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Mueller-Hinton 15555 H il 22 T 1R R VU 34 2 (tetracycline hydrochloride, TCH) 1 2 (SH)-W: I i (2 (SH)-furanone, 2F)2 Fhi A 2 B
— KRG EENT E. coli HEABYTEMERNL , IF 4307 T AN @& SHiAE RXT E. coli KM TN, 45 RFW , TCH Fl 2F H
— R A RBYIARIAET E. coli 74 Hormesis RN, Bl %5 SN A A BE 19 T+ , TCH \2F Fl TCH+2F ZE{RVKEE N X%t E. coli
KA PR AR FBHT G R | f AR B3R 53 1 ) 47.66% .9.08% \5.63% 1M 158.65% 40.20% ,21.30% ; 7ERg ¥R B T Xt E. coli 2
ARV P B WSS, BC,,y B4 FI M 3.17E-05 . 1.62E~02 3.71E-03 mol-L™'#¥/n%] 9 24E-05 4.10E-02 1. 01E~02 mol-L™";
SN SHUA XN E. coli A= K M3 BLAN SR - S2AEPIVER , H B SN2 vk B T R A b 2 1o | m]
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Abstract; Antibiotics usually trigger hormetic effects on bacteria that exhibit low-dose stimulation and high-dose
inhibition, which significantly influence the ecological risk assessment of antibiotics. Currently, the studies regard-
ing the hormesis effects of antibiotics on bacteria have been always conducted under the condition of single carbon
source, while the related researches rarely consider the condition of multiple carbon sources. In this study, Esche-
richia coli (E. coli) was used as the test organism to further explore the influence of the added carbon source on the
hormetic phenomena in bacteria induced by antibiotics. Under the culture conditions of Mueller-Hinton medium
with added different concentrations of glucose, the single and combined toxicity of tetracycline hydrochloride
(TCH) and 2(5H)-furanone (2F) was determined using the growth of E. coli as the endpoint, where the interaction
effects between added glucose and antibiotics on E. coli growth were also analyzed. The results showed that TCH,
2F and their mixture could all induced the hormetic effects on E. coli. With the increase of the added glucose, the
low-dose stimulatory effects of TCH, 2F and TCH+2F on E. coli growth gradually increased, while the high-dose
inhibitory effects gradually weakened. The maximum stimulatory rates of TCH, 2F and TCH+2F increased from
47.66% to 158.65% , from 9.08% to 40.20% , and from 5.63% to 21.30%, respectively. The EC,, values of TCH,
2F and TCH+2F increased from 3.17E-05 mol-L™" to 924E-05 mol-L™", from 1.62E-02 mol-L™" to 4.10E—-02
mol-L™', and from 3.71E-03 mol-L™" to 1.01E—02 mol-L™", respectively. The interaction effects between added
glucose and antibiotics on E. coli growth were generally antagonism, which enhanced with the increase of added
glucose. These results indicated that added carbon source could reduce the bacterial toxicity of antibiotics. This
study can provide reference and data support for a more comprehensive assessment of antibiotics’ hormesis and
their ecological risk from the perspective of external nutritional condition.

Keywords: antibiotic; Escherichia coli; Hormesis; carbon sources; glucose

AT o CCR 2 40 TR A TR ik D5 v A R
RS A 1 08w U (46 &5 B, glucose, Gle) ) —
For 4 Je AR R AL, 3 T30 T 4T i kAR B
HUA 1 BEmIRFE T, At U5 A 2 4 40 v 7 #E 1
(K1 1(a)), T4 PA AE SE PR R EE A 41 25 18 3 22 Rl ik

1T RAFAHUR IR PERE , DU AR AR IR R IR T |
B WO A K SR A U BT Y AR B
AR R 3 R BN 2 (0 e LR 5T e B S W T
BEHT AR 20 A AR R ) AR A 1 40 T 14 3
WG KT T2 R . A e T AR 3R A e

AR I ARk B2 3F , = M BE A ” B9 Hormesis
ROV alan IR ) SR R BRSS9 LGN
(Vibrio fischeri, V. fischeri);=: Hormesis %" ; K
¥ B8 (Escherichia coli, E. coli)REMEXHKT 55 H 2 4
(L) B (B JHe 8 RN DU 34 2R 28 Al R R B Hormesis
BN HET, B R 5 S 940 R Hormesis 4200 i
RN A A S KU P R DGR
CAMREY, iAE RIS E Hormesis 3L
N2 B Z R R R, Horb BREEIR A BRI A
DA R REAAR RN, DA R 2 % B Al i A Ry SR S i A R 5
YN Hormesis S0 A SCEER R SR, V5 b 4h
A ZERE RO IR AR IR ) B AE DT A: RS S 4l TR
Hormesis %00 HAUFE I AR 51 R 98 AL, IR
Jo ] D ik e A 2l PP B e A i)
il (carbon catabolite repression, CCR) & 4% i #f {4
TN R G R A TR AE A SN E R 0 A A SR, B4
522 M 21 PR %) 77 B RN R IE £E 2 Hormesis U410 &

IR AR LY R, 7R B 2 R R 1 3
FERE PR B AE Ri5 5 0940 E Hormesis X4 H
AEZENILE X,

TEIRA IR IS TR 450 T Mo A= 20 4 7 1) 2
PR, 40 TR 32 B 18 SR o AR AT AR R i 2
FRR R A AL RS2, Gl A 880 FAG S I Fnde Ak
FONT 20 T B B A A% S E A O TE Y R A )
Gurevitch "G HE T —Fh DL Hegde’ s d 118 A 3Lt
(1) 2 R 7 U5 A B AR 8 43 B 5 1%, i VA R ot L
B R T IRAS AN (A NN 5 22 88 e 7 YR AR A5
(R R/ INK 2R ) 1) 22 T s 3 R %6F 52 R 1) A8 800 2K
OB HTFAESIHIRE LM N L HIE )
VR AE HAN PP Rk, A B 5% A B i
SRR G iR G R A 2 TP S IR RN A 20T A TR A
A& N A RS IR O R A 25 3 1)
REVEM.

A NGB AW E. coli 32 EY), 1
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HUER R DU P4 2 (tetracycline hydrochloride, TCH) il 2 BT 5 22505

(5H)-W: N (2 (5H)-furanone, 2F)2 Fif 81 4y A= & A4
A A, W T ARSI TR R B Gle(0.00
0.25.0.50,1.00,1.50.2.00 g- L™ ) Mueller-Hinton
(MH)E; 323 rf TCH Ml 2F #— KA Z X E. coli
(1Y) Hormesis &80 , #1743 B 35 73 14 2 rh A0 sk 50k
Pk Z 5 S Hormesis &0 10 ¥E1EH ; SR 5 , R
LMK R Hegde' s d 1157745, F0 51 S e I8 A
A RIAXT E. coli A4 B 28 AL, AT A A AR 5
Tt A1 J32 B 4 T b PE A e A 2R 0 A 2 AU $i2 (12
L HF

1 ##57 % (Materials and methods)
1.1 SEEGAbRE

ARG HZ R EY N E. coli K-12 MG1655
Bk, W H Biovector 2L R 5 A B Rl (b &C, H
), D-(+)-F%hH  Eh iR VU PR 2R AN 2 (SH)-1K I i 4
IR B TR T A MR B AT RS A (L
Vg, ) SR 2l B A Al Ak AW EEAR S
BIERL,
1.2 ZZiRA 055 35 B T A BRI 1 £

W RHRRE FR I R R B = AR E. coli 45 Fif
% 5 mL Luria-Bertani(LB) ¥ /& 1% 7 3£ (R 25 H I 10
g L7 BEREE N 5 - L7 S fkE 10 g- L7, pH=7.3
+ 0.1)H ,7£ 37 °C 160 r-min' & FEi 5% 6 h X
BUERM BEJE R TR BE 10° %, (8 18 2% 3 4 15
1E 10 cell-mL ™" 245, f S1Hi $F 40 min 515 2] TAE

1.3 E. coli ARy E

0 ~2 g- L7 Z MR 6 MREER Gle(4 70
0.00.025.0.50.1.00.1.50 2.00 g- L") AF| 5554k
ZH E E. coli TEUNIN Gle i MH 15323 i) —
ARG, 16 96 LA TR A 1% NaCl %
WA ARFMIE Gle i MH R R(E AR 2 ¢-
L7 WK 17.5 g- L7 Al MIER 15 g-
L', pH=7.3 + 0.1)FI TAE W, FEAL B F N 200
pL, BB 5 AT, 7E 37 °C 160 remin™
FM TR R 7 24 h Al 4 0% K B A5 1 (Spectra-
max190 , Molecular Devices, 3¢ [E) % /s B Il & — Ik
600 nm &b [ 6% & (ODy,, ), MER 5 5 2 451 T E.
coli B — IR A=K,
1.4 L
1.4.1 PrAERp M

53 T B — B R 3% SRR & (4301 0.00,0.25
0.50.1.00.1.50.2.00 g-L ™" AY8— Glc FI 1.5 g-L ™'Y
B — AT M TE R RN B B R 15 SRR &R (B2 0.00
025.0.50.1.00 .1.50.2.00 g-L™" Glc i) MH 1537 3k)
R E P AE ZEXT E. coli UFEPERLN . SZIRRT K7
R RV T 185 1% NaCl ¥ e Hil i &£
PRI . SC 50 BT AR RAR I W 1% NaCl
VTR RERR 16 SAFXTEOR B R 51 H b AR s
A 96 FLbR B LA 80 L AS[RHE B 1y 32 ik
KL A1) 1% NaCl % (O HE41) 80 pL HL—/
RA RIS 40 WL TAE R, 54 e B A6 B 4

®1 LEMHELSH

Table 1 Physicochemical parameters of the compound
a2 HFR CAS & 45 AEXT 73 o £ EAL e
Ordinal Name CAS number Abbreviation Relative molecular mass Structural formula

D-(+)- A &b

1 50-99-7 Gle
D-(+)-glucose
AR
.M R . 64-75-5 TCH
Tetracycline hydrochloride
2(5H)-Mk M i
(SH)-IAHiFA 497-23-4 2F

2(5H)-furanone

OH OH

180.160 Ho/\)\[/k/o
(%H OH

480.900

84.073




545 4

VR HEHE A  SMINBRIR X P2 25 S KM AT B Hormesis 2401 ¥ 94 2 /7 H] 159

WE 3 AT, A 96 FLATE 37 °C 160 -
min” 0 T IR TSR 24 h, IR R A
PRASCI 72 H: ODgy, 1B, HUERXS E. coli Y REMERUN
K VAR A 22 (Inhibition)#F4T RAE , HA AL
X(D):
ODsoo,o _OD()OOJX 100% 1)
ODsoo,o
1 : 0Dy A E. coli TETCHUERAE MY ODg, 1
Y 0D,, H E. coli FEA IR EE B 245 F 19
OD,,, ‘F-¥{H, 4 Inhibition >0 Hf, F /R $i 4= & Xt
E. coli A = A 4MHI/E H, 4 Inhibition<0 B, F/R
PrEZ X E. coli A HE AR FEVE T
& H] Hormesis J7 7 % B — 3 1 52 5 19 5] 4 -4
W R BATILG  HRBAIAQ).
fx)=C D+m JrD—C+m
1+ 1+
a p

Ao, CRFE I KRR E ; D AR E AL
AR AE ; m AR KR ) MG E ; a 3R mR2
SRR BE s b AR a RERIRLER p 3R O2 AbRYHRBE
q (3R p AR,
1.4.2  PiAERBKEEMENIE

H i B — Pt 2B 29 5 5300 il £k (concentra-
tion-response curve, CRC) I1 5 H: 2 K &4 I ¥ 1
(EC,,,mol-L™"),#%/18 EC,,, : EC,z=1 : 1 WIETELL
FehlbTAER A 5K B WIRGH R, #HBP—
BEPERTINE J7 e VR A AR R G e, SR
P S7AFE AR Y (independent action model, TA)X} 2 Ff
PrAE R B EEREAT I TA BT A A 5
W=@3):

Inhibition=

)

E(e,y)=1-T1(1-E(c)) 3)
K e, BRIRESYIN W ; E(c) R i T4
ARSI AFAE IR BE A ¢ B 7= A RON 5 E( e,y ) 32
INREWIRON . BT —aE R 1A th4eR M
552BR CRC AR AL SRR THLG g 22
W5 PE L 95% B4 DX 1A 56775 , 38 ok LA G 3 11 {30
RZERFNG 2 B A 2 WA 1E B S—3C bR
CRC 1T TA &k S H: 95% & A5 X ] 1 F Jr il
AE 5 5 RIS VR 55T A A A
1.5 AMmaRIESHAZRXT E. coli FIZE HALN
fifi 1] Hedge’ s d" 553 HAE AN IR 4t A %2
Xt E. coli A BRI , MAERUN RN E. coli %t
TEAAS RSO (S I IR BT A= ) B9 SO 3 i =

@B /Y Hedge’ s d 1A .
X, X,

S Km) @)
A X, A X, 0 TR S 2H A B 2 AR 2
{8, s F1 J(m) 73 SRR A B 1 g 2 RIS 1 300, 308 aod
KGR G) AT

o =D H 1))
n+n,—2

d=

®)

.3
Km)=1- = ©6)

Ao n, B s, g 52 50 A1 A A A B RS M I 22 5 n, AN
S, AR REZH AR A f AR A 22 5 m 2 ) FR S (m=
n+n,-2),
B, 3d 2t (7)) T RAM IR IR AN AE R 2 N
BIEXT E. coli A=K A H AUV ) Hedge’ s d 18
(XAB _XA)_(XB _}c)
- 2s

d, J(m) @)

A Xe X, Xy X 23500 B FISERR2H A B
LI (A+B) AR 8 1P PIE, B i 22 (s) 1A
F E (m) 53] e st 2K 8) A= ()b AT 155

o= J(ng -1 )(Sc )2 Jr(HA -1 )(SA )2 +(H13 -1 )(SB )2 +(HAB -1 )(SAB)Z (8)
n.tn,toytn,g -4
m=n+n,+n,+n,,-4 ©)

HIE(7) I ) Hedge s d (B 455 7Nk 5 0
YA 2 AR E. coli 4K W28 AU S A
24 Hedge’s d>0 i, AiLEPi/EH, 24 Hedge’ s d=0
s, SAHINVE A 5 24 Hedge’ s d<0 B, A EREAVER

2 ZR 5178 (Results and discussion)
2.1 E. coli TEIRGIRIFE &AM T I —IRAEK

E. coli TEF A 0.00(ARE N Gle BYXTHEZE) 025 |
0.50.1.00.1.50 .2.00 g-L™" Glc ) MH 5573+ 0 ~
24 h WAEREBINE 1(b) i, i 1(a)frs,
E. coli TEVR NN Gle ) MH 353558 1A= 10 i) 52 90 8
B RAERKEE, H E. coli 2 RN EU A KW Z [A]
1) S i S Bt 1 27 AR 2R Glle B B T v 1 AE K iX
J& E. coli ] CCR ML VR f 45 5

CCR M 4 R 7E 1 A IR A7 4G B0 T, R IR
el i) T RE R 38 FIURH 0L 6 1 3 P B AT, F i BELAS:
AP AR P IR Y — Fh R IR 4, WESR R, i
T Gle 2315 E. coli 1) CCR WIEHLHI, E. coli 1E
Gle FHAMBRIE AN FLHE N IR | & S5 IR &
PR o AR R BT E 2 BOR, 7R
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E. coli 11 ,EIIA® J& CCR .0 b LA TT | @ 1R 1k
) EITAY® 0] LA A H- 35006 IR 11 R 24 1L 1 (adeny late
cyclase, AC), MM 5 Z 1 85 ik IR 7 (cyclic adenosine
monophosphate, cAMP) i) & B, — & ¥k & ) cAMP
2xfil ) cAMP-CRP & &% 1, T 455 IF T
IR D] B8 31 T SRR T Y EDACE A fE
PG AC, X FRFHLT  EIA 5 YR St J5 A0 1€ i i

AR RIS B IR At R R B 5
Metabolize second energy
source(other energy source)

Stationary

phase
I A AR IR AT AT )
Metabolize preferred o L
energy source(such as glucose) SAREAER
Second log phase

OD600

S5 A IER
Second lag phase

F—ARECER
First log phase

S IEA

First lag phase

I ]

Time

HFHE R AL A, R XK A 4 i
AR BRI R TA Gle )7, Gle E@Tﬁéﬁ
ENA" 2B EBERRIL IR, BLBT E. coli 5 AC 5
Gle(6 ~ 12 ), 1 il H At e U5 A9 AR 35 ; Gle #ER R,
E. coli /AR W PG AR | 1 A SIE i 191 5 0B i S 45
W5, E. coli FI R Gbi IE A7 A4, 30 Sk — AN 8T Y
KRR E. coli B2 P AR KL

09k © Control
A 0.25g L' Gle %
v 0.50 g'L"' Glc $
< 1.00 g'L' Gle ¢ 52
06l > 150 g1 Gle 3 i 5
<© 2.00 g-L" Gle g 22" s
o 8- TY
o a 2 9 v I {
03 TEITR T2 % i3
’ §§§3§80$00006°
o ¥
¢ _°
<
o:oae's
0.0F
1 " 1 1 1 " 1 L 1
0 6 12 18 24
i ) /h
Time/h

1 (a) AEHTREKRERERM(b) FMARRE Glc B MH 3Z55EH E. coli 0 ~24 h #1 OD,, KIT{L
‘BE:GIC ﬁ%%%%o

Fig. 1

(a) Schematic diagram of the diauxic growth of bacteria, and (b) Trends in OD,, of

E. coli during 0 ~24 h in MH medium with different concentrations Glc

Note: Gle stands for glucose.

3 J
CCREBUEIEA
CCR sensitive genes

[ =28
>@ %
PEP EI~P HPr~P EIl A~P
Pyr El HPr EIl A
Glc-6-P %%

)

B2 E. coli W5 iR G430 &

Fig. 2 Carbon catabolite repression in E. coli

TREBRIR

Mixed energy source

M@é@

.I*)xﬂid?

Second source

SR, E. coli FIJFH Gle R A=K R 2 & 2
FRER At BFSR R, Gle #838J5 E. coli
AT AR A | G B A e A A R O

FEIRPO 75 R A LE W ) B T 2R R B Tk
JE——C TR TR B B ey SE VS I (R BRAG  Y RE 7
K Z b Gle (IHEE R 2 g- L' 0, ZBRERAY A5t 3
7V E L E. coli 2 YR EUAE A 22 (1] 1 HE i 1 il =2 90k
£, F80Z Gle WIE TAKM E. coli TEXGFE 24 /N
A AT Ak T 42 1
2.2 AN B—HiE F A F AN Horme-
sis U

i 2.1 BYSEIREE I, o I AE B A AR N Tk B
Gle , 1] ¥ PETE A B B — B I FR A 38 LS B I A L
WEE Gle 19 MH 35 77 204 1R G 55 7K & v, DU
JE 24 h I TCH 1 2F BAMAE X E. coli B BE AL
N, BT H— Glo, A ¥ PETE R B 35 R b iz "
U8 BEZE NS I AR 28) FN 45 SEBR 20 (S I 2B )
Wl E. coli B T0IE A KB UTC IR AR X B TR 4
R P4k TCH 1 2F X} E. coli (TEMRN . A
[ ¥ & Gle(0.00 025 .0.50 ,1.00,1.50 .2.00 g-L™")f
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MH #5325t 24 h i TCH M1 2F %t E. coli 15—
RPN AP 3 TR 78 MH B3R 3k b A
K19 E. coli % 2 Ryt AE R (1 Hra 232 B Hormesis
RN, B VRN Gle ¥R BE 3, bk R 7E ARk
FXF E. coli W HEVE F] & b5 AR 1F X (]2 A5 9
K, TCH 1 2F 7E45 24 /NSEXT E. coli B F KAE kR
SN 44.58% K1 9.08% & #i 4 fin &) 158.65% F
40.20% , fie DX [] A5 3 1 43 A 1.96E—05 mol - L™
F13.56E-03 mol-L ™' A4 fin%l 4 29E-05 mol-L™'
F1.71E-02 mol- L™ ; 7E i W B N X E. coli YA
VEFRZ W98 55 , TCH #1 2F 1646 24 /NiF i) EC,, M8
2351 3.17E-05 mol-L™' 1 1.62E—-02 mol- L™ & ¥
B4 HF] 9 24E-05 mol-L ™' H14.10E-02 mol-L™",

Al UL AN Gle B HE TR AR VR B 514 X E. co-
HAERWAE SRR R 55 Sk BE LA R X E. coli 1
MEIE ., X TTBES E. coli ' CCR WA X,
Bi R 2 Gle BIAFAEM E. coli H ) EIIA®® S 3]
FRERRALRA , KRR LRY EIIACC ANBRIIE AC,
il T E. coli URFMNE 53 fift AL P i 2238 5 LAFERY
R R A MR G IRES AC 254G, i
T FE IR S, S8 AC T MRS SE  SoB N E.
coli i N cAMP fJ & LA J2 cAMP-CRP 4 45 ¥ i 1
P FEM G CCR AR H 5 5%, 45 Gle #E
RIS E. coli T #% ] %F MH 3% 3% 3 o iR 7K fif B8 25
F 2R R SRR PR I A AT AR 1 S8
RAEMRIRE N X E. coli BYARFEVE 3458 ; 75 — 5
i, E. coli ff Gle =24 WA R =4 £ TR &R VT g
SRR AN P A HE SR T RE , W P AR 2R A YRR

(@) 100k ZControl )
0.25 g'L'Gle
v 0.50 g'L!' Gle
50 < 1.00g-L"' Gle
> 1.50 g-L! Glc
<© 2.00 g'L' Gle

/%
Inhibition/%
o
—= S
1

L

o

S
T

-150

1 1 1 1
1E-06 1E-05 1E-04 1E-03
LR PUIR VR EE/(mol L)
Concentration of TCH/(mol-L")

1 1
1E-08 1E-07

Z00 PR D B X E. coli B9, 1 WA
ZIEERE TN E. coli #PHIA/E FH BOIRES .
2.3 SRR IR A P4 R 1A S A4 TR Horme-
sis RN

A R OR G LIRS I 252% , itk TCH
HI2F EASE P AEAEILAE T BB, A SCIE T 3 inAs
[F] % FF Gle(0.00 ,0.25 .0.50 .1.00 ,1.50 .2.00 g-L™" )iy
MH 1555369 24 h i) TCH 5 2F Xf E. coli EK&
BEPE, IR TA BERIVPAN 1 2 Fhbo 2k RAEAH N s %
I ZR B G A AR 25 R an &l 4 iR,

AN R He B Gle(0.00,0.25 ,0.50 ,1.00,1.50 ,
200 g-L™)A) MH ;#5924 h BF TCH 5 2F %
E. coli WK & 2 £ 7 it -8 i £k 40 &1 4 (a) I R
TCH 5 2F iR WAl LI SF E. coli i) Hormesis X
N, 5 2.2 IEERZEL BN Gle W BE R3S N2 BUR
AP REARHRIE T X E. coli (R - FH 2 7 18
SR TEEVREE R X E. coli fR3M I/ FH 2 W 8 55 , B
3R BN e KR oE Rt 5.63% & i 44 in 2
21.30% , fiE2F X (8] 47 i a5 AL 1.22 E-03 mol - L7 i%
Wy K %] 3.68E-03 mol-L™", EC,, /1 3.71E-03
mol- L™ Z 4 hn %) 1.01E-02 mol-L™"; X ¥ B 2
bt RIB G B EEIIARERS 52 E. coli Y CCR
MU, 745 Gle W F TCH 5 2F BEATEH K 1A
M an &l 4 (b)fr s, SR CRCs #07 T 1A i1 £k A9
77, TCH 5 2F By 3&-A 1E FH 2 300 1 9 D3 [W) 2
R BEE Gle WEERYRG I, S5BR CRCs 5 1A iy
B 2R M G R, FR X 2 Fhpt AR ZE A B [R) VR B
B WG 5

(b)

o Control

100F A 0.25gL Gle
v 0.50 g-L' Gle
<1.00 g'L!' Gle
>1.50 g'L' Gle
©2.00 gL' Glc

wn
(=
T

/%
Inhibition/%

PR | L P | L PR |
1E-03 1E-02 1E-01

2(SH)ME R B /(mol- L)

Concentration of 2F/(mol-L")

3 FMAERE Gle By MH 35355 24 h B TCH(a) 1 2F (b) 3t E. coli K8 — M &-20 5 M4k
Fig. 3 Single toxic CRCs of TCH (a) and 2F (b) to E. coli in MH medium with different concentrations of Glc at 24 h
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