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Abstract Magnetic field is a field with special energies which is one of the physical factors affecting the
physiological processes of living organisms. All organisms have their own magnetic fields, and the external
magnetic field can have an impact on organism organization and metabolic processes. The magnetic field affects the
whole process of organisms from growth to decay through the change of biological enzymes, an important
substances in the body of life. The influence of magnetic field on microbes are more complex, and the magnetic field
will produce different degrees of promotion or inhibition effect on microbes. Meanwhile, the application of magnetic
field may have effects on cell structure, gene expression, cell membrane permeability, etc. In recent years, the role of
magnetic field-induced biological magnetic effect in the treatment of environmental pollution such as water, soil and
solid waste has attracted general attention. The effects of applied magnetic field on biological enzyme activity,
microbial properties and biological cells were systematically reviewed. Based on this, the current researches of
microbial magnetic effect in wastewater, soil environment and solid waste treatment were systematically
summarized, and the application prospects of magnetic field biological effect in the environmental field were put
forward, in order to provide a theoretical basis for biological magnetic effect to strengthen environmental
remediation.
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WSt — R B AR IR BE R A, 20 220, 05
PLEE WA BTSN RE -5 R T RE PR R A ELAE
N TR ROV ST I R A TR BT
A EYIR A B BA B, SN 8 R
] LI A M A SRR LR e e B
W e 0 A o T D s PO A P B R e LA
Vi, SRS VRSN, 037 RENS A M 1 e i
P, 3585 SR B Re iz, i fe 2E 4 5 rY) &
S ] G B AR B AL TR | 2
PRI 2 R BTG 1P 25 22 AL A 342 A ) AR A
T B i SRR T A A R G EAE
PR EZHLH S BRI AEAE T ATP BTG K
DNA (%52 il FI 5 5 i AR AL 3 A 2 G H 2
AR . BRSO A R A R TE TR
P 0 i, 9 T AR R A KA R
/G e

UTAESK, B s I VIR KA 3
B PR ) A5 PR 5 eI B e P VR S 21 1 ik
KIE EHRGNT T WG AW BEHGE . WUEY)
TEVR R B 2R W0 20 ML A9 52 ), B PR B T G
PO AE AR A | S B [F AR P 0 A P45 B A5 4T Y
ISE TR, 1 Hh R A 1 370 Tl A 0 2500 10 A 3 35 ek
APk 5 1) Kot JR B, LA Ry Bl W i 280 i A
KR AR W A5 PR A o A8 A2 4 i P e
et o

1 HESpEYIFERN

1.1 ®3a3t A B E A R0

FE B ar RN E LMY L, S 54 m R g T
ZAARRE, WH AL SGEAVERT L WA T FUE R
A o IR 37 360 12 5 Wi TS e 2 T 35 v £ 2 DA
KBTI 2L, G EYRIEE . AR A
LGN, AW A AR Z B s s e A D
MYBE B BRI AR U AR, X L 4 R 2 A ITRG
PE o L INRE J5 4 TR TR G 5 1 HES , [R]E X6) e
—HELEN | BN E R R T AR R, TR
AR, T SE M B M . SRS BF 98 K B0, 7
FFEA . BRI 0 A A RS PN 5 A 55 4 8 B8, X
FUAT AR AU o RESA WS R R e A g e A 1
BERON A AR R 25 5, 40 Y/ 398 o 100~500 mT
BF, 2 B o T k2 32 B AR, MR . R
SRR A7 B BE U, #E 0 1t R R A P I
B AR AT, 5 23 7™ 5 40 ) A 23 0 o A AR KT
T A WA T A 3 A 24 P A [ il e 7™ A A RS8N DR A
TERR 2251, W Amara 551 % 3 Y 14 3758 2 Ry 250

mT I, FEZ0 A A4 D H IR Ak Wl (GPx) i1
A ALYIE AL B (SOD) I A & HE AR, 1T Kurzeja 55
KB, Hrii 17 (400, 600 A1 700 mT) T DA AR RS+
XF 7N BG4 240 B 1 S AR R, I GPx Fl SOD 1y
WEVEIE R AL . AT UL, #3738 32 X0 A= 40 1l 1 el 728 2 T
SN AW TG Bl
1.2 ®3AX R A KA B E R B2 0E

T3 % I A= W) B S e Bl S 2%, R 2 X A
Y7 A AN R R B B SRR (R B e AN T . >
WEAHAE R T sk, S A o8 2 77 A R A 3000
TXARIN AT RE AR IE Y, o T B R0, DA T il Ak
AR, BE XA ) e R R A
YA KRS . Ren ZEU 5T & BRI 36 5 1 37
(15~25 mT)H& /5 1 240 )3 a1, Ha5 1 i Ag %
ff R ATE P . Haghi %08 IR & 8K, 5% BRALAH L,
SMINRES (16 mT) G T KIAFTF I 4R, I HAET™
s 0T 200 B 5 LR AR 9% . Mohtasham S5 58 1 4 ]
B3R b pH(pH=7), ¥ 10 mT MG 5, & IFF
PRI Bt 2 4R R, e ik B 89%., Wang %P &
B, U 48.0 mT BYREIZN, 45 1 LGSR ER A Ak
[RGB | R S v N = e A = NP (ER R SR 0
TR IR ZANEER A=Y (AN Serratia marcescens
F1 Escherichia coli) 4= K221 Filipi¢%E > WF 58 &
B, 17 mT B G T 23 0 2K Ak B A% 2 bt A=
(KB T v RN AR BRI TRT ) 9 A A P AR A, AEL 4
TP B SUBEE A ATP W, TT B B R R R R
VIR RS A BN o Xu 2524 BF 58 T S ] 38 B2 1)
WA AT AR 0 A T, Rl e v B
Cr(VI) i J5BE 77 1Y 40 FT B8 FN 27 AT B b B ASCR B
U o 3 AR R, ERREE TR, KIGRA £
1% 2R 5 R R[] B SE R T ek 55 o PR U] DL, W37
PRI e K AR RS TS [R], R 37 6 AN [ b 247k
A7 A B A IR AN [R] T
1.3 ®3p%d £ 4R Rata B B 200

H 7 B it ] e 23 6T A B A A L SRR FRGE | A
i J6E 3 375 4 A5 77 AR R e P20 Albuquerque S5 7
RO T WEn B . 40 M IS B0 55 5 1F 1) o) 240 i
S L PN 2 A S e, R S RS 1 A T R S T 240
(R8T ZR A8, T TR A 501 A ORI P 454
e R B 1 A8 Ak 7 A2 520 .- Ghodbane 452V B 5%
RN, G WU 5 R 1% M 4 (ROS) FUILRE A FA
FEETE PR ARG, N5 DNA Brad | T FA Ak

AL A0 I R A A S XL 2 45 R A, AT S A )
A EZETE . Goto AP R IE T K B S i 220 Y
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Ntanl ZEH7E 100 mT #8552 250 . Jouni
EP BB TE [ SRR S5 T, S FRAY Viciafaba
YA AR AR 15 mT S mE i, G (o AR AR (|
J BRI I G o fA) Y R B B E SR . Zhang
SO PR v R 5 E R G 77 (9 000 mT) ] DA I 2%
EH soxR Hl sodAsodB 28 2R B 28 A5 EZ . Chater
LA R I, TR N AW K 4540 5 32 5|
Wi, B 2 i N DNA Bl & 42 %875 . Shankayi
03 R R W BETE 500~5 000 mT B, 7] 5 | 24
M DNA BS54, g fese PEAR (K. SR, Ay
IR W, ARG 5w B 5 BL K 65k | DNA 73145
¥ K Z 18] J6 B @ A OC M o 40 Jouni S BV
WF5E K IR, W358 (15~3 700 mT) | $545% 5 52 i 7]
S5 53N AR DNA 43T 45 ¥ IR 22 1] G B 4t A
Kk o WL, X e i A2 R oy T 25 A R AL BEA
F A s 20 S

2 EYHNTEINMERE RN A

2.1 TEEKGEHEIRA
211 XJE SR KBRS

AT 373 e A% 52 e P2 K Ak 3R v i 4 T 1Y) 5 BR AR
S, — 7 1, #EA T IS AR Wk T 4 S 1 I B 2
i, JEPE A E AR N, W/ ERY SR R
Y5 10k W 1 e R A BRI VR B A R K, & BRAE S |
N GRPIE AR LA R G TE - e
IKEEA 0.5, K SHEREIHEI A 5 h BIUAME R 50 mg/L .
AR REAIRE N 14 mT B, 8 5 BR R 5 m A 3
89.98%. 3 —J7 I, Wi AT LME FE P H R A4 K
FVETH, s A JE 1 KBREE T . Xu S B &
P, ARSI (2.4, 6. 10, 17.4 mT) R RES
P Cr( VD) T5 G B2 K R T b RN 25 04T 7 s 9 A
1K, 5% REZAH LU AUE PR 32 5 32%~65%, HLXT
Cr(VI) By ik J5ifig 1, 4 2% 88 #£ 6 mT 1 3 i,
Cr(VD) % m, 53 36.17%. Ak, —26iiE:Y)
F T 04 300 15 | A ) 240 b 348 B 5ok 3 AR Bl A A it T
BT, RE A% 4 v 0T R K R T 4 i 118 3 I I R B2
Y Xu PO W R, 51 ARG T3
IR ZE AT B4 ( Bacillus cereus) I I PERE, 24 #Es
SREEDN 17.4 mT B, BRMISZNRE G (EPS) 3R 1H 17
TG I 20%, X Cr** Y 7 v W BT B 7 3458 . 7RI 7K
AbFE R R mT DL I B Ak S A R 4 T R
BRI AE 1 /K P B 4 S 1) R BRAICRPT,
2.1.2 XH ML YY) RBR R 2

38 AN AT LA e (AR 0 A R
PE, ST = A HLTS G AR D R AR . ptoE

B, 338 ‘RO R AR ARG 32 W M 3 8 2R i B K
I8 ST PR B T 1) s, R v T K
Fl COD My LBREHEPST . Yavuz 50 i 58 kW, 16
8.9~46.6 mT W75 B B Y, 1% P15 VR 4 (an 4
HHE ) 25 B G 1005 M e B R 1 5 i v T 1
K, IFHE 17.8 mT BRI KM, Z )5 & w0

B IR SAAR B A W R e B Ak AR, S0 R R
EIFE A, T R GE P H,S . NH; 558 A ™
Az, TR 4 55 COD, [ THFEHUR o Bk 514 &
M, SM M — e BE LS T s s v
F 4 (SBR) Hi5 Y Wi B 1ERE, MG E R 70
mT i, SBR REEXT TN Ze BRI cds, Wi RUCR
) 85.98% ", B RS K, #EGIG WAL
Yy B R 10 %% (BER) X TN 19 L BR R E T 10%~
30%, H-AEMEIE BER [ fiifb. Hu %9 &3, 16 258
JE 0§ 5 (20 mT) il 5 35 4 5 B S SO AL e 1 =
JE R AL B A TS, T 3 E (40 mT) 4>
X AR W WA A 7 A 67 T 5 0, B 3845 Y 1 5
SR A PR K B CHE . Eebkowska ZE )
FEME 5 F R 3 X 16 05 08 A W R A B 7K B 0
V5 U T A 1 It e 1 P B s ) B R B, S50 R (0
mT) A0 L, TGI8 BE Ky 75 mT B M35 e rh i A )
R 5 S BB T AR TR T 35%, XA AR M 1) 25 I R AR
151 30%, [AIEAT B PR R 4L, Wang 64
WX &P, 48.0 mT MGG HE = T RS RSk ST R T
PEIRIEHA K, 00 fERRER A LR 3.7 mg/(g-h)
P %] 149 mg/(gh) o Fig AR WF5E 2R, AN
H G 0 BT 6 Vs e A AR R 58 ), =ik
FERE (150 mT) BRI 4R o 06 M 15 e XA AL il 25
W4 RE 7, T Hh R B 4375 (80 mT) REA W] INF 42 25 % A HL
YIRIBERRER A 255K . Liu 2509 WF 58 & 9, B3] 1
A 43I 2 1 EPS, IR B /4 (3~5 mT)/EH
T HRLIS Je T EPS $E00 T 77%, TEASFI B A5
T EPS RIE A A 4 i U5 RN RE R Y, Bt 7 1) Bk
TEFRIZ AT (IR H, COD [ fi s Rt A i %
e F LT UL, AN S i $ i el e
R A MR B TG 1, IR AR RO E R I BE R (T
EPS), A3 A AL L
2.1.3 S R 5 KSR

il ot e g FH A 40 AR 43k 14 — ol B B A2 4,
AT 157K H BODs, AL . EA R LAV L
B, M KA B AR AR DY, Rl R A K R g
g R R BHAEHEAT A VE R, ™R O, kK
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A=K B 4 R B R A ML, A DL oy R AR Y
CO, MK ET A . B8 F=Y 0] LIVE R
AR YRR, S A A A IO T T A0 R R
CA SR LB, TEMGESS B W B i Re 5 | AT fi i
ANERBEA A, B 0T O, (R B R Y AR e
Jit A B B4R Y Deamici 2559 158 &, 60 mT
T L7 i it v MBS 1) A A i, RGN AR 5 L koK
AW B i Tu %059 KB, Hm 3 6 40 e - 26 3
Az R G TP AR KR R AR HEAE L 38 S
i B (100 mT) 7] LAREARBE SRk i 57K i HL)
R T s ZE A BE LY #E . Swaminathan 2509 1F 5% &
BR, ko 3 2 5 et Tl I K v Bl e e A )
i, B EREAK T %7K T BODs, COD L KRR EE 515
YLk . Shao 07 5T R B, #EH AR = T I3
JEBE ™ hE, A 4R T O R PR 4 B B T Cd
IR . i S 5 A PR, 276 SR MRS TE 100
mT #id5 T AL PR 0.5 h o] $& /5 7= S & 15% DL b, 7
200~500 mT 543 T HAE KW 2552 230, M 9 5
A/ NBR BEAE AN [R5 B A T 2B 0 7=
A TR .

W ANURT LA 4 o e v 1, o T 5 At
JEKARFRE T A0S Ao il e IR | E A T8
K it i A, WA L AR B 30%, H T 205
ST E) 45 55 24 1745, Wang 252 i i 4NN #4437
(48 mT) H IR M 15 Je i A b -4 Bk, 45 53
HMIMRE S TS e U T Ak A, el TR
FIUTREME, RIS T EPS 192306, K HkRI A [H] DA 41 d
IZE 25 d, [AIIRE SR T A R R A A A B Y A
KANEME . 28 LTR, B EAT b B s .
TG Y . REREMRAE UL B, KRG T K A B X
BRI TR, A ) SN R], $5 AR MR R A
gl LBRIERE S BA RAFRUR .

22 FETEINEREAMNA
22,1 XF HAERUE YIRS

SNty R g+ HEEALPE T . S RUE Y
B AR YRR 45 M o 18 R R RE NS R 1 1
CHLNE . HL AR TR B - SR K i S BRI, H s £
e A R ARAE DT 38 AR Ty K0, 3
AT SRR P 388 T b 2t v I A B i M L
TSN, P R 58 IR KA R R
) BE T, IR Y] A B AR TE MR
Jo——— - O, L 1 7 R B AR 2
BRI, RHE AR & PH, 500 mT R FEARE 10
min TG R IR TG, A0SR IR 42 do 2R
PLAECV RIS K B, W 3758 BE R 300 mT Ak 3L AR IR

P 10 min, Hoad S840 S0 (CAT) 16 P34 8 5 K5 100
mT B 4b BEAR 8 10 min, H: SOD 7% 1 38 8 e K.
A% AT RIS N TR R A B O 8 EAR B 1 4 A
Yo IR RSS2, & 200 mT #4300 5 g wEAL A
A 4 P m AR PR R U E R R 2
FEPEFIBE P o G0AE T W B b 98 b ) 5 4 O
HHFA N ARTEIE A, DT B AR T 4 IR 1 Yo At 1%,
u Qu AF AR 5T AL I A W xR T AE B
A, SR T LIRS e 138 b Cr( VD) (A A I A
G1 #(Geotrichum sp.) A, (BX} B2 #R(Bacillus sp.)
BINHVER . EAT, BT AR AR 31852 v il R
FRE R, RIS S A Y A T AR e
BRI A RRIRARE
2.2.2 XMEYEE AR 15 Y 5
HYEZ PN A= —F R RS R
3 & R B HR, S EE A AR R L g
W, o Al H5 R DL R R 8 SR DR 2540
[ sk e i H 4R, g eI
Yy 4 b I A JE N R RR R e Bk . WFST R,
S INwE S PTG AR R A KR E , 2K
) R G AE AR T i AT AR
B A AT, AR T 4 T DB S 1) L
RIS, P AR A0 4 i BT BE T o Jin AEUP
FHAS [] i B R 7 ] ) 5 0  Ab BRAUL R T 40 1, R0
1 S R SR AR B A B, (R A AR R
AR . Bulak 25752 HSREEA 60 5 120 mT 58748
ML #6373 (50 Hz) %t T F #3247 1 min FUALHLS,
FIIF TR 28 1 Cd & 0l s X BR A 73% Al
78%, FHLL 7 AL B G N T Cd A Hb b A AR
. Luo FME SN IE = TR FEFX Cd iy
& 2 R0C%, YR FE I Cd B 1S 23.6%.
Luo %57 % LR 7 th v LA v K 15 38 i S8 X Cd.
Zn W ESE, SRR B, P2 A R K A IR Bl
SR T m Lk, Wm#E T Pb. Cu ik .
Luo 25U (Y AIF 75 38 % B, 1400 W AL A% b AT 26 Wi 3
Ab B S AR T 4 R e R R T, O HAE B R T
PR AT DA R BR B AL 7 A B R . 7
Iy ] LA e 25 A ) 40 L rh B e 0 A Ak il O L
CAT. SOD, i &k (POD )45, 4l Bhardwaj 5577
WF5E & B, ¥ NFh 2 88 T # i 4 m), SOD i M2
= 8%, CAT 15 MEHE & 83%. 4@k Ak N
MM SRR KR A RS B8R A
Ak, ¥ A BTG P AR T, 2 b BE AT DL v AR
EMFHREEHNZE Celik 57 W58 KB, Lwimhb s
F ) B 860 22 55 Th Y SOD il CAT I 7 1) flE 14 98
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Chen 269 %3, 584l Cd A AH I, 28 600 mT #
Yy cd Ab B 4 FR R % (MDA) | H,0,. O™
JERRAR, Se A Ve 4 &, BERHRE T Cd Whia i 22 28
BN A —EWAMEVEF o 28 ERRR, SMINRE A 242
HERPF &, A AR A R, B A A i
it T35 P S A BRAR B, T A SO AE ) T G 1 Y
B R, DR 4 JE T IR d E S Rk
PRGN AT IE AR AT B — A R A=
LR TN

2.3 FEEREYI AL IR

2.3 TESIB UE WAL B i 1 ]

B 38T AR Tl AR R i bR, A% 7 A
BRI, 423k 161 ANEI 5K 2025 4F AL P-4
WA 2242 0%, By IR IR b R A B AR
AR L T, (R AN SR 3B DR A AN X
Hb R 7K B N AR i ™ E A . REAL R ARAE
— Ry BLAD B R, Xy 3% 98 U R A T AR LA
FA WIS G i LB B A B KW J1 . Othman 55
I FH R 3758 B2 A 550 mT RO AE A I 8l 22 Ge kb ;3%
BUET, 45 KW SS. COD 1 BOD; (£ BRF I 1E
60% LA I Sa'at ZF9 R H 550 mT A7 b kB
VR EA TR IR AL 3, K SRS AL B 1 by 38
DEMAL BSR4, Hoh NH,-N. SS. PO, £BR
R0 98.7%. 90.2% il 94.5%., B [H AR %
IR B — A0 Jok i L SR R AL A L, G35 P IR AE
38 1 B B R VR A AL BRI OB IR TR
f) COD, 5 NH3-N Y 2R354 5 T 16.01% F
7.82%. (E(EASF RIS, AN [E 000 B T T80
W5 WY EBRACRA B IGE W . I Al-Wasify
SBT3 PR EE#E3%(0.12. 0.24 F10.36 mT)
FEAN [ H22 ik o [0 o) 7 3 928 B R s e ) B 2 1A 2
BRI 52, 25 R R B Y #EA RN 0.36 mT A, X
B 0k W 455 G W K BR AR fc i, BOD. COD,
SS. NH;-N. 4il & & 50 A8 K i B B o ) A T
38.2%. 30.5%. 16.0%. 32.7%. 45.2%F/1 41.2%, i}i W]
A0 DA S BSORI M TR AR 1 26 RS2 B, X T B
H1 T 04 5 AN B DNA F 45 475 A4 il ol JHCxfe LA 52 il
JrEk. I, FERB IR AL B, R v 4
FEEAAR JIURL (1) R ARE AT, o e AR B8 SR O DT, 1l
JE AT A5 TRTRE ) A S, B i 15 Qe BB AR
2.3.2  LEREWRAH ML IR A K I i 1

BE % 7 8 IR el i K R, R F s 2
A 2 N, FiE] 2030 4ERKHAT 37.4 42 %), R
LD PRI G M PR BT 1S ™ E b . DRAEH AL
AR RN ER, THTEAES

M R BIRAL AN TCE AL . AMINRESATE A S R PR AR
R RS0 R 5 R dt ISR Ty T HAT R ARG,
Huang 250 il 11 A2 4% 28 DS AL T h A AN e
W, K IH T REA AN R 8 ik, S AL BSR40
P2 B e TR A, R 8O e = i
X HRZH AR LL R 7 T 124.5%, Jia 2500 @RS kPR, B
IR 3 AL M 5E 5 R R BRI T 700 vl L G5 25 i
FIRE R BER G RE, TR R ARG (5 mT)AE
HF, M LT X IRA, IR A KRB R G S A3 3%
TR R BE R G H e 3 e 1 27.12%~
65.53% HI 8.47%~35.89%., Zielinski %52 BF5Y 1 #f
b A8 5 DR S A= B bt et S 2 TR L R
PERFIE S5 A2, 2 PG (20 mT) R34 b 23 i
T B BE e i, AT X B AL, B BE R AR 200.2
mL/g( LA A M [ A1) #2 = 21 373.2 mL/g, H Beik
1 49.1% 25 5 56.8%. [RIEF, U8 0 # R 7 10
Jof 2 LR DA AR T BE R R 10%, SRR T B
WA . HAET, X T b B A A VUL IR A
FETRAE FINLEE R AN BB, T 25 R IR AR

3 RE

JAE T AT 75 Y 1 BRMIME 2 AU ) S5 s B
FHTREAT A —LERR W, ANtz am L, AN [ 5 8 Y
X AR IR S B R R AN (], 53R B AR G 3750 B 2
PRI RGBT B . (H MR UL, B T RE 55
AT I RESSONEAE R K | S LI R AR Iy 45 PR 58
U B TR T — %2 AR, BAT BRI 4 e
Ho A e K JETT Al BEALIE LA JLASTr T : 1) #%
58 AR R K HR TS e 2 I R ik R TL B i R 2 4 ]
i, AT E LI R ANIG . A, HERENS 2
e TR 3 P B8 AL CE LB 1 R T A, ) 2 e 8
TE SRR UL 78 A i B BB, AR m] LR Bl i1
T2 RAR R 5 W A s P ) A B A AL
2)7E RS rbnT LR R 3 %8 S A W ) 1 1
YERL, TR Y-GS - E I A B EHOR, 1w
W ARAEY R B AR TS Qe r I RE 1y, ARG
e TS R IE Z AR . 3) B AR
ST A BN BA T E— ST . BT REA XA
PRI SR RSN, 72 1) H R A B i R A 51
207 T A S ALk SR 3, i vk T PR 0 140 ) FH 3R A
FURCRA

S 3Lk
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