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Detection and microbial degradation of estrogen in chicken feces

GUO Li—quan', CUI Peng—cheng', ZHANG Chun—yu'?, XU Miao""

(1.College of Life Science, Jilin Agricultural University, Key laboratory of Straw Biology and Higher Value Application, Ministry of Educa-

tion, Changchun 130118, China; 2.College of Food Production Technology and Biotechnology, Changchun Vocational Institute of Technolo-

gy, Changchun 130033, China)

Abstract: To detect estrogen and degrade it, estradiol (E2) in laying hens feeds and feces were detected by high performance liquid chro-

matography (HPLC). Eleven bacterial strains that exhibit high degradation against estrogen and bacterial groups mixed by the same vol-

umes of 11 bacterial strains were chosen to study estrogen degradation. The results showed that E2 was found only in laying hens feces. The

content of E2 was 230 ng+¢™". The results showed that bacterial groups had the higher degradation efficiency than single bacteria, and could

degrade 76% E2 in 10 d at 27 °C. Our results indicated that there was estrogen in laying hen feces, and E2 degradation efficiency of the

bacterial group was higher than single bacteria.

Keywords: estrogen; biodegradation; microbial bacterial group
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ng« L7 IR EI AT P AR Wy 4 0 b R 0. SR Tl 3K
5, BT A VL H iR 5 7K U r A 0 380 38 VA e e
B TIZKAFCT R X T MERCR T de i R
I3

T SEAE R, JHOR B 22 142 2 ST MR R T e W
TR BIBESE . BRI OCREALRR 5 I g 5
A AR A A R A 125 45 5 i L as T AR, SR
FIRTTE R TR AR ] A 3 e T RN S A AL
HAT DB ERR G, A A A 7 A v HECER 35 e
il ARG Tl P PRI 338 B — S e — R A1 [
FURIT , T W e A 12 e P58 TP SR T e W B A e
RCH B AT 7 B E R T 1) MR A A
AU R, EATTE— R AT X e 5% i 3 i
90% . MEHER PR R TP AR R ] 5 Y U AR R, AT 44
BRI IAT 168k JRERERR T ] 126k . AR BT T ik
B B/ AT ] A 3 bk R SRR AR ] A A
HEMECER 15 Y W R A B 2T I i A B T
(Nitrosomonas sp.) ] ;=4 BRI i ( Monooxygenase ) 5
Wi & K 8 (Nocardia sp.) } A 8 #F 3 J& (Acineto-
bacter sp.) 1] ;= H SUMN 4 B ( Dioxygenase ) 5 21K 14 J&@
(Rhodococcus sp.) 5 #5015 J& (Sphingomonas
sp.) AT 7 A BT AR T  BUNI S O R 2K ] e 5 S
(Hydroxysteroid dehydrogenase, HSD) 264, {4 )
12 W R MR 0 AR SR T R R TR R S
WRTGIDIRE T R AR R N R

1951 47, 5 [ 2 3% 72 74 BE2F UL 28 B8 8 o) 5
T REME K A R A0 8 22 [RBAPE B —— S AU A B
AU (CT1, Comamonas testosteroni ATCC11996)"™!,
o TP 2 T L M OB ER A T DAY, 3 e 24 20 Ok A
MEBR T, BRI S ALIRO ST, & I — S Y M
AL R R 8 1 4 S AR 1 ) AN T
A R DR TR 4 5 1 R R A e o 5, ok 5 2 1
A T FE DAY L 3R AT BESR = CT1 /K i e R
AURE S HF CT1 A 5 Rep A 5 [R f b Jm 45 21
AR SRR Ca3 s H CT1 @R 40 i 1 RepB JE [K )5 15 5
ARFR Ch7 o a2 LIS it S B (3a—HSD) /AR JE
i J5E (CR) J2& CT1 7R MERR W fifp i 7 b A — b O B
g o 3K o i AE 72 S Pk Ca3 1 Ch7 Y 56 ] v R 8 1 1
T TOAEE21, M6 22 St i it i R BR CT1 Rl i)
PhaR JE[FI 13 2] (19, 7£ DNA {K#6i 1) RNA R4
o TSt R s 5 o 72 CTL R —1 o
T U] F RseA KL 15 3148 S bk M2, M2 []
FESE S T IRRRAG 3a—HSD I 3,17~ FE28 [l i fld &
— 288 —

it} (3,17B-HSD ) F X FIK fif IE ) e

£ 3a—HSD/CR % [H Yy _F 3 % BE T — Fif ik A &
B RS AR — R S, AT DL R B T A i 4
A 10 CT1 H 3a-HSD/CR #13,17p-HSD L 19 3£
ik o PRI AT DR 385 3l “tac” 4 A BTE ZE A B B
W, 15 2148 SRR Mact 1, Mact 1 X% fE 350 2 26 B0 AR = 9
(3T T S ST O WL RN 3 & 6] 5y da e i
fIETF 30 CHUMLBEZAF T o il = T 35 Ci, MR
RANREDL CT1 MR . SR, Hy T8 S bk A3 J2 95 3
F“tac” 4 A CT1 1 3a—HSD/CR & [H 1y i , M1 i
13 A3 BERETE 37 CHIZ& 1T T BEAFMERR ™), i SE = 2y
BB 53 b T S LR D\ B 51 B TR R KF=1(Co-
mamonas testosteroni ATCC49202) , HAT 5 ff ME L 2R 10
YEFP, S (Vibrio, H5) AR Fr FS B (Buttiauxella,
S19-1) IS )3 2 (T8 53 B A5 1) o X PR A1 T Al
PLAE 5 2R W JE (5% NaCl) (1) Ks 5% JE o 1% i e 3%
R i TS HE P R T 1.7%, DI HS A
S19-1 Al BE B3 & I T 2S00 vh MEBUR R . G R
1B B 1§ (Pseudomonas putida, LN12 ) & — Fl #4325
THBNA BB . X FP B AR TEME SR A it R b, T LA
7 A R U A | BE A o 200 A ik 22 BSR40 5
TEE(E2),

AAIEGEH FH o RCHRRH €0 1 o A DN 2 0 ) A 0 A
FErP R MERC R o Gl X LA 11 R B (CT1 . Ca3 .
Cb7 M2 M6 Mactl A3 KF-1.H5,S19-1F1LN12)#l
AR R R S AR 5 30 ) TR ) i S 3, IS
X R 1R A RE ) Ak ) 2l PR 2R

1 MEETE

1.1 R A R AL SR

A5 4l £2 1 F 3¢ [ Sigma—Aldrich 28 7] 5 iR -~
TR 2 2 W T Sigma—Aldrich 23 w5 45 B 71 48 1 43 Hr
4l A 5 3% 4l 2,5 1 T Fisher Scientific 2 7 ; #8 4f
K(18.2 MQ -+ em™) I F HPLC 430 #r . VEHE16 2 4 25
X kg BIF 5 X6 G2 5 BRXG T R F 5 bR SR ARLRLT
11 78 95 2% O2R fp A o 347 i 8 ) DR R R 2 AL

RIS - BZF-30 T B 25 T4 5 B3024 B 2500
Bl ; MS3002 43 B K- s MX-F A] 1 =TR 2118 ; Waters
2695 F AL AR LI
1.2 {RAIFFMBLERE

TEFH XG50 J&] A B (e vl 2= 4 G 80 1L, °F-
By MU (4 R ER) , 54120 2, A H A4 1 R &
XS ERRE2.5 ke, A0 M UARIIR . XSRS R B
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1 h B S8, B — Rk TR AS IR IR A, S B E
FrRE AL BN HR B
1.3 HEHZEMIRE

AT O L g XG2S A fRREEFT 4 mL LB
KR 3k, 8 S W R f S5 AR & A T mL &
U5, 5% 2 10 mL B0 REE 20 min, E 5 HH 5K
AHTE 4000 r+min™ B0 10 min 5402, MEB R 1A T4
A SRIEBUE DA 500 wL it F 1.5 mL Eppen-
dorfiX%E o A5 T 13 000 remin™ 250> 10 min, BUE
15 A0 300 L JBCE T i, =R A A T30
min. HU40 WL HPLC 9 shAH Vi, el .
1.4 BEBZE AT

F) R i RO AR % Y (Waters €2695 ) K6 Tl b 18
2. K #8 R UV (2988 Water Detector) , {441 K
C18 #£(5 wm,4.6 mmx150 mm, Waters ) , ¥ AH {4, 75% 5%
4 VLG - /K =50:50(V: VVE M FLsh A, i b 1
mL-min~'; A=225 nm; YEFEE RN 5 ML;*T:‘?E%] 25 C*,
TEAS LI X BRI T AT 4 W, vk I Jo o 42 ol PR IE
Wr S 8 A E2 bR MEVA R, BE /R MR 0.1.0.5. 1.0,
5.0.10.0.50.0.100.0 wmol - L™ F1200.0 wmol - L™, 2k
PE BRI R*>0.99; 76 SEBRAE i o3 A it B v, B 10 4>
FEGR B — A2 VR T I0E S B i 75
Yo s MR 3% 5 Mk b (S/N=3) E2 (& R (LOD) Hy 8.2
ng-mL", E R (QOD) K 27.2 ng- mL™"; & 10 M b
TSI —A BT e 1 (QC) A o, TR % A AR
VB BCE AR B RE ], 36w i []— A Al 15 4 P4 T
FEdh o ~PATHE Sl AR X 5 I 22 (RSD ) <5%
1.5 B — TRk A T B 0 M i 35 A P o

15 —80 CLRAF I 11 FPE&i ¥k (CT1, Ca3.Ch7 . M2,
M6 Mactl A3 KF-1,H5,S19-1 fl LN12) %= i @k
W L 200 WL CT1.KF1 F1 LN12 4 3 8 43 1 35 Fh 78 2
mL LB} FR 5L, WEHL 200 I HS F1S19-1 B ik 20 )32
Flv2E 2 mL 2% (43 B0 NaCl A9 LB B5 g2 3k o IR
200 pl Ca3.Cb7 M6 M2 Mactl Fl A3 B ¥ 50 B 7€ &5
A 40 pg-mL " BLER - RABE 2R (N T LR ik ) 14 2
mL LB 35 F2 B 15 95 o o R R AE 180 r-min™' |
27 CHIRG R IR o 43 0K 11 Fh B bk i) v
FEVH 5 2 ODsoonn=1.0 (ZH A % 18 4 3.5%10° 4>+ mL™) .
B F3R 11 R R BB 0.1 mL RS il 45 Ui A W i
BEo SRIG 2K 1 mL L1l B ik A B 43 ) B2 b 2] 3
mLIEFERA B 0.5 mmol - L7 E2, B THE IR PE IR
(180 r=min™) P 7#E 27 CHAMFFHEF 10 d. HLEL 11 FD
R FIRA B RERT B2 FRUERE Sh R
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1.6 HHKPEARIE R R FFRL

Fie BROLS 5 i i Oy 3 o A5 IR A W RE R TR
(ODeoonn=1.0) , K5 i F- W21 2] 54 0.5 mmol - L E2
(193 mL LB 55 5, DR 38 40 A DR A6 S ] 5% SR )
[[](2.5.10.20 d) FE57 1A (10.20.27 .37 C) FL ¥
W pH(4.0.5.0.6.0,7.0.8.0.9.0.10.0) F X E2 f [ fift
R HAIEFR AR 1.5, R HPLC 43 B HUAS [A] 35
TR T BRI AT 5 A TR P i B2 ¥R B TR A
1.7 RERMEBEEHEEBEPIERE

Fie BROLS 5 i i Oy 3 o A5 IR A W RE R R
(ODeoonn=1.0) , FF-44 L4357 75 & 10 %5 F0 100 % , B 15
F| ODegonn=0.1 F1 ODo0nn=0.01 [ FE . ODeoonn=0 Bl 1y
BHEZEMALB, ANHATHR . M1 gXBEMA R 0S5
mmol - L' E2 F1 3 mL LBE;FE 5 vf  F- 2 S A 1 mL
AN TR J3E 1 TR AR AT FEE VR T2 43991 R O D=0 (AN I BRT
f%F BE4L) .0.01.,0.1,1.0, & THEIRFE KR (180 remin™)
FRTE 27 CAM T Ri 5% 10 d, A F HPLC 32200 HL AR
Ivi) T PR B K 2 A R i R
1.8 MEBEMEBENITE

E2 YR f#RR=(1-A1/A2)%100%
A A1 4R AR W R A I 28 HPLC Al 1) 36 412
E2 (R TH R 5 A2 gl HE ) 5 i i 22 HPLC A Y E2 1Y
ML

2 HRE5SMH

2.1 IBEEFNIGE R 2 B4

FIF HPLC XJ 0.5 mmol - L™ E2 (45 4 i 17K
W, 455 (B 1) B E2 76 4.1 min WS

WL 2 B 7, A o T 288 R 0 A 2 £ B b iy
E2 &, f#110.20.30.40.50 wmol - L™ E2 [RIARMAE S
ez ilbre M e AN AU TRIFR 5 B2 MR B St AH G .

M1 g M ZEFN 1 o XS RDRE R 43 B A5 3 T MBI R TS
Yely . FEXGZE P RE ISR 2] E2 W (4.1 min) (&
2) , M XS iRl HPLC 3% P b 3A & 30 £2 W i (4]
3). WL E2 MbRERRL TS H g FE R B2 1 &
N230 ng-go PR A W R Aok Lk A T AR 1
HORAE R AW,
22 11 MEBEREMEBEERR E2 /08

W 4 froRs  FEAR RS IR 5500 T IR G A REXT E2
[ K 5 5 . N 76% , Ca3 Fll Mact1 ) B M RE 11 i 25 i
T HA Bk , B AR KR 70% , 5 B REH A AEAE B3
2S5, 1 H5.S19-1 F LN12 (1) [ il B 1155 22 (24
9% ) , HoAth 6 Fil B — TR BR X B2 () [t R 42%~61% ,
— 289 —
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SEBAH B B E 22 5 (P<0.05) . R, 3% F A
VI TRERIT TR AN [R]85 37 550 X B2 B R () 5
2.3 AEIEFFE U EEEFEME E2 KRN
2.3.1 FEAFRET RN E2 R A28 104 52 M)

WELS FER  FERE 35 10 AN, B RERT £2 A 5
K, A7 76.6% 1) E2 9L FEAFE, 20 d B E2 B R fif 3 0% A
ReAk . PR, BRI AR 0.5 mmol - L' E2 (138 BT [ A N
[8]°4 10 d.
040
035¢F
0.30F
025F
0.20F
0.15F
0.10 f
0.05 F {

FRRE/IAU

0 2 4 6 8 10
[5}E] Time/min

1 E2 R fH HPLC #% B (225 nm)
Figure 1 The standards of E2 detected by HPLC (225 nm)
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o
98]
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oo
o

0 1
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A 1] Time/min
B2 JGFERENMIAI HPLC 3 E (225 nm)
Figure 2 The extract isolated from chicken feces, detected by
HPLC (225 nm)
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0o 1 2 3 a5 e T s o
H5} 18] Time/min
3 SBIRBHEEVYIE) HPLC & B (225 nm)
Figure 3 The extract isolated from chicken feed, detected by
HPLC (225 nm)
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2.3.2 REFRIRBEXT B2 PR R

WK 6 s, 76 27 CHE, B2 Bt K, N
76.3% , 3%t B AR A K W BOBE R . YR T
I, B2 B R T R X 5 DU R 19 2 TR
T35 CH, BEB A BEWE CT1 55 B Rk 5 i 1 45 18 A1
0SSR R AT, B2 B A A B T R, {0 2
F AR X T RE S 1 FAEGIR A T A K
AR AT S8 o Uk B BAT A B3 A I R A G D LG 1
FAF N AT A
2.3.3 pH{E X} E2 BEAR R A5

WE 7 FroR , 76 pHAE R 8.0 i, E2 B % 3k 21| i
K, H78.6%. BEFE pHAERIIENN, E2 AYFEARRIA ST
K¢, pH >4 6.0.7.0 F1 8.0 5, E2 14 4 fift R AR T, #4976
75%~80% Z.Ii] . 7% JEFIAE it A< B pH iy 6.0, K I
FHH AR 25149 pH 6.0.27 CAMF FH3R 10 d,
WHE SR 3R T G 0 P A A A I e T R 3 o AR S
90r
801
701
60f ¢
501 d

40t
30+
20+
10+
0

) 5
= <

a
E3

e
}o
p—'—cU‘
g
HH o

E2 [#fi# % Degradation rate of E2/%

H5[ }e
S19-1 4o

e
~

CT1
Ca3
Ch7
M2
Mact1
LNI2[ %o

T Kk Bacterial strains
ANR/NG FEEFOR 225 8. (P<0.05) . N

Different lowercase letters indicate significant difference (P<0.05).
The same below

B4 11 F BB E (ODwo,=1.0)3F E2 HIPEME R
Figure 4 The degradation rate of E2 degraded by 11 bacterial
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Figure 5 The E2 degradation rate of the bacterial group
(ODewon=1.0) at different time
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= 75t |
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£ 30t
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Figure 6 The E2 degradation rate of the bacterial group
(ODeoonn=1.0) at different temperature
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(ODsoonn=1.0) with different pH values

o7 2R 58 B, e B0 AR RO AT | R 2R ] T ot S
G2 RDMEVERMES R R A R A
A A Ay B — , T B S LA™ A 3 A ] et &
il A = AN S B R DA™ A U 48U = AR5
T 3 B — DA RR R B TR A D 3R T YL B A S T
UE WITR G TRT IR 00 o i 22 8 T B — BRI R, TRV X B2 B
fifk 2 0 1 D DR AT B2 2 R U E W L W S S E R
R, & 2 2R 3[R 2 SR R E T 45 ). 78
JR SR TAEH K TF R 25 Hr , U IE— 25 F 5% M
U 2R A A it 1 P ) A P R 4 L
2.4 WAEYIE BTG EE T L2 BB

M TS ZE b B2 1% 8K, o T RS R R vk
Xof WA R B2, 5 0.5 mmol - L E2 FR v S A &) 1
g XA T AN [F] Ve B A R A WD TRRE L B A7 10 d
SEILANTE 8 71N K2 (14 ok ik 238 I TRT (A VA B %) 185 o i 2
B o 24 ODeoon I 2 1.0 B, E2 PR ARR K B A, 4
A 70% 1) E2 W R FFREfF . Bl T U N £2(0.5 mmol -
L) FE R R ST Bk B2 v thAR 248, it A 2 Ak
VIR R 10 dJ5 A 2E b i E2 AR T 3 5% B -
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