR PR TR R LA AT AR, XA SRR T g s el AR
XS A R OR G BRALPE S5, DA S i A SR AR S 4 TR R A AT R

Y P2 RAE, FE—H RS TFBAAWN T R A 4L, WE 7 FrR, AR b s-
FeOOH((7S J7 £F 8% 1™) Fl y-FeOOH(ZF 4 ) w2520 530 yh i o 4 B 12 1 4= 398 v 19 4k S Ak 0 26 il T o B
)RR LAk . T T M FR I SR A Ak e T 2 85 45 JE W TG I 1Y (-OH.. -OH,) B REH, i HAE K
Fm A FE AL E RN E AL 45 A e T, R — PR R 4 A A A BRI . FeOOH 4 i 784
o-FeOOH(%T 2k 57 ) A1 B-FeOOH(VU J5 £F # #7) .~ 8-FeOOH(N J5 £F 4 ). y-FeOOH(LT 4k 1™ ) ¥ ¥ 1
As(V) F BLIF W B, e 44 2 b Al H 1Y 8-FeOOH F1 y-FeOOH 7E A Yy 15 4L 7k v 5 45 J@ 1) W% ji 541
D7 1 EA M S KTt S5 As b F A~ F 0, BA AU (L 22 R T, BlonT #E D05 ik S fb gk
XiF Sb Al HL AT 550 ) I B RE A0 o X LR T Sb w9 SR
= Fi9ESi0,

- Bk G DA
MnFe,(PO,),0H, 4H,0

460-y-Fe,0,

--- 268-5-FeOOH
97-a-FeOOH
719-y-FeOOH

T T L kR
E".%L I W P L (. M.JL.....

%'

Xof B AR

MEAFR

PUTEIESA

%

J " N L PR ' L L L |
0 10. 2030 40. 50 60 70 80 90 0 200 400 609 800 1000 1200
20/(°) gt /em™!

&z B8 2 B3 sz 5
&6 iEH XRD Eik &7 LiEHIRE NI

Fig. 6 XRD pattern of soil samples Fig. 7 Raman spectroscopy of soil samples

1) M\ Sb 75 GL hib IX 73 5 4 5 45 21 1 bk Sb AL A ZLX16, 8l [ XT 16S tDNA JEH 751, %5
A BB TR & Pseudomonas. L5 G Z AN A M A W Rk, kB A0 A X Sb A L A B M A4 AL
PE o KB R R E— 2 5 A W R AR Sb BIHLER A A P48 B 0TS Y 1 SRR TR AR TR TR .

2) - HE S M [E A 2 AR BT FL LA Sb(V) A £ . Sb &AL B ZLX16 RE 9% 4 1 5 Uk: 2 1 1Y
Sb(I) %Ak, A B Sb( V') LA W B 245 i JE =Xk [ 2 7 4 b, DTG ] BELAS Sb( V') DA [ AH R ik 2]
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3) + 1Y XRD A7 S 6 3 o, Bk ZLX16 it JF + 38 7= 7k Fe-Mn S {1k 4 1 FeOOH, L35
X} Sb (W B AE 7, DA AT B AR 43 rh Sb 1y IR B 1%
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Isolation and identification of a high efficiency antimony oxidizing bacterium
and its effect on the migration and transformation of antimony in soil
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Academy of Sciences, Beijing 100085, China

*Corresponding author, E-mail: limei@sdjzu.edu.cn

Abstract The purpose of this study was to isolate a highly efficient antimonite oxidizing strain and explore the
mechanism of this strain’s the migration and transformation of antimony in soil. The taxonomic status of strain
was determined by the morphological, physiological-and biochemical identification, and 16S rDNA sequence
analysis. The strain was incubated with Sb-contaminated soil to explore its effect on Sb mobility. The result
suggested that the strain belonged to genus' Pseudomonas, named Pseudomonas sp. ZLX16. It could tolerate
2 mol-m™ Sb(III) and 10 mol-m > Sb(V). The oxidation experiment results showed that strain oxidized almost
100 mmol-m™ Sb(Ill) to Sb(V) for 3 d. Seil incubation experiment suggested that strain ZLX16 decreased the
Sb release from solid to liquid phase by 63.5%. Strain oxidized adsorbed Sb(IIl) on the surface of soil and
promoted the fixation of Sb(V) in soil in the form of strongly adsorbed Sb. Strain ZLX16 had a high oxidation
rate of Sb and could significantly inhibit Sb release from soil to water. The results of this study can provide a
reference for understanding the migration and transformation mechanism of microorganisms affecting pollutants
in soil.

Keywords Sb(lll)-oxidizing bacteria; isolation and identification; transformation and mobilization;

antimony contaminated soil
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