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Abstract: In order to understand the distribution of erythromycin in aquatic ecosystem and accurately assess the ecological risk of erythromycin in
environment, the concentrations of erythromycin in water, sediment and biotas in a simulated aquatic ecosystem were investigated by aquatic microcosm.
The results showed that the half-life of erythromycin in the aquatic ecosystem was 42 d; sediment could absorb 56.46% of erythromycin as the main
accumulation place. Meanwhile, Elodea densa and Barchydanioreriovar could also absorb 1.04% and 0.0402% of erythromycin. The accumulation ability
of Elodea densa would be higher than Barchydanioreriovar, and the highest bioconcentration factor was 46.05 L-kg™! and 4.40 L-kg™! individually. The
risk on the aquatic biotas should be noted when assessing the ecological risk of erythromycin.
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1 5| & (Introduction)

Wi DU R Iz A, BT AR B A BT AR R
FRBEZ IR A B WL B AR T . 3 4, i
PULE R A 25V 107 1) 52 W0 MDA ft B 9 7 T 11
R PUER IR EAT N2 AT, HAT, BN
HMEF P RO SE E AR TP IR R B 0

(Hodges et al., 2012; Yan et al., 2013; Hu et al.,
2010; Liang et al., 2013). 41 % % ( Erythromycin,
ERY) J& T RINEE It A R, B AT iGN HIRE
L2 T EZ T i E & 5, 248w
i ELPREG RS ) 355w P AR R 2 — BB v A
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B LR R 2 VA K 2185 & ( Anhydroerythromycin
ERY-H,0) B XAFTE, 405 R MK LI R B 3+
SERANIE 1 PR HEAGE 7R E A T AT
BRIT @ B VLA AR e DU 21 2185 R WA 7E , JF HLVk
FE S B I, e U 2 R s L1 R R
1E 2007 4EMF 4 3.5~5.2 ng-L™",2009 4F |- 7+ 4.7
~1900 ng- L' (M3 HAHEE, 2007; Bu et al., 2013).7K
WEEh iz R LR R A W e K A A R R S
HE R I AR B A ROV, OB IEA 4L R R
B AE S XU Fir b 75 1 ff . BT, B8 biAE R AE KA
ARG oA R IR B BE 9T 22 B T S PR A B R A

CH; CH;

CH,

S3HT, BTG A T Y PR RS0 S5, A8 S
SRR AR T IE W PG P AE 3R 1Y IR 5 X
oz R VAR S g 4 o T UK AR AR S RS
THRAERBUN G #AE  B T A 45 i 4 BRAL 1
B 5 H AR EARRI AR 83, ) 2 T 55 4 )
TEAER R G i B A A= B 80 ( Caracciolo et al.
2013) AR AT R ARGUE R RMTH
THAE VR MKAEESRE, MRAGERTE
K OURRY B A= A A [) A o 1 23 A RRAE, LB
IEWRVPAN 2185 5 DA ST AE 3R A0 0 58 XU 48 () 2
.

E1 ABHZEWHE(a) MBEKIEZEGE (D)
Fig.1 Structure of ERY (a) and ERY-H,0 (b)

2 P57 % (Materials and methods)

2.1 SElAH

WK LT 2 (4> 95%) W [ 14 K Toronto
Research Chemicals 2\ &), =20 °C &£ 4%; £ N Al H %
Y Eigal, W Qb s R e AR A R A ] H
AR 4 S o3 A 2, W R 24 a5 A BR A W 5 S
HIK R 2tk , i Milli-Q &8 26 7K A #5 ( Merck
Millipore Advantage A10).

R A= 25 R G2 0 K 25 %5 ( Elodea densa ) J Bt
1 ( Barchydanioreriovar ) W) H | M 55 #f 46 & 1 H
Wi K FA- IR E N 6.63 g- BT, &K RNy
84. 24% ; B th V-4 H M 0.0656 ¢+ 457
2.2 SEIiit

[DERHEN W AT EREN TR s e B
1B AR UE T 7 ( Acute Dermal Toxicity, 1996) 2K
= INHKIRIE R G AL 1] FR 546 (80 em x60 em
x40 cm) WHLAZ) 20 kg BITTERY), SR 5 60 L K.
RAKZE R 2z iT— B | 5, A& 9146 1Y
DSy £, 92 6 3 1) 2 oA U RS 45 I A (30+2) °C, pH

A HRITE 7.0£0.2 VA% >4 mg- L. RGHaE G, I
AR LT B R 3 mol - L™ H,S0, AT 415 R
VW pH (E %) 3.0, fE = FHEFE 4 h) R GEK
AL T ZWRE IR F) 500 wg- L7 /0 9I7E 0.0.5.1 .4,
7.10.14 21 30 d BUFE, 3 A K GORRY oK HEAI
oK B R B s 3 A AT

2% N BRSEEG H 1 L 500 pg - L' 2155 2 W A3
FERAR OB AR5 0T R G AR R B A 4350
7£0.0.5.1.4.7 10,14 21 30 d BUkE, #0K h 2105
2.3 FERTMAE

IKFETRAL B 22 S 4145 (2011) I 2 TR HI K AR
AR IR B 0 KA 0.45 um TR A 2R 4E R
HEUEAE I 3.0 mol - L™ H, SO, ¥ V& M 45 /K ¢ pH, 2R
Je FHT A 28 R BB 217K Na, EDTA 128 #higs Wi
L HLB /IME#FAT & 4, #1245 mL H B BE HLB
ANEE DRI AR FES O T EE R N, IR R
T, fen R B 2, .

TUB) K R FAL B2 25 4 4 (2007 ) I 22
BRIT TR di A 28 s iy ik RS 208 R 10
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WS =, RIS 1 8 T B0, A 15 mL 20/
PR 22 vhim W (R R RRLE 1:1) B SR I 15
min, #0568 FIEWR, I E S 3 K A0 g
W, e 75 e BT A Na,EDTA E R 85
P TI 5 28 Wt B 217K Na, EDTA (1) 2% vh i %
LR HLB /PMEHAT AL E R FFLL 5 mL Bt
HLB /M VRO TR E =R NN,
WA 2+, fa TR E 25, RRil.

LIRS % Jo %5 (Jo et al., 2011) K il fa 44K
FHRN RN IR BT A 2R 5% B 1 7 ¥ . AR 298 U
TR 5, FRIBGE B AR O B T 808, mEg G
EHIA 10 mL N AR5 min, B0, H R
RTEW, A SR 3 R, A I EIE W e BRI o
ATECKE, TR% N5 10 min, .0, B EFC )2, &
HERR 1 WGIRBUREZE 238 T, 28 )5 A Na,EDTA
EICEYS , M A e 28 I AR 4l 7K Na, EDTA f)
e RS ALY HLB /M T & 4R, FFLAS mL
st HLB /A DR TR 0 b =
TN N, 2R T, fefa H P e 25, RR.

2.4 M %

2195 R Agilent 1200 7 2% ¥ AH (8% F1
Agilent 6410 Triple Quad FR R RS AT RN (23
ZMF 354, Agilent Eclipse Plus C (2.1 mmx150
mm,3.5um) , fif$% ODS Hypersil it (2.1 mmx 10
mm,5 wm) ;#3830 °C, W MG (A):0.5% H
PRI (B) = 90:10; Jit # 0.25 mL/min; JEAE & 10
pL. T 3% 2% 4. B + U8 b H Wi 55 ( Electrospray
ionization , ESI) , 1E &5 T4 5 W oy X8 £ Sy
il ( Multiple Reaction Monitoring, MRM ) , Ff, i 55 Hi,
JE:4000 V; TN, (11 Lemin™",300 °C) ; Z4bS
7 :15 psi.

x1 BKOBRRESTEMS
Table 1 ~MS Parameters for ERY-H,0

ey BT TET S R R
(m/z) (m/z) HE/V eV
ERY-H,0 716.5 558.4/158.0 130 5/30
2.5 BEFEEA
— R B TR
C, =Cpe™ (1)

K, €, ARG YIRS (ng-mL™") 5¢ Ky
W) (d); €, g ifial ¢ B K AR oAk S W vk
(ng-mL™").

DURP- K BL RECK, -

‘(p

K, = (2)

K, Co TR R I G & & (ng-g™') 5 Cy HK
PSP E (ng-mL™" ).
AWy E 5 R BCF .

o

Cy
BCF =" (3)
Cy

X, ¢ EMIENALEY & i (ng-g7') 5 €y K
AL (ng-mL™).

3 Z£R51Fi8 (Results and discussion)

3.1 B FAEKEMILARY P LA

K £ F MR B B I (] AR A e 2 . AR
HRT LU HY, £185 2R 7 /KORH 1Y) Ve 52 T 47 EF ) 7 34 A
BN N2 12 h J5 K T 208 R R ) R 1Y
503.86 ng-mL ™' g% F] 298.56 ng-mL™", AR5 2%
R 25 30 d 19 188.14 ng-mL™" K LT B R IR Ny
62.66%. =5 X RSB0 B0 1T AR KARZL R R
30 d PTHIRE A 12.96%. h FLLE R @M RS
Y, RGUKALLFE R WD T B R 2T 2
RGe P HAMAH AL

600 —

400

Cl(ngmL™")

200

B2 KpOBERRERAEEL

Fig.2  Variation of ERY in water with time

CLRE R AR i B RERT (] AR f an & 3
Fis N T LG 208 2 AR DU b ) s
2 LTt 30 d BFUTRR Y Th A B R & = E 973.95
ngeg” XA RESE 5 DU 21 85 210 W B 0. X
5 SCRRAREARAT , - SR UT R X b A R SR
SR FRERE 7, HL 32 B A2 AR B A ALY B B
(Liang et al., 2013) . JURRY & & B4 LB AT $2 1t
PH S F g iy s AR T B R A DUR ) b A
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Fig.3 Variation of ERY in sediment with time

32 UBEREAENERFHEELA

Pl 4 BB T 21 %5 e /K RO BE D) £ R oy 7 i i
At ) A AR AR 0. AP ] LR Y K B TR 4T B R Y
TETE 3 d BHA B A R (E 12581.27 ng-g ™', SR )5 4k
FlE— N aE e 15 d KB R B R SR IT G
TRE, T30 d IR E 6745.96 ng-g ", 3% 1] BE 5 /K HE
B AR B A S K AR RE ) () 22 B, T 4 MUK
W ISOK 43 RIS 43 W0 UE 21 5 2 A /KA A e B e vy, 7K
WL R R ARV BE RS EVE TR At Bek Witk
AIKEARPY, IR IR B 5 oK AR R P ) 41 %%
ZA SR AE ] (Pomati er al., 2004) , #FAJKHE
A PN P4 21 85 R AT AE WS A i 1) P-4, kK bt
BROEARAIXNTRE,; 25, A KL E R
FERBEAIG, 7K R I 7K W WA 21 8 28k 1 0 1, 18
HACHL R W HAR KNG RWKET G TR

10000 [~ o

5000 |-

Cling g~

1000
BEfa
500

B4 EMEHIERMEHEEL
Fig.4 Variation of ERY in biotas with time
RN NCEARE S en VR PN €
), PSR IS T R ML TE 3 d Ik B d
1285.42 ng-¢™' | ANA| Z AL TE T, B 1 fh 1A Py A T

W 5 R A - 7.3 d R BN 3R 80, 30 d BB
Do RN 21 8 R R [ 5 308.52 ng-g ', X P B
5ok A #0255 K A= R RS Y B B W AR R
AEAE 22004 . 2 ook R | JOR 32 Ak ok 1 7K
SR G/ RN PSR Y A € S SEA N3 P L N B
T A HE T AR DR 21 R A kR L X S
SCHRAR TE 25 R AH — 2, Vendrell 55 ( Vendrell et al. ,
2012) WF5T T 41 %5 2 A8 i i £r A )N i 45 S5 A0 3 )
SRR B 9 £ X 21 B R A I R AR T, 1
SRS AT) Uiy o T R PN 41 B R K N 1173.83
ng-g ' TEEE 8 d I T 0 4R P 21 B R R TR
MFR.
33 ABEREKELEARE TN LA NE

Bl S Ry 2 B R AER A 25 R 5845 A0 0 43 A 1
BN T LUE Y K P 4T B R R s — 2%
Iy N S AR Rl = RN oI B R
IKAH A TR HEA TR, LA SR 2 2 TR,
MBLALER 0T LIF Y 20 R R A2 SR i 5
Wik 113 d, M ERAD AR 25 R G KA 2 22 1000
42 d, X EESE TARUE S RGP B M

BB KA
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Fig.5 Distribution of ERY in the aquatic microcosm ( a) and

percentage of total amount of erythromycin in biotas (b)
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FE3E T 7K AH 21 %5 19 7 Uil Carstens 4% ( Carstens
et al., 2013) WS BEREAE K- IR BRI AE S R g
AL, 45 2R e B i JHg A AS (] 7K - e BB A 25 3R
GoKAR PR RN 2.7~17.8 d, S Z AL, LI R E
B B IR R] SEA ) 07 >0 2% JECHE O 7K AR A 28 R GRS ).

R2 ABREKERH—RHNERESH

Table 2 Parameters of the first order reaction for ERY in water phase

SEEEH k/d! R? t1,,/d
SR e 0.00612 0.896 113
T RS 0.0166 0.863 42

AR R ERRG G AT DU

Vel R EE W ARG TP HAE DT
TR R e, 3xX BT -/K o3 i REOR AT
i K, AEBCR, WIFR R A 0 Bk Gl i 54 2045
F M K, 64518 Lekg ™, 45 SCHRIRE B —
#(.Zhang %5 (Zhang et al., 2011) i T Z= R R AE
AR A + 5 1 K, 78 1.7 ] 12 L-kg™' 22 Ji];
Thiele I Tolls ( Thiele, 2000; Tolls, 2001) 3K , fiff
WPt RAEAN TR pH A ML & 2 09 H 3% | K,
2.4 F13 L-kg 1M Liang %% ( Liang et al., 2013) K
BESPRUUBR YIRS S A I K 205 RAE BRI 1
DU RS K, A 105 L-kg™', Kim % ( Kim and
Carlson, 2007 ) 1541 % & 1F Cache La Poudre 1] /7
AR AE B SEBRAE S 4 BC R B K, R 211 Lekg ™' W]
DUARE S B i T3 A 23 T AR B0 35 T L
15, XA RESE T SE PR A th U h I 2185 R 2
KN R A EE AL, DI AS g L 58 S WA P T e
A ZR I SEBR AR R BE T Rt (08 3 % S PR PR B A
HEAT RAE AT A% A DURR ) -ZK 43 e 2R 8, T e 23
TR R 2 e

R, 7K BEFIEE H £0 X 2155 2 i R B — 2 1)
EEEH.AYE £ R BCF R LA WTE KL
VRN E RGN, UL SO GG P A= o iR a4
1Y EE SR AE AT AL R AR BE D FIK FEAR Y
AP A R AL BCF , X 41 % 3 7E BE 1 0 FUK Rk
W R DL AT L, KB LB R AE K
W TR S A R TR AL R KRR
WA RE BCF f =i {HiA 2] 46.05 L-kg™', M 7EHE S
RN 4.40 Lokg™ MHZE—DEEEALEY
FEA DIV o AR B T R AE W A %) i Wi B i AH G b
S EYITE R Py ARG A OC 408 RAE K
R E AR RE ) LR BE S iR N s, AT RE R S AL R R

TEBE L5 i K P A AR 36 3 R 8P €. Liu 45 (Liu
et al., 2013) WFGEH 13 R ARSI N 1) e 4R ARG
RO LR RAE M AT i B AL 9 BCFs
A3k 2.15 ~38.0.0.950 ~ 20.7.0.0506 ~ 19.7 F
0.0439~13.8 L-kg™", [RIEHAF 58 48 H fa 4R i i h &
AR SNSRI/ ES DN (IR AR = SE A [ Vas
Y)—BCAR 4 1 B Y 2R W & B AR ME BCF > 5000
L-kg ' JIWr 2L R 8 TAEE Y BRI it A0 75 2
HEmE, REARRE TARAY ZRMEY 5, 4
WER T XK A= — B E . A B R A
KRR > HH A B E A F] 6000 ng g L
e R T SRR 9 R R R BOR RO BE 0.036
mg- L', 1M H¥& Eguchi 55 ( Eguchi et al., 2004) A HF
RN AR B2 41 %5 2% RIVRT X 7K A A ) 1 A 4 77 AR
520, Vannini 25 ( Vannini et al., 2011) BIWF5E 45 H
YA RGOK AP WG £ 2w R B0 A
P MR RS, WO AR R AES
Y B Al T T A2 F  Kiryu 5% (Kiryu and
Moffitt, 2002) BF5E 215 2 % 4 PR [R] ) B850t
FH LDy, K 350~ 1041 mg-kg ™' EARAHF 5T b fh 1A
N 21 %85 3 W AR T SCHR R I 1Y ~F A8 ) a5
HRAJE & R B (1) B 1 ) Joi A28 6 ) - 1, DA JAE B
XTI RN BRI A, A &HRZ AR
IRFIH R h T2 8 RAE K AR T
PTRE IR T a2 [A] B SR — 2 i a5 Pk A
B R PEVTAR 2155 R 1 AR A R KRS ), 1 3
B HXIK A A Y A 52

4 £5i8(Conclusions)

BRI ABRKELEB RGNS, KA
W 42 A, DU EEEEG T, W R 56.46%
(LT 2 5 A, K RN BE 25 £ X 241 B R A — 5
AW A B BE T, K BRI BE £ ] 43 50 W R i 4R
1.04%F10.0402% M L1 TG 2 ; K FEXT L8 R 0 & S fg
J1te TEEE 0 Hodme o & 32 R A K RERBE 5 £y
I3 51H 46.05 L-kg ' Fll 4.40 L-kg™", 76 % EIEAN 21
B R AR IREE KRS B, 07 3 3 X 7K AR sh A A 1

AN

REEEE N R (1976—) , &, Bl # &, A+ £ 3 )F, o
VA RY (R SE T Rk e R E s g
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