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BEE B AKEE SOD, CAT
B iE R GSH S =m0

oA, RESEY, WARET,  wRat, SR

1. TR R GEBRIX) K&, TIK HE 4024605 2. Jb gt ik =B850, Jb 50 100068

WE. IR T £ B3 KA & Daphnia magna ¥ &M HM, FAKAE 24 h FHURE (24 h-LC)HEA KR F,
& ZRREKF (0.2 mg/L,0. 31 mg/L,0.5 mg/L,0.79 mg/L,1. 26 mg/L,2 mg/L,3.2 mg/L)Zn*" 5 X & & # &AL
B ACEE (SOD) | it BAC S8 (CAT) b o 5 H K (GSH) & Bt %o, R AW . Zn® s KA EF 8 24 h- LCy A
0.75 mg/L, LCy # 15. 63 mg/L, 95% BAZ M4 0. 55~1. 04 mg/L; SOD #o CAT &M AR M Zn® " i %k E 3 X &7t
W, BHER — Zn* RERE.79 mg/L)MEBFER G, L5 5 4 (1 232.4+43.01) U/mg #= (106.5+
2.65) U/mg; @ GSH &SN Zn*" MEREF R EAA ALK BE I, B Zn*" % 0.31 mg/L B GSH &% &1k, #
18 % (35.6+9.31) U/mg. &i#: £ Zn'" 89 F T, KB EKN SOD o CAT &M 2 A GSH A J& ) 09 B 1R 45 3 &
RATMHEBNE-RABEXE, THEAGS KB ZFERY e EDRED.

X # O T4 KAZ; FHAE; SANAHE; LAY R S K

FESES: Q958.8 XHFRERD: A XEHS: 1673 -9868(2017)01 - 0069 - 07

Bl 4 R 5 G WA K AR S R G P e AR IR OR B R, K AR AR B A AR AR A D A B 4 T )
K AAR 5 Y T B 0 B 5 18 A 0 A ok AR 82 25 2 R B A 5 Rk 2 AF 5 4 1) AR5 In) B 2 — YL B (Zines Zn)
AT AT R TR, AR EE A S A A 2R R SR A N A 1S A B TR KA AR
AR BE, R TR RE 1L AR Y KR 2 BT Y s WL AR A Zn ST E KA AR YK R AR R A
JO7 R NE 5 DT B TR 2 A ) B SR AR T B A8 R e, I S B AR AR R AR RN, S E AT
W, X T RAELEYIAM RS ESREE TR, BEE T KA AR, oK A:3)
VSR ss St 7 nr S AR AR L R Bt A a] 4 b S K BB v S A TS G ) A A, R SRk W D A 2
BARA A B

KRBYEE Daphnia magna KBS RGPz 0, BAAWE YA, KR, 5 THELREER, N
BEY U VRSN AL, INZ AR AE SR h i E M, C A 2 1 T4 FhoK B8t oAl F1 ok
AW RIS R PR v L 2 (TS OD 23 DA A ARSI 7K 5 b v S 56 19 A= W 22—

Hioe T Ea B KAEDY A ETEELR M MER L, R @M WA A O ES
1B N FE M1 56 £ Y A 2R i B WL N 5 AL &L B (Catlase from micrococcus lysodeikticus, CAT) . #H &
W AL (Superoxide dismutase, SOD) FI4F Bt H K (Glutathione, GSH) 941k, fE #8140 a1 Cyprinus

O WRHEWH. 2015-10-10
REUH. BET R R S5 H (2012BAD25B03) 5 H R K FIRAK @A AR K R ITH (CAR - 46 - 26) 5 P4 F K24+ 5
430 H (2010BSr06).
TEZ A 3k 51990 -, L, HARISE A, BUEBFsE A, Gl B IR IR BT .
WEEE . AR, RIBHR.
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carpio var. Jian, FLANIERFUR Lito penaeus vannamei , BHEGEEEE Eriocheir sinensis Milne-Edwards 34
AR RN, R LB A R (Zine, Zn) WK RLEA OIS PE R W O HRAE. At . A SCR FE LKA
BhZRAY ., Wil AL A HAEBOURE LCs . UL LG fE RS %, W E A A 5T ik B % H 4 b
VAT BB 5T, S DR R R P A ) o ) T S s B A A S 2 R B R A B R

1 #MEMAFE
1.1 RIEH R

R E BN ZnSO, « TH, O - Hr 24k 45, M) ARG BEIL A BRA R A=, L8 /KR
B 5 mg/ L BER . i3 58 I AR R R T R R A R

KA b K 7 B 22 o 5 B SE g6 = PR, E N TR AR (RTOP-500D) Hr i 47 o i 15 57 LR
(23£1) “C., JEWE L 12 h= 12 hy W EE 50 %0 . PR fat e > 44 fff 204 7 I08E A= SRS, iS5 % 3 UL B
Ik B0 T T g AR R AT PRk AR 6~24 h B fE B IS TR A AT B L e K O A BR
A 24 h DB AKK, pH=8.7, DO K 6~8 mg/L. KAEME K Jy VU M B Scenedesmus quadri-
canda s T&HEHBE J 2.0X10°~3.0X10° cells/mL.

AL rh Al PR (R S i, PR ARTE AR SOD, CAT i P K GSH & il & 1 % g st e k9 T 7%
WFFE T 7] 6 18 T i D
1.2 REHE
1.2.1 &ZMFHiXE

AVEREE R R R RS TR IR G vk, 7R N LARRAR b AT, AR i 7S 6 L A A el 4 R Y e
12 B 2 AN il R VR R B KT A7 0 A R Y L L AR S R B D A A B E R A i i T IR
2H (0. 2 mg/L,0. 31 mg/L,0.5 mg/L,0.79 mg/L,1.26 mg/L,2 mg/L,3.2 mg/L)F 1 2 XA,
BB AR E 8 P47, B4 4 A 150 mL B, BEH 120 mL KB . B RIGA 60 HAMK
¥i5y, AR 6~24 h B RAIES . 2R MSE T An i S B R 27 SCmR[ 13 1. 1o 50 10 [a) S 40 4 30 V5 VAR
AR, 24 hJE W R R AE RO, I BUAE T8 KB IRAE S WU, 1 SPSS19. 0 3K X A8 1T i 17 4
AT . 153 ZnSO, I W KA 24 h-1.C; 15 S AR B 95 %6 B 15 X 1],

1.2.2 B&R&H &

U 24 h J5 & BT VR BE R A2 16 A9 R VE R, UB AR /K 43 MERI R i Z )5, A 9
FEAR AU AR B ER K (0. 86 %), LHLVEK AR FE A WF S . VKUK I 25 1F R 20K 5 #1453 10 % B L 8L A0 3% K il B 1Y
A1 A AR BB HL (4 C L 2 500 r/min) B0 10 min, HRE T IR B LA R T B AL TS BR T B Y A
A IBORE JoiT vk JE
1.2.3 REAAHHEAHE (SOD) , it &AL S8 (CAT) F= 5 e Ak (GSHD) #97) 2

SRR AE SOD 50 & . CAT IR & A GSH 77 & 1 44 FH U8 Y (R mt 1 A= ) TR B 52 e 26 775) Il
SOD,CAT {1 GSH % .

1.2.4 HBAE

2R 5 B K IR Logarithmic concentration-Probit assays JyEE#EA7 AR B, 5 58 T 138 505 e 1l HE R B
AL, THEA S0 5T o U B XA, SR M AR AL L S BT A YR X SO [T A O AR e A DO I A
27 FRoN . I EHE R A SPSS19. 0 Duncan # (Duncan’s multiple range test) Z H LB 2 R B &M, ©
WA p<<0. 05, MFRR2EFHAS 25 L.

2 # B

2.1 Zn*" W REEWEMESH
o’ X RBE AR RN EK L. NER L LUEN, BE 20> FEKREI S, KMXE
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ToRBEH PR ETHEY, Y 2o’ REWREAS 3.2 mg/L A, KEELE 24 h W& E5ET, H&¥6 A
P X BRAEZE T B iR B B 2 B £ (p<<0.05). Zn® XF R EARY 24 h-LCy 4 0.75 mg/L, LCy: N
15.63 mg/L, 95 % EAHER N 0. 55~1. 04 mg/L, HER AL 5 250 5Tk i BE X400 B4l H 7 B Y =
5.153 0+1.249 52 (R*=0. 969 0).

F1 " MAEBREESERBHETE

Zn*" ek i/ I/ JETEE/ T H/ BIERET R/ BEEAET: #
(mg+ L") H H % % MR A
pagild 60 0 0 — —

0.2 60 14.00£3. 27a 23.33 0.233 3 4.272 1
0.31 60 18.50+1. 87b 30. 83 0.308 3 4.499 4
0.5 60 25.5042. 17¢ 42. 50 0.425 0 4.810 9
0.79 60 31. 00+2. 83d 51. 67 0.516 7 5.041 8
1.26 60 36. 00+ 1. 52¢ 60. 00 0. 600 0 5.253 3
2 60 48. 0042, 03f 80. 00 0. 800 0 5.841 6
3.2 60 60 100. 00 1. 000 0 —

2.2 Zo’t 3K EGR SOD B iE R R0

Zn* AE R R A Lh SOD 6 AR fE DL 1. p R 1 Al WL, Bl IR T P IS I A Zn® T R B vk 1
K, REVGEH L SOD JEPEZE W T, 4 Zn® Brid vk B R F 0. 79 mg/L I, RELEH L SOD 6 P ik
F e RAE (1232, 4443) U/mg, HE5RMMAHEAM Zn BTk EE T A SOD iF M H 2 7 B3 (p<<0.05); 4
"t R E R T 0. 79 mg/L W, AL SOD 16 M E RIS Zn® 5 i vk BE 38 KB #i A 24 Zn® " vk
FERS R F] 2 mg/L B, AL SOD WG HEE T3 (526. 9+12.6) U/mg, 53 BAFALH SOD & M4
(515.2+5.78) U/mg Jo i F M2 7 (p=>>0.05).
2.3 Zn" 3K ELE CAT B iE A &2

Zn* T AEH R KRB CAT GRS WL 2. tE 2 vl UL, J6 Zn®" SR INAY X BB 4L 3 4 81 CAT
TWPE(E 4 (20. 7421, 03) U/mg, BEE IR PR ING Zn® " B B K, KREGEAL0Hh CAT 35 Mk & i 7+
W M Zn®t R ER R F] 0. 79 mg/L BF, KA h CAT 35 4 35 ) e KM (106. 5+2. 65) U/mg;
M7’ W R T 0. 79 mg/L B, WA A CAT WEHEEKEE Zn® 55 vk BE 8 KB W ek 24 Zn®"
JoT v BE M K ) 2 mg/L B, 3R LU CAT G PEH T 3 (56. 9£0. 65) U/mg. I TR INAY Zn™" 5
W < 2 mg/L i, HRH L0 CAT W6 PEE #0535 & T 3R 4 (p<<0. 05).

1500 120
a
_1200f ~ 1o
w £ 80
S 900r S
2 < 60
oot " o
2
2 300} 20
0 02 031 05 079 126 2 0 02 031 05 079 126 2
In* RERE/(mg - L) In*RERE /(mg-LY)
1 /NG FREAS T R 28 5 B i L (p<<0. 05). 1 B /NG FREAS T R 28 5 B i L (p<<0. 05).
1 EABRMAE Zn®t TXEE SOD FHEET L B2 HTEABRMAE Zn®t TXKEZ CATEHETL

2.4 Zn*t KB GSH S EME M
Zn® T HE R RAIEA S GSH &= 7281k WL 3. WK 3 sl i, PR R AR A A GSH &8N0
(2434.6+115.94) U/mg. MiHREE P IRIME Zn™" Bk B K, RIEEAH L0 GSH & 2 e & Wi AL,
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M Zn® ' R E K E] 0. 31 mg/L B, KRR L 6000
H1 GSH 5 Bk B /M (835. 6£9. 31) U/mg; Bi#% _ sooof .2
ot IR B WK BALSUR GSH S EEWT F o0l mo|
T, T HLA 2o’ BRI ALSU GSH s AL & |
2 H BT Cp 0. 05) » i EL 4% 41 ] 1 i ts 7745 5‘;"21 ool
IR (p<<0.05). 2 ,
. . 1000 | ﬂ | ‘ |
3 -LTJ- -L/l,: 0 0 | .2 0.31 0.5 0.7 6 2
3.1 Zn*t W XREGERN RS I B EIREE /(me - L)
KEBRALESREREEFIRTRELZME 4 grmrmer s B a5 s Lp=0.05.

FH 38 5 R ALVREAE W) 20 2% K e B A ) 0] 30 ) 3 EARRFMATE Zn*t FAEE GSH A BHTWL
AU, MUK — @R E W Zn FEEE S

X R B A e . DT 2 EOH A B AN A 2 5 e B A G L R i 22 B Y 2 B R 36, R 2 E 235 )
KAERMBEIR SN, EEJE Zn™ MAKAEYNEE FEE Zn* 5KEEYEAN RS FEHMEE R, Zn™
SRR M A A T A R R A o B AT LR M DO i A 00 T 4 T R T EOE B S I 1Y) T e A A 4
B A A SR TG . A, DNA R RNA #8 & B 15 2 01 45 5 & J8 5 1 W0 15 2k A7 s AR 36 P 02
A FIRERT LY Zn® 854G, MG n B AE (Gl i B b Hh A 5 XEK AR ZE W A B AR

T EE WA T ZnSO, X AREESE Eriocheir sinensis {18 | T RIRE AR Procambarus clarkii %)
WR K 2 Cipangopaludina chinensis Gray () 24 h-1LCs, 435 4 18. 39, 84. 48,89. 34 mg/L. fEAR LK,
ZnSO, X KAVEEY 24 h-LCs50{L K 0. 75 mg/L, XA REREM TE & EX T/K AW IR R T 5 H A
HMESAK, 5 HE CRE., pHES AKX, F 5458 50952, K/, B %58 % U
TSR AN O R B RN R R, DRI T A2 A AR, BRI AED AR Zn® T XK Hydra sp. SRR
PN B 5T TR K B, KR 24 h-1.Cso A 4. 8 mg/L; MEHEIRIE T Zn*" X2 AL R 48 . Brachionus
calyciflorus W) 24 h-LCy 20 1. 65 mg/L. 88 R ABIEE AR LK IR R AR R BB Ae K, 43S o sy, (HACHF
FER XS T Zn®" B BUBAE LK B8R0 2 A0 H ) BURE T, SRR R A AR T Zn® T Y U
PEFETE 25 5.

3.2 Zn*" 3 KEGE SOD, CAT B iF MR S0

AL ) IE AL (SOD) o AL EU i (CAT) 4502 A W IR DT E AL B 0 R g8 rp B2 A i 28, 78 Ty LAk 32
BN AP A AR, Zo FRE SR E FHAOKELEWIRNIE, KNA A K Ery Bl &R St
TR DU IR A A 0 P SR S A b s AT A PR B Al R 8 03 30, X 0T T S T R R A HIREOR R
B piE . SOD 0] LAAT 85h 8 BRHLAAR o8 19 36 M 40, [RIES O™ A48 H, O, T H, O, ITEBR H1 CAT it 8 AL HL
SERT L I, SOD ML CAT WG MR MK IA S RGEE SRR 23 T Z &0,

TEAD T, RAEAR AR SOD Ml CAT WFEAR B8 Zn™ THE S, BERKTH Zn*" Fa kg g
WrFtE, SOD FI CAT &M E Wbz b, 4 Zn®" BUim ik EEIA S 0. 79 me/L B, HEGE &L, 25T
TR X H A E —E B ER Zo® MR SRR AN EA S TE S, FEF MRS Z
], )R HSURBEIE W E /e . Bl RBESE T Zn® T X EE R B ZE R B e TS N AR, R
U bk TR O e R Y X T R ARG RN LRI R A EEENE L. TR
SRR T B RNV o A T A I B e AR B B SR A TS R S, 2 SR A 4 JE A ) . B R
FEIMR , r A LRGN 3% R G s, ECLE LA 24U SOD Al CAT Jfi i v 8 2 Th &, W X BEOK S, i
ROV Y G, (EL RS TR RN OR , AR 2P K, SOD R CAT MBI 14 22 12 [l v i 4 L0 1 52 3
Y e T R R R A e R B TR T o v AR L R VR R R A B2 Rodriguer-Ariza
SEVTIRE T 5 G IR KK I R (R B 10 Mugil cephalus WA 3275 e K38 0 B f6 JFFAE CAT 367 8 & FH . — &
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JoT iR B S5 4. Mather-Mihaich 855 [R)RF & B0 16 7647w 40 HEBOR KK A i il € Ictalarus Punctatus 45
PEBELG. AR 9T 5 52 A B 2 6 B 4 JE B 6 FL 4 T G R B B8 22 R Il Y SOD 3 1 Y 5 B 5E M
T 2V b 4 R B 6 A G R T U RN B 22 SOD, CA'T 3% 14 (1% 5% Wi Jr 45 1) &% SR 0 3 AR — 3.
Stebbing"*" I\ N B W FE AR B MR E T BUA X R 2 G, 2 H7E C I S0 T B B R N, A ik — B
3.3 Zn" X KELRE GSH 22 EMN

W JE IR I H IR (GSHD J& MUK N 5 T 22 i R R PE P 8 2 — AR FIE R 7). BA TS B A i 5.
fife 7 . PR RR BTN, B U KR E SO M e e 45 2 R AR AR A D RE s W 2 HAUh F AR R G
Fisi G Y, 8 GSH-PX Fl GSH-ST MR gAY . AR A IRNE TSR AT A EREEN
PER™ PV Stein S5V AN A WA N B GSH AT L A A6 0 2R 5% 0 itV e B B R bR AR . B, GSH & &
A Z AR R 4 8 15 e 1) AR S T B A 4R .

TEARBEFE . KEIER N GSH & BBEFER D 2o R E MR ME L THRE LA as. WFEE
LU 5 T T W X I S B AR A Paphia undulata Wil JG HANE B GSH & & 09 28 {0 4% 0l 5 ¥ % 20
RIE T R I Ca) B W30 X K S 1 Boleo phthalmus pectinirosris Wpi0 5 FFIE T GSH & & 484k, H GSH
AR S AR A R R AR — B 7R Zo® R BT E T DL GSH MY M H5E S, B GSH A%
WS HEH A AN LR, Y Zo® FREWRE TS ] 0. 31 mg/L A4 R, KEM GSH #IHAE, GSH & &
KBV ERARAE ; A Zn® T Wk R AR S Tt i, O 2 0B A GG 05 M, I FE GSH R g IS PE B
i3 GSH B i LR . $iA b RGN, (EA LA B H, O, B8 T8 i BEAR. V7 BH OGS L6 BF 55 % ik F A
WA P A WA 3K R T YR YR R PR A IO R - S e B I O R A e e U] R B . R Tk ORI R, ORI IR
P GST 3 5 FO o o ok B 22 IEAH G, MAE N A EPE AR . GST G MW e T+ B i F GST 1936 1 1 o
S GSH 58W 4 G, — IR GST G TR AR T GSH & & 2k, v L, KAEXTA
F#HEYRBESHEMBEELRRAEZSN. B X TELSEE FXKAAEY GSH & &FmikiE AL,
WA R T ik — W oE.

4 & i

A T 0 4 S B B 38 R R AR ST AL S R SR AT S, BEE R AW Zn®t FEPERY K, SOD A
CAT WM E Bz EFb, 24 Zn® BUEWREEAH 0. 79 mg/L B, JCHGIE J3 ¥ b, 1 KA E GSH & B
Wb Zn® " BURR B RO MRS T S BT RS 2 Zn® ' B R EEIA R 0. 31 mg/L A4, BL GSH A
Yy 75 5 0k B B LRI A AL T8 B 19 28 AR AR AR R B2 b S R 85 B W) X UK A R W R B2 1, BT AU 1L I
b 25 ol il 22 18] B EL AR DG IR SAR A 57, DR e A 23 BT R A 975 24 0 068 7 AR A 0 ) 2 1 A0 I A 3 R R
SC. IO T 4y J X R R T A AL Tl R GE T S WY GE O AN 22 AR WE ST T DK A A W R B R R BORE,
WHE— 25 g KA B PEAG I b i L S AL FR AR 4R 25
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Effects of Heavy Metal Zinc on SOD and CAT Activities
and GSH Content of Daphnia magna

ZHANG Nan'?, ZHANG Qing-jing®, JIA Cheng-xia®,
QU Jiang-qi*s LV Guang-jun'
1. Department of Fisheries, Southwest University (Rongchang Campus), Rongchang Chongqging 402460 s China ;
2. Beijing Fisheries Research Institute , Beijing 100068 , China

Abstract; In an experiment reported in this paper, the acute toxicity of heavy metal zinc (Zn*") on Daphnia
magna was investigated. With the 24-h median lethal concentration (24 h-1.Cs,) of D. magna as a reference con-
centration, the species was treated with different levels of Zn*" (0.2, 0.31, 0.5, 0.79, 1.26, 2 and 3.2 mg/L)
and its SOD and CAT activities and GSH (glutathione) content were determined. The results showed that
the 24-h-L.C;, of Zn*" on D. magna was 0. 75 mg/L, LCy was 15. 63 mg/L, and the 95% confidence in-
terval was 0.55 ~ 1. 04 mg/L. With an increase in Zn*" concentration, SOD and CAT activities first in-
creased and then decreased, being the highest (1 232.44-43. 01 U/mg for SOD and 106. 5+2. 65 U/mg for
CAT) at Zn*" 0.79 mg/L. In contrast, GSH content first decreased and then increased with increasing
Zn*" concentration, and reached the lowest value (35.649.31 U/mg) at Zn*" 0. 31 mg/L. In conclusion,
the observed changes in the activities of SOD and CAT and GSH content under the induction of Zn** for
D. magna suggest a good parabolic dose-response relationship, which can be used as biomarkers of toxici-
ty effects of zinc on D. magna.
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