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BE o ARWFGE LA A= 2805 S A K TR A I 9 6 4, 1R
T TR UBON 36 75 ME A B 2 B P ARG (15200, LA
31 IO FH S A T DR HE A 3 A v B AR ARGs BT 1
LA RS S S8 15 [ = & e RIS 5%

1 #MRIERE

1.1 REMRIREERXF

875 (L HGR 3 AE R KA =15 K, K&
90 %0 ) FN SR A T R ARRE (B R A7 2808 ok A i)
LB F W4, WA (5 2R AT 3SR
FLER T AR RE B 55, B =>1X10" CFU/g) &
DOBTEIAMARNHE A BRA Al H AL

+ HE DNA #2 B0 58 & 1 F TIANGEN 4 #]
TagDNA £ & Bl [ K% 5 492 7] (TaKaRa)
Agarose BUiE#E (100 g/ ) W H AL st R E R AR
48 Fl,iTaq Universal SYBR Green Supermix il F I
AR A AR W R A IR AL P s RYT i H 519
bR YR A PR R A .

1.2 REigt

HR 8 05 2 3 S A e e R 2B 77 7 5K, F 2020 48 7
H 29 HZ9H 27 H R JC 55 ¥R G 78 WA A T J ik
5. WREEBAR0.7m* (7 765 mm, EAME 1 060
mm ., FZME 950 mm) , JIKEBE A 12 0 HAL 1 em /D
Lo FRLEMARFL0.5 m®, A58 R BRI R L
2: 1 LIS, JFARYE 45 B 0T d A K i T HORh B
R 60 kg, FK & 12% . SRIG N 60 kg 3875 (%
KB 90%) & 150 g W .1 500 g JRZ , kRl C/N
J930: 1, IRE WA RREAER A, WRBWIE,E1K
TN 2675 30 kg, 55 2~47 KARYE 5 7K 728 A e 2
TSI (4 4~8 kg/d) o

FRBMHESR U > 240, F14H .1 d BIHE 1K F2
4.2 dBHIHE TR,

JH S s 50 8 R A A B4 A Rk L 20~30
em Ab WL BE A5 K 09 00 2 53 5% Bk 550 TR AR
JEE Ko 235 A5 I 0 R 0 2 ) L R S

RIS 8] 5 AR S A I FE 609 2247 o R
IR W K, IEARE B K AR IR R 35 I
(60% — KEER F& 7K )X 60

90% :

I =

1.3 HmRE

Iy HEAR 0.5.12.26.33.40.47 .61 d#% | |
R 32 (O BIE T 10,3050 em) SR FH SRR
REBORE IRA YIS R U R AR i 2 500 g, %
T 545 AE4E, BT —20 CHRAFE.

1.4 DNAHJIEEL

% TIANGEN -+ 5 3t [ 41 DNA 2 B 58 &
(Fast DNA Spin kit for soil) #4731l & B A&
FE 5 DNA, K Il DNA A B 54, —20 ‘CIR A7
#H.
1.5 PCREZE=ZPCR#M

PCR #l qPCR 51t Z BSCHk (6], 5197
G BRI BB IR WL T AR 5 4 i 0
25 FIE O, VR LAY 15 Fh H AR LK HEFT PCR A
M, A4 2 Fh PUBR 22 (1et G tet W) 3 RO 2 (sul 1
sul2 dfrA1) .2 Fh B-TN LG 2 (blargy,  fexA) .2 F
MLSB 25 (ermX .ermQ) .2 ¥ FCA 25 (optrA \IsaE) |
1R & T2 (aac (6 )-1b-cr) 1 FEEE T (ind 1) FN
2 FpEE - (Tn916/1545 ISCR1) 3K . PCR J A4
Z N4 DNA 1 pL , 2Xmix (Tag) 8.5 pl., 10
pmol/L i R iE51#14% 0.25 pl, WK K 10 pl., Bk
FL20 plo JOR 261F 95 °C 10 min, 95 °C 30 s, il k
305,72 °C 60 s, 3 35 MFF, 72 °C 10 min, i 1%
B G W BE i, X PCR 7= 9 F 17 B R W B i el Tk

X PCRKG H R A = 1 7 Fh 3 K] (2et G (tet W sud 1
sul2 \blargy 1 ermQ . int1) #F—H1E ABI ViiA 7 Re-
al Time PCR System %t ft PCRAY [ #4728 6
it PCRAGIN . Sz W44 5 S BE K 4H DNA 1 pl,iTaq
Universal SYBR Green Supermix (2X ) 10 pl, 10
pmol/L [ - FiF5 1 #145 0.25 pl, WFEK 8.5 pl, &
RFL20 ul SR 251195 °C 3 min, 95 °C 55,60 °C
30$.72°C 30 s, A0 MFIF, 65 CHEMI 5 s, BEDEE
w3 EE
1.6 ZIFELEBIDH

K SPSS (v19.0) \EXCEL (2016) 28 #4755 11
48T, Origin 8.0 A .

2 FHRE5HMH

21 ESHRBEERHNERETK

KGR REA LR 2. NE 2 F
WL FLLF240 00 9 T4 5,12 K35 Bl s 1R (60 °C,
64.5 °C) , 55 2~40 RAF 5 50 ‘CLA 1,40 d J5 2
R RIS R T AR . AT S F2 41
TS m T FLA, UL F2 41 84 A T 435 50 8 10 1
B, BEIIS L EMMBE ARMIE(GB/T36195—
2018 ) B3R HE B R BE =50 CAR D T 7 d, ABF5E
50 CPA iR EE Mt 7 d, 35 ) 2875 JC F fb 4k B 1Y
ZOR,
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Table 1 PCR and qPCR primer sequence, fragment size and annealing temperature
A Gene 519F51(5'-3") Primer sequence Bt /bp Size iR kR /°C Temperature
F: GCAGAGCAGGTCGCTGG
tetG 134 54
R: CCYGCAAGAGAAGCCAGAAG
F: GAGAGCCTGCTATATGCCAGC
tetW 168 56
R: GGGCGTATCCACAATGTTAAC
F: CGGCGTGGGCTACCTGAACG
sull 433 60
R: GCCGATCGCGTGAAGTTCCG
F: GCGCTCAAGGCAGATGGCATT
sul2 293 59
R: GCGTTTGATACCGGCACCCGT
F: AAATGGCGTAATCGGTAATG
dfiAl 304 51
’ R: GTGAACAGTAGACAAATGAAT
F: CATTTTCGTGTCGCCCTTAT
blagy 189 57
R: GGGCGAAAACTCTCAAGGAT
F: TTGGGAAGAATGGTTCAGGG
JexA 977 55
R: ATCGGCTCAGTAGCATCACG
F: GCACCAGACCAATACGATACAA
optrA 794 59
R: TCCTTCTTAACCTTCTCCTTCTCA
F: TGTCAAATGGTGAGCAAACG
IsaE 496 54
R: TGTAAAACGGCTTCCTGATG
, F: TTGCGATGCTCTATGAGTGGCTA
aac(6')1b=~cr 482 55
R: CTCGAATGCCTGGCGTGTTT
F: CACCAACTGATATGTGGCTAG
ermQ 154 55
R: CTAGGCATGGGATGGAAGTC
F: GAGATCCGRCCAGGAAGC
ermX 488 58
R: GTGTGCACCATCGCCTGA
F: TCCTACAGCGACAGCCAGTGA
Tn916/1545 174 54
R: TGCGTTGCTTTGGTCTGCTGGT
F: CTGGATTTCGATCACGGCACG
intl1 473 60
R: ACATGCGTGTAAATCATCGTCG
F: CGCCCACTCAAACG
ISCR1 452 54
R: GAGGCTTTGGTGTAACCG
F: CCTACGGGAGGCAGCAG
165 V3 193 55
R: ATTACCGCGGCTGCTGG
x2 ESHBIEFHEBEEEN
Table 2 Change of temperature during degradation of manure and sewage C
i {H] /d Time
YU H Ttem
0 2 5 12 26 33 40 47 61
S e F1 39.9 53.8 60.0 58.1 53.0 51.7 49.4 38.5 26.3
Compost temperature F2 42.1 55.9 63.2 64.5 54.2 54.6 53.1 42.0 27.6
HEERJE Environment temperature 30.8 29.3 32.8 30.1 31.1 31.1 29.2 23.2 23.9

22 #ETHEMBIEEDARGs HFHRTL

K H PCR J5 K0 7 12 # ARGs il 3 Ff MG-
Es. G5 NR, 24IRE S BREEGESSE dfr AT LR A1,
H A 11 Ff ARGs #1 3 F MGEs ¥y, Horp sud 1
sul2 tetG \tetW blayiy—  ermQ . intl 1 FARG H R4 .

FEV5 M R v, E AR S DR S IR T B R ) T
o U B AR I G i (% 3) . F1.F2410~5d1y
K th 12 Fh HARIE , 12~40 d W] K A b 28028 40 0,
A3 AR 33,40 KIE A 1R, 40 d 5 B B3,
61 d 433 iz 9 10 Filr
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Fx3 HESHEMBEIED ARG FTHRMT(L

Table 3 Changes of ARGs species during degradation of manure and sewage

i) /d
. F1 F2
Time
0 sull sul2.tetG . blagg, ;. fexA aac (6’ )-Ib-cr.IsaE . optrA er- sull . sul2.tetG . blag, . fexA . aac (6’ )-Ib-cr,IsaE . optrA . ermQ. er-
mQ.ermX, Tn916/1545 . ISCR1 mX, Tn916/1545.1SCR1
_ sull sul2. tetG , blagg, ;. fexA aac (6’ )-Ib-cr IsakE ., optrA er- sull sul2.tetG  blay, . fexA . aac (6’ )-Ib-cr,IsaE  optrA . ermQ, er-
)
mQ.ermX, Tn916/1545.ISCR1 mX, Tn916/1545,ISCR1
12 sull sul2. tetG . tetW blaypy,,.aac(6’)-Ib-cr.ermQ. intI1 sul2 . sull .tetG . tetW ,bla gy, aac(6’)-Ib-cr Isakl . ermQ . int11
26 sull sul2. tetG ,tetW,bla iy, sull sul2. tetG ,tetW, bla py,, intl1
33 sul2 sul2. tetG
40 sull tetw ,blajygy,; aac(6”)-Ib-cr aac(6’)-Ib-cr
sull, sul2, tetG  tetW blaygy,, . aac (6° ) -Ib-cr, IsaE, Tn916/ ,
47 1505 sul2.sull tetG . tetW ,blaygy.; vaac(6° )-Ib-cr,IsaE , Tn916/1545
o4o
6l sull, sul2. tetG, tetW, blarpy, . aac (6 ) -Ib-cr, IsaE, Tn916/ sul2.sull.tetG tetW blapy,.,.aac(6”)-Ib-cr,IsaE, Tn916/1545. 1S~

1545,1SCR1

CRI1.intl1

2.3 FEiSHEMIEDARGsIMGEsHE T EET

1) B S AR AL . SR qPCRAG
T 6 F ARGs (sull . sul2 . tetG . tetW . bla gy ermQ)
K 1R MGEs (Gined 1) B9 AT B F1ATF2 4 H fr gk
PRLEAH G = B AR AR - 52 e BRAIR S T s PR A A2 1k
HE(E D . FIA(E 1A)0~26 d %4 FFAK, 26~47
d BTt 47~61 d PR Ak, Hid, 26,33 d &80 d

NN/e/G =8 erm(Q  wAtetW

>
PO i3

Relative abundance

0 5 12 26 33 476l
Ha)/d Time
Bl #SHRMEREPFIA).F2(B)EARGs #1 MGEs K ZE{L
Fig.1 Changes of ARGs and MGEs in group F1 (A) and F2 (B) during degradation of manure and sewage

2) tetG Rl ter W BIFHXT FEREAR AL 2875 R M ad 2
H 1etG N tet W ARG S FEABAL WLIE 2, FLA D retG
RN S 2 1SR A = (iR W/ (AR
F2 20 J0) 1y ARG - T e - BRI ) AR Ak a3 (18T 2A) L 350
5T, F1 F2 41480 d 43l FEAIK 16.51 %6 (P=>0.05)
64.32% (P<<0.01) . F1 41,5 d B K I8 F& %
(88.57%) , 1M 12~33 d 147 d AR FRE & T 0d,
Hor33d e 0d @ 5.68f% (P<<0.05) ;F241,0~40 d
B R, 40~47 B HE IS PR AR, Hir 33,40 d

intl]

53 B REAG 81.63%0 . 74.04% ; F2 2 (&l 1B) 0~40 d &
W A, 40~A47 d MR BE 5 m L 47~61 d Bk, Horh
33.40 d# 0 d 2 B AK 82.06 % .86.91% . IRKERLE R
B, F1.F2 41 ARGs £ A1 x5 4 B 4 0 d 43 51 B A%
82.33%0.78.89%0 . AHXIHRF , o I F2 L FEA% H b5
BE PR AT 2 B 0 8RR 10 I AR R R AR A X A
o 14 T T AT A AR E AR R -

eZasull blay,,., sul2
3.5r
3.0p
2.5t
2.0 RN
1.5t VA

1.0p

X

Relative abundance

0 5 12 26 33 40 47 6l
I 18)/d Time

B0 d 4 BIFEAIR 82.27 % .83.39 % (P<<0.01) .

F1.F2 4 et W 344 B B AR AR TR 35 (K 2B ),
IR Z5 T, 50 d H 843 il B AIK 87.89%4 . 99.46 %
(P<<0.01). F14H,0dAHXF=EREE40.950 3,12 d &
%A (97.33%,P<<0.01) ,26~33 AR FAGM R , 40~
61 d/MEZEE Lt F241,0 dAEXTEE 8 0.702 6,0~
40 d B A BRI, Hi 33 .40 d #% i 35 FEAK (99.40%
99.13% ,P<C0.01) ,40~47 d Z & Fh i , 61 d K &
TR EARALAKF- .
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S

K b F1 M F2 4H 3 a] A [6) 72 B AR tetG SR JE, H F2 4 nl 80 8f 4 2248 tet G tet W, B HE

(16.51% F164.32% ) et W (87.89 % F199.46 %6 ) i) AH

Q1.0

N Aa mmFl
{jﬂ% 0.8l = F2
)
# 2

A ES . ABab

%_{% 0.4 ABb ABb
S o
=2 0.2

=

& 0.0

HF)/d Time
[FIZH FAS AR R NG TR R 22 57 i 3 (P<<0.05) , A B AR S - B 3 7R 22 5l i 3 (P<<0.01), FIA]. Note: Not containing the same

lowercase letters in same group indicate significant differences (P<C0.05), and not containing the same uppercase letters indicate extremely sig-

nificant differences(P<C0.01), the same as below.

T o

1.00

A,
0.75 Iﬁ

0.50f B g
0.254 =

0.257
0.20H BC

0.15p
0.10H
0.05
0.00

mmF]
== F2

tetWAR X £ %

Relative abundance of tetW

0 5 12 26 33 40 47 61
I )/ Time

B2 ZESHEMEIED tetG(AF tetW(B)HIZE K,
Fig.2 Changes of tetG (A) and tetW (B) during degradation of manure and sewage

3) sull Fl sul2 WAEXS = BEARAL o Bl e 2T
Al sul1 sul2 ARXF 3 FEASAL ANE 3 fr7s o IR0 45 i,
F1.F2 4 sull #H X 3F= B 88 0 d 49 51 B A% 54.58 %%
50.91% (P>0.05). F1410~33d /& 61 d A [FFLEE [
1%, 40~47 d P T+ B 3 8 T 0 d(199.50% .
225.62% ,P<<0.01) ;F2410~5d.12~40 d fi1 61 d A~
[ FE Bk, Horh 12~26 d 47 d Tt EE T 0d
(F3A).

F1 400 EAE & sud2 WO RN 3 BERAIG , F2 41 4%
i (E3B) il g 45 i 5 0 d e, F1 4 b 3

mFl A
= F2 A

ABabc

>
sul TH X 3 7%
Relative abundance of sull
Soocoocoococoo~
S L NWRULNOAN OO
o]

Itia)/d Time
B3 #iTHMITEAR sul1(AF sul2(B)HIZEL
Fig.3 Changes of sul1 (A) and sul2 (B) during degradation of manure and sewage

4) blarpy M ermQ BIAIXT F AL . 2875 P
TF TR bl FART=F B AR 1 REAR (K 4A) . F1
4,5 d i FETFE (P<<0.01) , SR 5 Pl A, 12~
61 dHe B & FEAK (P<<0.01) , Horp 61 d Ik TG I FR 5
F241 0~40 d B FRAK, 40~47 d THE TR 7E AR . iR
Ak, 50 d Fb# L, F1AMR TH I PR , F2 20 PR A%
99.29% (P<<0.01),

ermQ AR F AL AN 4B . wItREESL R F1
A (0.690 2) , F2 LA (0.328 4) i I 45 R i 5

327.33% (P<<0.05) , F2 41 B A% 30.87% (P=>0.05) .
F1415 0~12 d BEAR AL, H A ] 539 T s = T
0d, Hrp 47 d B (80 495.69% , P<<0.01) ; F2 41
0~40 d F147~61 d AN [] 2 B2 AR, 47 d SR SR fm =2
BT 0 d(EIN67.61% ,P<<0.05) , 9K 5 FEREAR .

RIGEE AT F LA F2 410 sad 1A 2 B H
fI6(54.58 %4 1 50.91%%) . sul2 1y F S AL AT Be R 02
5l (—327.33% H130.87% ) , . B F1 F1 F2 41 35 ] 4%
M5 B sud 1,48 sud2 WO AR BIAR L AR He ook
B F2 L4 AT MR AR sul 1 sul2 W E 2

~
3 045 Aa  mmF]
% : =1 F2
g 035+ Agp ABb
#g 0B Bb Bb Bb Bb
'S 015 |f| Bb AR A0l |
=S 005 D wh WLAR
Q] 8‘85
s 0 .04
> . B
= §§% Bb Bb T
S 000 Bbl|
& 0 5 12 26 33 40 47 6l

I} 8)/d Time

0d i, F1.F2 40 4 5 B A% 97.80% (P<<0.01) .
82.22% (P<C0.05) o F&75 &Mt f b 2 41 ermQAH
o = B A4 AN [R) PR AT L F 1 2H 76 5,26 F161 d A X =
JE#E 0 d W ik 2 B (P<<0.01) s F2 40 26~40 d LA I
61 d . FFEK (P<<0.05) .

F1FF2 2034 0] 1 25 BEAR blarpy ;  ermQ WA XY
FHE, ELWT A E) JC B 2 2200, 156 BH 2 Fh B ey ST
AREBE blargy, ermQ, JLHIE F R

5) 4G F I ined 1 ARRT F AR AL, TS5 R MR
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Fig.4 Changes of blarg.; (A) and ermQ (B) during degradation of manure and sewage

TE R T indd 1 AR AR AL LR 5. 10 25 R,
F1.F2 4 ined 1 {40 %F 3= B 43 500 B I 59.29% (P>
0.05)F199.92% (P<<0.05) . F14H0~12d &Mk, 12~
40 d B, 40 d 5 R BE FEAG, Horh 5 d IR AU
R ,40 d Fhi £ T 0d(293.18%) s F2 4H 0~5 d Al
33~47 d RIAFH i H, 5~33 d F47T~61 d AR
Hath, Hirp 26~33 d 161 d FRAK EMARAK o M inel 1
F AR  F1 R F2 234 0] B#AK ined 1 H9HR
XFE R F2 240 2285 ind 1 9 RCR 45 (99.92%) , Ju
SRR

0.820} Aa

0.420f Bb

0.0204 |j
0.020T1

0.015F
0.010F-
0.005F
0.000

intl 1A %4 £ &
of intll

Relative abundance

0 51 12 26 33 40 47 61
i [8)/d Time

FETHEMIRED intl1 BT
Fig.5 Changes of int/1 during degradation

# 5

of manure and sewage

3 W it
BFSE W1, % B 300 HE L 7 b VA S R

FN RS AR AR L RS AT ) R BHE D A
AR T 1G5 A Y0E 1, AR A MG A, s T
VIREVE G500, OF BE B R ME AT IR A K R TR Rk
6], ARBFFEFL.F2 4155 2~40 K 4E4F 50 “CLL iR
FE AT Re S S0 R BE R HORL A I G TR L BHHE G
YRR A e F2 IR m TFLA, ATRE S
2 d BHHE 1A R T B R AR A TR
YR TE Bh A G . T BRI SO i | #opk 4 A
XoF 2 B DR Al A 0 i 2 B L I R o Y AR e B [
ISER A T T — 2D AT .

P E T R s s 2 IR A Y PR 18 R

it 25 3 K, Hoip swl1 . sul2 . aac (6°) b -cr.ermB. tetM
AR H R 10096 5 R4k RO e 2R 260 PR AR 2 I IR
BERAG Y 380 MGEs (intl 1. intI2 . Tn916/1545) 3 A 5
Zhang VA 2 A H 8B ARGs (zetA L tetC
tetG . 1etO  tetQ . tetT .tetW .tetX) F 2 # MGEs (intl2 .
Tn916/1545) o AWFFEERKG i b3 SCHRHR A 7 7Y 2R
RIS WM RN 26 O MLSB JEhi Pk RN &
MGEs 1) A 5 5 [ Sb , b K i FCA 2 (optrA il
IsaE) B~ Bt 28 (blargy, M fex A ) S JHE ¥ & A
ISCRI, 3X v] fig 5 2E p= ok B vp (i R AR G A R 2R 259
SR I E bR R 22 R A G

HEAE 3o A v AR g L T R K/ R R AN TR AR
ARGs 15 F W K B I8 b 25 J ok | AR R R
ARGs!"), 87> ARGs 8 MGEs 141 ZAHF
FE e i (12~40 d) B s R A 280, P F1 48
26 d Ui/ & 1 Fh, F2 4 26~33 d /b 1~2Ff, 5 Wu
ZEUIO I T A HE AR (e R MR 0D T A 0 > ARG
ZREPE S R, R IIHEAE iR AT 98> ARG 1Y
2. 40 d J5 ARGs FhZE38m, nl a8 5 Y kL& A0 5
TR TR PR REAR R EEE AL NRE, S IR N Bk
04 B AR 2R K AT T R 26 A ARGs | 5]
ARGs FZERIAEA X,

WG R WY, HENE S 72 vh A W I 45 40 78 A
ARGs 3 B A5 Ak ) S5 R U7, RS b X 4 v A IR
JE Al R K/ 25 B H#E A ARGs B LA W1 K B i
ARGs"™ | JE T FAAR HARFE R ARXT S . AHF 52 5 1
B B SR B AR R, 5 Wang 2511 2 3H
PR M A 2 T30 1T B SRR ARGs 2 O 45 SR AL,
HF1 255 26 K (81.63% ) FIF2 4155 40 K (86.91%)
WAL, B P24 — i, iX vl i 5 ARGs 264
A RE FRE e TR L W e I8 24 B AR
T2 X

Qian %5 VAR IE |, HE A 40 39 2 55 53 2etM . zetC |
tetW . tetX . tetQ . sull FN sul2 WY FHXT & BB Wik, (2
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LRI BN Y e0C tetX sull sul2 YRR SR 5L b
FHEa3 . Cao %52 5 B, i 26 M FIE [ 308 - 5 S B B 1l
T B SAGT PUE S R E AE . AHE
R I 1 5k RS X B AR S AR R 2 X
Al RS RFE I, SE W TR TS PR AR, L 2%
PR R ARGs I MGEs 54 58 4 2 PRl A1,
o ARGs RO BE 15 T K 16 sk AR 5
F75E 19 ARGs & 4 50 BT R 2 4 7 2 s 4
Ak,

5T 22 BH , HE S 1T R AR R 40 DU A 2R 2k Sk
P tetG  terX Y BE25) {H Peng %529 S5 431 | HE
REREAR T 5 ZEH tet W AR GE=E BE , 3800 T zet G 1A A
AR, ARFIEFLF2 40 ter W BRI R F B 4 i B
%, 5 _FaR R A — B, UL S0 & I nT A A R bR
V5 Y et W o terG Y AR 2 S [R) R B AR
(16.51% .64.32%) , 5 Duan 2% (g R 8 AH L, 5
Peng % 25 B A —2, T RE S E A 215 TR K
Fefl T2 RRESS ARk 25 sh A 6. F2dl
tetW ., tetG Wy 2 [ % (99.46% . 64.32%) & T F1
(87.89% .16.51% ) , UL B 2 d BHE 1 A B4 F) T2
B tet W . tetG

A5 2R TE A A I B S i IR
(sl 1 sul2) 1 =FJE BB, R A S 2R B BEA TR
FREEHEIN . ASHIF 5 5 R B B sud 11 sed 2 RO 3 BE 1
ARSI EE AL, 156 BH TR AT A
) TFBEAR seed 1 AN sl 2 WOARRT £ . i 25 AT, 2 41
H sud 1 BRI 2 BEFRAR (54.58 % .50.91% ), {H. sul2 A8
Xf 4 B AR 4L (F1: —327.33%, F2: 30.87%) 5 Duan
2V St SR — 7 22 1), Td B T Ak R T 4 b e
sull  AH 2B sul2 BURCRASBEAR | X 0] B8 5 8 2 Pe
P DR ) R BT M i 49l e S e e 2 PR 1 e
TR I 7o ke T o ol e A BT ROR R A R
HIF ARGs 2 HBUR—RERY AR (B8 45 5 . F2 4l
B sud RN sul2 W SR AR 4E (50.91 %6 .30.87 %),
AT BES WRE R sud1 RN sul2 i BIHESIR B Y
T B R A G, XSRS R R 2
Y [8) sul2 F FEAR AR 25 S A R E— 298

Jang 214 % B, w5 Y A O IR S 75 U T - P T
Jie e M 3 PR 114 22 B R 5K 80.02 % ~100% o BT
SELOTIRTE v TR ME AT AT A Rk 25 R s 2 v B- N B
PUtERE I (0 228k ermQ I RBURAE . ABFSEF1.F2
A YA 5 2B RRARR Bl A ermQ FOAFS 3 B (IR T4
TR A1 97.80%.99.29 % F182.22% ) , Z:B% blarpy 1)

RS B HGE — 2 1R BR ermQ MU 5 A 7
220Ny 4 LR TR] 3 AT BB JEURE A B TS 1 22 5 K
o A5 G, 3R 2 Fh b 3407 4 T A 30 LB 26
15 blapgy, FlermQ.

intl 152 ARGs K P # 1 — A~ 2 MGEs, F#IK
intl 1 K XF = B T 40 3] ARGs /99 BORZ 62 L
A1 B, ME B FEAR XS 28 o inad 1 B9 FJE . Duan %1%
HRIE BN 0.5 96 Ak B ZEFRAT R AT S S RG24 2 HE A
P i 1R AR B S ARGs iU &G . 5 B
R ZEAL R EE R BT F2 4 ine 1AH XS 3 B
A AN )RR IR (59.29 %6 F1199.92%4 ), 15 W 19 b B
Y] B g BRSSP ined 1, Horp F2 RO TR
U, P BB dned 1 ANTHS fo e AFDRT B 5 () 9 BE T AR F -
A1 2 RPSA G, FIMF2 4l 5, mlfe s
ANFEIEVT M inel 15 1 BHEATIOR A R TS 25 A AR AL
FHX,

2R L A3 AL R BER s N A R L2 d
TR HE 1 A R T i v T 3L O S K e YR R S
], A7 )T K BR2ET5 th K 20 ARGs, FEIR ARGs 1%
Y HOARS .
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Effects of stacking frequency on antibiotic resistance genes in ectopic
fermentation bed for manure and sewage of dairy cows

CUI Huawei"?, GONG Ping', GAO Daoyu’,ZHOU Yuan',HUA Juan', SHAO Zhiyong',
CHEN Jie', WAN Pingmin', JIN Erguang', L1 Zili®

LInstitute of Animal Husbandry and Veterinary Medicine , Wuhan Academy
of Agricultural Sciences, Wuhan 430208, China;
2.College of Veterinary Medicine , Huazhong Agricultural University, Wuhan 430070, China;
3.College of Animal Science and Technology, Yangtze University,Jingzhou 434023, China

Abstract In order to investigate the effect of stacking frequency on antibiotic resistance genes
(ARGs) and movable genetic elements (MGEs) in continuous composting of ectopic fermentation bed ,
two conditions were set: turning over once every day (F1 group) and turning over once every two days
(F2 group ). Fifteen target genes, including 2 tetracycline (zezG,tetW ), 3 sulfonamide (su/l,sul2,dfrAl),
2 B-lactamse (blargy—,fexA),2 MLSB (ermX,ermQ) ,2 FCA (optrA ,IsaE ) and 1 aminoglycoside (aac
(6" )-Ib-cr) , 1 integrase (inzll) and 2 transposon ( Tn916/ 1545 ,ISCRI) genes, were identified by PCR in
composting process, and 7 genes with high detection rate (zetG, tetW , sull, sul2, blarzy-—,, ermQ ., ind 1)
were quantitatively detected by qPCR. The PCR results showed that, 11 kinds of ARGs (zetG, tetW , sull,
sul2 , blang , , fexA , ermX , ermQ , optrA , IsaE , aac (6")-1b-cr) and 3 kinds of MGEs (ind 1, Tn916/1545,
ISCRI) were detected in both groups. The detection rates of 7 genes (tetG, tetW , sull, sul2 , blapyg—, , er-
mQ .intl1) were high. In F1 and F2 groups, 12 species were detected at 0 to 5 d, and 1 species was detect
ed at 33 d in F1 and 40 d in F2, and the detection rates increased significantly after 40 d, indicating that the
species of ARGs and MGEs changed with temperature. gPCR results showed that the total relative abun-
dance of 7 target genes in F1 and F2 groups decreased firstly, then increased and then decreased , and de-
creased by 82.33% and 78.89% at the end of the experiment compared with O d, respectively. The relative
abundance of tetG, tetW , sull, blarpy,, ermQ and int1 decreased by 16.51% , 87.89%, 54.58%, 99.99% ,
97.80% ,59.29% ,and 64.32% ,99.46% ,50.91%,99.29% ,82.22%,99.92% in F1 and F2 groups, respec-
tively. The results showed that the types and relative abundance of ARGs could be reduced by ectopic fer-
mentation bed during degradation manure and sewage at high temperature, and the removal efficiency of
most ARGs was better by turning over once every two days.

Keywords manure and sewage of dairy cows; degradation; ectopic fermentation bed ; antibiotic resis-

tance genes
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