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Vertical migration of typical sulfonamide antibiotics in paddy soil

WANG Xianxian' ZHANG Hongchang’ SHEN Genxiang™™ HU Shuangqing”

ZHANG Yu® GU Hairong’ YUAN Zhejun'
(1. College of Environmental Science and Engineering, Donghua University, Shanghai, 201620, China;
2. Shanghai Academy of Environmental Sciences, Shanghai, 200233, China; 3. College of Resources
and Environmental Engineering, East China University of Science and Technology, Shanghai, 200237, China)

Abstract; Agricultural fields” worldwide are contaminated by the widespread use of veterinary
antibiotics via livestock and poultry manure applied as fertilizers for irrigation. Antibiotics migration
results in damages to the terresirial environments. Baich experiments were conducted to investigate
the leaching behavior of sulfamethazine (SM), sulfamethazine (SM2) and trimethoprim ( TMP).
The aim of thisistudy was to explore the effects of rainfall duration, antibiotics concentrations and
rainfall with different-pH values on the leaching behavior of three different sulfanilamide antibiotics
along the soil column. The results showed that the leaching ability of the three sulfanilamide antibiotics
was in the order of TMP >SM>SM2. With the increase of rainfall duration and pollution level, the
migration ability of sulfanilamide antibiotics increased, leading to the increasd risk of groundwater
contemination. These three sulfanilamide antibiotics were more easily adsorbed by soil under acid rain.

Keywords : paddy soil, sulfanilamide antibiotics, column-leach, migration.
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R 2R (SAs) B B ARG TT sh P VR g 12 B T & & sl dascit, 5
2010 4E4 Bk BT Z A9 28 B 63000 B, T2 2030 4E453 2 106600 Wi 3% F AR A R K
A R A 210000 W, Hodh 46.19% H T3 &3R50 it ASh IR N 9 SAs 45 50%—90% LA Ji 24
sl A Q= T 2 B 8 2 R PR RS I P HE e AR B T USAs AR T W A e B R
S KRR, SRR IR FR A T3 L3 KK MW IR A R, X AR SR vl — e fEE
ﬂLﬁﬁ%%m*%ﬁﬁi%@ymm%@W£%%F%A%&%”Wﬁﬁﬁn%%é?h&?
7 & VR A HLAE T 12 it T 30, o3t ol 3gedi v s g7

W AT A R 7 & 2 A L EREE S, & & A I B A R R AR R A IR0 AT il e, L
Hh T P B RS WS Y W OGN 1) RS BE 7, 0 AT BT M R K PR A TS XU B R M
TFKF A SAs B AR T (E LRI T B A B AN A A T S S e e A R R S
K IR AR A AW IR A2 B AR G R IR K 5 Unold 251 HF 9 S BILARH g i e A + 4k
ROt R A s Lin 2500 R B, R e PRSI A G T 1 18 v A 15 A0 (S8 K Rk W kb SR TP B R
fife B B AR . SR UG, RN T SAs 7R 7 TH A 5238 HE B R — R 2 2 B —Ff SAs bk
AT R G e

PRI , AR SO HR & F2 A i PG 3 Rl il SAs fiff e PRI IE (SM) i g — PP s iz (SM2) il
H AR E (TMP) 152 HFR GG . LEASEAS RIS 2 14 T i e 2 e 2 R AEARE h s A7y, o A FLAE R
H A B RS R, LU bt A RAR F A 49 PR T XU A B (LR 2 A

1 L5 J7 1 ( Materials and methods)

1.1 SEEpbR

R Al g FHY B 8 E ( sulfamerazine, SM) A5 i g i 2 TP BE 8 IE (sulfamethazine base, SM2) ArifE
it F 4R IE (trimethoprim , TMP ) BRI F FE[E Dr. \Ehrenstorfer 23 7], 3 i 8404 RAEA LS
B 1. AT e 84 PP B BB B 46, TR BE S 100 me L7 AR AT BRI, IRA7 T 4 °C
VKA TR €, W 1 Tedia 371 GRAHS WM B IR — 5080 (—/K) 9 SHHT40, W 11 e b
A R LSRR g Milli-Q k.

SRRV FREL 31.2 g IR AU (UK ERRESER 1.35 miL BRI MEAI/K < A5 % 1000 ml.

(3 S T R 1A PR DX ARE T, 008 T 2 4 7 it P HLIE 97 SR 308 I
VR I 598 (VR 020 e ) o HERE A Bk L35 2.

R 3 PRI RIEA AN R

Table 1 Basic physical and chemical properties of three sulfanilamide antibiotics

o K (22T BN
srfi .
MW 1gK,, pKa Water-solubility/ Chemical
(mg-L™") structure
5\ }\] /
SM 264.3 0.14 2.16, 7.301% 202(25 °C) ,N /s'

H

SM2 27833 0.89 2.17, 7.471% 1500(29 C) N‘@\g:{ g
{ b

o
TMP  290.32 0.91 3.3, 7.121%) 400(25 C) N}i‘j\/@?

T
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To e 348 R TR AL O IR S 2 VR TR TS 1k 20 H 0, HERRAR & 5.000 ¢ T8 +1% 7
SR 2 4.6 mL 9 12.5 mg- L7453 Flt SAs BIR G IR G15], 4575 5,10 15 mg-kg ' A2 5 44 1
e B T KU B LA R 2L P E 48 h & .

185 . pH (9220, HFRF I -FE 2 A ER A BRA T ) |, 53 30A-AB5500Q-trap 55 250 AH (0,335 5 15 BT 35 ()
(£HE AB A H]) ,6 liE 4 A Zh BEAHZ AL (E T TERMUEA RA R 4 A sh AWk 4 (BT T ERHMY
AR H]) ,CEM MARS CLASSIC B A B (S€ [ CEM 24w ) , Milli-Q i 47K 5+ ( 3¢ [E Millipore
YNGIDE

R 2 M R A AR B
Table 2 Physical and chemical properties of the soil

KA ST B FHEy 728 i A
pH Moisture TOC/ CEC/ Unit weight/
content/ % (g-kg™) (emol -kg™") (g-em™)
6.7 55 18.53 19.2 1.12

1.2 S

PRV S BN 1 TR ZEA AL AT (60 x 5 cm) JEHRHT E—3KE A2 N 5 om MR, DELR [T
T—ZEE R 1 em AT AR XTI 20 B 5 00 (R A 3RS A h GL IS A 5T B 8
P R DUIEE R ) R AR S) RS0 B A R IR B ER 50 em, AL 2P S g V5
4 AR R B TR IR A P R FR DR UE R AR IR A PN ) - T A (R A Y
T ERE L REEN 1 em AR, AR 2 EE K EAEN S om BYIELR IR SER R,
0.01 mol - L™ ffY) CaCl, iV ML AN AT ; i it P2 v BADL HL R R 5 100 mm ( HP#% 55 24 h k38 200 mL 1y
0.01 mol - L™ CaCL, ¥ ) I SEIR 45 38 K -4 FEdfii 4324 0—10 em ,10—20 em ,20—30 cm 30—
40 cm F140—50 cm 55 5 ASRAEIZE  TEAJE XTI 8 B ISR AEALoRAE I O7 B D8 H .

5 cm(i.d.)

€ 4tFilter paper
¥R Quartz

3% Soil

HHLIEEE4% Glass column

KA FLHole
%P Quartz

JE 4tFilter paper
HDPEj 2}-Funnel

Qﬁ F6 B 3 Amber glass bottle

B ks e

Fig.1 Schematic design of the soil column experiment

——— 50 cm ———

SCEO T N F AR BE , DU A R 25 00X B AT Y P0aE A2 88 0 B s i), LA 04 S50 4% 1 13 B A
T @3 Fi5 YL e £E SM L SM2 Fil TMP B i 28028 R #5015 4o W 1 B 340 M o X L S0 8 1) 52 i
Qiks 1] AR R Rl (1 d 3 d A1 5 d) , AT A TRl I s fE) % 3 Fhded: Rk v 52 mg ; @i5
YRR RE 3 AURFRIVRE AT YK (5 mg kg™ (10 mg-kg ' Fl 15 mg-keg™") , BFFEAS ] 75 YL ik B X it
AR IEFERE ST M52 s WA TR pH - 5 IR pH B4 0000 357 TRIEA RN pH X 3 Fdi A R
ERRE T 2.
1.3 BRI ik

IREER B AL - UKEE 200 mL 33 0.47 pum FLAR A BEBE LT 4EJE R, I FHERBRIAR (V1 V=1:10) 4%
pH A4 3. K /KB T BUE ALY Oasis HLB /IVEE & 421504k, HLB /M 26 H BER B IS, VERGIRZE 40 °C %4
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TARREIE T, H 1 mL FEKER(V:V=7:3) EHEM, 1T 0.22 pm LA HUAHBERL, 2 5 808 @
T HR I T S

R AR EUS AL FREX 2.000 g - BEAE i TR0 AR U R, I 50 mL HYBEE-ZE v VR (V 1V =
1:1),7F 95 C &M Pl A B 45 min, 7E 3500 r-min”" BY%5 58 F 550 15 min B FIGIRER 26pH0 I
JKHERE A 300 mL, i, 5 228 PR S /KRR AL 3L SR AR TR
1.4 FEERINAAT

{63548 Shim-Pack XR-ODSII C18 (100 mm X 2 mm, 1.0 wm).WishHH A K Milli-Q #alik,B N
PP s 6 3 0B JB A% 1 : 0—2.0 min, 10% B;2.0—3.0 min, 10% B—95% B;3.0—6.0 min,95% B;6.0—
7.0 min,95% B—10% B;7.0—9.0 min, 10% B. R FH HLIE 55 B -5 1E B 74 2 (ESI+) 22 J o W A =X
(MRM) AT, 25 F- U5 B Sk 550 °C, B F-fb L 2k 4500 V, fif 1< ( CAD) 2 Medium, <75 L (CUR)
h 35 psi, Wi (GS1) M 50 psi, GHBIINE (GS2) M 50 psi.3 Fh BArPiAE R T FE T AnifEih<k
RETBR |5 e BR inbs SR SR e S5 L3 2. o, SM SM2 T TMP (4 /i [ Y8 [ 31 4 89.2% —
91.7% .86.5%—89.0% .73.9%—74.2% , 3 BAFT G 57 1 J7 ¥4 EL A R A0 1A v 0 38 RIS 29

®3 FARUA R A bR L AR E e FRAThIAR i

Table 3 The standard curves, detection limits, quantitative limits and recoveries of three sulfanilamide antibiotics

MRM P ofi £ e LOD/ LOQ/ [ it 2 Recoveries/%
Standard cure (pg L") (pgekl) 100 mg-kg™! 200 mg-kg™!
SM  265.17/156.0** /172.1  Y=8.64239x+0.98500  0.999 0.40 1.33 91.7£0.1 89.2+0.3
SM2  279.17°/186.2%* /124.1  Y=21.41302x+4.29911  0.996 1.14 3.81 86.5+0.2 89.0£0.8
TMP  291.2%/230.2%* /261.2  Y=15.49035x+1.18501  0.994 0.84 2.80 73.9+0.9 74.220.6

o RRHEF, « o« RIREEE T Note: * represents parent iong %% represents quantitative ion.

2 R 5118 (Results and discussion)

2.1 AN[E) R T s ) X7 A 2 b 5%

PRSI EETE 25 °C 15 Wk E 10 mg kg™ I pH 7 BIZAE T R 1d 3 d IS d 5,5
a2 R 3 F SAs A2 R Y R N i S, HRIE S RS 12 R gErh A R
SREET IR, WS 3 dJa,3 MPERYEEH E 30—40 em H3E)2 EMFERE N 2P, 3 F
SAs FE 25 2 1 2 m B IRV IR R B3GR, B 3 Ao RO m B LA AL, 7R I A
W3 Bl sk ZEBRE BT U B O HE AT R R B TR A, 3 Rl AE R AE LT 1.3,
5 dRERNIIA SR, AE 030 em HIEP A ARG , ELBEWR IR H 0, 25 £ 2 b A: R ik R Rk
FEETEIA 1 d B, SM A TMP 7 30 em DAR A9 L2 i8Rk ), SM2 AT At (H 3 s ARAIG s S Ik B )
HmE 3 d S5 d BF,SM F TMP BEREITHE 2 30—40 cm 1912, I Flbk A iy 4] B9 28 K, 3 b e J3
i i SM2 ZE R R3S 5] 5 d B, RIS RS E 40—50 em Y - 3EJE .

AN R A B R A2 (s SM R SM2 AT L i 38 ol , AT 2 42338 HLAEAS [] IR vk i
F R P HES . X — S5 R Pan 45 RIS R R A 25 SR AR DL A 5T 2R I, K S I A% T T A A
UG YR PE > 5 A SRS PEAA G FERR PR 45 0 T B FHPUAE 3R (VAs) IR Ik e ) &
i —AF BT, B S PT A R AT LIRS F] 125 em VR L2 TR R I 45 3 B, R K R e 2 bt
H: RIS FIE 0.2—68 ng+ L7772
2.2 N[ENTG e BE XL AR b TA

A FPEA MR IR A rp, ASTRIAR H At AE et 25 57, DR R 9 i B T AS [l e ik B e i Ak
TR BRI AN 3 BN, R HT TS Y B 430 S mg kg™ (10 mg- kg™ AT 15 mg- kg™, R pH
B2 7,60 3 d B, SEORIR BEORFELE 25 °C 3 AbiAs RAE B g m e B A 45 2 2 B, SML SM2 F1I
TMP 5 52 AR A a1 B RS R | 45 4 J2 v v S5 S L R VR 3 A Bt 2 15 Y R B ) 34 I 6 S () R
BTN 5 2475 YWk BERG TN 15 mg - kg™ B, 3 FhpiAE R BEE R & 30—40 em +3E)Z.SM FI SM2 7£ + )2
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HHER A EEAETE 0—10 om, HUREEF 752 45.55—106.38 pg- kg™ \71.10—141.22 pg-ke™' .1
TMP 745 )2 i B 25 R AU VRS FIFE 0.15—7.39 pg-ke™'.

Concentration/(ug-kg™) Concentration/(ug-kg™")
10 20 30 40 50 60 70 80 90 0 20 40 60 80 100 120

0—10

0—10 |

10—20

1020 |77

Depth/cm
13
f=]
o
(=}
]
J
Depth/cm
13
(=]
&
(=}

30—40 P 30—40
SM
40—50 40—50

Concentration/(ug-kg™!)

4 5 6 7 9 10
0—10
10—20 £
=
= 5 td
% 20—30 B3 d
8 B4
30—40 |
40—50
2 AEFEREE T 3 A A: AL AL T sk B A A
Fig.2 Distribution of three antibiotics residues.in‘soil columns under different rainfall duration
Concentration/(ug-kg ™) Concentration/(ug-kg™")
100 120 0 25 50 75 100 125 150
0—10 0—10
10—20 10—20
g g
=2 2
% 20-30 :’f@ 20-30
a (=]
30—40 30—40
4050 SM 4050
Concentration/(ug-kg ™)
0 2 4 6 8 10
0—10
10—20
5 B 15 mgkg !
£ 20-30 10 mg-kg™!
L
A [ 5 mg-kg!
30—40
40—50 TMP

3 ARFENGHWRIEET 3 MhiiA: R Ae LA P A5 B o A

Fig.3 Distribution of three antibiotics residues in soil columns under different antibiotic concentrations
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MG S mg- kg ' WM E 15 mg- kg™, LERHIAR S RAOBEZ BN 7ETG Yk E N
5 mg-kg [, SM2 Fl TMP BEASIER & 10—20 cm +48)Z, SM RETE 20—30 cm + 32 HAG Y 5 15 Ye vk 1
HEIME) 10 mg-kg™" ,SM Fl SM2 7F 30—40 cm )2 ik s 75 MBS 15 mg-kg™ , SM2 BETE 40—50 cm
B2 A TMP BEAS TS & 30—40 cm A9 L1,

BB I BT AE R R 2 BB R SR IR [ b 0 A DA e AT R ) TR LT R R
MRZLWEZE NS mg-kg™ IF,0—10 em +3E)ZH SM SM2 A1 TMP ¥ B 53 51 4 45.55pg - ke ™" |
71.10 pg-kg ' H13.39 png-kg™'; Hiti 25 &N 10 mg-kg ' Al 15 mg-kg ' B, 3 FiPid ZAE 0—10 cm H3E)2
W R 3 S I 2558 Smg kg™ 1Y 1.61 1,42 F1 1.42 £5%5 L4 K2 2.34 1.99 1 1.88 175, Ui FH# = e S (1) +
s P AR AR IR 5, KA SAs mVR)Z HHEER , His Yo B m , bk ZYn iE #4568 ) i, + 1
R B AR 2 TR B AT T IR, 7T 2 ARt 24 Ve B ), R hE e A R e - R B, B Kb ) A
I, AFL B it 225 e B 38 0, = S8R0 A 2 %) R B0 347 A AR R, TR R 3 o8 03 e & SR T BB A DR PR
TEWRE AR, e P B SM SM2 Al TMP , 418 516 o5 6 B 22 5 A1 10 IR R 7 o, B A B 57 a5 P U
U W BRI AR R B Sl B AR 18 0 KA R S 30 mg- LT R RIS 14 d (BN T RS S5
R KI5 gL e A R BAARR A AIAME (77—1500 mg- L") | 30K fffE 1 85 1T R PR om |, 7
e A R AR SO BRI KA AETEAE TS e KU
2.3 AFIFEW pH XTuA: Zkia s m

% B R R 3 rh A R R g 5E ) 8] B8 s e R A 100mg - ke 1Y 3 FpER IS B
RN 3 d, F IR RRFAE 25 °C, AR pH [EMRE RIS G 25 £ )2 hhiAd Rk &l 4 FirR.
Bl R TR AR RSG5 3 Bl SAs BT RSB A4S 2 - 3 A b AL R BEARRE 2 34 1, 7E 30—40 em -3
JE R IRERS ) KR BT A R AR B AE 0—20 em 3 /Z2SM SM2 FI1 TMP 7E iAW pH {0 3 B, +
£ 0—10 em WYL HEF AL, 505108 107.26 pg-kg '<130.11 pg-kg ™ Fl 12.49 pg-kg™'.SM Fl SM2 i
] T B AE MR T AN I B R T P98 AT TR 1) 1 182 VR pH {2 7 B, SML Fll SM2 £ 30—40 cm +
SRR TMP B8 2 20—30 em + 8. a3 BRI HFR RIS 58, SM T SM2 76884 T e RE A i
TMP E7E 30—40 em 3245 H.

Concentration/(ug-kg™!) Concentration/(ug-kg™")
0 29 49 QO 8‘0 1(?0 12.0 0 25 50 75 100 125 150

0—10 0-10
10202 10—20 ez
= 2030 = 2030 [
® B
o a
30—40 (4

Concentration/(ng-kg ™)
0 2.5 5.0 7.5 10.0 12.5 15.0

00z 2

10—20 '//II////I/,,}:,, _

g

o

= 2030 [

3 | pH=7

e [z pHi-5
30—40 (2722 B pH=3

T™MP

4 AEFER pH T 3 Mk RAE LA R ER B8 20 A1

Fig.4 Distribution of three antibiotics in soil columns irrigated with rainfall of different pH values



1752 B2 5% 1k 2 37 %

WK A pH AEXT 38 Y SAs (M B s A MEA B 520, 24 pH (R 7 FK3) 3 B, SM SM2 Al
TMP £ 0—10 em 32 G BB B T 5, X 28 IR R 23 BRI B A T4 4 b iR RS RE ). 4% pH XA
B A a8 s il — 7 S 7 8 pH B AN ], (R AR R [R]85 1 L A 1k & s v Y s L A
P - i Ak R BH S 18 DA 24 A DX 8 vl 8y B e sl 67 Pl 7y 199 S8 9 R R BH B A B2 LK
A FH 0] 22 360 BH B8 - 9 24 A A P 39 i i e 2 S PR DY R 2 148 (0—10 em) A HLIR
S B H R IE e NITAEDE T VAs 7836)2 3 b i 2R DS | A B3 HE B 8 E R e )2,
1% T B 25 5 45 i SAs 7E T HErh A R 2L
2.4 AR TFMRIER TP ERN S &

AN pH 15 YL BE MR R T IS5 2F T, 2l S0 505 B D8I 3 AL R Z5 SR WLk 4. th % 4
AL TMP FEAN R 250 R B ug v b 0 & B 0] i s T SMFI SM2, TMP B A B8 i bk i k. e W] L g v
) TMP 28T KRS | 55 50 Bt R /K R A, TR FH ek L Bk B /N T SMT SM2. B 5 75 Y 7 8 R [
RS AG8 , 2E ATRZ Y SAs FEREZ 38 I FE R TN A FF T, 3 Flbrn A= 287k H 0 Bt 7 DRV A% 2 1 3 i ot
b B3 A 2 D W R - R

R4 ARFEWESFETBIER T 3 FhHTA R E (FAL: ng)
Table 4 Contents of three antibiotics in leachate under different leaching conditions

15 YL Z

pH Pollutant concentration/ ( mg-kg™") KK Day/d
3 5 7 5 10 15 1 3 5
SM 2.69 5.78 7.98 2.61 7.37 22.68 0.75 7.47 10.51
SM2 4.92 8.52 13.56 5.84 13.22 56.97 0.82 13.81 12.28
T™MP 30.41 49.02 69.76 20.33 69.91 77.40 2.76 69.90 74.92

AHFFE BT, KTV iR B ) TR P i R e B A R IR L A, B AT AR R P A AE B
BT HE T ARG 7 3 MO RS, 3 M A0 SAs 76 138 rh B W FHRE F1 A A - BHES FIEAS >
S FIESSHE FEED IR FEAMA I T5 H R 7 e s i 5] Iy, 32 22 0% B L PH B
TR, PRI S8 P AT v ) A B 2 g T PR 23 2 A L 31 DU e e i K T Y D R -
AHUEFT, W B RGBS IR S 09 A DL 5 0 i Pk 19 4 98 39 1 =2 R) A7 7 0 L T 7, R R 6 0
JNEAOT M SM2 FIl TMP H 7K 8k JE 43 531~ 202 mg- L7 (25 °C) . 1500 mg- L' (29 °C) 1 400 mg- L™
(25 °C) , M 1g Kow A 535134 0.14 ,0.89 F1 0.91 , AR4E B /K M43 Bie I 38, 3 Bl Az 2 48 + 38 b ik v
N KB : SM>SM2>TMP ; i 76 4% pH {H°h 6.7 1554 T, SM  SM2 Fl TMP 1 pKa {E 53514 7.30.7.47
712, B 3 Fide AR FARRS I v 2 DL BH TR A AR PH B 5 e J 3 GOk M R - TMP >
SM>SM2, 145 5 b5 S8 45 SR AHAT. A I, SM SM2 1 TMP f% B B 1 ot HEAE A A ks v s i o K
LIBT3 B AR F AR H Rk M R 5R 5

3 %% ( Conclusion)

(1) 3 P et AE RAERT H 4 rp iR PSR 55 MK - TMP>SM>SM2 |, 1) Jiit A B 1) 7K %5 1 FI R il
P HR A &

(2) BEHRILE H AR A M E A Fis g, o e 28 A: ZAE MM A T A 5 Wit e £
M F.

(3) 4% FH A= 70 Ak 2505 Yl 2 it V5 Y i B 18 h bk 7 Bsf ) 04 264, 38 JE 1) b 7K S8 18 I
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