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AN OK <5 B X 15 7K AL B 2R G5 o s i 24 R DL R i 24
TR Y s e S BE

I AR, AL A B, SRR, B, R,

LR AR R BT AR A BE, P 4210015 2. AR K735 Qe il 5 0t ML SR M 4 A G L 00 %,
421001; 3. B RAM A & a6 7 T K 5 R Y AL B R W R G SR S, B 4210015 4. ERRE B
AT G, P ERE BRI RE S EOR B R E 5T 100085

W OE IR 2R GOR ARG Y R LIRS B, A I 2 g 3R —— i 25 3L K (ARGSs) |2 A TE TG
KA RS, BEWOIEMN S 289 Kb R B PG . SR SEI 28 B PCR FAR, R 5 T 90K EMN Bk (nZVI)
49K E AL B (nZn0) X 15 7K Ak B 22 45 P 0k e 2 T 25 1 (ARB) il ARGs A 20 f FRAE A 520 . Z5 3R %10, 50 mg-L!
nZVI fll nZnO % 78 Y8 | T Bl i i ARB YR EESL: 55 RAMH L, nZVI Al nZnO B FE 556 sull RN T
0.25%~16.21%, i sul2 4 30 5 5 U8 (1.519%~15.47%) . W5, 50 mg- L' nZVI £ 5 350 55 45 M 4 ARGs K &
W o nZVIF nZnO £ 7538 i & 475 K A B Ge b 5 dned 1, VCEE 4  JEE 3F R  400 T  S AE T IR E sull B3
B o AT 25 S B T MR g4 oK 4 ot T K AL R g R ARB FIR RIS ARG 9 K (9 52 i S AL, wT Sk il e
7 A 4 R4 T 1 DT K A B R R 275 Y SR s R S

XTI (ARGs); T 2T (ARB); WK ZE Mk 0ZVD); Ak EALEE (nZn0); 157K b B 52 55

4 T 245 1k B Y H 55 52 e N SIS R R R T A SR U B AR R WoR A A SR B AR
it , F] 2050 45, A pE 25 oK S B0 BR AR H B 1000 5 AAE TSP, T 25 5L K] (antibiotic resistance
genes, ARGS) J& 2l & AR AT 2528 A1 (1) SR st AL 2, e 91 hy 4 3k o B B X4 R R T ey 2 — 10,

WK RS B9 TE K AL R G UE & ARGs B B 26 A E 2 —, [AIAT )& ARGs 15 415 # =
NI A R BRI e KA B R GE b, ARGs 19 7= A T 8 5 75 /K b sk 8 He 2 U0 AH e )
E A WA 7 RN QR AR AR U R AR RE (nZnO) U FITAK M BR (nzZvT) U
SR K 4 @ SCE AR TG K A B ZR GE T P S e vh S A& ARGs 43 A 5 IH & B 52 . MILLER S5 5@ i
S 5 ik IR Wi RN (QPCR) TR, PRIV BE A0 KR (0.01~1.0 mg L™ X R E T Ak i U3 &
FUBE 25 ARGs 1Y 3= B JC b 25 52 ) . MA S5 U S 2ok 25 5 D200 7 40 Br R B, 283 56 d I 4 K 4R
(0.1~20 mg-L ™) Bilfk, 35 P75 U o 46 K 2 B0 ARGs 1940 4 JC W @ A8 Ak, (H AT i fi G o A 2
ARGs (Uil strd) A BE # 2& ARGs (acrB) 43 il 2 55 300% . 50%. Ib4h, ZHANG %510 % Bl, nZnO i
R 0I5 U IR AT b R G T B Bl ast /% JC £F (mobile genetic elements, MGEs) 4 %f 3= BE 34 i T

s BHEE: 2022-12-30; FAHHEA: 2023-01-17

EEWA: ERAKPEESEHE (52100219); 15 & BT I H (21A0288); 15 4% il 5 ¥T IR AL BT 5 [ 5 1 5 50 36 % T K
PREBT (PCRRF21001)

T—ELE: HIEM (1998—) , B, Wi LHFEE, 602511451@qq.com; BRBIEMEE: A b (1987—), B, WL, &l#H#E,
zs402606665@126.com
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%5 6 ] PHIEIAE - K G i X 7K Ak P28 78 v B i 245 4k PR RN 24 BT R ey S A LB 2089

354.70%, [ BLTTRE 3N ARGs WAL 36 IXUES: o H5e T PO S0 AIE 9 6 T A SC M4 A At nZ VI E 2258 5
M AE ARGs W 7E A ) 77 B IR AR B IR K AL B R G U AR E b R4 b ARGs (9 F 8 . T2
B2, V5 KA PE R G ARGs AR # HOE 25 0] 29 4 15 e 41 L ) ARGs (IARGs) | 15 a4 il 41 Fff &
A ARGs (aeARGs) 175 7K 41 ifd SMi# #5 %5 ARGs (feARGs) """, ARGs WK/ TE S A, Ho 5%
& 7 IR A F R U201 IARGSs 3 B 38 o 40 i 4 sl K32 A JE AT B8 5E , 1 aeARGs Al feARGs £ %k
U8F A M sE T 24 sk 2 30 o Wb, BB K B % AL RN i S AL RED 2122, SR, &8 9Kk X5
AL ZR GE R [RJE 25 ARGs M4 5E 5 1% 175 68 1 19 52 ) S FLAL I 7 AR BH

AT R FH B0 A 22 A0 I 56 T qPCR 28 584N [W] i £ ¥k B nZ VI Fll nZnO 22 88 X5 K Ab 3 R 48
rv L R Tl e 2 1 245 1 (ARB) He JE FIR [ 25 ARGs £ B (09 52 i, I 8 o<t A6 00 40 i 155 5 15 e
ARGs k7K ¥ e LR MGEs (inel 1) 43 A5 FEAE B B nZVI il nZnO & 88 T ARGs (19 5% Z HLH ﬁﬁjﬁ
8 71 4 T 9N KO R0 T T 2 1 %) BU R BT X RS YR RN, DA DR AR R s S T K Ak B R G v
it 24535 Yl (1) SR ms $E A 5 2%

1 MR5RE

11 H@mS5#HE

TG M5 e BB S SR T2 R IR R/ S AR - A s T A s K AR BT T RIS TR R A W
KA BTV E (MLVSS) K 2.2 gL', nZVI Fil nZnO Z53&8 506 A I $7 T (Aladdin, wE) . 25 %%
Bilb: b5 T S
1.2 |RE|EXWHIT

BTG e B e 2 LIEWR, SR AR AN 0.85% A9 NaCl #E 3k 1 k. FH & & 2 5 300 mL i%
PTG R IR A W 2 500 mL #EJE D o 2 BERL U5 K b 3 3 7K 56 )53 7K S %5 in CH;COONa 171.4 mg-L™
(#124F COD 4 200 mg-L™") . NH,"-N 20 mg-L"'. NO,-N 10 mg-L™' fil PO,*-P 2 mg-L"'. #RJ5, #&hn
I P B 7 43 (5 min) (19 nZVI A nZnO ff A8 W 2 HE R O, R 4 o e MR BE 4ERESh 1R
50 mg-L! (ﬁ%ﬂﬁ%‘%?%7kﬁiﬁﬁtlﬂ%%*ﬁtﬁkﬂ?%ﬂﬁﬁi%&ﬁﬂbLMAF%E{M“)[2“5]0 wE, ¥
HE TR 35460 (ZQZY-70BF, ) FEIEYE (20 °C, 150 r'minh) 2 12 h, iz 74 2 B S bR
15K HE )R 6 h IR +6 h A E g < 0y =0, &%) 500 L-(m’ min) ™', %%IJ?OS 2, 4
6. 8. 10 A1 12 h Bi5 e i & W T ARB e B2 H50R: I K 410 Jif0 i 52 S PRl 5 [RIR, s TR A i
FFEL, REMTE TR TR _LIERARAT T 20 °C, T RNA FUAR[EIE A DNA $#25.
1.3 ARBRE#& N

K B NG A B 2O R U ARB A XS W6 BE o R JC B 0.85% (J5i 5t 43 %00) NaCl % W 10 5 1 B 5 B¢
TG TR IR A W 218 A W . B L mL A B 5 DU RE S IR A T A R (O E R 512 mg L) 1Y
MH B g b o Bi A 25 vk B R0 I PR RN S5 56 58 b v B 2 45 1 B0 I e AR R R . [, BU 1 mL
0.85% (5t F:43 %) TG 1A NaCl ¥ W& A 75 o8 MH B8 o B IEZs Aivt iR . s, B FafE & T
(36+1) °C Al BE FR AR B5 7% (48+2) ho 1 MU TR ¥ £ 30~300 B 7% B J0 5 o7 1) ~F- Bl 1 i % S k.
ARB AHXR B U8 N A= 200 2 30 20 DA V8 B S o A 2828 1 A TR R (D S 9 R VR ) 1 B
1.4 A[EF7 DNA 2B S0

B S mL 5 RIE AW L (4°C, 4000 rmin') &b P 5 min, fREGRITE, K LERERR
BB T, SR B A e g vk S R B YR DUTE Y 40 i A1 B 25 DNA (aeDNA) o B 56, i)
TSR UTTE A E 18 FACH M I (70 g-g ' MLVSS) , #bFeMifREh % & SmL; B T 4 °C L 1K
WHEN DL 600 rmin”' A6 FE 8 h 5, FFTF 4°C. LA 10000 rrmin”' &0 5 min; B 3 W 0.22 pm 3§
i, RI1% aeDNA MERBOR . 245, BOU5TRDINE, R+ L m RN (SDS) - £k vk #2 HUKL ) DNA
(iDNA) P[] 35 P UL 3E H A 810 pL iDNA il 2 & A1 2 pL 2 H i K 20 mg-mL™" #r S , HF
37°C. L) 225 rmin”' /K FEPR% 30 min; il A 60 uL 20% (i & 53 %%) SDS, & T 65 °C /K 1548 th K i
2h; FREC (10000 rmin™', 10 min) 5, BRIV 28000 2 mL 808 9 W B AR TOE A
180 uL iDNA Fl 42 28 th ¥ F1 20 uL 20% (FifE43%%) SDS, HAE FiRAbH 2 Wk &9 3 AL H R34 [



2090 ok L B ¥ W EEAVE S

W, B iDNAMEEEOR . &5, RARB-F55P 3 — 20 4ifk aeDNA Fil iDNA MHEEHUR . R
FH R S 3 6 6 B 11 (Nanodrop 2 000, 3 [E) ] i DNA ¥k & 5 4l B P2 4lifb J5 aeDNA Fl1 iDNA ¥
i PR AT T-20 °C VKA o SR 0.22 pum JE B 8 LR 5 IR AW O 3R LR .. 4 mL IER 2
50mL BB T, R BT 2> B IF S DNA (feDNA) o B 56, 10 5.0 a2 mL B iR
B (AR E 7.5 mol' L") Ml 12 mL 4 °C % Jo/K LB, WiENRAIE Tk L 1 he $#4, T 4°C,
PL 14 000 rmin™" B0 30 min/5 , /NOEEFR LW A 1 mL 4 °C T B 70% (IR0 50 2.8, IF
KOS TIERAWHERE — NN 2mL B.08 P, EEIEME 1R, i DNAZ 2B E 2
mL B LB, &G, ¥ Fik DNA BIFIRE L (4°C, 14000 rrmin', 10 min) )5, F 70% (K15
B OB, K feDNA JUEETF T 50 uL JCE JCHE /K th . F| H PicoGreen dsDNA Quantitation Kit
(Invitrogen, H[E) FZ YIHEEFARIL (BioTek, 32[E) Miw feDNA MR,
1.5 RNA B RFEZR

il 1 TRIzol X 5 (Invitrogen, H [E) il $2 3 4 75 U HP 19 RNA. B2 mL 36 475 U 25 0> (4 °C.
8 000 rmin"'. 5min) J5 3 FIEW, A 1 mL TRIzol ik F| i iEf5 , £ % E 1h, T 4°C. 12 000
rmin”' B0 10 min, B FEREREHEOE; MA 02mL @55, FiEHE 2 min, ¥ LiREA
WE L (4°C. 12000 rmin’', 5min) 5, H05mL FE2KMEREOH; MA05mL RN, T
—20 °C Ji% ‘& 20 min, &> (4°C. 12000 rrmin”', 20 min) 5 3% EIiE W, HIA 1 mL 75% (KR %0) T
% (4°C) 4, HFENRAE B (4°C, 8000 rmin', 5min) 57 FiHW, I TEERAT. &5,
B 30 puL JC RNA J§ £ 2 F 7K % i RNA DLIE o 2R HIB i 40 66 B2 1T (Nanodrop 2 000, & [E) il
& RNA ¥ 1h e B K 4l & . 2% ] PrimeScript™ RT reagent Kit with gDNA Eraser i, 7] £ (Takara, 1 [H)
X RNA #4755 5% o 56 2 uL RNA Al 2 pL 5%gDNA Eraser Buffer, 1 pL gDNA Eraser M & £ RNase
Free ddH,0 (& AFL 10 pL) 7% % 200 uL PCR JZ i 45 1IN, TR 4], B T PCR X (Eppendorf, 7 [H)
M 42 °C W2 minJ5, ¥IRGWREZ RN E 29 . H A 4 pL 5xPrimeScript®Buffer2, 1 pL
PrimeScript®RT Enzyme MixI, 4 uL RNase Free ddH,O F1 1 pL RT Primer Mix, W 4T85 )5 % PCR = b
B 2H T PCRAY, T 37°C T &N 15min, )i 7E 85 °C I 5s A7 % 5%, A il cDNA F-20 °C
TRFE
1.6 ARGs FEE 1

K qPCR ZE 2 40 #7135 7K A #2245 i 7Y 58 1l 25 ARG (sull F1 sul2) K1 inel1 B9 3 B 136 38 7K o
AR Z (20 uL) A : 10 pL SuperReal PreMix Plus (TIANGEN, [H), 0.6 uL IESI#¥FI 514, 2 uL
DNA #& #i2 #1 6.8 pL ddH ,0. S &4 K = 95 °C i 28 1 1~2 min, 95 °C 28 ¥ 30's, B & 30 s,
72 °C #EAH 30 s, 40 NEIR . sull . sul2. intl] F1 16S rDNA 15| 4 7% 51 AR R EE 2 0L SRk B,
Fii A RS —20 3 s
1.7 ZHBEAESTEE M4

% H] LIVE/DEAD BacLight Bacterial Viability Kits (Invitrogen, 7 [E) & ] 41 T# 21 itd 5 58 %% P, B
0.5 mL {5 Je iR A W E.0 (4°C. 8000 rmin'. 5min) # FIFWJE, MIA 1 mL & 550H 0.85% 1y
NaCl ZZ #h ¥, F10 000 r-min™" T &0 15 min. 5 e P0IE & T3 i 0.85% (5 i 73 20) NaCl 2% #h il
(ODgy 2974 0.05) J&', B 100 pL b iR i5 iR & W 5 S5 R UGk, RFTIRAI S ZiRIEE 15 min, R A
ZIIRE VI GREIR Y (BioTek, 32 ) AL M AP . PRI E N 485 nm, K STE K K 530 nm
1630 nm. FTA FES—3 3 .
1.8 BIESH

ARGs #H X = BF Jy BA (7 i it (ng) DNA H ARGs ¥ D1 375 16S 1DNA ¥ D 5c > b . Frf IKE 2
HH Origin 20.0 #4741 . iR 2508 R 2 IR B 3 R SE 0 25040 i br i 2% .

2 #ER571i

2.1 nZVI 1 nZnO RE T ARB HHXKE
nZVI1 Fll nZnO # #% O W IE B e A 2 il 61 2 R ShAF e . S O @A ekE . BUFF e . 2R FF
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. PRARFFE . B M SR M B 45 ARB AR KR ETL 30%

ikl
SRTT . nZVI I nZnO B 8 X1 15 Kk b B 3 45 ol  Zimeu
ARB [ B W 14 A T DL, 38 1 95 U8 5 | e
% F R [ W JE (1A 50 mg-L') nZVI Fl nZnO, w0 2 } | ESSOmgLinz0
FORFEEE (0.5, 2. 4. 6. 8, 101 12h) i ¥ sa)
FTHCRERE N o an il 1 TR, R [AHR B nZVI A =

nZnO % % T 15 U6 i i 25 ARB i1 A X vk Ji 10% ¢

f

% 0.65%~21.04%, H 2 nZVI fl nZnO 2 5% J5 s | ﬁ
AR M. BRI S, 438 4 hnZVI Al nZnO 0/%% %ﬁﬂﬂz@ﬁwﬁwﬁﬁ
F& 7 J5 ARB FH Xk B 0 7K 7 B KR BT 05 2.4 6 8 10 12
% 5.65%~18.34%, K5 T W % 00 1 K I 13 BRI
Frfa g o X nZVIFl nZnO 2 85 4 5 % HE 41 Bl 1 nZVIFInZnO RE THEEL ARBIREMNT
B %, ARB ST RE LB th B Ak Fig. 1 Changes of sulfonamides ARB concentration under
BB TS, PR I nZVI Al nZnO nZVIand nZnO exposure
%F ARB UM KL, T7E0~6h (5 4h), 1 mgL ' nZVI 5 T ARB AHX B 5 T 50 mg-L ™' nZVI;
M7E 8~12h, 50 mg'L ' nZVI Z& 5% N 1Y ARB AHXJ ¥k B B £f 1 mg'L ' nZVI, X A] fE /& K 4 nZVI
TE U SE AL BRI BE (6~12 h) B 5 T4 AL, T REAE T %5 ARB A0l £E Y, #Esh, 1 mg-L™' nZnO 7£
WA X ARB JCH R E2 0, 1) 50 mg'L nZnO ZER W] (KR 40 Sh) W] B0 ARB 345 .
2.2 nZVI M nZnO FE TA R ARGs HIFEE

nZVI Fl nZnO Z & T 3 F AR [FIE & ARGs 89 750 #ii 16 L AN &l 2 firos o 5 U8 aeARGs Fl1 iARGs fY
AHXT = B 43 31 A 3.34%x1072~2.83x10" copies-copies | 16S rDNA £l 2.31x1072~9.12x10°* copies-copies ' 16S
DNA, H7ER#E T nZVIHl nZnO (B 6 h4h) JGFF L. & 12 h nZVI fil nZnO # #7 , Wi 28
acARGs H1 iARGs F¥ HH XF 72 B 23 S KK T 32.02%~71.69% 1 5.29%~20.55%., 4%, nZVIHl nZnO %
#& X aeARGs 7341 I s AE AT &k 5 7 iARGs, 7 2548 12, nZVI Al nZnO 258 f5 sull AT =F B
I e R A T % BB 2 0.25%~1621% (% 1 mg-L™' nZnO &b ) , 0 sul2 A0 %t 3= BE B9 W) @5 T % B8 26
1.51%~15.47%. 3% Ui B 99 K & Ja Jo 42 1k W 2 #% %) aeARGs Hil iARGs (1) Bl 9 fig J1 7T fig Bt ok F
ARGs By ZE A, V5 U6 IR A AL AR P B nzZvIl A S nZnO™ A A TR & sull L osul2, tetX Fl
gryA WM, (H R B 2 Bk tetM . ermX . ermf F tet36 WA T £ B IAh, FHEXT BB 5,
nZVI Fl nZnO % # 12 hJ5 1Y iARGs fH X} &= B N B& T 6.42%~10.47%, i aeARGs {{ 7€ 1 mg-L™
nZVI Fl nZnO % 88 41453 5 T B 5.31% 1 11.15%, i — 22X & B, 50 mg' L' nZVI 2 #& T aeARGs
FE I EE ) 1 mge L™ nZVIAIK 5.51%~33.15%; AH)%, 50 mg-L™' nZVI &% T~ iARGs 3 & 19 Hil Jik
B2 B S T 1 mge L' nZVI(8 2(a)~(b)) o ItAP, 50 mg-L™' nZnO % 7% X} aeARGs F1 iARGs A %} = J&F
FR IR L 911 297N F 1 mg L' nZnO 258 (K 2(a)~(d)) -

& 2(e) FL(E) AT, nZVI 1 nZnO %85 J5 feARGs FXF 3 & A 1.53x1072~3.32x107" copies-copies '
16S rDNA, - H.bifi 7 &5 W] [7] 35 0 & i A . ok, S XFRRAIAH EE , nZVI A nZnO %% 88 W] W fE #F 1
feARGs AYIEFE . 78] 7K B4 B 7k U0 d iR I nZnO © WEUEWI A B T sull &4 . E— 0 AR R o i
nZVI Hl nZnO % &% F feARGs (75 {6 Al 1, nZVI % & %t feARGs 4 5 i 5 PR A2 s 30 AL AL 5 1M 50
mg L™ nZnO %% % 2 #5 28 i % feARGs 34 5 (K 2(e)~(f)) - X 7 i€ 4= 1 T 50 mg-L™' nZnO fit T 5
ARB K2 (K 1), JEiMifd iARGs B, 78 i feARGs.
2.3 'nZVI#1 nZnO £ E T ARGs 1 ARB B Eh 7535 T

1) ARGs W] B8 #, B 1S ARGs (3l 855 228 W 5 7l % 8 ist % Je i ——inel1 % ) AH O
PRI, HRARSE T nZVI M nZnO B §2 T intl] (9 53 A 5 AE o WA 3 BT 78, nZVIFl nZnO %% 12 h
J& . BEANBE A M PN R A B A dned 1 (A S BE A3 B FRAR T 37.70%~67.65% . 34.06%~60.30%
H116.019%~68.87% . #X1Mi, nZVIFI nZnO B 75 12 h J5 inel] (AR 5w TR RELH . [RINE, MEANM 5
A sull WARXTFFE Y ined 1 AR B2 52 00 W AR OC 1 (BT 4) o X 3R] nZVI Fl nZnO W38 7T 588 i &
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Fig.2 Changes of ARGs abundance under nZVI and nZnO exposure
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0.8 = xfrﬁ il 0.30 oyl A R
07 B 1 mg L 'mzZVI1 0.12 1 mg-L'nZVI
: 0.25 B2 50 m; ‘L 'nZVI 22 50 m L'nZVI
0.6 EH1 mg ~'nZnO 0.10 1
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Fig. 3 Changes of int/] abundance under nZVI and nZnO exposure
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Effects and mechanisms of metallic nanoparticles on the fate of sulfanilamide
antibiotic resistance genes and resistant bacteria in wastewater treatment
system
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Abstract Antibiotic resistance and nanomaterials contaminants are important emerging environmental issues
worldwide. Antibiotic resistance vectors —antibiotic resistance genes (ARGs) widely exist in wastewater
treatment systems and have been proved to be closely related to metal nanoparticles. The influences of nano zero
valent iron (nZVI) and nano zinc oxide (nZnO) on the distribution of antibiotic resistant bacteria (ARB) and
different forms of ARGs in wastewater treatment system were investigated by quantitative real-time PCR. The
results showed that 50 mg-L ™' nZVI and nZnO exposure was beneficial to the reduction of ARB concentration.
Compared with the control group, the abundance of sul/l in the sludge after exposure to nZVI and nZnO
increased by 0.25%~16.21%, while sul2 decreased significantly (1.51%~15.47%). In addition, 50 mg-L™' nZVI
led to a significant reduction in free extracellular ARGs. nZVI and nZnO exposure can promote the proliferation
of sull by enriching intl1, changing the permeability of cell membrane and regulating the transcription ability of
bacteria. The present study was helpful for clarifying the effects and mechanisms of metal nanoparticles on the
fate of ARB and different forms of ARGs in the wastewater treatment system, which may lay the foundation for
effective regulation and mitigation strategies of antibiotic resistance in the wastewater treatment system.

Keywords antibiotic resistance genes (ARGs); antibiotic resistant bacteria (ARB); nano-zerovalent iron

(nZVI); zinc oxide nanoparticle (nZnO); wastewater treatment systems
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