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Abstract: The form transformation and degradation of sulfadiazine and sulfamethoxazole were studied in artificial root exudates-soils and control-soil using
batch approach. The results indicated that the percentages of organic solvent extractable, water soluble and bound residues were 86.5% ~98.5%, 0.6% ~
7.3% and 0.1% ~12.5% of the total residues, respectively. The organic solvent extractable residues were the main form in soils. The proportion of bound
residues increased with the time and the formation of them was enhanced by the added artificial root exudates.The degradation of sulfonamides followed the
first order reaction kinetics with correlation coefficient between 0.9273 and 0.9963. The added artificial root exudates accelerated the degradation of
sulfonamides in soils.
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35 %

SO T — o A A A MIXE LA BRI L 255 8K
KM aR T 95 Je W A6 + 3 p 19 FF A % (Fuhr and
Mittelstaedt, 1980; Dec et al., 1997 ) . fifi Jic 2 25 W) £E
TP R FR BB S A IRV AR [F]. W58 %
B, M ERRA PF Rl 5 T 0 AR WV T 35 e )
G5 S ATAL T SIS FO R R BT b 3
R KM (Khan and Ivarson,1981).

MR 43 W) ( Artificial Root Exudates, ARE) £
TERE B AR A VIR S Y, T s Ay
BUBT S, 52 ) 1 98 PR AR P T 0 A ) 0 ST
P PR YT 3305 G Wi o0 ik A AL WIS 3R
B 7E 4 3 vh oS oA AL AT A2 2 5 2 1B
(Doyle et al.,1998) AL LA fif Jiie v i (SD ) F itk Jiig
W (SMZ) g AR, 8 5 B8 A S AR 2R 43 W8 )
(ARE) B R R IEE, W58 HAE L3 b A 5% BB 25
LR BRI | 3 42 A 2 25 W AE AR PR R 358 TP 9
A2EAT R, LU Sy - 58 il e 218 25 ) 75 e 1) IXURS: 3
P A s 5 4 L AR S AB S A S S B R

2 P57 % (Materials and methods)

2.1 KA
2,11 @R AE R P R I R 2= A Y
RIZH(0~20 cm) , J& TR ZALMAE 55 YL 1975
V4 15~20 CIT i 1 mm G5 25 F. AL
FYFEA M B 40 R . pH 6.31; PHES T3 e i 12.26
emol +kg™' s TP (AL #5)0.04 mg-kg™'; TK ( &L 81)0.18
mg kg™ s AU 1.65% ; K5KE 13.4% ; ¥k 24.2%.
2.1.2 &G A B WENE (SD) FIAE i H e
(SMZ) JF.25 ( 45 &, 2B 4 99.0% , 3 [H Sigma
N s POEHE (SEE >99.0% , Alfa Aesar A ] ) 5 I
B NG R (g4l 95 [ Fisher 2A#]) ;UKL
TGS AR (oAl AR R A AL JEK
TRIREN (A li) s S50 HIZK R s 4l
2.1.3 P& Waters i3 ZURAH O35 ; Waters 2475
¢ K M 2% ( Waters, Singapore ) ; Waters 1525
Binary ¥ 7] i 1% %% ( Waters, Singapore ) ; Anke TDI-
60B B5.00HL; PHS-3C Y pH i1;ZD-85 A4 1H IR Ik
it ; CX-100 BY 8 75 1% 75 Pk A% ; SE812 B A Wk Y ;
RE-2000A Jig#s 78 kAL
22 +EAEF

T HEP YRR B 0,25, 10mg - kg™
FE AR LA E TR FR LA 5, B K56 5 mL
PRAUUHR 28 20 I W i 4 W ( T-ARE) B 25 B8 T /K fifi

K 3 YA 8] e K & K 1 60%. 43 5] T ik 5
557,14 .28 42 .63 d WUFEIIZE SD Hil SMZ &L 25k
JE, RIS BN GSIN ARE (940 BAR B (T-CK) , B4
RIS ¥y % 3 W K. ARE fiff & W A5 2 B (20
mmol - L") JFH#(20 mmol - L")  FERH (20 mmol -L7") |
TR (10 mmol - L™") SERAZ (10 mmol - L") (224
P2 (S mmol-L™") K& R (5 mmol - L") FlI2f Bt & iR
(5 mmol-L™") ZH i (Joner et al.,2002).
2.3 HmERTE

JERG HKED AILEFRBEE MG,
Z: 8 Mordaunt 4§ (2005 ) >R H] B9 3% 25 4ig 37 4 B
FEHR.
24 QN EE REES

SunFire C, 7 H7#E (150 mmx4.6 mm, 5 wm),
PRPHE(C g, 4.6 mmx20 mm, 5 wm) ; s :0.5%
VKRN (RRLEE ) 60:40) 5 38 & I K . 405 nm,
%Z(W/BZJL/Q495 nm;iﬁﬁéi 20 ML;‘?Jﬁﬁ:l mL'miffl H
FEI 35 CLECHIHRETEE ) 0.05~5 mg- L™ 1RG5
HEGE I, FE A AT A AR I 135 HPLC M5 , 142 il Br o il
2, TP R B RPYRTF 0.999. 2R im0 5 [l i
KA, 76 0.5~ 10 mg- kg™ AANHEE T [FR
N 86.5% ~94.6% , & 5t FZ W/ T 6.4% , K Ry
1.0~2.3 ug-kg ™.

3 ZR549#H(Result and analysis)

3.1 HEREHHPELEFTHBSHA
3.1 ASEW ARG YA E AR
TR LS T 43 3 A KRS AL
HREGEMES G Bl 1 AT, 78 T-CK 1 T-
ARE 1,2 Fiif i3S 25 WK A BT o L 35 3841, A
4 0.6% ~7.3%.SD 7K AT (7 b 5 Bl 355 7 Bt (1] %iE
KB/ N (10 mg- kg WBEBRAN) N, 76 1k
5 mg-kg ' T-CK H1,SD /K¥EATE 7,14 .28 42 d FlI
63 d I 5 F 10 50N 4.6% 4.8% 2.2% 1.0% Kl
1.7% ; {E[Rl— 4 T-ARE 235K 2.9% .2.7% .
3.2% .2.3%F 1.9%.— 77 1 7] G8 i T /K 8 5 Bk
A TR, A A58 v e i sl B bR 55 — Dy ]
A T 7KV A5 4 R ™ Wy Wi i 5 5 A B T
B A E & & A TE A ¥ AL (Lertpaitoonpan et al.
2009) , BRI, KA T & E 2 R Bk 5. SMZ 7K %
AT o LA Bifi 55 5% B ) 228 A AR W i

TPl 2 AT A AL RIS BT o L iAo 7
86.5% ~98.5% 2 [fi] , /&= SD il SMZ 7¢ + 3 rf i) = 82
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Fig.1 Proportion of water soluble residues in different soils with
the time

FEAETEAS BT SD I SMZ 2 W P i /K PE 4 5, 7
P S BV TR v 0 I A, X T BB L e
S H IR Y SR 22— SMZ A AL 7] 12 B i
f7 FL BBt 355 7R 5 ) S 2 R 3 (10 mg - kg™ ¥R
FEBRAR) AN FEWREE S 2 mg-kg ™' T-CK 1 ,SMZ £
HLAFIERIUASTE 7 .14 28 42 d F1 63 d T 5 L5 43
WK 96.4% 94.5% 93.8% 94.7% F 91.2% ; 1t 7] —
W E T-ARE 00 23 511~ 92.7% . 90.7% . 86.9% .
86.5% 1 91.2%. iX 1] BE J& 1 F Bl % K& fif 1 & A=,
SMZ AHLEFIRBCS H AL W B TRAS | 5 2 F
fiff, PRI, JHC B B 5 5 B ) 2 G 2 T R e 94 SD A
BLIES 7] 412 B P of L 91 i 5% 7 B ] 22 b s 350K
4.

HE 3 A, 255 B /N, 7E 0.1% ~
12.5% Z [] , HLFifi 55 37 of (] E 4 S22 1 st #5451 4n 7
SD YR FE R 10 mg- kg ' T-CK HY, 76 4 HURE I 45 &
BERESMEBERN 0.3%.1.2% .1.6% .2.0% i
5.6%.3X W RESE FH T B2 259 5 - e 4 4y a4
JI RS )3 g s, T REAR T 15 S i A=A
SO N T PSRN R S A B NIE R — T
T 2 FH 75 Y B AE = ks + a9 ok L, 4kt
s s 250 CanfgfL) W siek - T

——2mgkg L X e Smekg ! I ——10 mgke™, R
—+—2mgkg ,ARE  —=—5mgkg !, ARE —*10 mg-kg !, ARE

100% 5 sp
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= A
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L
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oo F
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s
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o
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Fig.2 Proportion of organic solvent extractable residues in different

soils with the time

AT (Nam et ol.,1998) ; 55— EH T HI1EH
BT F= S5 BT AL AR 05 B 2 30 /IR (20 iR
FIBTAE, & A i B RE R AL F5 AR 1R | 19y 28 AR 2 25
(Gevao et al.,2000) , W BH7F e b 75 e S5 A L
Jo i Ik S | 3R T G AL B A SR AE R LS A A
(BERFRAE,2009) . FE P VST pH 8w 1 4510,
Jeds ity o LB I X B, ande b v SR 0 T
it 50% (1 SD (pKa, =6.5) 25 F 1L LLFA B T %
AT, 18 3 8 1 S A 5 0 B B v AR R ik |
Bk A L 45 675 (Gevao et al.,2000) . 5
Ah A R B S A A TE R R R 2 — 5k
A (1986) W 5T IR 4G TR 1 L3 T 255 5k BB
RIS R R B, R T IR E A R A B A R
W I TR T o 8 b 40 T R A e TR S B
T3 A% TS R A R AR LR S R A IR A
W H 3 6 200 T 110 TR A AL 25 5 08 Oy i
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35 %

—=—2mgkg L XH -5 mgkg !, AEE —— 10 mg-kg ™!, X HR
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— 2%
=
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Fig.3  Proportion of bound residues in different soils with the time

PR T BURAE AL
340, 1E T-ARE "1, SD Z56 &I it KT SMZ
(p<0.05) .0, 7E 10 mg-kg " HEVEH T ,63 d I
SMZ 45 & A& M 0.025 mg-kg ', SD 455 A& &
4 0.146 mg-kg ™', AJE SMZ L5 G A E1 5.8 f5.3X
AIRESE Ay SD 5+ ML SORE 0 W 4 A
AE 115 SMZ 5. 55 &3 1, i T45 A5 5 AR5 vkt
SD 45 & A T SMZ, 3% Al fEt1 & SMZ Lt SD

R bRy J R 2 —.
312 ARE Mt mB RGBS LN B m
HH Il 3 T, 2 FES e 25 W) #E T-ARE h 45 &8
JIT o Lo A B T T-CKL B, 7€ 10 mg - kg™
WREAE T ,28 d B} SD Al SMZ 1E T-CK H 45474
B o5 20 3R 1.5% F1 0.4% , T AE T-ARE H45 4
BT H 153 91 R 6.9% 1 0.9%. T-ARE 1 SD #il
SMZ 255 BT i Ll 2902 T-CK 19 1~ 7 . K it
FERW LAY 2 W T 5a LR, SR AL
T S SR YE AT LIRS K ACS Wy AE - S W B i A
T 455 S W W (3R RWE S, 20135 fL A dn 4
2008) . ARE & Z Rl 248 Rl 2 5L 1R 55 ) o, 7 1 43¢
HR N ARE 4 m T b B A i, S8
PR IR AR A Ab B W R B A A HEORE 8 HL

B Ve 1RG5 A R T 456 A 0T B AR HL
Vil it s B R 25 A AR R K
(Samuel and Pillai, 1991) , 1 T ARE B M BK
HEFTY 33Xt P RE R V5 Y I 7E T-ARE B BLZE &4
WL Z —.

ARE it £ % SD Al SMZ KIB A KA
PR BCS AL, I 1 AT %0, T-CK SD /K4
B o5 Fe LA R T T-ARE.FE 2 mg-kg ™ W BEAVE ]
T,63 d B} T-CK SD 7K %A o Lol 4.5% , 1T T-
ARE UH 0.6% .3 W] GE /& F T - 3302k W %o ik e 25
YIRS 1 SR 2 5 TR KA S ARE
(VS IR 2 1 38 v B 0 R 2 398 5 T X i
KGR BE 1 I T-ARE BU2E M3 K IS 25 1Y
FIHARE ST T-CK, T B T-CK /K AT i L
il%¢ T-ARE 5. [R]0-th n] BB 2 1 1 3 bk g A
WeZE25%) 7 T4 ARE WG i) AR 28 % A 5% 4k SD
H1 SMZ A HILE B G 1) 7 i A v, Mt A G AR
€, % ARE B2 IAE/N.

32 EEREHY A LE TN EAKE

321 B A A LE PR G ER B R
T-ARE F1 T-CK SD F1 SMZ [ g5 L il 4 Fizs.
H I 4 AT, 7RIS 2518 T, 2 Pt e 2R 25 W 7E T-
ARE il T-CK " g 2403 W] i, H LA AR AL, L8k
B P X5 BT ] 1% 385 o g A AP, A [7] — BsF [i) R
T,SD F1 SMZ 7£ T-ARE H 5% B &Ik T T-CK. i
JEH 2 mg-kg ' T-CK, SD £ 63 d B[R L 40.347
mg-kg ' FESER AT 1K 83.2% ; MW E A 2 mg-kg ™' T-
ARE,SD 7£ 63d B ik BEAL R 0.211 mg- kg™, B fif
RIKF] 89.4%. 3% A BE S i T HE A A 48 o i i e 2
245 A T G A T 2 IR AR A FH sk A P R A S
BCAE -4 % B D

322 WEEAHALEFNEMESSF RA
— B TR (CZERAMREE | 2009) H5 I 25 254
FEANIR] T e A R A B

C=Cye™ (1)
In2

tyy = 2

I (2)

X, € oo W20 4 3 R 2K 2 W)k
(mg-kg™") ; C, HBAGVRE (mg - kg™ ) ;¢ AR A B[]
(d) sk RREMHRE (A ) 50, B (d) . 4
GSHIER 1

I8 1 AT, 2 s g 26 25 Wy 7 1 3 vh i B A
HRH BN 0.0218 ~ 0.0495d7", LW 14.0 ~
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31.8 d, Al P R 0.9273 ~ 0.9963, X 5 S Hif A 56
SCHRIREZE R — 3 (10~ 30 d) (Wang et al.,2006;
Kay et al., 2004 ).7E [7]—¥ B T, SD F1 SMZ £ T-
ARE PR # R K F T-CK.2mg - kg™ ¥ JE T, 78 T-
ARE " SD [fif ol 525 800 0.0343 d7'; M 7E T-CK

25 a.2 mg-kg™!

W /(mg-kg™)

i fk/d
12 c. 10 mg-kg™

R 0.0277 A7 X ATRESEH T ARE & & A6 |
RERHSE Z R UL, ARE B FR I3 fm 7 3 b G ML
i AR T - R A E A M R, O 3 O R R
WA AR AR, T — 2R i T AR Y
AR BTG B AR TR R EE .

6 — b.5mgkg!

W /(mg-kg™")

0 7 14 28 42 63
iefik)/d

—s— SD, X8
—— SD,ARE
—— SMZ, %} 18
—— SMZ.ARE

4 SD #1SMZ EELEF KRB EREAEHNTW

Fig.4 Temporal variation of residual concentration of SD and SMZ in soils

c0
g
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Iif E/d
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Table 1 Degradation parameters fitted by first-order kinetics
WKL, FEfgEAR ARERE ..
g ghg N PERREA ; g/ d
(mg-kg™)  HHd R

SD  XJHR 2 0.0277 0.9851 25.0

5 0.0234 0.9883 29.6

10 0.0218 0.9704 31.8

ARE 2 0.0343 0.9645 20.2

5 0.0268 0.9843 25.9

10 0.0254 0.9722 27.3

SMZ X} 2 0.0483 0.9963 14.3

5 0.0283 0.9727 24.5

10 0.0254 0.9273 27.3

ARE 2 0.0495 0.9765 14.0

5 0.0373 0.9785 18.6

10 0.0279 0.9675 24.8

BRI NYE S v (97 5 (=S N 0] 4 3 78T =
KT E. T-CK SD ¥R 2.5 .10 mg-kg ™' B (%

iR H B4 o 0.0277.0.0234,0.0218 7' T-
ARE JRZEHLH #H lﬁjﬁﬁ“,ﬁ'ﬁ Hallingsen %(2003)
AT ST 45 SR — 3, U AW IR vk B2 25 2 e A BILTS B )
R REE it , A0 Tk G v, AR 3 80 N 2 s O
XA REAE TR 2E 25 AR By il — SR T, 7
R AR I 0 8 rh B i v i A W A s Z b A
I ECEIEAE T | BRI 35 ek 78 R B v A= 3% M A
WA A T D RE , T AR T 3 b Ak P ks
P A SRR RE ), BRI HR E T R R 25 W)
P AR it 3 AR AR (3655, 2012).

I LA 2 it f S 24 W 1 e fik 3 A O]
S, HAE L5 R A 38 /ML 2 SMZ>SD. 3X
AT 25 ) J0 TR 5 55 A OC, SD Y 41 TR AR H 4K 5
(Jests Garcfa-Galan and Silvia Diaz-Cruz, 2008 ) , X
g i A W 7 A 1 RE AR ORI R
fiVE s A, AT BESE R B, SMZ 1247 A SR
FUFFAERI 25T AT i A RO IR S| KA 7 B A, i
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35 %

HA] B8 J& SMZ R fift 3 R 558 K 19 JE R 2 — ( Baran
et al.,2011).

HH R 4 F13% 1 W] LA B RSS2 10 1) 5 i 52
JebRE 1 AN B L, 53X 5 Beulke il Brown (2001) FiI
Boxall 55 (2003 ) 55 4 14t 1) [ ik i S5 A0 8L 265 — A B
B LT B A [ B, W BRI 1k & W e I ER B
TR P AL B R, KER A e S 25 ok 1
BErh A HLBT SO P 5T BT W B, & A A AR T SO A
YEF, PRI B £ 180 2% 88 B ( Lertpaitoonpan et al.,
2009) .55 AN Br S48 1 H [ A I B, ol TR e 2R
25 A LA TR A 3 Bt A 4 i v s /D R
PEMIREAR , RO FE i e 1 T B A, TEf s 24
P EVE RT3 Wy xS Je vl fig = Ak —
FE BIPUIE , PRIt BE A I 40T A 8 i R R R A —
H7KF- IS T 7% 08, T 455 S 0T Gk A
BB K AL R R BOS MES G 8 Z A
AR BRI 2 BUR BRI R 518

4 2518 ( Conclusions)

1)SD Fl SMZ 7+ 3R B B 45528 B o L
Bl /N, A HLEFRBCS R R BN,

2)ARE WJE A F T L3R SD fil SMZ 454
BIE AL, XKV 25 A ML RIS R M /).

3)SD 7 + 3 v (9 [ £ 3 36 /N T SMZ, T 45
BIE T SMZ.

4)SD H1 SMZ 7 - 1 v (1) [ i 385 7 A0 AU A
Wt FESE DU 18 BAE T-ARE P i R K T
T-CK.

EEEEBEN .4 HE (1976—), &, 0+, 8l Hw, 25
R B HFHEAFE LA FEE ¥, E-mail; heartjin0509 @

aliyun. com.
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