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Environmental Fate and Regulation of Atrazine in Upland Red Soil Under Different

Fertilization Regimes

DONG Panyue'?, CHEN Yuzhu', ZENG Jun', LIN Xiangui', LUO Yongming', WU Yucheng'**

(1 CAS Key Laboratory of Soil Environment and Pollution Remediation, Institute of Soil Science, Chinese Academy of Sciences,
Nanjing 210008, China; 2 University of Chinese Academy of Sciences, Beijing 100049, China)

Abstract: In this study, upland red soils under different fertilization regimes were collected, and soil microcosms supplemented
with lignin or milled oyster shell (OS) were established. Isotope tracer and molecular assays were used to evaluate the effects of
fertilization and soil amelioration on atrazine mineralization and degrading microbes. The results show that the accumulative
mineralization of atrazine is less than 0.33% in soils fertilized with mineral and farm yard manure fertilizers. Milled OS
significantly enhances the mineralization of atrazine to 43.3% in the mineral and 9.51% in the manure fertilized soils, respectively,
coupled to an increase in soil pH and to changing bacterial communities. Meanwhile, azzC and trzN genes that are responsible for
atrazine biodegradation are enriched. In contrast, lignin does not stimulate atrazine mineralization. Instead, lignin considerably
increases the formation of nonextractable residues, thus decreases the bioavailability of atrazine. These findings contribute to a
comprehensive understanding of environmental fate of atrazine in red soil, and highlight the potential of soil amelioration in
mitigating pollutants.

Key words: Atrazine; Red soil; Soil amelioration; Microbial degradation; Environmental fate
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FIJTHBIX, BUREREEE T 3K | H RS i 2 e
il BRI R . ST, SBORZE LM
HFEoK B bR oK b BT R K R = i A )
P RN AR AR PR XU o BT B T S
ISP, AR R R RT 45 5 e . B S £ 0 AR
i BT8P A e ek B 1 BT R T e X S A
Py s Y L RV T e 4 A A B A sl
b B A BT RS R ), b s Y A EAE
FE[R] e 3 B RL HER BRI

b A==, HR ML . R S T
THER R, SRR A ) RS AN R R LR
M5 3B B A b 12 SR A BT
QW E IR S EREA T . i, AP RR AR IR
FHBREREGJH ST 158 pH, 205 QM RIRERE . T A5
REEA SR Z I 7 s e 13 1 H i,
ATk Z XA [RIBEAL | A R]  598 h R A R 0 T £33 o
BT e e o R AR AR SRS L 20 K
E AL IR , BEE IR, Gl R R BRI
FEVRI T BE RSN R 50T PSR ) BRI U 5 R
FHAMCA: Wy v e P 25 7 3k, ST S B R i v I
AR A P T PR v I 0 o AT 4 2RAT B T B A AN
(7] 7t A Ak FHL T 57l 21 89 v B e 4 Gl A 0 % e
HE, IE N IT A 0E T LR A PTG e R S fit
REISIE

1 #MREIE

1.1 it

A3 R 7 VG R AR S R G KA
Pl LI A 5 3 1 300 07 it A a0 b, - 82 AN 2
WAL ARt ZRBIRT 1996 47, AR HEECL
T AL I (O) R ZE BC T # (M) S Kb 3, 7F 4
ANEE/NXFREFRZE 10 cm FZHIEFHE H—
MREFE BT JE A o 2 mm 5, 647 T 4 C.
2R, A AE 1 U AT ALAE 1458 M py AR
AR S33 R . pH 513, 6.20(F7KIE 1 : 2.5, m: V),
AHLE 12.0, 13.9 g/kg, 4% 0.84, 1.00 g/kg, 4=H
0.36. 1.15 g/kg, 48 15.8. 14.9 g/kg, HAlFEA B
e 2 WL SCHk[16]
1.2 =ik F

Ye- BT 4 $7 HE W | American  Radiolabeled
Chemicals, Inc., '>C-Bu R (4l >97%) W [ B 74 2%
(YRR Tl & A BRA A, AT Z W A
Sigma-Aldrich, #LW5FEK K A Hl. HoA T R 2
SyMTalis L L.

1.3 Rt

BEE P TA TR, WFFEAS ] it AT 213 v s
B PRSI S RS R 2 . 5 — A6 (U
Dilfl i IATRA R C- Fi PC-BlE R A 5T 5 Y
MPREEIE R, LT 4 AARIEER 1) (AR RERL
BRXIR(CK), CK JERf E ARG 8 7 pH 4k
FHOS). TIMAFRAFR(L) . FIH WGk KA 5
R (OS+L), 2 415 A% IDFE ik 4 ~Abi
HACAS I =BT | 57 38 N7 AN B Ry e £ %ot
HR(CKO), FHFHEGEA: YiEiEman . i b B i%
SO3ANER

xz 1 KEAE

Table 1 Experimental treatment

A HEWEFERI(0S)  RBTRL)  FlRHhE Rl
CKO - - - i}
CK - - + I 1I
0s + - + L1I
L - + + L1I
OS+L + + + LI

W +NAT, - RJG; PIERRIE AR R 50 pg/g, MC BTERRL
HEE IR 2.0X10° DPM/g; HWFF M FA R Z I RA 58N
10 mg/g.

IR LW SEHT, TSETF R T 47 4
145 pH MBOCRITAL . 455 FKW, A 0.5% 3 1%
SRR 5 R AE 14 pH AR LR, 1Y
PRI, 5918 T B L B e Wi A A T (1%)
AE K (110 d)ZE 5 435 pH ST i, eI 9E i
B R 1%, RBTER RS ESCHR[15]1
EHN 1%

TR E N 60 ml BLEHEEA 5.0 g
T HE, BTRRRLE A INA S OO T S
AR R S Y - K S R R K = 60%, T8
WA RS C)F . i 1 g A BRI g
4CO,, IREAE AT REIRERRE, M C fE e
P s RIS I TREREE 7 /. 56 14 A TRt
HUKHE, 423 DNA J5 T Rl FAS T
1.4 PUSFHRT . FTRESHEESHNE

WALESY . H 1 mol/L NaOH iAW Uk CO,, F
AR ISR B e Mco, &, HHE ik “co,
B, T IER BT R B L i 5

PRI BERES R, RS XTI 60 H
i, PIEA. ECkE 101 IRBWGEAHREL 30 min,
2500 r/min 0> 5 min, £3H 5 g KRN IE
e E MR, EE 3 . BURIe AT, 1E
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WHEH, A RFIEAC AL BT 5 LTS rp BT L A PRI U B A S 5 1203

CUGEVA i, TRIN T DU  nT RS &

JEREIR S E HRAS A A WAL N, IEC ki
BUR R IR, 278 Ny -5 FIAJC4 NaOH,
250 r/min #&7% 24 h J5, 16 000 g &5.0> 30 min, Y4
TR, W NI B A R R A R A A A Y
Al FEC2 ml BYEW, WA HCLIET £ pH K 1.0,
1 4 °C PLUE 24h, 5000 g 5.0 30 min, HU S
e, 550 5 BEERIES G A o P FHYE RN Ay BT
HIEERNEE A
1.5 DNA &I, SEENF RS

fii[f] FastDNA® SPIN Kit for Soils i & (MP
Biomedicals, Solon, USA){2H 1% DNA. FIH5¥
341F/805R ¥ MG 4H T 16S rRNA JE[H, HE M54
WA S bp FIEHARIC. YIS, ZBURHEER H Ik
BAE, ®WAFES PCR ¥ FARE/RIRG, KR
Ilumina Miseq 1= 38 i U771 & (B0 D 98) o il HBRIA
SR QUME 1.9.1 J TP 5 508 o S 1 e DF 2 |
Fe Xt JE 75 97% A BL 4 K SF Sl 43 #AE 43 28 ot
(operational taxonomic unit, OTU), i#id5 SILVA %
DR o LU o R e o2
1.6 ZHE 16S rRNA KPEfEINRE

S

SRV, SRAE L PCR J7 kil #5645 i
YA 16S rRNA FIFHRFRLEL D RE L B (arzC AN
trzN) PR PE DU, 58 PCR ARiESH I 45 )7 . PCR
PR A By, 4lifb)EiE DNA WP, 23183k
PEULRL, o A R o] 45 A v 28 (#2 LR L 107 ~
10% copies/ul), & PCR FrifEfiZk R>>0.99, ¥ ik
R =80%.

K SYBR Green J5 kXt HE i 475 & PCR Ml
FE , LATCRKAE R BT 8 L 3 3 7 7 2 BRSOk o
MR A IR ml 1% BB WHRE A r UK A DA 3
R Sk
1.7 AC K N BEEZE. NFESFEISH

PCR ¥4 atzC J trzN &M, PCR =¥ & LUk S8
i, B H RS aifb s s = pESI-T #hik, Jik
Z ARG . X AT 1R V& 31T PCR %57,
I — 5 PR G AR UL, W)k P28 PH P S
FEM T . Pk T A & LR A MBI R s,
Mothur F /AT HEX AT R A0 E 0 2500 OTU. R
H MEGAG6 #f4, L) Neighbor-Joining J5 ¥ 837 atzC
W trzN FER R G L BW .

1.8 #IES
K H SPSS19.0 #EATHAZ 250 (ANOVA),

EE= PCR

FH->k H Duncan 2 8 U BORFINT 25 57 2 3 14:(P<0.05)
HI R Studio #9 vegan 3158 75 F5 i &5 (bray distance)
PEAT 3 Ak B5 43 BT (principal co-ordinates analysis ,
PCoA). — It 53t 15 1:27% SCHR[15]. & H pheatmap
43 (https://CRAN. R-project.org/package=pheatmap)i/t
ik o pr .

2 #R

2.1 ARESETHYSFRLERIFE)T#

I TR ASE 28 7% B BT e e A 3B 32 i Ay I
L, GERNE 1R, 16 AR IRIA], PR R 1
e rp BT R Y SRR R B 0.25% Al
0.33%(& 1A). O8I 1% $Hdsekyis, FlRsR A a-
L3R N . 78 U-0S b3, 16 J& R fb 35 5]
43.3%; M-OS 4b#irf, ZRH LR WAE] 9.51%,
BRI R Z AL BE(U-L . M-L)XJ B4 e a1k 15
AR, 7E RIS EINAGE . AR R bR
XA, BRI it e, Hop
U-OS+L HIH 1R K 12.3%, M-OS+L 244 2.67%.

BRA LA, 4 1 e rh B AE A BT - it — 4
X434 DCM Al $EHUA A DB 2, A 24 (AL 46 6 SR
s BLRRAL ). MG 2E 45 M ) DCM Al $2HL
A5 T LA 38 U(E] 1B) o 4552 45 305 0 A7 A
Z5, TELAE L3, U-OS 4bFH i 25 R A% nT 2 5
BE 6.33%, HE M-0S 4bHith DCM 2£HUZS K
35.7%, fEPXREALEE . xR, AR AR
fIK T WiFP 130 DCM BEEUGE, 17 [RIEHIn A 4TG5 58 43
FUR T2 AR AR I a5

Bl RFRLEE T 5 E A PO LSS G ik A 13
o R AP EVA EREAS T E B A (E 10). TR
TR 5T 2 % 8 B 2 45 6 4 4 A e EVE (] 1D),
U-OS+L AbHE, 21.7% BB EE-C 5 8 AR 4%
G, TR 87.8 4% ; s e -4, M-L . M-OS+L
Wb PR BT IR 45 A A4 N 26.0% . 21.0%, &
M-CK(4.3%) ) 6.1 {55 F1 4.9 £i%,
2.2 YAE 16S rRNA EFE 5F4Fh i FEREINAE

EEE

K E f PCR MZE 40 16S rRNA JEA | Fly
PRI RERE N arzC. trzN BOFE ULKL, 2550400 2
. MidgHt3E M P 16S rRNA JE R H D1 EUE
M TR e -3 U, B5RE], U-CKO. U-CK.,
U-OS 254 A0 B 16S rRNA HEPH#2 DU B 47 A Fa
GE WA R D, I ARG
1.53x10° copies/g HINFNRGFE4EHATH) 3.54x10° (U-L)

http://soils.issas.ac.cn



(A. PIFRSRIEED™ 3, B. Plkshiid DCM nl I ; C. BildFhid s ERAS 545 D. PSR Hm R4S 574 . M:
AP LI, CK: XHE; OS: WANHUETEA; L. WIARFIER; OS+L: MMM FIATIR . KNG 5B [FlR7m A B 0] 22 55

1204 + e 54 %
60 - 50
w o, (B)
~ 45t 40
S S
] iz R
& 30t o ¥
= RN
S sl b b £ 0f
o .5 c
= bc = od
i 10 [
(NN ™ B ™
0 0
FF VY FF Y & F VY
o o o
50 - AbFg 40 - Ab i
©) (D)
40 F
g i ;\3\ 30 a
® 30k b I a
4 d 3 hiJP
® d =0
£ 20 5
Pad SO
6 ¢ < C '_P 10F
= 10f b
b P % b
0 oL==
& > v %x\» & &F v %X\» & Fv %X\» & F v %X\»
o o o o
AbPE Qb ¥

it

U: LAt 3%

2(P<0.05), T
1 TIEMFHPESFROENY L R)EFE

Fig. 1
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Mineralization and fate of atrazine

10 0w
(B) 5 7W
ab m 14w
~ 8t T a
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= I L I [
& 4 cd
= cd cd r o
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1 | J
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AbH

(A. JALAE 3, B. A HUELTE; oW, 7W. 14W fCEEEFHE 0. 7. 148, TR
2 TIEMFEHDA 16S rRNA EEFEE

Fig. 2

Al 4.22x10° copies/g(U-OS+L)(E 2A)., M-CKO .
M-CK. M-OS #AubBH#5 DU 5.24x10° copies/g
I3 T RER] 4.43%10°, 2.49x10° Fi1 2.90x10° copies/g;
WA 057 TR %, M-L. M-OS+L #b#f
R 3 DR INIE S 2] 6.37x10° F1 7.31x10° copies/g
(K 2B).

AAE RN WG 3 B ZL BR(U-0S . M-OS) il

16S rRNA gene abundances in inorganic fertilizer soil (A) and organic fertilizer soil(B)

PG arzC M oz FEDH L BEFRIE], PSSR Y F
JEARA AR, B TR 7 Ay, AL 1%
H B A 7 R R A ) AR R R B DLy S Gk B
2.59x107 copies/g i1 3.22x10” copies/g, JLT-J2&:/itifL AL
TIERYIT 10 £, BEE B IR R A SEA, PP 43
B AR Y O e ) i DRI b AR AG, SR IR A R,
M-OS Iy RESE PR F5 DUEIR T A R
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AT AT AR BE R 5 M 2T 8 r BT R A PRI U e A P 5 1205

23 TIEAREESHERAR

P 16S TRNA FE [ 53 50 7 3K A5 589 4%
A, BAFERTANECH 34 519 ~ 127 987, iX
LIPFNLE 97% AUV 414538 7473 4~ OTU, Jf
BT T AR A SRR AT o o-Z2 R
Fraf (& 3A) R, A S T3 M Pl B RIS Y
YiRh s R A B S e IE £ U, 5
CKO AbHEAH H, CK AbHRrp () BT RE R R A T 39
BIPIRhE B R S 2R MW MK R T i i)
PRl B S e, R R WA T A i b
Fu BN T A 2R

; : : 0.993

(A) : ] o 0.990

. : : : 0.987
Simpson : ; A =0.984
Shannon I I
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\5 N SO NG
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Fig. 3 Diversity analysis of bacterial community
(A) 100 ) 100

K H A BRI HT(PCoA) B A AL BRIE] Y B-Z
PEZE S o ZER R, B (B] A - 398 00 20 TR v 445
F A B AR A (B 3B). HEF A S — Rl RS — A
Iy RIERET 46.42% T 17.11% MIREVEZAR S WiRh+
HEFRTNE SR AT, BRI [R] it AT X 4 B R
R E T, U-L, U-OS. U-OS+L 5 U-CK [a]#E
BRI R, PERTERACIE R, G R Y
pH XFTHHPARFIE R ZER TR TR . eSS 115
L, 5XIE M-CK MiE 5k M-OS, M-L. M-OS+L
AP 380, 2R BH AR 28 AR AR 3 4 0 5 3 B8 Ay B
o A RTRERL T A R TR B- AR R /N

TR P55 SILVA Bl s T et s, 8
AR R T 1% AR 1T 01 (B 4). 458 5
7, FIEH B 38 R R R A 2 5« ifafk
JE 18 b 4 25 B ] (Chloroflexi, AHXFFEEE 31.76% ~
33.05%). 72 | J(Planctomycetes, 6.24% ~ 11.62%)
FAAFDRT = B B e T A 2 198 (12.20% ~ 15.19%,
4.07% ~ 7.84%), 11 M HZE AT ] (Actinobacteria,
16.8% ~ 19.91%). JEEERH ] (Firmicutes, 6.99% ~
9.44%) I AHT =F B2 3 1 Tl AR IE 38

WA ST RN BT 2R 34 U S A0 AR T T A 5 A 4
WA, FERINASILE ] (Proteobacteria) A X} 3
JESEIN, SIET] . BRFTET] (Acidobacteria) . JEERE
B 1] (Firmicutes) F 1% . I AN 5 72 8 B B 88 n 1
U-0S. U-OS+L. M-OS. M-OS+L Ab¥ r 2 e i 14
I'T(Gemmatimonadetes) A XS =B, 9T U-0S.
U-OS+L H LT E ] (Bacteroidetes) AR =5 5 i A
FEEB BT U-L. M-L 2B b il i 25 1T He ol

RERGTXS IR A WEFEN . AR R AL A1 R
fRme W REAE R = e B 22 R Rl IFTERKE
X 22 S AT IR S A (B 5) TRD A% A B
M Cyanobacteria

M Patescibacteria
m WPS-2

< B Verrucomicrobia
< W Bacteroidetes
b 50 Firmicutes
Hi— I Gemmatimonadetes
= Planctomycetes
= Acidobacteria
Actinobacteria
M Chloroflexi
B Proteobacteria
'\ NN '\ v \b& \b& \b& b\ AN A b\ b& \b\ \b\ /b&
C%Q *k* O%Q & Ck, S @ ‘1;\(32\0%@\’ x\’{_' Cl" O%QV N

(A. TALIE L3, B. iy HLIE 1)
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Fig. 4 Relative abundances of bacteria at phylum level
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55 6 0 HEEE A R [RIHEALAR FE R SR T M BT ) PR U e B R R oY 1207
MM REE A RS, RBEEXMMAEYRA SRl AT KSR RGEIE L%, pH
Wl e FRAE AT, AW Tem b 2 B rh e B/ T 6, RHEAHLT 1.20% ~ 1.39%"%, X 136
PR R T AL P AR o FEWiseky R e RILThRERT e A a2 Ren 250
T M AL R AR W TR N AR A L B KR O AR TR A B, AT £

(Micromonospoaceae) . 51l 1 [] /4 2 51 Jfd 7 B
(Gemmatimonadaceae), &% | i 3E + P ARTLH
I T HE I BRI B BH(Sphingomonadaceae) | JERERA [ 11
ZEFAT B Bl (Bacillaceae) 5 . AR EILAE + 3 i
F L TRAT B AT 7 FH (Acidobacteriaceae)
(Subgroup 1), FZEH TFRIAEFH Acidothermaceae ).
AIE AT THRFT IR (Caulobacteraceae) 55 5 1fiiAE A ML
JIE g AR JE T 110 FH B T B (Methylophilaceae) .
Jig 5. Jid 7 #} (Sphingomonadaceae) . {11 7 [K I £
(Burkholderiaceae) 3 AHXS 4= B i 3G [A] B 7R A
Ji R AL WFFERY U-OS+L . M-OS+L 4 B R
(Hyphomicrobiaceae) /5 AT & . X LLL5 KM,
gl B AT DL ) O IR Y R B RS LA
B 2 TR 2R 8 - A MR T A
2.4 PUEFREMEMBINGEERE SN

kg 8 71 PR A A 48 e BRI R R A D i S IR Y A
e, RS AYER 7 5 U-0S . M-0S Ab B+
BERESIHAT atzC RN rzN FERI ST REFIN Y . S5 50
N, AP azC SER T O = R RR, EZ5H
¥k Citricoccus sp. TT3 FICF I —3 KA/ 99 4> trzN
JEFI AT LAY A Group T 1 1T PiZE(E 6A). Group 1 Hi
S4 AN FINARL, FHY Arthrobacter sp. C3 H1) trzN
FE IR R B — 2, HAEREALIE 48 U HPEEEY; Group
I1 345 45 %3, 5 Nocardioides sp. DN36 Y trzN
B EE 2, fEE s e R R E(A 6B).

m Group |

(A) Group 1, 547 ®)
Arthrobacter sp. C3 trzN gene == Group Il
(KR263873) 100

o\c 80
g fGroup 11, 457 % 60
Norcardioides sp. DN36 trzN gene 40
L (AB539567) = 20
Uncultured bacterial #7zN gene(HM769832) 0 U-0OS M-0S
phpL]

"0.002'

6 trzNERRGE B BH(A)FIERE L IE 89 LL5I(B)
Fig. 6 Phylogenetic tree of #zN gene (A) and proportions in
different soils (B)

3 itig

3.1 KHAAS[E) HE AR HE HE X 5 4T 458 P 4 S ERAE
JEFEY kAN
P TR 0 e R, 2T R pH AR AE S

IR PR e i 5 Shen 25V B, LT3N TR
A A AR T e AN o S RUHE, AR & B
T AR IE (U) B85 28 (M) 114 5% b 21 398 v B e o R 9 Al 2
YRR %E, 16 A R LRET
0.33%. X AJ BB J8E T AP e o A o A I G
/b i AhE AR, DL BT E A A s
TRAHR A G, BRI H AR S8 HE 1 E A
JEUO200 Al FEW A g, BRI B RS
BAEH UM, MEHRES G SEN UM BFHE,
AR AT g 5 KA [ e S 20y LI L 22 5 A
Ko KL, SR LU Py e v BT . A 1
THAE YRR 2E 8, PT e D2 B AR P G A W e e 1Y)
AR

3.2 HUFFRHET TSR RED LIS

ARG FEUE T R HE T BT A )
W1k, BXTHEALAE 3 (pH 5.13) BRI B4 Tt 36
T4 (pH 6.20) A= YH™ AL A S MR I 2 30 1 A A] 4
B B A5 RN SRS BT R 1 B S T B s 5k Tl LA
e AL . AR RIS H 1 BH B SR R AT
i, j%ﬁéli%élik?ﬂsf/\Tﬁ%U/JtF[m, B F U-0S.
M-OS A3 16S rRNA JE[H 3= B33 W) i Y 3
1, sk AR A FH I T AN AR I Sy %ok 48 1 5t 14
W TEARTAE, ARUGFERE IR 1 pH M i
HEVIRETE AR B i, DN TR T AR ) R
fie. B, fFEAd K pH N 7.0 B9 Flavisolibacter, H:
£ U-0S PR ARXS FBE 5K 6.75%, L T U-CK H1
0.08%; ADEEIRERIIAHIC OS AL HE 43 b s B Fh
2540l Nitrospira, Micromonospora. Pseudarthrobacter
FEREE S 1 pH S AP,

53 7E OS Kb 3 H I rh gl & AR I A T AT e S 5 F]
FEhr A . =R A T L, 7E0 R
{1 U-OS AbHE g i 2 5 4 Gemmatimonadaceae |
Micromonosporaceae 25241 7 M-0OS T & 1Y
Sphingomonadaceae Fl Bacillaceae, 7E M-OS+L H1f
Burkholderiaceae F1 Xanthobacteraceae 25126271 34K
TE AT ARG fife B ARp P o BT AR A ik D i 25 B 1Y) 23 AT
WG FEA BRSO S AL T — 2D AR P it
E A5 OS ARk, IREREH arzC F1 rzN FEIA,
B UE SE BT R R B AT AE . TrzN S 9 757
RV 4, [RIRERY pH R, 7EEss 3+
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4 #Hig
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