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Abstract

Effects of Cu?* on the body weight, body length, SOD and POD enzyme activities of Danio rerio un-
der different water hardness were studied. Results showed that there was no significant effect of
different Cu?* concentrations on body length and weight either at water hardness of 50 mg/L or
250 mg/L. However, there were effects of Cu2+ concentrations on SOD and POD enzymatic activi-
ties of Danio rerio. SOD enzymatic activity was induced at low Cu2+ concentrations and was inha-
bited at high Cu?* concentrations after 2-day exposure. POD enzymatic activity was first inhabited,
then induced and then inhabited at low concentrations, while it was first inhabited and then in-
duced at high concentrations.
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1. 5]

HEe B2 EmLTFIMEICR, FARMEEREAEAEE M ES S5 EYEN 30 ZFEFIRI4H R,
(R — e R Pt 2 = AR B [1] [2]0 FEK B SE— N 0.20~0.30 pg/L, {HIHFEAKIRE &S
%, TE/KF= IR0 A PG AR 7 6 e BOK ORI 2K[3] [4], anfa2ia#bE i A 0.7 mg/kg CuSO, i
BRI, D2 B A SRR I AR Ol B SE2R g Ay, ERFRP B A 0.7 mg/kg
CuSO, B2 a7 A= Bk 55 [5] -

A KPR IR R 259, T AR, el ERREER, RAERR L ORISR . RN,
B2 AZm T LI INZ5 %, H CABRIR A A E T, 0 R AV AR A X K A A P ) EE M A
SHR[6] o T E 0 S A AT A R S B, 1K 2 B R A AR S A0 2R (A 2 A B T RE, BRI b S,
PR WG RS2 R B E o [ B T e SR R AR B, X B R TR 7]

HAT, AKABRS Y HE™E, 512 7T AT ZEA[8]. KA E SRS Y kIR T BRI &K
ZAhb, B FRBERE ARG EE RN . SYE SR A USSR AE B RTE K AR RN, Ed s
Wk i Ak i e NJR[9]. RS Qe mkk, 1R SBUKEED P EE[10]. (AP RS2 K
AT RS KA A A . BTEFIPURBE o WF9EEE & @ 6 K AR AR DS R B VR, XK il 2R
KSR T2 N H S HAAG HEIE 1] AL USRI RIS R84, Cu 17BN B s
YY), BHTRE DM 21 RIEKRK, W7 SOD. POD B#EAE L, N7~ Cu M TENL BRI LR K
e

2. MM5EFHE
2.1, SEHAARL

58 H #BE 5 £ (Danio rerio), AEPR EANRIARAERIE B, O ZRH TAMEEY . E5E
B PRSI DA R B it AL AR AR 12] [13]. ANSRIG A fafkK v 2.71+£0.81 cm, A )y 0.11+0.10 g-

B4 (CuSO4-5H,0, AR) AL 3 A ) = ) A= 7 o el BT, St FH 28 788 /K T 1) B o =9k 522 320 mg/L
() CuP BRI, T S8 BT FE 0 R A B R L B 171 o

ZE: & 0.25 mol/L JEEFE. 6 mmol/L EDTA-Na,, 10 mmol/L Tris, pH {4 7.14.

A BALEF(SOD) i Ak Wt (POD) Bl 7 Al 77 &0 1 pe it A e A= 7 A2 72 T« BCA 2R
A ) ) Ay b o I B AR R R R BT A F AR

SEI6 P K bR UERRE K, H1 CaCl,s MgSO,. NaHCOz. KCI F12: B 7K BC B M . SE3/KiE (22 +
1)C.

ik
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22. EWAE

2.2.1. TR
M TE 4 AR R IR 1 T Tk B YE FE EAT TSR 56, S eI, A NS s X R, W% 24, 48,
72. 96 h BEh 40 e B, FF4% 50 mg/L AT 250 mg/L 75 Fh i 15 B A5 4L AS 7] v FE A o
AR R R: 1) 50 mg/L: 2, 8, 32, 128 ug/L; 2) 250 mg/L: 8, 32, 128, 512 ug/L. R4
PES YIRS, IR 24 h SR — RSO, KRR S R S, 7RSI M S AT A A
AR, G, &2 UG R SIHIBOABET:, AU T BE E i K S R SRR TR AR TS
6 T A5 PR R R S L ke 1 s 1 =S8 1) o R R

2.2.2. IEREE

AL S A0 2 14 RIEKFFVERI bR Ik [14], 0 BIZERE > 50 mg/L A1 250 mg/L 414+ K, 4%
1.5 IR ERE I B E 6 R B Z 4. Cu™ IR S ¥it i R 1) 50 mg/L: 2, 3, 4.5, 6.75, 10.13, 15.19
pg/L; 2) 250 mg/L: 6, 9, 13.5, 20.25, 30.38, 45.56 pg/L. &K 1 AN AN R4, FR 3 3 A FAT4,
RIGIEE 22 £ 1°C. RIGAREN 2 L BRI 1.6 L), BENUBA KNS —RIBE D 1 10 4%, 4365 24 h
I — K, ARIGTF AR I IE S SR A B 5 1) R B RER, IO SRR TR R I SIS AR T A . A &
—BEFFEIRGE, AIAS R 5 F i R 1 AR . SEIG IR H A 1Kk, RIS ERE O 12 hil2 he 43
MIFERTE 2. 4. 8. 14 521 d I, BEABRRE & TATH R P BEHLIEE 3 B4, A WA KBS, I8
PTG, T-20CHRAF. DE % F =N ] NBES ¥ SOD A1 POD g . 21 RiRKse )G, Mk
JROD A [RGB AN [E) AR B8 2 A o fa PR AR, ARV 20 B b (97K 43 J5 P 40 A R ST HE B £ A

2.2.3. EEAHIE

RS 2% B ) 1, FH T4 2808 7K (0~4°C) Bl %, DEARIL T o 3% B e ZH 2300 9 mL oK VA B2 Bk (0.125 mmol/L
JEKE, 6 mmol/L EDTA-Nay, 10 mmol/L Tris, pH =7.14), FBIES) K ISAEVKIB )30 . 50 AR sk v%
B OHLH T 10,000 1/ min 8.0 20 min, B EIE, WEEEE S, 2 REEE-20CARIRTT .

2.2.4. BEIENRME

FEfh ISP R A B 8 SR 2 S 3 i b (i, SOD 5 SR FH 35 WE A S8 A vk ek 110 7 -
%, POD s R — Mo e ik . BERE AR IR 42 R A U B A7 [15]

SOD & AL E UM mg ZHEE ATE 1 mL B, SOD #2218 2 50%H fr % B f¥) SOD &4
1 ANEHEAAL(U) [16]; POD BE&E B SN, 5 37TCHM T, M2 ASUE AT MEL 1 pg K
(L SO 1 ANBES J7 51 (U) [17]. B & A BCA B (IR M e iR &l 2 . SOD B 71 1 4r
K F Ul(mg pr)#7~, POD G /15K A Ul(mg pr) &R .

2.2.5. BEAbIE
Ft A B 43 B 2 5% FH B[R K 7 25 43 M (One-factor analysis of variance) . %04 70 b7 5 18 B & 44 R
SPSS18.0 4 Origin 9.0.

3. B/RE S
31 HMEEMTREER

BE L £ 76 AN [ B IR 3 CuP PRI AN RE [ B RE AR, FE SRV B2, DR £ 5% 55 24 h J5HFI
IR IG, EXNAEKI LSS, THRRI UK sh R 5 B8 25 2218, e MENE T K, 30T
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AN R Bl
3.2. ML EFKEENRI

£ 1ER, % CuThHEA, HOEAKSRESXIRAMEL, TREMZER( > 0.05), BBTEKA
T 50 mo/L HAKWIRFE T Cu? 4&0FF, Cu® it B D ta fh K 54K 5 (15 mi R 525

%2 oK, % CuPAbERAL, BEOmfA K SRE SxRAMEL, R EMZER(p > 0.05). BHEKAE
T 250 mg/L HKWIRE T Cu™ %/F N, Cu® S BE D fa 4k K 544 5 (1 52 AR 3%

H DA R0, CuP s B g 4K A 5 0 B S B

3.3. CU*XBEL & SOD EHEF I

1 &R, KRR Ay 50 mo/L i, B8 ) Cu* &b FIZHAE 2 d PNZHZH SOD &It A &,
EREERFMIEK, $4d )5, CUPHAMAMAET 8%, HARKEL SOD MR, mikE4dl
SOD JE AR EMH] . Hrik N 2.00 pg/L 1 3.00 pg/L () Cu?* kb FR4, SOD & ME7ETF A £ NI 58,
JE RIS RN 450 pg/L 4H7E 2~8 d B (A B RIS IS, 14 d JEH MR EILEE FRE&EH.
10.13 pg/L 1 15.19 pg/L 4175 2~8 d MM 2HL FRH&H, 8d 2 f5h LAEHR, 14d EET1FR.

P 2 B, MK RAE A 250 mo/L I, H24k _EAERT 4 d 9, BT R B4 SOD 3 M35 kb T4 IR A,
SRJ5 SOD #EPEZHT _ETF. 6.00 pg/L A19.00 pg/L Cu® WK ELLAE 8 d 2 JailaTRaE, I HBSH N, mil
flik BE4AE 8d 2 14d WA FT FI%, 14d j5881 BTt

Table 1. Effects of Cu?" on body length and body weight of zebrafish at the hardness of 50 mg/L
# 1.50mg/lL BET Cu” s D& kK SEERHE

Cu ¥ J¥ (ng/L) K (cm) 1A (g)
pugiist 2.75+0.31 0.115 + 0.027
2.0 2.59+0.83 0.112 +0.023
3.0 2.66 +0.35 0.094 +0.026
45 2.74 £0.46 0.116 £ 0.032
6.75 2.94+0.20 0.143 £ 0.062
10.13 2.72+0.33 0.128 +0.034
15.19 2.63+0.21 0.103 £ 0.021

Table 2. Effects of Cu?* on body length and body weight of zebrafish at the hardness of 250 mg/L
#2250 mg/L EE T Cu™' XD & A K SR ERNEN

Cu* ¥ (ng/L) &4 (cm) (Z3==((0)

X HE 2.60 +0.26 0.101 +0.022
6.0 2.29+0.24 0.108 + 0.031
9.0 2.64+0.36 0.115+0.034
135 2.74+0.30 0.116 + 0.040
20.25 2.61+0.34 0.108 + 0.025
30.38 271031 0.103 +0.037
45.56 2.61+031 0.107 +0.043
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Figure 1. Relationship of SOD activities and exposure time of Cu?" at the hardness of 50 mg/L
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Figure 2. Relationship of SOD activities and exposure time of Cu?" at the hardness of 250 mg/L
& 2. KRR 250 mg/L TH D& SOD jEMS Cu” REMEX R

3.4. CU*3BES & POD EfERIRNE
CU?* % B T £ POD [ifgiik 52 M) (11 40408 DL 1] 3 A1) 4, 7E 50 mg/L A8 B 41 7, Cu®" ¥k FE 2y 2.00 pg/L A1 3.00
ug/L i, POD J&ME7E 2d 22 E3, 76 2~4 d NIZHTE R, 4d 5 XIFEZ 204, 8d 2 mlaTHE.

Cu™ ¥k E A 4.50 pg/L il 6.75 pg/L 4H7F 2~8 d LHLENE FRF#a%, 8d 2 J5i&Mi . 10.13 pg/L il 15.19
ng/L HMEE 2d 3] 14 d 2R, 14d J5 10.13 pg/L K JF A TFE, 15.19 ng/L IREHEA LT,
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Figure 3. Relationship of POD activities and exposure time of Cu?" at the hardness of 50 mg/L
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Figure 4. Relationship of SOD activities and exposure time of Cu?" at the hardness of 250 mg/L
B 4. KRR 250 mg/L THES & POD 5EMS Cu” REMEX R

4 %W, £ 250 mo/L FEEEL T, WRPE N 6.00 pg/L 4L POD JEMEAE 2 d 5, HARWEH 2d A
BT RAZ . 2d J5 6.00 pg/L 41 POD & IF46 2 2140, H &M TR, 8d Z el THE. 9.00
pg/L H 4 d JEFFURZ 240, POD 5 PERERT [AE D fF K. 13.50 ng/L 4 d Wil TP, 4 d 5 2IUHIE
SORA, 14 RFETPH. 2035 ug/L, 30.38 pg/L F145.56 pg/L 2H 4 d 5 SHHNHPIR .
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4. Vig

ENIATE FRARBEE R eh, PR A R A B T B E(OH . O, 25) T 51 R IR R Uk, TR B 4
14, PEGS % DNA WIZ, B s, HESBUE. HUATET:. W IR SR LR
i W (MDA), JIibL MDA & BERT LLAEJy F i B4 5 6 bR . fafhr SOD 2 —2 &)@, # Cu.
Zn BT, REfELR AT T 1 iR O; )AL it By, POD %l Sk — B AL S VR BE 3t
GBI R, T A AR 0,0 AT FRAER F1 i3t WL (04 5 /AT . [Hlk, SOD #1 POD
FI3% Pt T B FE SR AA V5 et 7K A A D T B 1] o

4.1. CU* XD SOD E§ERIE N

SOD & O, Mk, ERet —iEMRAEME AN A rEENEF B HEE, KRB H0, 1 O,
SRR B A G R 2 — o (R IR AR RS T, BAR = A i M S ] S A B B &R ST
i, AH S RELyT YW TR AT AE DR AR, R P AR AR SR AR IR, AR RO RTE MRS, W 5] AL
PRSEAL RIS R, EIX IS M A P2 A AN Ak rh, SOD 2 5 R B B /E I [18].

TR, Cu™ S AHAAE 2 d Py, 4141 SOD kMR AN &, (B I A e, Cu®™ &4k
A RAR R T B3 . RIREELLEE T T SOD fiE E, Wik EE 4 SOD 3 75 23l .

TEARIRFE BN (], RGRAERES R, ffkn~EdEOo,, HFhik SOD iFtitm. H&)E
FE RS TOEE I PHAS ), BEBHAS AR M IE, AN AR P AE 5 T T SOk N & RS T AR
AR EREEH . UREESBETHNEN, WEENEPEK, @74 KEO,, il Mk
SOD JHFREE I, w2 X AR MG sl 0, e fAAR I IR ARG 2)), {8 SOD W& PERERAIRE , H
2 FEAM IO T[5]. IR SR A A, X TR B TR IR, AR R O, 1E
O, T, SOD M4 kAt 135k, {H SOD &R O, MIfE/1E & FREE 1.

SOD &Rk O, MRe N 5 S BAEMEG L, WWEMARMN, HEW 2R ESMIAN, SOD i
PEARAE T s T 2452 B A R, SOD W MR E FEAK, MRV WA BRI BRI S8
HRZ B . ARSI S RIFEIRE I, RIREEHIE T, PR fAk A 1) SOD i M si[19].

BEVIAEARIREE T I IX R 5, e HAE SRR D0 N I RS RL, 1K — I RFRN “ BRI RS o
FIHACN I, FEWEIEN, “EYARN 7 BT SR CuPE R, BED fafk Py SOD ik
RBEVETRE, ik, Cu® Wit N SOD & MEMFRAG, i pBE o £ )75 P S 15 AR T RE A& Cu™ X BE ) fi i il
BEMEZEFFZ —[20].

4.2. CU"BIS & POD EHHSIE

POD f#1E T HAZ LA ¥ i B A b, DLERRR O 5E, RBfiEAIT EAL A A REA 3%
VORI B B M e 2 IR A R . TR HO, B EEUE, BXT HO, R — T Ak
BERSTIZ, RS SRR TR AR R R AR T LA AR SR . SOD S AR I i A A B4
ME B, EREMAL O, RAEBLR N, B/ H0, f1 O, [21].

AT TR EYLE R S B MRS, POD 2> Fh m AR S0 S, (B 7E 5 e s o 1 e HLAAHE
HRE ST, POD 2 [#fI, AR KEIEITEA B B UAZ .

Cu*" B FE Xt BE 1t POD i ME R I AR FE )i -4 ) 2808, vk A -5 5. SR BT BT
L HUA =L POD TR & U B3k, HRHUAM SRS LRI 5 1 S B4, (HHES POD P2 A RV R & 4 E
HFESP U O TR, RPN POD J&E MK, 17 Cu” BE R FENF E3 1, POD J& M FFMK. X2 NHE Dkl
WSZBEG, S E AR OR, i POD WERRAE T, HLATE B & B IELE] ™ E R R, S
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# POD JiEPE 2RI T BE[22]

Cu”* # AL FRZE PP IR BEZE CuP B BRI, XT3 S M A KAk B 0 50 M), 1T 7 43 P9 B8 1 £ SOD ¥ AR

ORI, (EBAF I ROAE K, SOD IR, SBL “BMNRN” . BIWKIE CUIRERNT, BaAH 7]
HISE KAV RO, SOD 3 J0bIBI R . 11 POD 35 M AT IGUR B - 5 S-SR, ke
I

5. &

Cu” e B Tt A A B G B 5 B0, Cu™ &% Ab 4 SOD i MER BUMARIKR 15 -1k, ik B o

1M POD i Mk R IR B2 g4l -5 - RO, vk B A - 15 5

HE&mHE
5 A U R 400 H (EZ2016010) ¥ Bl
SE ik
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