+ 1% (Soils), 2023, 55(6): 1323-1328

DOI: 10.13758/j.cnki.tr.2023.06.020
W, BIMET, SR 5. ROBET P R E R b R R AR RE R I S PiA RPUMERE R E R . £, 2023, 55(6): 1323-1328.

MR MERSREIETRZHUEER SERZRM
EEEEFHFMm”

OB FRE, R, R, S

(1 WA 2 S IR% B, UM 3113005 2 il RIS QAEYMERE B A SLRE, b 311300)

W E: REESPHOEE SR FA L FPRIRMATEE SR ATE U, BN —Zpis Y, AR SC LA H L% ik (SMZ) AU IR
R(TO)TF Y XS, WAL B IR 2 )%(LDPE) U H e rp i A RIEARA 2, DU RBUBEIBT A RE AT T, &S
AAEESELA . AEEBIREIERN (nifH . amod . amoB . nirK il nirS)FPr A ZHUMEILH (sull 1 tet ) FEAR AL, WFFTLE T .
(DLDPE FoU8 AR ANA S35 2408 98 v DU PR SRR e IR e A R AR 5 {EL S 25 (P<0.05)BREAIR T L33 sudl 1 teed HUOPEFEIR A 22
QARSI 3RS A I PR B R RS S A A AR, o, 0.05%(m/m) YR (1) LDPE S50} i 3 (P<0.05) 84 in
T RS AR SR, I HAEESE 15 d R A 3% . GOLDPE RN I i 3 (P<0.05) MR T I R R LI RE LR nifH
nirK 1 nirS WERE, BB T 2 E AT BRIIREIE R amod T amoB WALRL, (BREE HOBRIA IR I, WIS A IR A i+
22540/, ARG AR IR P RO PR R E S AR GG YA R N AR B AR AN 2450 RS 24 A B
KR ROMGHIDEL; B Eme; UERE; AREMIIREER; bR
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Impact of Microplastics on Abundance of Nitrogen Functional Genes and Antibiotic

Resistance Genes in Soil Contaminated by Antibiotics

ZHAO Ting"?, HUANG Shunyin'?, CAI Yimin'?, ZHANG Yutao'?, ZHANG Haibo'?"

(1 School of Environment and Resources, Zhejiang Agriculture and Forestry University, Hangzhou 311300, China; 2 Key
Laboratory of Soil Contamination Bioremediation of Zhejiang Province, Hangzhou 311300, China)

Abstract: The combined or mixed pollution of microplastics and antibiotics due to their same sources has become an emerging
environmental problem in farmland soils. This study is to explore the impact of low-density polyethylene (LDPE) microplastics
amendment on the degradation of two antibiotics: sulfamethoxazole (SMZ) and tetracycline (TC), the changes of ammonium and
nitrate composition, the abundances of nitrogen functional genes (nifH, amoA, amoB, nirK and nirS) and two typical antibiotic
resistance genes (sull and tetA). The results showed that the degradation of SMZ and TC in the soil was not significantly changed
after being amended with LDPE microplastics, however, the abundance of sull and tetA resistance genes in the soil decreased
significantly (P<0.05). A severer impact of LDPE microplastic amending was observed for ammonium nitrogen than nitrate
nitrogen in the soil. LDPE microplastics amended with 0.05% (m/m) significantly (P<0.05) increased the content of ammonium
nitrogen, and such an impact was most prominent on the 15" day of incubation. LDPE microplastics significantly decreased the
abundance of nifH, nirK and nirS genes and changed the composition of the functional genes of the ammonia oxidation process
(amoA and amoB). The abundance difference between amoAd and amoB decreased with the increase of microplastics amendment.
This study is of great significance for further understanding the changes in nitrogen form and the risk of resistance genes in soil
environment under a microplastics-antibiotics composite/mixed pollution system.

Key words: Polyethylene microplastics; Sulfamethoxazole; Tetracycline; Nitrogen functional genes; Resistance gene
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AL 1) ity DR ) 5 | R %) PR L I e e —
JEARIRAZ E AR M Z — . SR R R AR
N G, B R ST P R Aok
PR — SRS G ) OB B B BT kiR
/NF 5 mm AERRIIISIRL . 4 O A SCERIGE , iRtk H
TR G Y BT =1k 7.10 x 107~ 4.69 x 10%4~/kg!,
Hp B 2GR EAR F 38 P At d5 R0k, ok
FEAROIBRIERIP SRR, W R WO AT
i) + R R IG5 b K HAR A s 4L, I
H A2 38 nifH . amod . nirk 58 EFALTh
AESEH RN & e A 205 e R e S RO R
REPUAERTE LR LR A R, = Al ik
8.4 mg/kg®, PUER G YL — 4 FEIET P LY
it 245 M A i, JFIE R P AE R P SR (ARGSs) il
FEARBE LR, ORI IREE h ARGs R
AT S L SR AR R A A . A BFSE R
I OBRH TS el T BRI HIPIAE R AT ARGs
FOTH L, AT N EAE b e ae T L,
MEA HGE R LR H, b - e i A R e
REFE A AIBTA: Ry R A 2, SEhrqe 1
o, RSP AR R AT Y S A A A
W, BHEIUAERG R AIED, ORI HIEA R
Uite L F ARGs F AL s2m , XFINRA R ik

FIFHFI ARGs 975 Y RS B 2 2 .

AWEFT LIIC S B B £ 45 (LDPE) G B RE . ik fri R
I s (SMZ) MU IR 25 (TC) R HhRTG 5, LILLerK
it Rt e, It A Tds bl Zhil a5+
B, TE N TAUMERE 260 T IF B R 3080, mhoe i
R AE RTG R IR T R RIE S AR L)
RESLP R ARGs ZEfLBySEMm, iTAh L3R kbt
A A T5 YR IR PR AU $ A B S %

1 #RERE

1.1 fikart

PR AW TABUN TR X (30°18' 59.32" N,
119°44'32.85"E) AR IE /K FHR)Z 4:(0 ~ 20 em), J& T
R TR EHERESELEE T,
FEEBRABAERARSEM, 5 2 mm 05 02 AH DAL
PR, 1 A g SRR M T, IR A
B Z ARG g L. BRI E ) LDPE
ks, FEPRIAE 678 um, W B LIk FHEIFLHE RN A R
ISwlo BEAPTA R B PUIRE Y R ATAL,
W A IR AR AT R A F . AT A R T
b BT B E AR AE BNV HLB SPE(SEE  Supelco)
ANEE, T A ISR o R SR g i
e (14 F SR FR R 19 HPLC 2R (i 4t

F1 kB EREBAMR

Table 1 Physicochemical properties of tested paddy soil

+ 4 pH  AHlik(g/ke)  PIEMER (mg/ke)

2% (gke) EWi(gke)

A %W (mg/kg)

KFELE 55 25.7 906.8 1.5

AR (mgke) A (mg/kg)
8

0.2 51.6 .6 27.5

1.2 ERETEEFAR

FE N R R B 3 A BE L 6 B AR
PRI 10 mg/kg ik e FF I S T DU A 255X R R A R 1Y)
4 (CK) s FEAHTRN MR BE (oA R A b BEIE Ak 1, &%
BT URIN0.05% F10.5%(m/m)LDPE {38 R4k i w5 4>
A, A HERE N 0.05%PE. 0.5%PE. H~4b
P E3IANES,

FREGE 2 mm i 6 650 g K+ 3E0CE T 1 L 3%
R, RN T AU FRA P s e —F . PG IR
SN IR 25 C, HXTREE 80%, LIS ARG AR
12 h 2%, HHEOKSHRRE H KRR 60%. FiEFE
S5 A A N A 50 mL i e FE g sk A
VYRR IR A VW (MR AE 2V 48 130 mg/L), 72
O3] I W R AR R AE R Y Rk E
10 mg/kg. & X BRI AL B 435, /I 0325 ¢
F13.25 g LDPE fiih, Feoridtdysy, (et

IEF] 0.05%(m/m)F 0.5%(m/m). 355529 d, ¥k
PF SRS — 8, B, A RITESE 1.
8. 15,22, 29 RHUEIEREN, M -5 rh il i v
e PUMER . RAA . EEAANSE, 29 KMt
SR i TR S0 5 B 3 PR R AR R R AL D RE S IR F
1.3 MEFE
AR B E T %2 R IR AR
STk ) Bl 439 pH SR B A 28 pH I,
FIKEE R 12 2.5(m ¢ V) 1 HERAT HLRR R FH AR v 4%
TR BRI AE 5 R LI E RUEIE ; 2wk
R m AR, WAERSHESE Ak A
J5 T 700 nm P T MEMOGEE . S ER ISy
ECREI A, B AR R FHEE My i L (kD o A 4K
BER A= AR, AP Ok B as Tk
£ 700 nm Ab I WO o 43 TR ALK B $
WS 2% 3CHk[9], #BUKE 0.45 um PTFE )5 -
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TIEHUAERINGE : FRAT LR 2.00 g, IMAH
Ii/EDTA-Mcllvaine SRR GW(V © V=1 : 1)20 mL,
PR 30 min, PKHHEEATSEE 10 min, B0, fHIETF
Wt IR . SR A LR DR R SR 2 Ik, BT
FEBORH FH KR REZE 500 mL. FH [FAH A€ BCK: B i
B i e A 2R AT A5 R 4R 5 I 3 284 500 mL
FEWGA L 3.0 mL/min 1 3 58 A TG ALt () HLB /)
FE(10 mL HF AT 10 mL 7K i%4k), SRJ5 & HLB /)
F£ 20 min, FH 10 mL HEL(E 0.1% HER, VLA
1.0 mL/min [ FEVEBE/INVEE L BT 2 S Ve
JERWE 1.5 mL 24, FHAFEGE 0.1% MHR,
VIVEZSZ 2.0 mL, IR 0.22 pm JEAE, &AL
VAR (0,15 48 482 (U3000, Thermo Fisher) 5 il % HY
I AR R PU) S 28 140 R B2 o AN SR FH 1 378 sh A R B
K 0.1%FR)(10 = 90, V/V), %A 1 mL/min,
PEEFER 30 °C, FERER 20 pL, Z4MEMIE K4 278 nm.,
3 3 VAR 0 [ A A T D A 48 e e R
WA T DY PR 2R 1 RT3 53 ) 94% T 90%

+1% DNA $#2£5(: K] OMEGA Soil DNA Kit iz
77| £ (M5635-02)(Omega Bio-Tek, Norcross, GA, USA)
PRI B AR (DNA), DNA YR FE N4l
43 $IFIF Nanodrop 2000(Thermo Fisher Scientific,
Waltham, MA, USA)E AR F B Hr R 1.2%
T W B I FR VKR

PCR #lf: 725 PCR ¥ 34951 ¥ ILER 2,
FWARZR 20 uL, f14%: 2 x TB Green Premix Ex Taq
10 pL, EMTIH(10 pmol/L)0.8 uL. 514
(10 pmol/L)0.8 uL, DNA #ifR 2 uL, #hH 757K (ddH,0)
6.4 ~20 uL, PIEFFUIT: 95 C FAE 30, 35
MBI 95 °C AP 55.60°C 1Bk 30s Fll 72°C %iE
i 30 s I PCR SR SEHT 56 G E 1/ (TIB8600)
PSRN 80.8% ~ 83.4%, triEdhdk R {EHAT
0.994 ~ 0.999,  [w] i 45 fift il 26 ) BA— D 1% 1 B B3
PARES Y 1, it 2% Bl PEEI UK IHIE PCR
Py peyy Rl TR, TR 28 I 56 IR 1
Nanodrop 2000 JITERE , GA% I SRR EERR RS 1k
— ZHIFRESH (10" ~ 10° copies/uL) T4 iiAniERT £E

F2 AEANERRAASIMER

Table 2 Experimental detected genes and used primers

L% 2|94 751 (5'-3") Z:2% SR

tetd Ng tet(A) F GCTACATCCTGCTTGCCTTC [10]
Ng tet(A) R CATAGATCGCCGTGAAGAGG

Sull Peisul | F GACGAGATTGTGCGGTTCTT (1]
Peisul I R GAGACCAATAGCGGAAGCC

nifH nifH-F AAAGGYGGWATCGGYAARTCCACCAC [12]

nifH-R TTGTTSGCSGCRTACATSGCCATCAT

AmoB AmoB-F GGGGTTTCTACTGGTGGT [13]
AmoB-R CCCCTCKGSAAAGCCTTCTTC

amoA Arch-amoA26F GACTACATMTTCTAYACWGAYTGGGC [14]

Arch-amoA417R

GGKGTCATRTATGGWGGYAAYGTTGG

nirk nirkKF1aCu ATCATGGTSCTGCCGCG [15]
nirKR3Cu GCCTCGATCAGRTTGTGGTT

nirS cd3aF GTCAACGTGAAGGAAACCGG [16]
R3cd GAGTTCGGATGGGTCTTGA

1.4 HEHITESH

TR 3G H AR I PR F5 DUE (OXG) TR 7

C,= K lgX, +b (1)
Ao K OMAREIZRRER, b MAREILEEE, N
B dhE i PCR 734 RO TR R UL

K HH Excel 2019 #1748 3153 ; R Origin 2021
HEATVER s SR A SPSS 22 B i A T2 N 2 )5 22504
AR A B2 18] ) 22 HL AR Tukey SEitAa 5672, LA
0.05 /KF-Ge 24 5 (10 i & 1

2 HRSiE

2.1 TENESEMNIHETHHE

- 3 e i e FR R e R D B R B A B AR AR AL
WE 1R, TRAE I, 5535 29 d A 358 b i i
W 148 DU A 2R R i 32 50 0 87.6% ~ 88.3% Al
751% ~ 77.6%. BiA A L P MR TiE 2 A
R, WEASRE . W G RERMA Y
TN VRN 0.05% 1 0.5% 14 PE (RS R
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382 (P>0.05) 5% M sk Jie FEY WG s 70 D70 S 38 114 5 e 26
X5 Wang UM gT & B BTN 1% 9 PE i
SRREGT IR TN U B 7 A [ A o A 25 RO R — 3. —
Dy, BEASESE R PR A R R
TR I YA R, X 2625 S5 3455 1] BB S 80

1CK
-

2 9

> St 77

%2— g b a a a a g a
Al

IR (d)

0.05%PE

PRGBS AN . S5 —Jr T, W
A ER Y], LDPE U BHEAR pH Z&0F T X HTAE R
W BRI, DA L HE SR S 1 AR AR R
WF5E W B PE WO RE R DU 3R 28 A % B St Fifi 35 pH 3
T 2 3 0

B 0.5%PE
Tra (B)
6
25
oh a
£ 4l b b a a ,
3:4; 3
T . .
22 a a2 a a
1 %
0
8 15 22 29

BRI (@)

(B /NG F R 3678 Ah B R 22 5 {35 (P<0.05), T IA])
E1 TEEFEHERNMERSENHNTEL

Fig. 1 SMZ and TC contents in soil incubation

22 MEBEAXNTERAEEREERFEENTG
%3 AHEFR 29 d JE SRR BT A (sull)
PR BPE R (retA)BFJE . 0.05%PE . 0.5%PE
TSR A X B3 rh retd EJEAM IR 1.06
x 107, 1.57x 10" F1 1.95 x 10" copies/g. #HH.TF X}
14, 0.05%PE H1 0.5%PE kb3 3 terd Hi
PEFEDH ERE M IEAR T 45.6% I 19.5%. [FkE, 1%
SRR IR sull (F BB RIREAR T 44.7% FI
40.5%. FI UL, LDPE T RHAS I 25 (P<0.05) %A% T
TR RO R . B 1 AT, A
FEWI, P OB N I R 52 bt AR 2R 0 I i
R, BEFRESHR, 3 ABPUAE RSB IARARRG
WX (P>0.05). AR EN, MRS RES
TE B X e AR R R M, AATXT ARGs A=
WSS, SRR R 0 W AR
R TR N R - A R R A e A
HsZR , PR e b B R 30 ARG “F B2 IR 5T
RO AR A B AHDCE . AR R, M8
BT 3ER ARGs 35 9 228 57 2 O Rb R A% | B 55
BfE] L 2 KRR B AR, A T 2 1 KU R
FEv . RHEE SR A R A s R BRI R U R R )
FRONCI peAh, ORGS0 ARGs FEA E
& 2550 R R AT AR 5 SRR W R VR AR AR A
X%, MmEHER ARGs F P G 2 /i B
T TAERIAPY, LDPE S0k Jin i 2 i 25 52 1) +-
e P REVE AU RS H . S AMB A IR R, TRk
XFEHE ARGs =F B2 Y52 Mt ] BEiE o e AR

IZOTE A 221 RS
£3 TRALEBRAEFHEERTE

Table 3 ARGs abundances under different treatments

Ab ¥ tetd (107 copies/g) sull (107 copies/g)

CK 1.95+049a 2.15+0.87a
0.05%PE 1.06 £0.71b 1.19+£0.26b
0.5%PE 1.57 £ 0.56 ab 1.28 £ 0.06 b

TE: [RSVEE/NG TR 3R AL B E 22 53 (8.3 (P<0.05),
IEE

2.3 MENMTRARSRETIEPTNERESHENT

K 2 e SR SR SRSk
e FEPE SRS AR 2 AT AT T, BE
TRl T RS MESEA MR 23 BT, &
22 d JEWsA TR L, iR, A
R 2R R E, AR FImESAT
R A] g2 T R ™ A — R IR AR BUR
Ry KA, B 2 MEERE B, PR
BT, T e Ak B X - 398 e 2 AR A B R AR A T
BEE R, U, 0.05%PE LRI, 35k
SRS R TEP<0.05) T CK; 0.5%PE {88k hb 3
FEREFREE 15 KAEEFRES 29 KA [a] Betl B 2%
(P<0.05)i T CK. [FIl}, 7E3E5R55 15 K, LDPE il
SERAS N ) L e A A E T IR RS A
KT A 5 OB R NS B = TR S 1, OB
e [ U A W ) o HeAT PO s R AT
oA A B 3R RIS & B 0.5%LDPE (4.8 ~
5 mm)ESINRERIN T NHy & at, SR
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o [ A0 PRSI FT AR ], LDPE U8k
W3R SRIS , BR TSRS YRS, BAT [ A2
HE M91A 78 B Bl (Burkholderiaceae) W A Xt 3 Bt i
& LT,
24 MEBERBMAERSELIERRERNINE
FERRMm
4 HE T AR A PR A g v [ R A D 3
(nifH) . &AL REDIREFE K (amod FI amoB) FII AR
A B R (nirk 1 nirS) S DIREFEN I, " LIF
il LDPE OB EHAS AL B SR FREAR T R ARk

INRERERA=ERE, JFELA 0.05% AInEfs2mf k.
Lt HRAE, 46Xt =F B A F] 3 (P<0.05) T FEAY AU
CINRESENA nifH . nirk F1 nirS. Zhao ZFPHRIE T
nifH FE5 HERSA S B2 G, RFRT,
0.05%PE RS Ak B rh A & i 1038 v T 0 AR
AbFR, T nifH R E T, LDPE OBEHE AL 21
T nirK F1 nirS PR BE A0, ] RESE A 491 S i
RN, SRR, AU, R
15 d T3, GOBRHES AL B A RS S B T
XTHEHE, 5 nirK FIl nirS L8 32 BERERAETE SRR

—=-CK —-0.05%PE - 0.5%PE

60

(A)
—_~ a a N
% 50F 4 a a a
g a a
N2 a
& 40l
@ 40
.Eg a
a
30f a
1 8 15 2 29

IR 1) (d)
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— 140}
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Fig.2 Nitrate and ammonium nitrogen contents in soil incubation

T4 TRLETEREHUIGERER

Table 4 Nitrogen functional genes abundances under different soil treatments

Ab 3 nifH(10® copies/g) amoB(10° copies/g)  amoA(107 copies/g) nirk(10° copies/g) nirS(10' copies/g)

CK 1.93+1.60a 3.67+3.82a 0.95+0.54a 1.08 £ 0.66 a 1.05+£0.27 a
0.05%PE 1.14 £ 0.29 ab 1.74+£198a 224+125a 0.43+£0.34b 0.52+£0.18 b
0.5%PE 0.24£0.16b 0.31+0.46a 2.35+2.00a 0.65+0.21ab 0.80 £0.03 ab

ANEAFR A amod 5 amoB BN FJE 4R
LRI 2 FIE(P>0.05). XFIRALBEH amoB FJE#
WERT amod, BFEE IR IMEIGIN, amoA
5 amoB FEFERE M2 S40/N, W £ &N
R, fE—RH AT amoB LT amod XAk
YEHEE A EZE, &2 7 ESMEH. Bk, LDPE %
BURHAS e T s A A R ) Re R R 4 i A AR A
AT AT BE S e 1 S A R AL A o e oh , dAa BE 9 R
amoB . amoA T 5 ZFNIMNEY) T UNTERIAE) 52
M) 777 EH 0 B AR A I B, AR5 R 45 SR B 5
AHAL

3 it

LDPE {88 Rk A8 I tof A 18 0 25 20 B i 1 5 i 22
o TR S A S ey, Hr, 0.05%(m/m)LDPE
FHCAARL S i A B N T IR P S A R, O
HAEREFR 15 d IG5k 3% . LDPE OB RNA &

0 5 SR A A v DU A R i O e ) R AR AR

(HZ AL T R eI sull | tetd, VKRR
FEALIIRESEIN nifH | nirK F nirS WO . [AIRE, A
9K ], LDPE R Inek s 1 2 E b2 e
amoA Fl amoB WAL K., I H Bl E RS fin & 1
I, amod £ FERI LTI amoB - BE I T K
KA A] HE— 2P B5 5 IR SR T R T A
Tt AR R P EE R RA ZR A D e R 2 R = Y
Ak, BRI 3R DD e BE R () S2mm AL

S 3k
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