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Abstract
Some of the microorganisms such as Escherichia coli have the ability to migrate to areas in which the
intensity of magnetic fields (MFs) is higher, which is called magnetotactic properties. Magnetotaxis is
a process implemented by a group of gram-negative bacteria that involves orienting and coordinating
movement in response to magnetic fields. This study was conducted to investigate these properties of
Escherichia coli in laboratory conditions. By means of coated wires (30 rounds) placed in two parts
of the reactor (with five zones and a volume of 250 mL) and direct current (DC), an intensity of 0.18
mT for 42 minutes has been prepared. The most probable number of E. coli per 100 mL (MPN/100
mL) in each zone of the reactor, before and after exposure, was estimated. According to the results of
this study, E. coli has magnetotactic properties, and the mean density of these bacteria in higher MFs
(0.18 mT) is higher compared to the other zones in the reactor.
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1. Introduction
Magnetotactic bacteria (MTB) are Gram-negative
bacteria that have the ability to align and navigate along
the Earth’s geomagnetic fields and some other external
magnetic fields (MFs). They have intracellular chains
of magnetic iron minerals, either magnetite (Fe3O4) or
greigite (Fe3S4) (1).
MTB by rotating their helical flagella can swim in the
water. Escherichia coli is one of the microorganisms with
a larger size and less flagellar proteins (2). MTB has been
found in the sediments and freshwater, brackish, marine,
and hypersaline habitats (3). According to a study by Talib
et al, MTB are found worldwide in aquatic environments
such as freshwater and marine ecosystems (4). In the
division of MTB based on whether or not it is aerobic
or anaerobes, facultative anaerobes, or micro-aerobic.
It should be mentioned that a few of them appear to be
capable of growing under aerobic conditions (5).
Magnetotactic microorganisms possess flagella and are
rich in iron, within intra-cytoplasmic membrane vesicles.
These cellular structures impart a magnetic moment to
the cells. This nono-engine (flagella) has the main roll of
magnetotactic (6).
These observations highlight the interesting diversity
of microbiological species. Generally, they swim to the
magnetic north in the northern hemisphere, to the
magnetic south in the southern hemisphere, and both

ways on the geomagnetic equator (7).
In 1975, the first peer-reviewed article on MTB was
published by Blakemore. He reported that the bacteria
were capable of orienting themselves in a certain direction
of MFs. He observed that these microorganisms followed
the direction of Earth’s MF (from south to north) and
named them as MTB (8).
In 2006, Bellini mentioned that they have the
capability of synthesizing unique intracellular organelles
(the magnetosomes), that is single-domain magnetic
crystals of magnetite or greigite, which are covered by
biomembranes. Cytoskeleton MamK filaments enable
the magnetosomes to be organized into chains (9).
Magnetotactic bacteria have high numbers of chemotaxis
transducers and proteins involved in cellular signaling
and bacterial taxis which might be related to the control
of magneto-taxis (10). Magnetosome chains impart a net
magnetic dipole moment to the cell, which allows cells to
align and swim along geomagnetic field lines (11).
Magneto-taxis behavior of some microorganisms
facilitated the movement of them to locate at the
preferable oxic anoxic interface in chemically stratified
sediments or water columns (12). MTB needier on not
only for their growth but also a production of their
magnetotactic apparatus composed of mineralized iron.
The accumulation of iron is 100 to 1000 times higher in
MTB than in other microorganisms (13,14).
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Amann et al presented various morphotypes of
microorganisms including, vibrio, spirilla, cocci, rodshaped, and more complex multicellular magneto-tactic
prokaryotes that are called magneto-globules. It should
be noted that Lei Yan classified microorganisms based
on the effects of MFs on their behaviors, which include
Magneto-spirillum, Magneto-vibrio, Magneto-coccus,
and so on (15).
One of the well-known microorganism that has less
flagellar proteins and a larger size is Escherichia coli (2). As
mentioned by Letuta and Tikhonova, the ability of living
organisms to respond to MF exposure has been repeatedly
demonstrated experimentally. The correlation between
the MFs (30, 60, 80, and 100 mT) and the growth rate of E.
coli was reported (16). E. coli has many properties. It can
be obtained easily and can be cultivated at a temperature
of 37ºC; therefore, it is a known bacterial strain in course
of researches on MFs (14, 17). Based on the physiological
functions of microorganisms, Dini and Abbro classified
MFs into the following groups: weak (<0.001 T), moderate
(0.001–1 T), strong (1–5 T), and ultra-strong (> 5 T)
(18). Moderate SMF affected bacterial growth (19, 20).
However, Ji et al showed that a SMF intensity of 450 mT
during the 60 min exposure inhibited the bacterial growth
and even killed E. coli (21).
In this study, we tried to survey magneto-tactic
properties of Escherichia coli under static MFs in
laboratory condition. It must be mentioned that the static
MFs are constant fields, without any change in intensity
or direction during the time of exposure, and they have a
zero frequency (22).
2. Materials and Methods
2.1. Reactor or Experimental Device
The reactor used in this study was a cylinder (a batch
reactor made of chromium and vanadium), with a length
of 35.5 cm and thickness of 3 cm. There were 5 zones on
one side of the cylinder.
Each area had a diameter of 2 cm, the distance between
two zones was 2.5 cm, and the volume of the cylinder
was 250 mL. At the beginning of each test, this device
was sterilized by the oven (170ºC for 1 hour). For better
understanding the process and comparing the density of
E. coli after each run of the test, the zones on the left (left
zone) and right (right zone) of the cylinder were named
as shown in Fig. 1.
2.2. The Intensity of Magnetic Fields
To generate uniform MFs, 30 turn coils were placed
around the two parts of reactors. As the intensity of MFs
produced in this study was low (0.18 mT), the use of two
solenoids in the same area of the cylinder was considered.
Copper coated wires with a thickness of 0.5 mm were used.
They were fed by DC power supply (5A) (DAZHENG PS305D) and plugged into a lamp as the consumer . The
effective current was 4.90 A, which was measured using

Fig. 1. Experimental Apparatus.

amperemeter. The intensity of MFs in this experiment
was equal to 0.18 mT in the center of coils and the whole
duration of the test was calculated by equation 1.
B = μNI					(1)
Where
B = intensity of magnetic fields (T)
μ = permeability of water (1.26 × 10-6 H/m)
N = number of turns
I = effectiveness of current (A)
Then
B = 1.26 × 10-6 × 30 × 4.9 = 0.00018 T = 0.18 mT
The coil was placed in the middle of the cylinder to get
a homogeneous and higher MF strength.
2.3. Medium Culture and Samples
Escherichia coli was cultured on the plate in the microbial
the microbial lab. Non-pathogenic E. coli ATCC 25922
was used in this study. Using fildoplatin, one loop of a
colony-forming E. coli on the plate was taken and added
into 500 mL of distilled water as the main samples, and
then the main sample was shaken well until the bacteria
were distributed uniformly in water. Then, 250 mL of
the main sample was poured into the reactor. In this part
of the study, the samples in the reactor were called case
and the residual solution in the main sample was called
the control sample. An important point to note is that to
prevent the death of E. coli in the absence of substrate, 10
mL of EC culture was added to the main sample.
2.4. Laboratory Condition
The mean temperature of the laboratory during the
test was 20-25°C which was measured by the digital
thermometer daily (testo 104-IR).
2.5. Time of Exposure
In normal conditions, bacteria have the capability to
move from side to side (to get food and nutrition). The
mean swimming speed of E. coli in water is 1000 µm/s
(23). As the distance between the center of two zones was
250 mm, the meantime to move from the center of zone
LZ1 to the center of zone LZ2 (or in the right zone too) was
approximately 2500 seconds or 42 minutes. In this way,
the time for each series of experiments was 42 minutes, as
calculated by a digital timer.
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2.6. Methods of Experiments
After the MF exposure for 42 minutes in each run of
the experiment, one loop of water in the reactor was taken
from the center of each area and added to 35 mL (33.3
mL is necessary for examining MPN per 100 mL in 9
tubes) of distilled water using sterilized fildoplatin. After
shaking the new sample, using a sterilized pipette, 0.1, 1,
and 10 mL of contaminated water (water contain E. coli)
were added to series (each series with 9 tubes) of sterilized
tubes which contained EC culture media. These tubes
were shaken well and incubated at 44ºC for 48 hours. In
the final experiment, the presence of turbidity and gas
in Durham tubes were considered as a positive indicator
and the number of E. coli in 100 mL were calculated by
a standard table of counting microorganisms. MPN/100
mL of bacteria in each zone and control samples was
determined to see the change in the number of E. coli in
the case samples compared with each other and with the
control sample. These experiments were done based on
sections 9221D and 9221E of Standard Method for the
Examination of Water and Wastewater (24).
This experiment was repeated for 9 series or runs of
cases and control samples. The significant differences
between the samples in terms of the mean number of
colonies were evaluated using paired samples t test and
ANOVA tests. The results are shown in Table 1. As
there were not any statistically significant differences in
MPN/100 mL of control samples at the beginning and
the end of the experiment daily, the data collected in this
section were omitted.
3. Results and Discussion
Based on the data showed in Table 1, the lowest mean
number of E. coli was observed in zone Z (in the center
of the reactor). On the other hand, the intensity of MFs
in LZ2 and RZ2 was higher compared to the other zones
and the variance of the number of E. coli was high as well.
The application of MTB in industrial processes and
removing metals from the environment are considered
as new courses of research and very few reports are
published in these areas (25,26). The effect of MFs on
biological systems differs based on the strength of MFs
(from 107to 10 T), type of bacteria, cell cultures, tissues,
and animals (27).
The mean number of E. coli per 100 mL in all zones and
the control sample is shown in Fig. 2.
The mean MPN/100 mL of E. coli in each area of the
cylinder was compared simultaneously for investigating
the effects of MFs on the attraction of E. coli to the area
in which the intensity of MFs was high. Additionally,
MPN/100 mL of E. Coli in each area of the reactor was
separately compared with the control sample as follows.
3.1. Comparison of the Mean MPN/100 mL of E. coli in
the Z Zone with All Zones and Control Sample
In Table 2, the mean MPN/100 mL of E. coli in the Z
16
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zone in the center of the reactor and MFs were determined
and statistically compared with the right zone (RZ), the
left zone (LZ), and the control samples.
As mentioned above, MTB are microorganisms which
can align in and navigate along the MF lines (9). The
reason for this property of MTB is that they biomineralize
magnetite nanoparticles and organize them into chains
that behave like a magnetic compass needle when put in
the MFs (28,29).
3.2. Comparison of the Mean MPN/100 mL of E. coli in
Control Sample and All Zones
The main goal of this study was to survey the effect of
MFs on the movement of E. coli from an area with low
intensity to an area with high intensity in case and control
samples. The mean number of E. coli in all zones in
comparison with the control sample is shown in Table 3.
The difference between the control sample and other
zones (except for Z) was statistically significant (P<0.000).
Therefore, it should be mentioned that the number of E.
coli in the control sample during the examination did not
change.
Magnetotactic cells passively swim and align along
MF lines. Their accumulation at the edge of water drops
in MFs were observed when employing a microscope
(30,31).
3.3. Comparison of the Mean MPN/100 mL of E. coli in
Table 1. MPN/100mL of E. coli in all Zones
Zone

Parameter

LZ2

N

LZ1

Z

RZ1

RZ2

Control

9

9

9

9

9

9

Mean

21.33

5.30

6.97

8.87

23.78

10.98

Mean

20

3.6

6.1

3.6

27

11

Mode

15

3

3

3

20

15

2.47

0.93

1.59

1.34

3.21

1.87

Variance

55

7.74

23.0

16.33

92.69

31.5

Minimum

14

3

3

3

5

3

Standard deviation

Maximum

35

9.4

15

14

35

20

Sum

192

47.7

62.7

52.8

214

98.8

Table 2. Number of E.coli in the Z Zone Compared to All Zones and Control
Sample

Zone

Std. Deviation

95% Confidence
Interval of the
Difference

t

df

Sig.
(2-tailed)

Lower

Upper

(Z –LZ1)

6.02

-2.27

6.98

1.17

8

0.275

(Z – LZ2)

10.63

-21.85

-5.51

-3.86

8

0.005

(Z – RZ1)

4.83

-1.58

5.85

1.32

8

0.222

(Z – RZ2)

7.78

-22.43

-10.48

-6.35

8

0.000

(Z – control)

12.29

-18.36

0.54

-2.17

8

0.61
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Table 3. Number of E. coli in Control Sample and All Zones

Std.
Deviation

Zone

Fig. 2. MPN/100 mL of E. coli in All Zones and the Control Sample.

Symmetric and Non-symmetric Zones
In Table 4, the mean number of E. coli in symmetric
(zones in which the distance between them and the center
of the reactor or MFs are the same) and non-symmetric
zones were compared.
The number of E. coli in symmetric zones (LZ1-RZ1)
and non-symmetric (LZ2-RZ2) was not statistically the
same. Additionally, the intensity of MFs did not differ.
However, there were statistical differences between nonsymmetric zones such as LZ1 and LZ2 and other nonsymmetric zones, which are shown in Table 4. In a recent
study about the swimming orientation of multicellular
magnetotactic prokaryotes, no swimming of bacteria was
reported using an MF intensity of 80 μT (32). However,
this intensity might be low, as Haghi et al reported that
moderate SMFs stimulated the growth of microorganisms
(33). Removal of heavy metals, organic pollutants, and
radionuclide from wastewater includes three types of
the environmental applications of MTB for wastewater
treatment (34). The removal of some pollutants such as
heavy metals, radionuclides, oil, inorganic ion, organic
contaminant and bacteria from the water body by
magnetic separation is a commonly used technology for
water treatment process (35,36).
Biotechnological and medical applications of MTB
have been considered by some researchers. Drug delivery,
imaging, antigen recovery, enzyme immobilization,
detection or manufacture of magnetic cells, and pathogen
detection are among these applications (37,38).
According to Loghin et al, the magnetic gradient can be
used to detect the MTB and control their movements for
drug transport application (39). One application of this
study is the accumulation of bacteria in areas with a higher
intensity of MFs, which may be due to the degradation of
organic matter in wastewater.
Our study has two main limitations. First, the density of
MFs in all zones was measured by formula, as there was
not any detector (Tesla-meter or Gauss-meter) at hand
during the study. Second, there were a limited number of
studies about the effects of MFs on E. coli in the database,
especially in the field of magnetotactic properties.

95% Confidence
Interval of the
Difference
Lower

Upper

t

df

Sig.
(2-tailed)

(Control – LZ1)

6.85

1.85

12.39

3.17

8

0.014

(Control – LZ2)

12.27

-0.54

18.6

2.17

8

0.049

(Control – RZ1)

8.43

0.42

13.38

2.45

8

0.040

(Control – RZ2)

9.66

-19.11

-4.26

-3.63

8

0.007

Table 4. Number of E. coli in all Zones and Control Sample

Zone

Std.
Deviation

(LZ1 – LZ2)

8.92

(LZ1 – RZ1)

4.94

(LZ1 – RZ2)

6.12

95% Confidence
Interval of the
Difference

t

df

Sig. (2-tailed)

Lower

Upper

9.17

22.89

5.39

8

0.001

-4.02

3.57

-0.13

8

0.896

-23.58

-14.03

-9.08

8

0.000

(LZ2 –RZ1)

9.61

3.20

8.42

4.93

8

0.001

(LZ2 – RZ2)

12.87

-12.67

7.11

-0.65

8

0.536

(RZ1 – RZ2)

8.31

-24.98

-12.18

-6.70

8

0.000

4. Conclusion
Nowadays, the use of MTB in bioremediation, cell
separation, biomineralization, and wastewater treatment
is improving. Changes in the concentration of hormones,
activity of enzymes, transcription of DNA, and transport
of ions through membranes of cells are the main effect
of MFs on biological systems. Although considerable
progress in the study of MTB has been made, there are
many questions that remain to be answered about the
applications of MTB in the environment and industrial
waste treatments. As E. coli is a known bacterium in
environmental health engineering and other sciences,
getting more information about this microbial indicator
and its magnetotactic properties may help engineers to use
this interesting microorganism for removing pollutants.
Bacteria respond to environmental signals. One of these
responses is swimming towards the applied magnetic
gradient (magnetotactic property). E. coli swims to the
area in which the intensity of the MFs is higher. In our
study, the MF intensity of 0.18 mT could spread 3.5 cm
around the center of the cylinder. The MPN/100 mL of E.
coli in the center of the reactor and control samples was
measured, indicating significant differences compared to
the zones which had a higher MF intensity. On the other
hand, E. coli has the ability to swim from the area with
a lower intensity of the MFs to the area with a higher
intensity.
Conflict of Interest Disclosures
The authors declare that they have no conflict of interests.

Avicenna J Environ Health Eng, Volume 7, Issue 1, 2020

17

Asgari et al
Ethical Statement

All procedures performed in this study were in accordance with
the ethical standards of the institutional and/or national research
committee and with the 1964 Helsinki declaration and its later
amendments or comparable ethical standards.
Acknowledgments
This work was financially supported by Hamadan University of
Medical Sciences. The experiments were conducted in the Water
Microbiology Laboratory of the School of Public Health. The
authors acknowledge all people who helped with the study.
References
1. Mann S, Sparks NHC, Frankel RB, Bazylinski DA, Jannasch
HW. Biomineralization of ferrimagnetic greigite (Fe3S4) and
iron pyrite (FeS2) in a magnetotactic bacterium. Nature.
1990;343(6255):258-61. doi: 10.1038/343258a0.
2. Sharma M, Hasija V, Naresh M, Mittal A. Functional control
by codon bias in magnetic bacteria. J Biomed Nanotechnol.
2008;4(1):44-51.
3. Bazylinski DA, Schübbe S. Controlled biomineralization by and
applications of magnetotactic bacteria. Adv Appl Microbiol.
2007;62:21-62. doi: 10.1016/s0065-2164(07)62002-4.
4. Talib A, Khan AA, Ahmed H, Jilani G. The nano-magnetic
dancing of bacteria hand-in-hand with oxygen. Braz Arch
Biol Technol. 2017;60:e17160769. doi: 10.1590/1678-43242017160769.
5. Elcey CD, Kuruvilla AT, Thomas D. Synthesis of magnetite
nanoparticles from optimized iron reducing bacteria isolated
from iron ore mining sites. Int J Curr Microbiol Appl Sci.
2014;3(8):408-17.
6. Schultheiss D, Kube M, Schüler D. Inactivation of the flagellin
gene flaA in Magnetospirillum gryphiswaldense results in
nonmagnetotactic mutants lacking flagellar filaments. Appl
Environ Microbiol. 2004;70(6):3624-31. doi: 10.1128/
aem.70.6.3624-3631.2004.
7. Lefèvre CT, Abreu F, Lins U, Bazylinski DA. A bacterial
backbone: magnetosomes in magnetotactic bacteria. In:
Rai M, Duran N, eds. Metal Nanoparticles in Microbiology.
Berlin: Springer; 2011. p. 75-102. doi: 10.1007/978-3-64218312-6_4.
8. Blakemore RP, Short KA, Bazylinski DA, Rosenblatt
C, Frankel RB. Microaerobic conditions are required
for
magnetite
formation
within
Aquaspirillum
magnetotacticum. Geomicrobiol J. 1985;4(1):53-71. doi:
10.1080/01490458509385920.
9. Bazylinski DA, Frankel RB. Magnetosome formation in
prokaryotes. Nat Rev Microbiol. 2004;2(3):217-30. doi:
10.1038/nrmicro842.
10. Wadhams GH, Armitage JP. Making sense of it all: bacterial
chemotaxis. Nat Rev Mol Cell Biol. 2004;5(12):1024-37. doi:
10.1038/nrm1524.
11. Blakemore
R.
Magnetotactic
bacteria.
Science.
1975;190(4212):377-9. doi: 10.1126/science.170679.
12. Bazylinski DA, Williams TJ. Ecophysiology of magnetotactic
bacteria. In: Schüler D, ed. Magnetoreception and
Magnetosomes in Bacteria. Berlin: Springer; 2006. p. 37-75.
doi: 10.1007/7171_038. p. 37-75.
13. Kohno M, Yamazaki M, Kimura II, Wada M. Effect of
static magnetic fields on bacteria: Streptococcus mutans,
Staphylococcus aureus, and Escherichia coli. Pathophysiology.
2000;7(2):143-8. doi: 10.1016/s0928-4680(00)00042-0.
14. Del Re B, Bersani F, Mesirca P, Giorgi G. Synthesis of DnaK
and GroEL in Escherichia coli cells exposed to different
magnetic field signals. Bioelectrochemistry. 2006;69(1):99103. doi: 10.1016/j.bioelechem.2005.11.006.

18

Avicenna J Environ Health Eng, Volume 7, Issue 1, 2020

15. Amann R, Peplies J, Schüler D. Diversity and taxonomy of
magnetotactic bacteria. In: Schüler D, ed. Magnetoreception
and Magnetosomes in Bacteria. Berlin: Springer; 2006. p. 2536. doi: 10.1007/7171_037.
16. Letuta UG, Tikhonova TA. Magnetic fields and magnetic
isotope 25 Mg effects on biofilms formation by bacteria E.
coli. Dokl Biochem Biophys. 2019;484(1):85-7. doi: 10.1134/
s160767291901023x.
17. Novák J, Strasák L, Fojt L, Slaninová I, Vetterl V. Effects
of low-frequency magnetic fields on the viability of
yeast Saccharomyces cerevisiae. Bioelectrochemistry.
2007;70(1):115-21. doi: 10.1016/j.bioelechem.2006.03.029.
18. Dini L, Abbro L. Bioeffects of moderate-intensity static
magnetic fields on cell cultures. Micron. 2005;36(3):195-217.
doi: 10.1016/j.micron.2004.12.009.
19. Gao W, Liu Y, Zhou J, Pan H. Effects of a strong static magnetic
field on bacterium Shewanella oneidensis: an assessment
by using whole genome microarray. Bioelectromagnetics.
2005;26(7):558-63. doi: 10.1002/bem.20133.
20. Morrow AC, Dunstan RH, King BV, Roberts TK. Metabolic
effects of static magnetic fields on Streptococcus pyogenes.
Bioelectromagnetics. 2007;28(6):439-45. doi: 10.1002/
bem.20332.
21. Ji W, Huang H, Deng A, Pan C. Effects of static magnetic
fields on Escherichia coli. Micron. 2009;40(8):894-8. doi:
10.1016/j.micron.2009.05.010.
22. Ida N. Engineering Electromagnetics. New York: Springer;
2000.
23. Deepika D, Karmakar R, Tirumkudulu MS, Venkatesh KV.
Variation in swimming speed of Escherichia coli in response
to attractant. Arch Microbiol. 2015;197(2):211-22. doi:
10.1007/s00203-014-1044-5.
24. Carranzo IV, editor. Standard Methods for the Examination
of Water and Wastewater. Anales De Hidrología Médica:
Universidad Complutense de Madrid; 2012.
25. Bahaj AS, James PAB, Croudace IW. Metal uptake and
separation using magnetotactic bacteria. IEEE Trans Magn.
1994;30(6):4707-9. doi: 10.1109/20.334196.
26. Bahaj AS, Croudace IW, James PAB, Moeschler FD, Warwick
PE. Continuous radionuclide recovery from wastewater using
magnetotactic bacteria. J Magn Magn Mater. 1998;184(2):2414. doi: 10.1016/s0304-8853(97)01130-x.
27. Rosen AD. Mechanism of action of moderate-intensity static
magnetic fields on biological systems. Cell Biochem Biophys.
2003;39(2):163-73. doi: 10.1385/cbb:39:2:163.
28. Alphandéry E, Faure S, Seksek O, Guyot F, Chebbi I. Chains of
magnetosomes extracted from AMB-1 magnetotactic bacteria
for application in alternative magnetic field cancer therapy.
ACS Nano. 2011;5(8):6279-96. doi: 10.1021/nn201290k.
29. Ginet N, Pardoux R, Adryanczyk G, Garcia D, Brutesco
C, Pignol D. Single-step production of a recyclable
nanobiocatalyst
for
organophosphate
pesticides
biodegradation using functionalized bacterial magnetosomes.
PLoS One. 2011;6(6):e21442. doi: 10.1371/journal.
pone.0021442.
30. Frankel RB, Bazylinski DA. How magnetotactic bacteria make
magnetosomes queue up. Trends Microbiol. 2006;14(8):32931. doi: 10.1016/j.tim.2006.06.004.
31. Bellini S. Ulteriori Studi Sui “Batteri Magnetosensibili”.
Salvatore Instituto di Microbiologia dell’Universita di Pavia;
1963.
32. de Melo RD, Leão P, Abreu F, Acosta-Avalos D. The swimming
orientation of multicellular magnetotactic prokaryotes and
uncultured magnetotactic cocci in magnetic fields similar
to the geomagnetic field reveals differences in magnetotaxis
between them. Antonie Van Leeuwenhoek. 2020;113(2):197-

Magnetotactic Properties of Escherichia Coli
209. doi: 10.1007/s10482-019-01330-3.
33. Haghi M, Maghsoodi MJ, Janipor MB, Seyyedgholizadeh
S. Effect of static magnetic field on E. coli growth. Int J Adv
Biotechnol Res. 2012;3(4):777-81.
34. Wang X, Li Y, Zhao J, Yao H, Chu S, Song Z, et al. Magnetotactic
bacteria: characteristics and environmental applications.
Front Environ Sci Eng. 2020;14(4):56. doi: 10.1007/s11783020-1235-z.
35. Ambashta RD, Sillanpää M. Water purification using magnetic
assistance: a review. J Hazard Mater. 2010;180(1-3):38-49.
doi: 10.1016/j.jhazmat.2010.04.105.
36. Arakaki A, Takeyama H, Tanaka T, Matsunaga T. Cadmium
recovery by a sulfate-reducing magnetotactic bacterium,
Desulfovibrio magneticus RS-1, using magnetic separation.
Appl Biochem Biotechnol. 2002;98-100:833-40. doi:

10.1385/abab:98-100:1-9:833.
37. Sun JB, Duan JH, Dai SL, Ren J, Guo L, Jiang W, et al.
Preparation and anti-tumor efficiency evaluation of
doxorubicin-loaded bacterial magnetosomes: magnetic
nanoparticles as drug carriers isolated from Magnetospirillum
gryphiswaldense. Biotechnol Bioeng. 2008;101(6):1313-20.
doi: 10.1002/bit.22011.
38. Yan L, Zhang S, Chen P, Liu H, Yin H, Li H. Magnetotactic
bacteria, magnetosomes and their application. Microbiol Res.
2012;167(9):507-19. doi: 10.1016/j.micres.2012.04.002.
39. Loghin D, Tremblay C, Mohammadi M, Martel S. Exploiting
the responses of magnetotactic bacteria robotic agents to
enhance displacement control and swarm formation for drug
delivery platforms. Int J Rob Res. 2017;36(11):1195-210. doi:
10.1177/0278364917728331.

Avicenna J Environ Health Eng, Volume 7, Issue 1, 2020

19

