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Abstract

Zooplankton, as an important component of the planktonic ecosystem, exhibits high sensitivity in
population growth and community structure to environmental changes, and is thus commonly used
as a key indicator of aquatic environmental changes. Di-N-butyl phthalate (DBP), as a significant
constituent of pollutants, exerts considerable influence on the growth and community structure of
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zooplankton, thereby indirectly affecting the stability of aquatic ecosystems. Therefore, this study
selected Daphnia pulex as a model organism to investigate the ecotoxicological effects of DBP. The
results demonstrated that DBP had dose-dependent effects on the growth, behavior, and population
dynamics of Daphnia pulex. Under long-term exposure (14 d~21 d), the most significant growth in-
hibition was observed within the concentration range of 100 pg/L ~250 ug/L. In terms of behavior,
the heart rate of the 500 png/L exposure group decreased by approximately 55% compared to the
control group, and swimming ability was reduced by 45.2%. At the population level, a low concen-
tration (5 pg/L) promoted the intrinsic rate of increase, whereas concentrations = 250 pg/L inhib-
ited reproduction and population growth. These findings indicate that long-term exposure to DBP,
even at relatively low concentrations, poses a potential threat to the survival and reproduction of
Daphnia species. This suggests that the ecological risk of DBP exhibits clear dose dependency, and
long-term exposure within safe concentration ranges may still affect population sustainability.
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1. BY

TR Bh ) AL B B (Rotifera) . 4% # 25 (Cladocera) F145 £ 25 (Copepoda),  # A Jy & 45 K 4B R G
VI A= H SH S EFRR M REAN, FERRRTREEEEM[L], RKESRG A 0] S Ek T E
B3R [2] [3]. FRUESNIIN AR A UK, HRFIE R YRk 2 AR KR e B AR BIKAESS
RETHIKC . KBTEER R B [4] [5]. sbAh, 575 3 Ol N2 R EBUEY 2 FE BRI = 2R3
BRI —[6] [7], #2275 F Ve R =T e BB 5y 3, BESEREBE XU S 1 AR K 5 Bhi = A 5
M) .

A2 — RS (PAES)IE A —Fh I BRI [8], 5y 10 A% FH I A2 A it il 22 %% RIS Ao R [9] - H A, 7EAKAE
3 PR B ShAE Y VA P I REAG I 2 PAES [10] [11], H AR iEsh2& PAES HE A BB E L —.
2R IR T FE(DBP)E N PAES [R] 240 (1 —Fih, & dse s WL FLAS: HA b v R A e 2 —[12] [13].
AR Y], DBP WX BT S IE Sk 7 AL 52 [14] [15], /e S2Mis /K4 H (Brachionus
calyciflorus) =R S8 RN 2 — . WEAURIL, SR EE(500 pg LY) DBP B2 Mk K5 2 (Bra-
chionus calyciflorus)if 258 2 3+ fE K AH AR (], MR B (50 pg- L) AT BEf ) L Fh 3 Ny SE G KR [14] . £
XS 1 (Brachionus plicatilis), DBP ] sz HAEFERE 77, JFPEWEIRIKRE T 51k G RN 5K
B INGE15]. BT DBP XA K gma ot 7t CLHUS B Bt itk f,  (H %5 Je ot i sh 1>
A FRARFAE B P B 8 K B 2 BOAZ o s M LR AT T AR T BT o B S SRR B 2 ARAE T 2 P AE S B,
HA B AEARE AL ) o T HXG B 0 2 88 L N R KR 2 HOHAL S AU, B S N T 5
TR A, DR A R A A B B 2R A T R AR AR [ 16]

N, A FUERCEOR BN AEY), Bk E DBP WRFERE, JFRENEEEESR, WA
DBP K} 5 5 % FOIR B OB A 18 s e bR (B G AR K 2 BT J7 A7 28 B AT AR A0) FR R 3 K 52
MANEFNFHEE KPPl DBP 18 PR B RN, IR N BRI 0 BUAE RN 5 Bl e /K P b 1 2B 25 AU S 43t
WA .
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2. 5 HZE
2.1 MR

AT FEE FH B4 A 2R 0705 0 ) 3R & (Daphnia pulex) 73 88 T Wi & w7 S5 56 ] 7 o SRR A& i
1% 22 ' 4 /NER 8 (Chlorella sorokiniana, FACHB-25), T4'# T o Rl mBOK A Bk /K Rl 2, TR ABR
W, SEHI B4R 9 4.81 pum + 0.66 um, 5572 553 Fi] K 3 COMBO 153235 (pH = 7.8) k(75532 . 5236 il COMBO
R 7 2 8 Kilham (1998) [17].

22. REG/PIIRERES

KT R P 4/ NER K B K B COMBO 532 BT B #fI3: 9% . COMBO 53 B4 m R 781K K
AL FE(121°C, 30 min)/SEEREF ARG WA AN 12 /NeF, BEJSfEH 1 mol-L 7t S ALANAT 1 mol-L7 (5K
NEE ¥ TAE S N pH 2 7.8,

RE L/ NERE T R IR A BT, (AR ES O LA T A R (5.0 %% 3 6000 rpm, B[] 6 min, i
FE4°C), AFRE BB FRWMIR . b5 L pH RE RIS E O KEWN L LH#ERIRT, JEse .
RN G RS TR R A G 7%, RN % 25£1°C, JulEFE NIy 16 h:8 h LlE/2EY), b
HE5E 2 80 pmol-m 2.5t TERD G/NERIERFFRWIN, & HF 30 MM 2~3 Ik, DA4ERRILEIRRE.
B REREG — REURE, Al FH SR Ao 66 BE T e OG5 B2 (OD ff),  LAMRIIEER AR KAB L. BRIk #%
A RAF. HERERFR 3~5 RINR D G/ NEREEAE i o

2.3. BHRRAIEFF
SEIG AT SRR S5 = K YL FA e B i R, {8 COMBO B 3R S AEIH IR E IR B JR A (R . 25
+1°C, JelEth: 16 hi8 hyFiEs s =R > 1AM H), RS G EREE, EERE 2
IEUSEIG AR AT 48 h, EHUEREIRINMERS, K AR 2 Bl d] 1) COMBO £, HMERE N 5

x 105 cells/mL HI/NERGE, LS HE T IAL . IERIL 5 24 h W40, FR 25 B K# COMBO
R, e E, ARSI,

2.4. SKBTTE

T TF RN 21 RN LSE, RS DBP 2 #EXf k% (Daphnia pulex)Fh i K )5
Wi, SEOGETRIE RS IR0 P AT, IRE W N 25+£1°C, Jeigtk 16 h:8h, &ML 41 N34 50 mL COMBO
BRI B N BIGEAR , 7E LI ATIATION B Xt AR AR5 24 /N IR 41388 N o SIZ56 3 8] 5 R 4% 5 x 105 cells/mL
WP () /NBREE (Chlorella vulgaris) AR, DLRA{REIHTE L

SRITF R AR, AT AR A I 510 5%, AR AR . B, EAREE. Ak
RS Gy SR B RGRMAE RS 2354 50 mL HiEE COMBO 8535 3L (08t b, I E B 78/
BRIERIURWREE . [N, & BHAFIE AR, LIPS DBP A ME A KK & 1521 o

BT HREURAERS - R @ RIS (1, ) SFE - Frg B0 I (m ) 8dE, WEShSEmEFTEUT
REMBESE: BN R (T,) AEa EIHIEE(T ). PPy S KR (r ) RNFE I (R,) -

FERERR(FO AR) B =4 (Gl N e 5~7 R) e, B H @ IR 9:00) B A S (FL AR) . ™A X 4y
RRUC, ACEELE R e I 8] 7 11 (SE36 58 6-8 K) P A4 Al FL1 A8 . 58 —AR(F2) s 7
IR —(FL).

FA SR I T bRk AR Ar R B HEAT AR5, PR B K2 () )il Euler-Lotka J7 F# R A% AR
KRR %S HUA R R AT R B DBP 2 82 0 SRR KIS T SR G RE, P Al AR S KU

DOI: 10.12677/aep.2026.162020 183 N RI R Y


https://doi.org/10.12677/aep.2026.162020

% 4 Hi

SRt R B A2 A A
Ro =2(l,-m,)

T=(=(x-1,-m,))/R,

15 2 52 SC UG P IS ARG, R 25 S 2 T SRR B A £2 22 N AL IR 30 mL X 7 S i
TR AEFRECIRSR AT T S ok AT 9, SKBIRROY 1 08h e HERR SRR B A S 12 rh ™ A= 1 MLk
SN, SRISAERE MRS FUIR b 85, T ALE k. 5 Ua, KA Tracker® 6.0 izzh#idk
MRS R BEAT B W AT, SR BUS S, FEHE TSP S PR B (AL cmis). A SFAT I E
3N, DAHF AR iR SR AL e R A5 R

FES A I AE R, 0 SRR IE Dh REHEAT WL o AR BT M3, AN 1 mL X 2 B LA R
FRAZRRE, THE 5 Bl E(E BB N b 2/ 3 eIl XK. S8 AT b, S TEPE
A B AAA R I IE TR AR, JFE RGEiE SR 18] A I s S IR (ORI ) o RS SRBR 2H 25 /0 W0
3R, B REE HERE . SR B RS W TE I B CEI e T 122K AU -

2.5. BiEabE

5 ML S 0G0 4 MK A GraphPad Prism 7.0 304, @25 B HIRE - N R Rk, LU
TGN E AR SR BN KR . AR FESLIGHB MM SG T2 ER, RHBRRERT
Zorira & Tukey G IH 2 B 7. BB Guit /0 B8 7E SPSS 23.0 355 N 5E k., #idaat LA
W + FRUEIRIERE . BEREM/KFE =005, JPHE/DTZHEER, HEHNEREAST
3. &R
3.1. DBP MR RZHEEE M

AN[F DBP W5 FRIE BHA R KR a4 1 BroR, Shapiro-Wilk IEZMEAK(W =0.92-0.95, P >
0.10) % Levene J7 ZF MK (F =0.31-0.60, P > 0.60)}KiE B E /KT, Ui BB & MK K5 200
(LR

AR E DBP B g At SRR K i R . CK 5 50 pg L™t 2 BRAAK B P 1.30 mm (3 d)FFa
K235 2.58~2.60 mm (21 d), BHAEKFFG IR K EME, R IZKEETEE AN DBP A% BHA K & =4
oM. 100 pg- L5 250 pg L 4T 14 d B B 2 AR KA, K508 2.22mm 5 2.17 mm, &3
RTARIREL; PR ALK, 100 png Lt A 2IRFEEEMH], 2 21 d BHARARKE) 2.55 mm, 1fi 250
ng LT A TR B BHA AR KR E E X R ALK £F 500 ug- Lt DBP 55 T, SR A KAE 9 A1 Kbk,
{FL it 2% 5 I TR) S GBI 8 22 1R /K, SRR DBP 72 AT 3 20 SR AR AR KR E H

Tukey HSD £ H LL4KH, 3d(F,;,, =142, P=0.26). 5d(F;,, =0.87, P=0.53)f 7d(F;,, =0.44,
P=081)&HA N % FHARE: 14d(F,, =7.96, P=0.002)f121d(F,,, =3.05, P=0.048) ¥4
]2 50 2% . Tukey HSD £ LA R EIR, 3d~7 d FMFAKKZERHALE. 14di, Spglty
500 ug LA K B 25T 100 5 250 pg L 4H(P < 0.05), CK 5 50 pg L 4bFrim /K. 21d i, AK[E
Wb FRAA (] 72 AN B2

EREERIEY], S I3 d~7 d) B DBP X SRR AT AN R 2, U0 AT ) R R R R I HY
AARANHEI RN 14 d JEFFIERNT AR ™R, AEAREE(100~50 pg L) HMHI PR 55, 3R 1% (X W] 7] e fe JUsk
FUEEAERN. “%& 11”7 o % 21d, 509 L1250 ug Lt AR T3 AR FE 4L
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Figure 1. Effects of different DBP concentrations on maternal body length of Daphnia pulex
1. A[E) DBP iRE T ZRBBHE KT

AN[F] DBP 3 BT 2R A S KR 52 ma W] 2 B, Shapiro-Wilk (W =0.94, P =0.28)5 Levene
(Fsi =04% P =083)RIGHISCRFIERIE T 2551 . ANOVA 25K, DBP KA F0IR RN B K
FAMWE (R, =63.4, P<0.001).

AN DBP 2 2 %o SRR A SEIE KR S 1 R : CK 205 50 pg LY 41119 P9 S4B K40 51 0.602
+0.011 mm/d 55 0.588 + 0.006 mm/d, W& JCEE %R, KU IZIREVEEN DBP KX EHAK & r= A4 i
FEM . 100 pg LA E 4K Z 4 0,608 + 0.009 mm/d, HEI&E T AR, (HE5& KA EIE &
AL 14 d B H I BATHIN ;s 250 pg L 20 A S A K20 0.533 +£0.004 mm/d, ST XA, *
P RSB AE . 5 pg L 2 A B K9k 0.615+0.009 mm/d, EE TR EAL(P <0.05), S
IR & 2 A AR (hormesis); 500 pg L1 2H P 2239 K %60y 0.531 £ 0.014 mm/d, WA T X B 4H H G 2 %
Z5t, WK E DBP 7E SEI6 R T (i oA K

Tukey HSD £ HE LLHK B, 5pug LA N KA 5 5(0.615d™Y), BHE ST CK. 50, 250 5 500 pg
L4H(P <0.05); 50 ug L14H(0.588 d )M kT CK 5 5 ng L 4H(P <0.05). 4iKk/F > 250 ug L1HT,
PR R Z) 053 d7, [ CK 41 88%, H B F KT HraMRIKEA(P <0.05),

FREE R EIR, DBP EAGFIE T X R HA M RIBAEH, {22 DBP WK Eik 250 pg LA E,
W o SRR AL K77 A 2 2 P, 3X 7R W] DBP S 28 bR B8 K 0 1) (19 1 SR B mT e T X [A) 100~250 pg L2

0.8
ab a b a

o = Pt — [
i_ 0.6 c c
B 0.4
B
K 02l

0.0
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KA
Figure 2. Effects of different concentrations on intrinsic rate of increase in Daphnia pulex
B 2. TRIKRE THRBAZERKETL
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ANIF] DBP K B2 SR A EE 2 W] 3 Frs, Shapiro-Wilk (W =0.94, P =0.25)5 Levene
(Fsps =0.23, P =0.94)ka 5045 RISCRFIESIE L T7 2551, W2 B3I 20 Hriiit. ANOVA 45 E
N, DBP LN SR B B HCR A R R (R, = 2.492, P <0.001).

ARV DBP %2 5 FCR B BB MW R CK 4 RS BB R R R R AKCE, 2
184~200ind™?, “F¥JMAN 191+ 7ind Y, FKIALETE DBP Z s s TR R AREM LA /1. S0ug LA
FOR B EHEBCE N 52~55ind L, M N 53+ 1indt, REEMTXIEA(P <0.01), EHERE—EK
BHHIKF . 24 DBP WREHE— D4 K, FOIREAE 100 ug L 4L E %N 46~51ind ™, “F¥J{E N 48
+2ind ™% 250 pg Lt 4 B AR N 29~30 ind Y, “FIMEN 29 + 0.6 ind ™ 500 pg- Lt 4L Ea RN
29~34ind ™%, “FIME N 31+ 2ind e X = ANIRFE A BHE J13 B E KT X HRZH( P < 0.01), H AP fE 250 pg Lt
F1500 pg- L2, DBP X &R B BE 7 M e Bt 19 B AR SO IR 15%~16%. {H155%
R, EGRE RS ng LY, $#EHEEE N 118~126ind ™, “FHIME AN 122+3ind ™, HEZEKT
XTHEZH(P <0.01), {HILAGHEARFFIER K, 20 xt BREH 1Y 64%, I H B 1N 52 M .

Tukey HSD £ H L4 IR, CK HF R4 ZhE /)55 (191.3 £ 3.3 ind %), W& & T b2
H(P<005). Spg L 4HME 1215+ 1.9ind %, RFE(LT CK AEJIEEHT 50. 100, 250 5 500 pg
L4(P <0.05).50 5 100pg L 4HZER AR (P >0.05), (HE B E 5T 250 5 500 pg L 4H(P <0.05).
250 5 500 pg LY ZH A o W3 2 (P > 0.05), HEHH /12908 CK 411 15%. 45 3 8] DBP XJ SR E i
JTEAWERANE, FIRE DBP 2541 SRV Fh B HH 7 )1 KR 1K

250
~ a
ﬂ( 200
-
3‘&“ 150 b
%100—
i c
C
g% 5ol . d d
* =
ck 5 Sq 100 250 500
KE

Figure 3. Effects of different concentrations on net reproductive output of Daphnia pulex

Bl 3. TRRETZRNESEENELTN

AN TR B %of R IR 0 B R S sz ] 4 Firs, BRI EK Shapiro-Wilk (W =0.96, P =0.44)5 Levene
(Fs. =0.88, P =0.52 )kugast IR IESIE L TT 2551, ANOVA £ R E7R, DBP KN SR % H
JEIIA R 2 R (R = 3.921, P <0.001).

ANFIWE DBP g it SR S A M2 ma an . 7E CK v, SoRiEm S5 IR, REFE
13.96~14.14 d, “F¥J{HN 14.04 + 0.08 d, KHITEL DBP i 4/F F A B EIERFrfa . S pg L R4
FREOIRIR I B A 10.58~10.85d, “FHME N 10.71+£0.13d, B EZEE TXIRA(P <0.01), HAEE
AERTEA T A . 7E 50 pg LY 2, SRk i S5 A W 7.69~7.80d, ~F¥4E M 7.76 £0.05d; 100
pg LY B AN 6.67~7.70 d, “FI9ME N 7.39 £ 0.49 d; 250 pg LA EhE W N 7.76~7.83d, T
PIE N 7.80 £ 0.03 d; 500 pg Lt LA E5H 1A 7.55~8.17 d, “THME A 7.81 + 0.27 d. X VUKL
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SR A B3 T HRAL( P < 0.01), oAb 100 pg L 21 rp bR 38 A S5 8 A B, 1SRt AL ) 52.6%

Tukey HSD Z H LR K, CK HFRE LA KK (14.04 £ 0.04 d), BEmT A REA
(P<0.05); 5pug L%k % 10.71+0.06d, LT CK 45T 50~500 pg L™ (P <0.05); 50~500
ng LR M ZRAEZH(P>0.05), HEHEAMYFEEHE 7.3~7.8 d. ¥ DBP #7540 1 &5
JAR, JCHAER SRR, AR SRR B A O

15~ 4

—
=
1

YA (X)

ck 5 50 100 250 500
7

Figure 4. Effects of different concentrations on reproductive cycle of Daphnia pulex
B 4. FEEKE TEWREREERRTL

AN R B SR B AT IR B A R sz i 5 Bras, BRI E Shapiro-Wilk (W =0.93-0.95,
P =0.28-0.38)4 Levene (F,,, =0.92-1.15, P =0.37-0.4) 5045 F 1y FFIES M K7 %255 E. ANOVA
SRR, DBP VKBNS SR I 0 A A R R (e = 3.921, P < 0.001).

AR DBP 5 6} SR AT = BT A A2 an - BT SRIR 20 SOt OB B R R s AR e T
5 KAiAn, FESLE R DBP 255 Rm SR A KK E . AT, &AL B SR 28 — Ik B
B R AG I ZE 5, CK X R fR¥FAE 6.98~7.02d, “FI{E N 7.01+£0.02; 5Spg-L 145 6.98~7.08 K, “F
HME 7.03 £0.05d, HXTHRAIEA—F; 50 pg- L1 4A 100 pg Lt 4145074 6.98~7.10 d A1 6.98~7.10 d,
SFEME S 8 7.04 £ 0.06 d F17.03 £0.06 do EHAFERFZ, 250 ng-L 14k 7.02~7.10d, “T#51H 7.06 +
0.04 d; 1M 500 pg Lt 2 A SRS IR EHR M 28K & 7.10~7.50 d, “F3{H 7.40 £ 0.19 d, AHLLXTHEZ
WKL) 5.6%, FUEKE DBP JTA6 X SR8 58 — K A AR B AR . ek, SEEG 4 SRR W] DBP
X BRI B = I BT (RIS B O 3, CK X IR R KFAE 8.75~9.13d, “F#5{H 9.03+0.18d; Spug' L4
5 CK HHEA—5, 7875~9.13d; 50 ug-LTZHF 100 pg LY ¥R (RAF1E 10 KA, HIELXTHRZL5E
K45 10.7%. 250 g L HIEKZE 10 KA A, 1 500 pg- LN [EVTZE 8.75~9.1d HIIEH /KT, S IR
TS

Tukey HSD 2 H LA 45 R W] DBP 55 < SN0k 21 B 58 A 0 1) s i R S B A RS [ T AR A 22 o B —
CETE e S AR T R ZE R (R g =1.24, P =0.33), FrAlkEH KR 5.18~5.30 d, &Y
DBP X 1 X ZEHIN [ AR WL 520 . SR17, DBP ik il FEXNEZR S — Ik (F;,, =15.68, P <0.001) 55 =X
(Fyy5 =28.45, P <0.001 ) K5HIN AR # FEM . Tukey HSD £ H HUE S5 R IR, 1E 500 pg L AP
o, ORI EE KBTI [ Hc K (7.40£0.19d, 2), B3Em T HALK AR (P <0.05), 1fi 50~250 ug L 45
CK 21 3 72 7#:(7.01~7.06 d, b) . 50~250 pg L ZH A 20 bRIE B8 = Ik S BHIN [A] 2. 42K (10.05~10.09 d, @), 1M
CK. 5 ug L'1A1 500 pg Lt 4H AR ES = SEAEIN [A] 50 82(9.03 d, b), 4H[A1ZEFARE (P <0.001). 45R%
B, DBP X Z 5 1] i femi AT I B, DBP B FE I B ] i 2 1 K SRR T HE I ] .
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Figure 5. Effects of different concentrations on the first three reproductive cycles of Daphnia pulex
E 5. NEIRE T 2RI =R EEF AT

AR A K
R AR

cd

600 ab  be {a_ ab . _t:,lc::_ be a ab abc q
L E I T
£
=
&
S
§200

0 C.K ; 5.0 1:]0 2;0 5(.]0 CK 5 50 100 250 500

R
Figure 6. Effects of different concentrations on the body length of first-generation and second-generation

Daphnia pulex offspring
6. TEIRETRRZE—R. EZREREKHZN

AR FE X SRS — AR 3 AU RUE KR W 6 s, K2 Shapiro-Wilk (W = 0.98, P =
0.67)5 Levene (Fs42 = 1.12, P = 0.36)f 30 25 R 5 SCRF IR S 7 2551% . ANOVA 453 7R, DBP ik
X SR A AR KA 22 R

NI FE o] 5 IR B8 — ARAN 3 —AUE AUE K R R« 725 — RS AR K, &3 FE AL P 2H (5~500
pg LY X R (CK) 2 [ AR R B3 22 57 W BRAP IR Ky 519.07 £26.31 um, 5. 50, 100, 250 J
500 pg Lt 4L THAME 43 N 526.74 £ 16.92 pm. 532.98 + 18.32 um. 522.60 + 15.63 um. 504.47 + 20.12
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pm F1541.12 + 13.37 um, KB DBP % 5% A% SOREWIX BIE K B 7= A w3 70

SR, LB —AURAUAK S, DBP I MHIZET B XA FAK A 549.76 yum £15.49, Spug-L?!
4H(525.24 +20.06 pm)F1 100 pg-L 1 41(551.08 + 11.21 pm) 54 ML FEIT ; 50 pg- L1 41 S48 &% =, A 564.49
+17.63 um, FTIHIMK A, M 250 pg- L 2H(543.66 + 20.10 pum) A1 500 pg-L ™ £H(523.89 + 9.32 um) A K
BIEFT R, Hrp 500 ng L H BRI, B FRAABERL) 4.7%, SR @ik E DBP 4 &Rk 104
KAA—EMHEH.

Tukey HSD £ H LA KK B, CK A ARG AMAEK A 542.89+16.33 um, 50 pg LA —AUEH
RK 5 5(576.74 + 18.23 um), BEHT CK. 5ug LA 500 ug L*41(P < 0.05). 100 pg L4155 X5
RAKK AN 563.46 £ 10.83 um, 2T 500 ug L1 4H(525.29 + 7.57 um). A ik 4H(50~250 g LY 25 AR
JE FRARK I LRIFLE 552.58~576.74 um, &% = TG EA, R DBP B850 B4 S —ARE 5 5 AR K™
AT BRI E AR TE R .

AN TR B %of R IR 8 1 I BT i AR sz an 5] 7 Firzs, - Shapiro-Wilk (W = 0.95, P = 0.43)5 Levene
(Fs.18=0.78, P = 0.58) {6 45 A1k i 3 /KT« ANOVA 45 557 DBP ¥ B 56 15 S0 i AR B 2 3 (Fs 18
=3.87, P =0.014).

AN TR AR B %o} S IR B 1 IR B S AR s an R . 5 X RRZH(CK, 11,5+ 1.0 ind)#H L, iK% DBP %
(5 pg LHX 1 BT fE AR 2(11.8 £ 0.5 ind) A= AE B3 52ma(P > 0.05). 7E 50 ng-LHKRE T, FARE(11.0
+ 0.8 ind)iEH FRESXTHRATE E %R, [HEAERNZ, 7£100 ng LYIRE TN, JER30E BI4EH(13.5
ind + 1.0), JFRIHEZE R TXRARM 50 pg L 4lfiass, RPEIIRE R &RRE B ER .

Rk TFE A 250 pg LU, JEACK(12.0 £ 0.8 ind) WIBA [F17%, 5 RIREH T RE % 7.
EERFEWEG pg LY F, HTFHE14.0+ 1.8 ind) s, %45 100 pg LTHGEREZER, RPH
W% DBP ARSI K T MU RIS N, B (B A= B B I K 7 e, 30 A PR R AL HE e e 1
73, T W2 20H], AR ERER T MR AR E .

Tukey HSD £ H L4 R K, 500 pg L 4H 5% £ (14.00 + 1.83 ind), 5 100 pg L1 4H(13.50 +
1.0 ind) LR #E %R, HEEET 50 pg L™41(11.00 £+ 0.82 ind). CK (11.50 ind + 1.00). 5 pg L™ (11.75 +
0.50ind)5 250 pg L™t (11.75 £ 1.26 ind)2H, H&. RKEH L REZR . Uil DBP Riki &H ik B /5
PB4 T R, RINERE N IEEER
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Figure 7. Effects of different concentrations on offspring number at first reproduction of Daphnia pulex

B 7. FRIRE FEREE R EARRBEL

3.2. DBP MEREITARIF M
A DBP KX Ekk QBRI N4 8 i, Shapiro-Wilk E&MEKK(W =0.93, P=0.18)5

DOI: 10.12677/aep.2026.162020 189 N RI R Y


https://doi.org/10.12677/aep.2026.162020

Levene Jj ZE 55 A g0 ( Ry, =0.31 P =0.90 )45 R SCRFIESME ) 7 22551 . ANOVA 453t E R, DBP K
JER SR B DA IR R 2 2 ( Ry g =1.059, P <0.001).

ANTRIVR R SRR Co B RIS AN R . SRS 45 R BB DBP R LRI, SR OBk 2 30
BRI . CK 4 SR B O B BUR R AE 480~500 YR/43 51, I8 A 492 £10 IR/53 5k 5 pg L™
TR OBIR BN 383~429 RISy, STIME N 400 +£22 RISy B, HH LT IR AL 5 2 FEAG 18.7%, RHIK
W JE DBP X FOIRIRAT NG S0 AR 76 50 pg- L1 B FR 41 rp SRR 0 O Bk R B 420~450 Y1453,
SERIME R 436 + 13 K155, AHECG REZH PR 11.4%; 7E 100 pg L B i 21 o SR 0 OBk I B 273~293
IG5, SPIEN 286 £9 IRIGrEN, AHEEXS REZH B 2 PR (R 41.9%. X R FARE MO BRIXEC DBP 23
H B S IR BE AR s 24 DBP IRFEIE 250 g LY B, FREHOEIXECH 330~339 /445, “FHME N
333 + 4 KIGME, BT IELL AR 32.3%; 500 pg Lt A0k BN 209~225 Y4y Bl, SFIIE N 219 + 8
W5y el A EE T R 4 R 2 BRI 55.5%. HEJIE 500 pg Lt 41Ok IR B 24 T X R ZH 1 44.5%, F£H
R B DBP X FCtRE AT i sh A A B B

Tukey HSD % & HLARSE W], CK HICRBOBIAEUR (492 + 4.5 KI5, BT Hia 2%
(P <0.05). B% DBP T, SR OB 2 GBS, 50 ng L1 2 77 40 SR OB ECH 436.3
+6.8 KIrHh: 5 pug LR EE A SR OBHAECH 399.8 105 YR/ 250 pg L B R 4 SRR OBk L
793333 £ 2.1 KI5rEN: 100 pg Lt B FR 4 SR LBk ECh 285.5 + 4.4 IRI4r5T; 500 png Lt R ER 41 0Bk
UWHBIRAR, N 2183 +4.2 W/st. M, 250 5 500 pg Lt @A A Z=F AL E (P >0.05), HEEEK
THAR R . 455K DBP X SR L BkE SN B A T R RO, w7 OBk R 2 55%, ®
B0 JUE T 6 2 0K ) S B0 U 24 1
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Figure 8. Effects of different concentrations on heart rate of Daphnia pulex
8. FEIRE TERRLRETK

NI B0} 5 PRV GR 2 (R B 2 G 1] 9 B, BRLIRIER Shapiro-Wilk (W =0.92, P =0.21)15 Levene
(Fsp =1.84, P=0.16 R4 BRI REKF . ANOVA 255 0IR DBP Y X V7 Ui 8 470 ik 2 X BUR A A 2
E W ( Fy e = 47.33, P <0.001).

AN B 6 SR IBRAF SR B S R . AR IR AL (CK) P, SRR A SR BUR FEE R K, P
BIME N 20.5 + 0.6 WKI5M5E0. (EMRIREREAGS ng L YH, FRIESIRECH 195 + 1.3 IR/438, SXHR4
REREMZER . MIRETHE 50 ng L1, FHIREIEZE 18,5 + 2.1 U4 Eh, WIHAFILH #8076
100 pg L M4 FRZA Y, dfEEh ks — 2 R R 15.3 £ 1.0 R/ 8, FHELRIB A BEIKL) 25.4%, 1) 2% B T
HEE. EAERNZ, 7£250pg L5 500 ug Lt k55 1, a2 m F % 10.3+0.5 /49
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B, MHECXTIEZH R FEZ) 49.8%, B EIKE DBP X SR B HIIEShiE sh 7= 42 1 9 20 A3 4E H

Tukey HSD % HLLELE AR, CK. Spug L™t 5 50 pg LRI 5 2257 (P > 0.05), HuHzhk £y
54 20.50 + 0.58 Yk/4r%. 19.50 + 1.29 YK/4r4h 5 18.50 + 1.91 WR/5+4f. 100 pg L 4% Eh v R 3% PRI
%2 15.25 + 0.96 {K/43%l, T 250 5 500 pg L 41— R % 10.25 + 0.50 &X/43-4#115 10.75 + 0.50 &%/ 5
By, BTG RE 2R . UiEH DBP B &g B &M 1 iFiE s rsGEahA7 R, FAE =R EE R (=250 ug L)
1 B g R A R

— —
= N

i

¥R CR/ 2 %)
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.
Figure 9. Effects of different concentrations on peristalsis frequency of Daphnia pulex
B 9. TRIKRE FHIRBHZNRBEN

AN B o} B IR VR K AT N S M il €] 10 BTz, Shapiro-Wilk IEZSPERG IR 45 SRR, S 4UEE 455
HIES A (W =094, P=0.38); Levene Jj 7 55 1t A B ik — A #f A\ % 2H H 40 3 2 07 22 55 1t #E oK
(R =152, P=0.23), ANJas:ZHkiiedt | gtk .

AN TR AR B SRR K AT NI SE IR A0 R : 75 CK 21 Hp IR I MG 2 R R TE 2.21~2.41 cmifs I3
K, SFH1E N 2.30 £ 0.08 cm/s, St T 7S DBP 414 FRFFIEH i PE; 5 pg Lt AN H i &R
BRIV IE N 2.29~2.49 cm/fs, “FHME )y 2.36 + 0.09 cm/fs, Sx AT EEZEF(P >0.05), LUK E
DBP XUk AT AL E R, /£ 50 pg Lt F iz 4 SR E vk £ E A 1.86~1.98 cm/s, “FIME N
1.93+0.05 cm/s, % xR 4 5 3% FEAIK 16.1% (P < 0.05); 100 pg- L 4 (37 Pk % 5 A 1.81~1.86 cm/s, “T-H51E
9 1.84 +0.02 cm/s, A LT R 2 5 25 FAAI% 20.0% (P < 0.01). 50 ug L1 F1 100 pg Lt 2 F5 4 506 45 SRR 1,
FORBICTE VKGR BEE mIRE DBP 451F N 2 FRE#a%s . thab, 250 pg Lt BE A MIFGEE N 1.51~1.74
cm/s, 118y 1.61 +0.10 cm/s, He 4 R ALK 30.0% (P < 0.01); 500 pg- L™ % 5 20 A3 bk v 1.20~1.30
cm/s, “PIIMEN 1.26 +0.04 cm/s, 0 B 5 25 PG 45.2% (P < 0.01), xfHEZH T 54.8%, XKW mik
[ DBP Rt i3 s 00 R K AT A

Tukey HSD £ ELLHi4E R K W], DBP 558 I X7 s i vk i FE B AT A R 3 52 (= 52.16,
P <0.001). it Tukey HSD /5 A B, UK S 5 8 4 1A) LB 1) R & i e 4 DBPIRE <5
pg LA, VRIS EKGE JE (2.30~2.36 cm/s) 5 % HEZH TE 2 3 72 57 (P > 0.05);  7E 50~100 pg- Lt < & i
W, UK B R PR KA 1.84~1.93 cm/s (P < 0.05); 4IKFEF % 250~500 pg LI, UK —H T
F#Z 1.26~1.61 cm/s (P <0.01), A1 500 pg Lt % 75 2H %K AT A AH Eooxe BT Bl FEIA 45.2%.

IR S5 SR BH , DBP B a5 0TI S DI AT D R R 8OSAE A SR 2 AR AR, 4R 2 vk B DBP
(>250 pg L YAl SEURIKAT NI EZ 4. X —RIUCN PG DBP X SR A A S BN ER (i T B
RFEAR A
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Figure 10. Effects of different concentrations on swimming speed of Daphnia pulex
10. FEIRE TRIRRFFKREENL

3.3. DBP MEREMEEEAIR N

FEHAT A Z T 200 WA, B Jekude VA R RTSe i BT IR GG HH AR & IR T 22 55 M 22
SR, AHIF T A N AR AT T 6 B M (log (X + 1)) s, SRR R ANOVA HE R ) 5% 2 34T Shapiro-
Wilk #6596 22 BAR 25 754 IE 27041 (W = 0.981, P =0.109), Levene k6536l J7 255514 (F = 1.461, P = 0.063),
W SRR B0 ) AT SR 1 o

I T R = AU, IRIT T ANE DBP YK FE 5 HE 54 T SRR MR FE B I R R A I B (1] 1)
SR SE R, P AR RS ¢ BT - WA - R AR, s (E A R A B 13
Ry HA IR 2H R) 22 I HE 08 255 1 7] B Rl 1k 22

—e— A8
350{ —=— 15ug/L
150 ug/L

—e— 500 pg/L
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Figure 11. Population density changes in Daphnia pulex under different concentrations
E 11, TRIRE T ERBMHZETKL

R BEALFRZE (15 pg L1 150 pg LY 7E BN WL 391 A DR B0 AP RE R B2, 55 18 RIE(E 73 lis
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F]311.0 £34.9 ind ™ F1 291.3 + 36.6 ind ™, AH Lt HEZH R I B AR BEAE T « 110 =y vk JE AR B ZH (500 pg 1Y)
) 3B 2 RFIHIE R, R8BI I N 58 B (107.3 £ 0.9 ind )UA F Ik B ZH ) 35%, HL7E 5256 ) 1A
TRFFIKF

AWFFAE 21 R S50 A EAER 3 58 B My S8 BN i #2 . Horpr, AR EE AR B A6 1F R, SR
BEE T UL BT Ss,  T R EE Ab B 2% At SRR IR B P K I R AR o AR SR A AIF S
T FARIEE IR, ] BGRB8 (R B A8 T AR B At T SER RS, N
PRI DBP 2 5 07 sh V)l S R s ma R 4 1 00 S 4%
4. ¥1ig

AR NS 7, HRIE T DBP R X SRR AN . BRI R

W45 SRR B DBP 1) 5 e i MO0 BE MR RN A B2 5, FE IR (3~7 d)ZF F, % DBP IREEXT &
PRI BFARARAK F S — R AR I A =R 5200, R B8 0 5 DR A= P 3 85 0 3 2 e ik | R T AL 1 A
N AR . RT, RS SR EEI T IE K A 14~21 d, SRR EE(100~250 pg L) DBP Xf SoRiE LI H 2
EMAKMEER, U DBP S HA B M RN, fEKI DBP & N FHHA JLIAKIE/N18].

FRBEESH AT — 5" T DBP Xf B KM, FiifhEE DBP W EH Kk
B3 EAHE FRES . RTRIMEANFIAERKIAEE T, AV E SR 4 Bl 2 57 B AR 2 W BLERIIE
HESAAE, BlaKEbaEARAE A E SRR IC, AR MR KC[19]. gt B, 1
IR SE R FR (S pg LY P A7 7E S B IR S M B RN, BRI bRV A2 B A5 RHUS Y B K ()
(7 R 1 [20] o X — I GO (T S RIRIEA R A K IAEE T, dl i 2 B B A B S g AR UE e 1 4,
R EHE ALK 5 ARE AN 5 AR/ N21] . BFFER I, VR E DBP #8520 (500 pg L)
PRI —REARBE RN, X — 0 B2 FAE AR A IR 5T R B A B S T8

TEAT NG EN J7 T, K 3] DBP 2 i 2 0H % & (11 Co BTG 3 i 18 U5 S R IK AT e A S 3 R [22] [23].
FORF O BRIKEBE DBP ¢ T 1 S A B A AR A [24], 3 158 B o TR B A B MDA B0 — R AT AT 1 5 ik
BRAh,  WrikGHE S i T I S R RN I R LR B, X AT BE R B RGO E R B S BUR R R K[23]

g5 LATIR, DBP X /KA AR ARSI R IR T g0 SR M AR KA e S EBOERLNY, T2 &
T G AR R A T S SR L AT ONTE BRI AR I 2 ook ie e . ARBF RS R — PR, fRiEd 2 oui
(A8 RAVE Al K AR AR AR L AT D SR BN A % 7 By Yo A AR A EE AN, R T 2 R VP AR AESE,
HRURTETS R AT K 2 FE AN [25] . XA 5T U N EE R DBP X SRR i B BRAE AL 3R 4L T &
BRHERYE, OB AR RERITT P55 Z RS T EEHIE S %

E&WE

WA BARRFAT SRS, WIHHRIE EEESE K R R BN 7L 7T, LQN25C030003; i
LAl T FE I H L 2 T A R K S B 5 DR 0 U A A R S R 3 g 5 R AL B T
GK20250055.
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