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w I Ezk =t FIE
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16S :IDNA

X172

FI#E R % 3B A Abamectin, H 5 HiEHZ 8
FAAGEZ T BAREAE Y EREDH T
ERM MEAEHFRS HNCERZEREICHE
FANSL I SR A e R AE R E UK T B R
BRAMERS KRB =REERBHT
i AEEEREM. BRIEM LXZRAFIERD
BHHR, EEERTHARNE S HE YR
FERBTIE R Y T E % TR 4 R R R
FRIWEF MR W E, X NS B R AT R
THERMME T, A0 S B 73 AR A7 5 o

165 tDNA J3: 5 sr #r i B R T R K Bl of
H—RMaFIRUEEAR, T ZNATHFHRELE
PNRAEMRS S 165 (DNA B R B R R, Bk
HESEREHDTHFER 16S DNA 554 [/ 8
H H A, AT DA% B AR K RO B R R e
E Jr i TR 2 R R 2 4 R IR E [ PO i
EIS

WA RERIERRIRE P RA S RSN
FERR AHBAEYRERAGRE-MITZE
WML BB R BFONARRE -2, A
HMRTHERRREAR L EFORER,FAAEL
b oy B B — MR B RURE SR bR, U A 16S (DNA 75
AEMER T THNEE VSR — SRS

* (302708%0)
(1975~ ),

: 2008- 06- 06 :2003- 11- 27

XL/ A3
2% 18 Jr
310029)

( Stenotroph omonas maltrophilia)

P 248 B8 3R R AR K Y R TR A B R 0 o T S W B
FRIBEEM TRHH RS,

1 RSN

1.1 {E#EMiKH

HPL100G E # A8 & 35 {3 (DAD Ul 85, 5% T
eSS, BI%H R K 250 mm J&H YWG-C iy #4854
H, N1 4.6 mm, B br B3I ¥k % 1, 2FG-85A AU JE
HAE R, 50 pl RS EE

“EBP PR KRS AR SN
AR B, ZREHK, PR E R (B, >96.5%)
LA BRI (LR R R R 1HE

BR324 150, MeSO, - TH,0 0.04 g; FeSO, »
7H,0 0.002 g;K,HPO, 0.2 g; (NH,),50, 0.2 g; CaSO,
0.08 g; &K 1 L;pH {H5 7.0; 121°CHE # K 30
mino

B EEERE - FAT3 & EAM S g;NaCl
5gi 7&K 1 L;pH AR 7.2;121 CRR K H 30 min,
1.2 #idtiE

EHE(5 ~ 10 em HE) R BHLA RN, B L0085
FMEMRRY , E RN TG 0REE, 1T 40 Hf . IAE &%
K. EEKEAHRBEAREKEY 60%, &M,
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Table 1 Physical and chemical properties of tested soils

R HETFXHE BRAEE il :
+ P . ‘ Bl B K Hf K B
pH Organic matter CEC Total Nitrogen Field maximum
Soil Sampling site
(g kg"l) (cmol kg™") (g kg'l) moisture capacity (% )
BEEE L pAd
4.46 6.10 9.51 0.15 43.63
Udic Cambosols Longyou
IR %L BN
5.09 20.5 17.51 0.29 69.41
Udic Ferrosols Quzhou
TR MM A T HM
6.44 33.5 10.63 1.58 49.76
Udic Argosols Hangzhou
iRy L X
7.78 34.5 9.00 0.32 71.43
Aquic Cambosols Jiaxing
EH L T
8.31 11.6 12.54 0.12 53.56
Orthic Halosols Ningbo
1.3 AWt BFHERE, TAR R & i, eBCF R £ —

AL ER 1.3 20 g 4% A A TR L ERE A BLA 250 ml
HERIME S, 3 10 mg kg 'MEMAFTEREE, RS,
RIEWFTE LR 25 ClEBIE RN BREESR.

AbE 2B 20 g & FIROTR I RIE LI 250 ml
HERIME D, 10 mg kg ' WEMAMAER, RS,
RIGH T LEEBA 15C . 25C 35CH 45CHHR
BEHRANBRER,

RhE 3. HR 20 g % A AR IE VA A 250 ml
SRR B 1.5.10 F1 50 mg kg MBI A FT4E B
Z RS AEHFTAE THBA SCERERMEA
YR

AR 43R 20 g & A EIRNE A LA 250 ml
WERIME S, % 10 mg kg B IMAF AR X, RS,
REREREORRKE) KA KE LM, REHHFAE
R 25 CIERIE SRR I BEEHE 5% o

LESAE BT 4 RER, THEFH0.5.10,
20.30.40 1 60 d BRI EPT4E T RV & B
1.4 BRHEMENES
1.4.1 BEmEMSBES4L  HREMN20gK
A P T 4 B R B KO R BN S mg L
W4 T B9 50 ml ZEREEFRHEF ,30°C 150 r min IR
GREETLIE-AYLAY BESE - 1Yk
F B R AR SR B BT S SR R T e
LAJE JUAN JE S 0 85 3 , 3 78 1 T 6 5 5% W BT
WHEWE N Smg L EEWRE RN 200 mg L71)o

HEERTAE L R RA KA 4C) R,
1.4.2 HESEMEH  WM30CTFEK24LH
AHEEF—FFF 100 ml {546 B 157 &P Ik 9
324 b, BEFEWLL 4 000 r min~ "B 04 E 10 min, Y
B &, F§ pH 7.0 # 0.02 mol L' Na,HPO,-
NaH,PO, 28 WUk % 3 3k, i A% 2% o VK 9 44
B pH 7.0 #9 15% (4 100 ml ZEp WA 15 g AW
BWER, U ERIEELHEZET HT,

1.4.3 BEHREMmENRFE 25K 0.5 ml M
15% R B TS 10 mg L™ FI4EE K #) 20 ml ZE 0t
FEH,30C 150 r min 'R HEF. BOLHR A4
WEE,FAAME RO SEFRRETN BB, T
M 0.2.5.10.15 #1120 d FREE I EPTAE R R &
B, T 0% 2 14 R A B 8 A R TE PRI B MR

1.5 EBREBENEE

PCR R A3 ¥ 0 — 3B A5, 1ET 519 BSF8/
20: 5'-AGAGT TTGAT CCTGG CTCAG-3' ( Escherichia
coli XTI fE B K 8-27); I 1] 51 ¥ BSR1541/20: 5'-
AAGGA GGTGA TCCAG CCGCA-3' (E. coli XF [ fif &
H 1541-1522)

PCR R & % (100 p1) 4 :10 x PCR 2 M5 1l
MgCL,(0.025 mol L™")4 pl, dNTP 2 pl, 514 BSF8/20
F15|¥) BSR1541/20 % 1.5 ul , #4% DNA 1, Taq B
(10 000 U ml™')0.5 pl, T # /K 34.5 pd, H # 50
P9, PCR B E BB RF W T: (1)94C 2 min;
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(2)94°C 1 min,56°C 1 min,72%C 2 min; (3)56 2 H1&
¥ 29 % ;(4)72°C 10 min; (5)4°C 10 min; (6) E E K
F® PCR =4 ik MM F i L R EA
BIRFAE A7 M. WFH R4 B E# 16S 1DNA
(#4700 bp) ¥4 ¥ 51, 4% i 15 /7 5 5T Blast BF 5
GenBank 9 #% & 303 HEAT HE X T o

1.6 MAFRREBRENEHLE

B 20 g & AR IE KA LA 250 ml 8 AR
R 10 mg kg THIEMAB R E RS, 0.1,
23 M4 ml WEBEM 1525 UERERRR,. RS
KA LHBA BSCEREFRHANEREER. 8
MEHIR4XRER, FHFH 0.2.5.10.20 1 40 d
BN EMAEREN S’

1.7 FH#ERRENNE

R # 20 g TREA 250 ml TR,
A 80 ml FARE{RINK . ERGHL ERFHIEIX 1 h,
MBS A S50 ml HBEUERRHE, A IR W T 250 ml
JRBE, FIIE & R X (B0C /KB ) K H B R E 2
10 ml 224, B RSB R A 250 ml 220 F A, hn
A 60 g L™ & ALB/KIE 60 ml, F 3 x50 ml —H
BERHL, 2 KB BR A v JE , AR & KX (50C
KK —EF BB E 1~ 2l £F, REHAR 4
AT, AENFEEAE S ml FRN,

e BB B9 20 ml SR SR EHER 3 x30 ml —
ARELER, 2L KRRALIEEERER LN L
B_ERREEE 1~ 2l 54, RS SMA K
T EETEEAZE S ml FREW,

KA WA G A ERREH#ITNE. Wah

MR EVEB R (A: K B: ZHBE): (1)0 min, A:B=
80:20(V:V, F[A);(2)4.0 min,A:B =55:45;(3)5.0
min,A: B = 10:90; (4)12.5 min, A: B = 10:90;
(5)13.0 min,A:B=0:100, Ji & 0.7 ml min~", Kl
B 254 nm, FERER 20 pl, MR AL E R,
TE ERFZMT , PUI4ETE R 9 {R B 5] 5 10.733 min,

2 FR5H

2.1 MUEFERELRPHER

Xof & AL BT A TE R R B (C) FEL R (¢) AT
TSRO T 434, RBLA K R E(r) #B7E 0.96 ~
0.99 Z[a] , Bk AT A I — 2R 3h 77 2 Jr 7 K 1 iR o] 4
BERELEPHREMAIERSHEM, B/ EXCEL
BRU#THRUG BB IETEN C = C x
e H e Coh  HRPERENRER, C, M
BV A YR K O R 5 R R
2.1.1 EEERANMTEFHREFOEE  NAEK2
UES ELESEAERS  Zn g £ e+
BPREMBETIERFAIEIESE. ANESE
e (nERAEE - mBEkE L), KEARER, X
ARSANESREEEN T EREYRBREE —
FEHFRo Nedwell Z2A N MM 39 3 R £
HENHK, RREUFS M BETEETLE
BULUES , BA T A YLE 5 380k % ] 5 H B
AL 15%, AL LHELEEN 0% MMEY S
HAXER, XEMAYAE S T EAIREEH
0.2%.,

K2 FARAIRMAXBIFEFRRBHDNFEY

Table 2 Degradation kinetic parameters of Abamectin in different types of soils

Memah hd¥h g i 1% K -
4 AN HERY P H 5 H
o Degradation kinetic equation . . Degradation rate
Soil CoCoxe ¥ Correlation coefficient r constant K Half-life (d)
= 0
1w rgaE +
=10. -0.016 0¢ A A i
Udie Cambosals ‘C, 0.67xe 0.981 6 0.016 0 43.3
ﬁ_ﬂﬂggﬁi €,=10.26 x e 0017 0.979 4 0.017 9 38.7
Udic Ferrosols
ﬁmw?&i C,=10.03 x g~ 009" 0.989 8 0.019 9 34.8
Udic Argosols
@?E%ﬁif’;i C,=9.98x ¢ 0080 0.967 9 0.024 0 28.9
Aquic Cambosols
Jk#ﬁﬁzi C,=10.41 x e~ 0070 0.972'5 0.017 0 40.8
Orthic Halosols
2.1.2 R JE B 4E A E R AR R &3 0, B AE T R B B AR X R B 7R B MR B OR A0 R
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TE 15 ~ 35C TR A, 10 BE 7t 7o 42 B Bl 3R 4R
A BERE i TR BE S R LIRS B R, R
SR YA R g, BT R A R
BEZH LT HMAEYE KO EGERE, LY 8

EHERKRER, EITERR N RBERERMR, HY
BB BT, T 0 43 s SR B PR AR R L
FIR%S, FEFRAE S THEEREPHBER,

I PMARKETFAREIRNIRBHDNESH

Table 3 Degradation kinetic parameters of Abamectin in soil at different temperature

- Befesh E R R P B K -
Degradation kinetic equation T Degradation rate
Temperature ( °C) e Correlation coefficient r Half-life (d)
Ci=Cgxe constant K

15 € =9.72 x ¢~ 00123 0.9805 0.012 3 56.4
25 C,=10.03x e 009 0.989 8 0.0199 34.8

35 €, =10.18x ¢ 0% 0.9923 0.0289 24.0

45 C =10.12x e 000 0.986 6 0.0132 52.5

2.1.3 RAGWENFERREROE R &4
RIEERERY, E—EHEN,TEFREEFEEFF
T o] 2 8 % R A, R T B o A O A R A
R LR R R, AR ARk 2R E A 52 R

i RAEEENRGFEERNVBREY B R
BERM AT F BB TR, HYREGK
FE (50 mg kg™ " ) A S M 9 28 B2 AR BR BT, i g
ZER R, FHERERET TR,

B4 TEREMARERELIRIRBODIHESH

Table 4 Degradation kinetic parameters of Abamectin at different concentration in soil

Wiy o B K eSS 1% H R R K BREEERK -
Abamectin concentration Degradation kinetic equation AT Degradation rate ;
R Correlation coefficient Half-life (d)
ke
(mg kg™") C=Cyxe constant K
1 C=1.13xe "7 0.985 2 0.017 8 38.9
5 C,=4.48x e 00 0.991 1 0.0190 36.5
10 C,=10.03x e 001 0.989 8 0.0199 34.8
50 €,=49.55x ¢ 00149 0.9819 0.0149 46.5

2.1.4 THOKESRKE KT B4 E R 8 5%

L EEFRRE S KEERKBARIN T
EEMHEAER(EEER KBMAERERS), T
KRR RS EG RN R BT Sk Yy R e A
TF VR )36 TR, R O 9 0 e A R R T
R KA 2 2 55 B B 25 Al — I [ R R
HFR RS,

H# 5 I 6 AT, A Yy v I 4 1 K R R
W B 1) 38 o R AR, P AR M 5 d EF Y 7.90% Ft
F60dRH 52.82% ; AT AHRERKEMNKE
FUETHREXEHIFI N 484 M277.34, KA
ZETHREEHRRAKEN &, R ERERE
TP RS FERBEY SR, MAEA Y E R AE
FABD, X5 Joan P REMEREA .,
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Table 5 Degradation dynamics of Abamectin in sterilized and non-sterilized soils

FEERREE
Al Abamectin residue (mg kg~ D) WA YRR o it R
Time (4) Microbial degradation amount Degradation rate
e K+ 3 K+ (mg kg™") (%)
Sterilized soil Non-sterilized soil
0 9.75 9.75 — —
5 9.64 8.87 0.77 7.90
10 9.32 8.45 0.87 8.92
20 9.17 7.53 1.64 16.82
30 9.03 5.32 3.7 38.05
40 8.98 4.21 4.77 48.92
60 8.29 3.14 5.15 52.82

6 FIAERERNESARELIWNTRBNFNESH

Table 6 Degradation kinetic parameters of Abamectin in sterilized and non-sterilized soil

FEfRgh T iR Fo A H B K -
L] o . HXARY g
Degradation kinetic equation Degradation rate
Treatment Correlation coefficient r Half-life (d)
Ci=Coxe ™ constant K
K T 5%
€,=9.70x e~ 025 0.973 9 0.002 5 277.3
Sterilized soil
ELS: et |
C,=10.03 x e 0.989 8 0.0199 34.8
Non-sterilized soil
2.2 EHHSBEMHE TR, WRPAILIE W, E bk ZF-4 PR T4 R

A RS ER R MRS S, I8 BEA R, R R JEE 0.131 0, RN
7 HKBRE. XEEATHERR, ERNE S3AFMERERNRUAERE.

®7 FAREKAFAEERERNDNESY

Table 7 Degradation kinetic parameters of different strains to Abamectin

Memsh IEH B ¥ f o 32 % B K N

ST&?S Degradation kinetic oquasion Correl)‘jii T\offﬁ;ent r Degradation rate Ha?:jewjd)
C,=Coxe ™ constant K

ZF-1 €,=9.71x e 008 0.991 6 0.058 9 11.8
ZF-2 €,=10.17x e~ 0078 0.9713 0.076 8 9.0
ZF-3 C,=9.86x e 0% 0.987 5 0.070 6 9.8
ZF-4 C,=8.81xe 10 0.994 2 0.131 0 5.3
ZF-5 C,=10.60x e 083 0.985 1 0.083 3 8.3
ZF-6 €, =9.75xe 0037 0.963 7 0.053 7 12.9
ZF-7 C,=9.92x¢ 00 0.983 4 0.078 7 8.8

2.3 BUMEBEESE(16SIDNAFHIH K4  F5|4 BSF8/20 Al BSR1541/20 #17 PCR ¥ 4%, 1% 21
FURE) K25 1.5 kb i) PCR ¥ 3 7=4) , Ml & 7 4 55 G 4R 38 47
L4 7 24 DNA B, Il F 48 B 16S 1DNA & K B 19 16S tDNA (2 613 bp) /¥ 5, K BT il ¢ 5138 of
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Blast #2 /¥ 5 GenBank 4% B2 #3447 Ho X 4347, 45
RFM S EHEYS ZHRE 16S (DNA %17 B2 ¥ 51 7]
BHESITE 0% LA b, 5 =bRrE £ 2 SEFF B 16
iDNA PRI R RHEE L 9%, REDFTFRELE
AR¥LRTEFARBEREL S EFRARE
( Stenotrophomonas maltrophilia) o
2.4 1B AR A b A v 4 TR R A P AR

MR 8 I LUA ), #7120 A B ) L 2, BT
RERPOERBEEHBRTRMBELE, HREEE
Feb B4, T 4 TR R R B AR X R S

RE RN RBUE RN R (H 255 PR 45 3
4m i, ERERERDE LABE HCEMP
ZM3m HHEEAK, XATREHNTHEEZMR
W, MAEYAERIFEHREEMAR, S BHRE
BWEAE ., WM —ERERREGRI, HBEH
AR T HF Y 5850 F R 3 R B IR Y (Bl 4E B
FOHTERK, BB M AT, Rtk
LM AT, —EBRELEFER, & BBME
B P B R IERCR X A B

%8 BNAAERIIMEAEEREBOIHESH"

Table 8 Degradation kinetic parameters of Abamectin after inoculation with different amount of dominant bacteria into soil

sl h¥h R P RHBK
MR LEPES ®
Degradation kinetic equation R - Degradation rate s
I[noculation amount (ml) Correlation coefficient r Half-life (d)
C,= Coxe constant K
0 C,=10.18x ¢™ 2% 0.962 3 0.028 9 24.0
1 C,=9.95xe 000 0.985 1 0.049 7 13.9
2 C,=9.81 x g~ 0006 0.976 5 0.070 6 9.8
3 €,=9.26x e 01018 0.959 2 0.101 8 6.8
4 €,=9.04 x e %1125 0.974 8 0.112 5 6.2

1) BAAIER 20 g 8, VR0 10 mg kg™ 'FUZE R E Weight of experimental soil is 20 g, adding 10 mg kg™' Abamectin for every treatment

3 4 ®

D) BHEXGTREAR L EEIE. LER
FERR 2 AT P B R A L P RRERARR
Wi, EK B A& T B E R R K AT Y 8 £5,
I 1t BH o] 4 B R 7E - B P A BE AR WD BE R IR BUE D)
X,

2) MNEIZ R RS R ERE Lo
| — ok 125 A0k e A0 T 4 B R ) B PR, & 168 1DNA 51
AT % R O Ve 2 3F B 5 B M T ( Stenotrophomonas
maltrophilia ) s

3) HER TR A O I BT A R Y R
PR B R T AR N B AL B, (A — S WK BE Rk
U, FE— N REEM RN,

B OM RBRTRANIRFHEDARS S RER
ko4 15§ A4 B R ARG

2% XK
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DEGRADATION OF ABAMECTIN IN SOILS AND SCREENING
OF HIGHLY EFFICIENT DEGRADATION BACTERIUM

Zhang Wei

( Pesticde Erwironmentdl Toxicity Research Instiiute, Zhgiang Unwersity, Hangzhou

Yu Yunlong Wu Jialun Li Shaonan Fan Defang

310029, China )

Degradation dynamics of Abamectin in different soils were studied by in cubation method. The result shows

contributes to microorganism in soil. The dominant baderia which can dfed ively degrade Abamectin was isolated fram experi—

mental soil, and it was identified by 16SIDNA as Stenotrophomonas maltrophilia. After the inoculation of dominant bacteria into

soil Abamectin degradation was further augmented.

Key words Abamectin; Soil; Microbial degradation; Dominant badteria; Inoculation



