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Abstract

The technology of anaerobic fermentation was one of the effective means to treat livestock ma-
nure. A variety of antibiotics contained in livestock manure affected the activity of anaerobic fer-
mentation bacteria, resulting in changes in the content and composition of organic matter in the
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fermentation system, which affected the stable operation of anaerobic fermentation and reduced
the gas production efficiency. At the same time, antibiotics can be degraded by anaerobic micro-
organisms in anaerobic environment. This paper summarized the effects of sulfonamide antibio-
tics on microorganisms in the process of anaerobic fermentation. The degrading bacteria, degra-
dation effect and degradation pathway of sulfonamide antibiotics were reviewed. It had important
significance for reducing the impact of sulfonamide antibiotics on anaerobic fermentation effi-
ciency and improving the biodegradation effect of sulfonamide antibiotics.
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1. 5|8

REKBEHA ) Z T & B35 LFNE IR AR 2 i [1] [2]0 REUR EE 32 BAR SERUE R
ZIAIAH AR, N PRIE R EUR BE R E 18 AT HAA BRI =805, SemE s v il 3T B Tl
KA FAEA—M BN, ) 2N T H FEEE T3] T HAEN Y TE R b0
e ZE, FEOH B E IR R R A A RS, I A RAEEFE[4]. BT B4R
Hh RS e e o R (N B R, R AR B I 3E 1 R, R 55 & R IR L, #3584 — AR & ik
B, HHICEY) A BRI A R SRR AR BRI AR B, AT R AR AR P ) A K B[S

WHERM, &&E I PR E RS PRIR R AE R B = 6], MR PTAE RKIKFEAN 25 mg/L i,
it fdz e e T A e P S e ot 2 R o (R A P AE 42%~49% [ 7] Cetecioglu 25 I 72 ik g FF B I 55 0t R
SRR RE M, 3 B P P 2 ol il i PR 05 PR A (1) 384 3 T R4 PR IS, IR BEAIR T 100 mig/L B 4101 1) 38 SR A
BIE; IRIZETE 100~250 mg/L BFHIHI R BI R, Hbor=m i B REAK; i 250 mg/L B RAEMEE KA,
T HBE = A2 (8] {H Mitchell 57558 4 Phfiv AL 0 7= B R2 M, b i i — s g Wk FE T8 3] 280 mg/L
W, 0SB IR A S [9]0 6B AN [5]Ff 28 (0Tik Jie SR470 A 20 0 IR U 8 Tt A% v F 26 0 P 3 1 2 T AS
] o

HA, BERERBUERAAE T B S o E—RVINEE, JUHESINMETieirt, Bk A3 kg
FE[10]. DR, HFFORE G R PTA R0 2507 VR ORI T f s, o AR B el T LA AR B . — RS 4
SRR R AL AU T RSEUR B E TR AR, I R el SR B A O IR AR
VI, oy i S i A R PR BRI sem LI . 59 4h, I8 VA g e S T i 2R B A R B R R
B R SR L BRI 1R, NAE RARAETS RGN TREA LS R G0 U B A7 B Ak e 2R i A R AR A AN
B HE
2. BRI E ZXN KE LR ANEY RN

REKBARETFEOKME . 7R &N FRE It RS, BEmmAh wmme. EERE
FRONH 20 A A o B DRI AN SR ST A 3R T oL 0 ) 20 R A AR 1 B R R B L 4 R B
FA[11] T i bR T HAZ R A AN —H SR B BT 4L, BOn Rl R AR 3 A B AT 32 1 12].
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2.1. M EREGAE RN
WMHE FES 5 RE KRB K TR B, HFEZEIREM 2R 1 .

'l (Phylum) N (Class) H (Order) Bt (Family) J& (Genus) hie
e Syntrophobacter ¥ VFAs [&f#
yyntrophaceae 1% HAc 1 H
Smtrophobacterales Syntrophorhabdus
Syntrophobacterales —y» T EA
J— Deltaproteobacieria —y Syntrophobacteraceae —> Smithella —> FURR I A
roteobacteria % HAc Fl Ha
Desulfovibrionales —»  Desulfovibri —>» Desulfovibrio —>» # VEAs B
esulfovibrionales esulfovibrionaceae esulfovibrio 1% HAc Al Hy
. Enterobacteriales Enterobacteriaceae Escherichia
Gammaproteobacteria Y|
Pseudomonadales Moraxellaceae Psychobacter
Thermotogae Thermotogae ~ —¥»  Thermotogales —» Thermotogaceae —» Thermotoga
Actinobacteria  Actinobacteria
Spirochaet
Spirochaetes Spirochaetes —>» Spirochaetales —>» Spirochaetaceae ‘)| '{uroc aota —>
Treponema
Bacteria Bacteroidia Bacteroidales Bacteroidaceae Bacteroides
. Sphingobacteriia Sphingobacteriales Sphingobacteriaceae Microbacter AR
Bacteroidetes
P—— P—— [ p Porghromonas —>] /% VEAs. ..
acteroidetes ~—3  Bacteroidales —>»  Porphyromonadaceae Macellibacteroids S CO»Fl Ha
X X Halocella
Halanaerobiales —— Halanaerobiaceae .
Halothermothrix
Thermoanaerobacterales ~ Thermoanaerobacteraceae  Caldicellulosiruptor
Lachnospii Butyrivibri
- ‘ 1'71raceae ulyf‘l\')l f’w
. Clostridia —> Clostridiaceae Acetivibrio
[iirmicutes Anaerococcus prevotii Anaerococcus
Clostridial —> —
ostridiates Clostridiaceae Clostridium
Syntrophomonadaceae Syntrophomonas
Pelotococcaceae Pelotomaculum ¥ VFAs [&f#
Bacilli Lactobacillales Strepococcaceae Strepococcus A% HAc Fil Ha
Chloroflexi

Figure 1. Classification and main functions of bacteria in anaerobic fermentation

B EEERELABETORSEENRE

Z 5 RE KB AE £ B Thermotogae. Actinobacteria~ Spirochaetes Bacteroidetes 1 Firmicutes
i T. Cetecioglu Z[13]&KIN Firmicutes 1 1] Clostiridum W& T B R TANY, =LK, 4
RERE R NVERRIITR . Clostiridum T )& FFEAZ I EE i i PRS2, Acinetobacter 1)F FEREAG T %
FH SO A A P 165 T 73, i B it f PP S0 St 25 b 240 BT P S e AN [ DT 52 00 7K g A= ik [ 131 Aydlin
L EAPAE RSN Bacteroidetes. Acinetobacter F1 Proteobacteria W | 14724 fmsem, HimH|/EH
5HAARKEA R, (HYHEEPPERIREIAR] 3.0 mg/L B, Firmicutes =& 0% 381k

PUAE T IR AN T BRAE 4 R NME NG 10T IR (R B AT — e AR A, e S A S A s R s B, A
15 Syntrophomonas~ Syntrophospora~ Syntrophobacter 1 Pelotomaculum %5 . Aydin Z5[12]1F B &K YEB HL
PR (PR S2 P AR FR A, Hr A= 200 R PR P 4 Bl A 4 4 FH v TR T BRI 40 ER - Bauer 5[ 14]
B 55 22 B R B2 PRIt A 30l A P T 225 A 52 0 A DR, 38 e 28 2R B8 22 IR AR W 2 K 1 - Wang S5 [ 15]
WHIT 4 Tl i B0 AE 20T PR B R s2 ), 25 SR 3 AR e PR 20 o () i 4 P e /0, i e P Rk 1) 4 ok 4
Ko

2.2. MRS HERIRE

Z: 5 PRAR ISR AP R L e o 32, AR IR B R b 1) 70 R0 - 2Ly Re, nls] 2 pr
TNo TEFE LR B, PUAE FIB IS SE G IR (Acetogenotrophic methanogenesis) W& F 3L 4L & W) (Methylotrophic
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methanogenesis) TS 7= W It & (Hydrogentrophic methanogenesis)3 FhZE T i 7= B I B HE S5 1), B2 48 AN 72

SN
{7 (Phylum) 48 (Class) B (Order) # (Family) B (Genus) Thee PRk
Methanosae.ta FIF HAC
Methanothrix =~ —> . .
Methanosarcinales — Methanosaetaceae ~—»| Methanosarcina 7R Acetogenotrophl.c
R methanogenesis
Methanosarcina —)l =il
Methanomicrobia Methanosphaera
Euryarchaeota Methanobacteriales — Methanomicrobiaceae —> Melhanococcoides_) I PR AL Methylotrophic
Methanohalophilus Y= H g methanogensis
Methanolobus
Methanospirillum
Methanomicrobiales— Methanomicrobioaceac=| Methanoculleus FIF HAc 5. Hydrogentrophic
Methanoregula g T methanogenesis
Thermoplasmata ~ Methanomassiliicoccales  Methanomassiliicoccaceae  Methanomassiliicoccus|

Figure 2. Classification and main functions of Archaea in anaerobic fermentation

B2 dEERELBTIRSEENRE

PUAE TR AN SN FE AL 51 o R A YRR = B R AR AR R IR 3 PRAUSONE 28 AR 3R H I W R
PR AT, HA AR S0 R R AR K, SRR . M RA AR 40 mg/L )
Tl F e, WEEFE W R 5 3 S AL, Methanobacterium F1 Methanogenic archeons WFE N, {H
5| AETR ™ e B I FEFRAIR 11

EARYE R B SCHRARIE 1] [13] [16], fEKIHEA SR ER S HUAERMIRA RS T, P HEEKSEA
SEROWA o [RIORWE S e TR =R B AR R A RLm I 2, R AR A R KRR
JEREDT, BTLARHER Ty 7 W e i LARE S0 e e AT A7 AE,  BVERE R ™ F be o 2 PR, (HE A5
77 BE R e B REAIG[17]. PRGBS R GRS R, Rebodils 2R E M 8k, A
WS e 7 R e s ik 1A . TR, T B e DR RRE TR 7 e TR ELAM R AR AE 1 R R ORFFARE 13 ]

3. BERRSSINAE ERVE YA
3.1. FEBREIE RAOBERE

3.1.1. FEREE

GG AR KR R PR R I ST R OB E, BT AL J5 s s e . b RIS 4+
SRANFEAT 73 8 KB W] B AR R 2R U R BB AR (I 36 1 PR ) — SR TR PR e M IR I 8 0 A 3R A i —
BRIFIEAT A KA, JFA IR E N, —SEREIIL SRR R P4 = — M R E 18] [19].

VR R U RSO ST E TR AR S & B K, B AELE S MR I i U5 R 2
VR, Be R B MR R SR DU R I e . TR R, AU AL B 5 B e S B0 A 3R R 7K 1) A B I S 4
W o> B ) Microbacterium sp. BR1 BERE, HERIFH i i H R A M —BRJR R AT 2B K B0 [20] . Jlid o AR
T 5 R LR (A A 2 AN BESR I W 5 B, REIdE— 2D v e PP ST 1) o 23, 0 D A ) e e fg 8%
WM n] 55 H Al AT B A AE LA ROLR o 534, Rl s we ANl fie FR B EAE B Microbacterium sp. BR1 [R¥F
N REE 24.5 h AT LASE 4 PR MR, 5 Microbacterium sp. BR1 j&— Pl & 5904 R = R IR B AR [21]

ML JE B3 A5 e A K Hh RT3 8 H el R AR SR B AR, g H SR ) B A 2 PT Ik 100%,
I Hfg DA R A J A 9 B — RS BEAT AR K EFA[30] o I th A AEBRIATR Eh A SRR ER I, BRI 3
AL P B2 SR R SR Y B R ROR I HL SR B (mg/ L) R 1A 3t vl 9 58 A B R [30] . B fiskfie
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FpiA i3 B UE VIR AR (SDZma 1 sp.CA48) AT LU 57 4 [ Afp i 1 s g ARt i H S8, HLC B
AR R E AN IR R BB AN 36 K [4] [31]. Islas Z5[32]70 B8t —Ff Pseudomonas T )&, ft LARE i H ey
ME—BRIER, BAEMRRN 0.2%~1.5%. Acinetobacter # JEHLLE B /e i fE 2590 A4 KPR, Horb Acinetobacter sp.
HS51 7F 2 d W] 1R 67% T IEERE s Acinetobacter W1 1E 24 h A AT BE AR 95%~100% FA R % B e,  FL
TE pH A~ 7.0, . 25 CHy MR FFE[25]. Rhodococcus equi AGE ARG HIAE RN B —BRIE, FE/EH
EINESEA NN, Gl OGP PR R 2R AT I 29%, A7 7E HAR G AR VDI PR AR SR FRAR[33], UL FR R
AAFETESr. J1oh, W TRENERBUE R A MBI, BEAE HILR L 135N FL AW B fd 8 R AR AE PR A

B[34].

Table 1. Degradation strains of some sulfonamide antibiotics and their degradation effects

= 1. BRI RROEMRER IR R EFERYR

KIS FH PR A K I

FENCES

Microbacterium sp. BR1 MSM; 127 mg/L T & F %

Microbacterium sp. BR1 127 mg/L B R,

MSM; 0.5 mg/L BEEHZIY: 0.5 mg/L 4425

24%~44% [20]

100% [21]

Brevundimonas sp. SMXB12 MSM; 10 mg/L fiff fiéz H S e 100% [22]
CLE R Pseudomonas psychrophila HA-4 MSM; 100 mg/L fififi F e 10°C 34.3% [20]
Achromobacter denitrificans PR1 ~ MSM; 0.5 g/L TiliR%%; 150 mg/L TfZ HIHME  99%~100% [23]
Arthrobacter sp. D2 MSM; 50 mg/L fififlemsne; 2 g/L i % B >82% [24]
Acinetobacter sp. W1 MSM; 40 mg/L fifi B 5 mg/L VR4 100% [25]
Vi Paracoccus sp. SDZ-PM2-BSH30 0.04% B BHEIUI; 5 mg/L T g s g 50% [26] [27]
Pseudomonas sp. DX7 MSM; 10 mg/L ik fii s ng 20%~30% [28]
IR ;
Escherichia sp. HS21 MSM; 10 mg/L fififiggme; 2.5 o/L & Hfik 45% [29]

TE: MSM NTEHLERS; IR EE .

3.1.2. PEFRERES

T R PUE R IAFAE R U E VIRV a5 A, (ERUZE Y S PR B HT AR K . WHSTIEA M

K RIRANPORDSE 2 Fh B PRI R ILRE P AR ISCR PUE R B, R 2 B

Table 2. Degradation bacteria and degradation effects of some sulfonamide antibiotics

2. #BSYT SAs HUPERRE R R HFEMERIR

HIR [EpEAS G
+ Pseudomonas 200 mg/kg SAs

MSM; 5°C~45C; 100 pg/L Tk B e 5
1 mg/L %5 %) ¥

Achromobacter~ Pseudomonas JREITYE; 20~200 mg/L fifk i H B

G Firmicutes. Bacteroidetes

EPETS TR L )
Clostridia~ Bacteroidia PREEVSYR: 0.8 mM il fi H S
. ~ it fidz R T
KiEw Bacillus 1~100 mg/L fisi i HH A

0~30 mg/L JEFE; 25°C

ERURIES
42%~100% [35]

14%~90% [36]

100% [35]
83% [37]

0%~40% [38]

TE: MSM N EHLERS; IR AL .
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3 b 3 R B AR R B AR R IR BEE Firmicutes Proteobacteria~ Bacteroidetes 1 Acidobacteria
Firmicutes M1 Bacteroidetes # | 19 1] Bacillus 1 Chryseobacterium T J& 7 1IE I A2 [ ffefih i FP S s g 1) 3 8L
BRE[32]. VETETS Ve R IR & ] Bt S o Ak R AR W, B4E Micrococcus luteus Rhodopirellula
baltica~ Oligotropha carboxidovorans~ Methylibium petroleiphilum~ Delftia acidovorans~ Pseudomonas F
Acinetobacter [35] o 341, F FITMAE P IRARL ri il B2 A Bt e ST A 3R IR S 28 DN JEL B A% =5 05 S 7B e e i
[l OB IR A B HE, 79 A Pseudomonas 1 Achromobacter, H X Tk i H W IR B i G D 505839 1E
HARMN NS, AR T A BRI 3R PR AR AR Bl B A, KR AR sU S €

3.2. BRRRITE RAVEMIBERRIR

WAV BRI ST AE R RBOR S E M SRR . pH AR E SR R A K[40] [41]. @i
KESCHREAL, REMEY LI A A PR i e R i A A B I PR RICR, R R sUR n#e 3 FIk 4
Jii7R. Cao Z5[42\WF FCRAIWIURIREE « AMINTRIE . pH AR Rt P ST B A R S, R IRk pHL iR
FE25°CH 0.2 g/L ZFREAIIASEETN , Tl fiie PR TG P e A s R e B o KBNS /K AL B ) FE IS AT I 2 Hh R 2 B
SRR R, HERICR S TZERNIE KB, ZERARM 0~100% A5 [43]-[48]. HLLE[43]
WAL 6 KI5 K AL X REE R Bu AR 2R B P, FL R PR L e | i e s i L e AL X AN
BEA XN FefR, EIRA X — B by, BUREERBREE .

Table 3. Aerobic biodegradation and degradation effects of sulfonamide antibiotics

3. MR RN EEYRER R AR

A e T8 B[] ZRRRAR
3.76 mg/L B H OGRS A fF4A S mg/L; 20°C 28d 4% [49]
S 157K, 100 pg/L kb % 10d ﬁgiié%i 332‘6‘22‘[ 50]
100 pg/L TR PTAER; 2.56 g/L MLSS 11~13d 100% [51]
SBR, 1~10 mg/L fififi& F S 24h 46% [52]
1~100 pg/g Titffiéz F Tk 40d 78% [53]
L 10 mg/kg BEMGMERE ; & 7K% 50%; 25°C 49d 89.6%~97.3%
1~25 mg/kg BEIEMENE; &K 50%; 25°C 15d >50% [54]
I+ S, 1.5~14 pmol/L 30d 38%~42% [55]
MK, 10 pg/L fiE i FOBME:; 20°C 11d 75% [56]
7K, 1~100 mg/L fifie A e 40d 40%~90% [38]
KGR

e, REIEWEIE 29.3~46.2 d. Tl HERENE
K, 10 mg/L BERERPiAE SR, 22°C 25.8~34.9 d. T H L 50.3~71.2 d. fif i e
22.4~253 d[57]

TE I AR T S RS (R i S A R DR W i, R B S TR S 7 2% PP st e S e A 3R ) P o2
N 22%~100% [26] [58]o sz H S Mt () Bae i i A AR SR SR RN 40 X, T il e s g 32 B2 4 DR A Bl o 4 IX i 7
BR[43], BT URAREMEL I AU . LB BOR 5 I a W A Ok, B PRERER #h 10 SR i 5 e R4,
TSP AE IR FEAE ng/L LU, BRSO IR I Z 5 3) /) A, PR AR 28 AT IA 13.2 + 0.1 mg/L-d [58],
AR FEE 3 K e Aok 26 B X2 PRAIR[ 59
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Table 4. Anaerobic biodegradation and degradation effects of sulfonamide antibiotics

4. BMEREME RN REEVEREEYRR

SR RIS EBRBR
ASBR; 1~40 mg/L i FSEME; 2250 mg/L COD 6%~99% [59]
e ERENT 5~50 mgN/L-d; 50 mgCOD/L-d; 172 pg/L fitffiz B e 10%~60% [60]
100 pg/L RIS piA % 62%~78% [61]

K115 BRI IA] 8~24 hs AL 1~9 kgOy/m’d;

10 pg/L il T e 22%~75% [26]

I3 S . o, N - -
KA 50 mg/L i RAiA 5 24°C W 7~165 d [62]
10 mg/kg B PR 25C 2] 10~79 d [63]

0.02~263 mg/L ffifii — A MENE; 12°C 40%~50% [64]

0% e BE M~ 100 Yotk B 1% I
T e — PRSI L i PRI 65]

HEAT: 0~10 mg/L BERE KRBT R; 25C~55°C; 14d 61%~90%

K% 2~10 mg/kg AR 37C

R/ HE R T AL E 17%~34% [66]
K 50 mg/kg MERPAER; 41.7C; 33d Tt e PR T T PR AU ME IR 47%~48%
TR REWENE 0% [67]

KB 37°C; 10 pg/L W HiAE &K, TEHZIEE 90%;
7K 7345 BRI ] 15~20 d T e S RE 72.8%~90.3% [68]

RAL5 K AR Hp (0 PR T B T DA S B e 8 25 o L, KIS BT R] L R A JEE A T B i
ROCRA RE, Tl TR AR R I B AR AR S COD 238 22 IEAH GG R, 3 B IR A A0 A ik i FR 4 mA et A7 7
FEARIHLHI[61]. Zhang Z5[69TUE BH 7K 7745 § B[] & 5 M il e 1 g 2 ok 26 1) G, /K 745 BB R4 17 h
Tt i s e 2 B 2Rk 3] 23.8%.

RS T R A A 25 BRI U2 R RGR 12701 WFFUR BN, Hhili PR e v A5 25k 25 R e 2
LA 2R, B R S5 A e (0 R S PR B A ) e s e 1 A P A T R o el 1 A 32 A4 LR A K [ 641
REAR B A7 AE K B D) W BRI LD, 2 3 BRI 28 P A 3R B A R B A1 [64 ], T LT i nae e
it fli 410 . P A0 g 7 R B S0 PR 2 BB AN B[ 71] [72]

3.3. BEBRAIE RN EPPERIRE

H AT, o< T 28 504 RAVEHA 2 A KB 7T O 2l & 3 o JLAE M BR A v 18] 72 4 3 Bl e 3k
LA B C-N/S-N BEWTZAE e, 5 DL IRV i RO M A P~ e RS RREE f « F2R 5 -N-(5-F -1, 2-0%
W3- | R R . R 3-GE-5-FR IR I . N IE-SMX(HO-SMX). 4-Z JE 2R B Al N*- 2.t 3k
-SMIX o %of B8 Bt AT R e A il e S Bt A R TG TR R ) 2 — » B AR IR ARG PP : N-C BT S-N BRI I 2L
N-Z.BE-SMX S OB e N* A B R AU N TG, (B MR ARGE, 5 Ak a B ARG & H[46] .
i s e (1 32 L P (] P2 2- B A 4-F2 552 B JEMENE . Microbacterium R IR JF 2518 JE R4S 1
VR s i AN 2B M (73] b T IR nE SR AR (0, R A0 T e i A A 25 B U R ) 2- R SR M
SRIGHE Arthrobacter 1 Terrabacter ¥4 4-F2 -2 B FEMENE[24]. WANG 5574 1IF B R L g mpk L il friz
o P A e VRSl M 38 ] R AR 2R AL R IEARRIVR AT RIS R AL I N, LB RO R AEAE N* Bl N
I
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4. HRRE

FRT, OO R PR 2 AR B g R S LR R 7 28 DU PP e A g e D =, HL AL ER B
REERRAESLIEG B LUE BT AE LN J5 T 05 -

1) BERERPUAE R KAV RN . BT RIS 2R R, MREAKBLRERE R
Wiy FL R AR IOR . DRI, TR PREUR A R B B A I S LA 3R RS R BB 7T, R o RS Bt A R 4
LR A A B A

2) REMEVRIE RN REKESRE P L2 R e, SR HT A 2 A 1 A RE LA
W AR, (HASLE YRR AR . IREILE BT, I E RN, ]
B2 g PR SR TR 2R ) [ P 8 KR e SR (A R I B BR AR

3) ZRMPUERAAAERI MR . ASCEBRDAE TR PUE R R . PR ILE, (2
B AAAE AR U E R B ARG T . WHTOIF B IR RIS, KO P9 A e v R S S8 A 300
PRBT M L B AL AR AT K X

SE
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