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BE, A —F AR MK AL (nTi0,) SR (C™ ) WA EZER A LA L, AR KA F
( Daphnia magna) 4 %X £ 41, B8 7 nTi0, 5 Cu®* %t Daphnia magna %) 3 & 7 12 & F= Daphnia
magna NI B R e T, 4R K, nTi0, 5 Cu” *F Daphnia magna %3 72 h F¥ B 50K E
(LCy,) Fo 3] K B (EC,,) 40 A1 4 22. 742 mg/1., 16. 739 mg/L #= 11. 635 pg/L.10. 129 pe/L, %
nTi0, 5 Cu™ 3t A8, B A 4E A 4 72 h-LC,, A= 72 h-EC,, £ #) 4 12.721 mg/L. 8. 827 mg/L #»
12. 405 wg/L .10.559 pg/L, nTiO, 55 Cu* BA&4E A T Daphnia magna J& , Daphnia magna # M # %,
Ay B A B (SOD) Foif R A - AK (GSH) 7P R I A S8 3 55 374 | is it Bk ed = H o =ik
(MDA) & Z &4t &, XA ARG RAAIR R ZFEA A b A (ROS) A+ T2 M3, Rk
# Daphnia magna ¥R BALA TR nTi0, 5 Cu™ BEAF Moy X4 RE
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Joint toxicity of titanium dioxide nanoparticles and
copper on Daphnia magna
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Abstract: To understand the interaction of titanium dioxide nanoparticles (nTiO,) and copper( Cu®*) and their
biological effects, using Daphnia magna as a test animal, we studied the joint toxicity effects of nTiO, and Cu’* on
Daphnia magna and its internal antioxidant system. The results show that the respective values of 72 h-LCs, and
72 h-EC,, of Daphnia magna exposed to nTiO, were 22. 742 and 16. 739 mg/L and the values of Daphnia magna
exposed Cu”" were 11. 635 and 10. 129 pg/L. When nTiO,and Cu®* coexisted, the respective values of 72 h-LC,,
and 72 h-EC,, of Daphnia magna exposed to nTiO, were 12. 721 and 8. 827 mg/L and the values of Daphnia magna
exposed to Cu” were 12. 405 and 10. 559 pg/L. When Daphnia magna were exposed to both nTiO, and Cu®*, the
activity of superoxide dismutase (SOD) and reduced glutathione (GSH) was first induced and then inhibited, and
the malondialdehyde (MDA) content produced during lipid peroxidation increased gradually. This indicated that the
antioxidant system had been attacked by reactive oxygen species (ROS), and it could not provide protection for

Daphnia magna, which was the key reason for the joint toxicity of Cu® and nTiO,.
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gh ok — S ABEK (titanium dioxide nanopartilces ,nTiO, ) f&—F) 32 v FH F R = N T kAR, e an
et T ARPRIBTIIRE S L nTio, B9S2 R, LA RGBRAESE A 7 il nTi0, S i) Bk fa ik A $1] 7K
I LA 7R R K T B A LIS S nTio, (B BN 16 pe/L) 7, EH 10 M EA R EMERTE
FKAEFR T B /K nTiO, R E R 181~1233 pg/L ', Federici 2! &, nTi0, HEF= G EE (ROS) , &
HA . SR EE LG (rainbow trout) 2 & TAKRHKEE (0. 1 mg/L.0. 5 mg/LFI1 mg/L) [ nTiO, B, fi& N
PUAALEEE R R A2 A . nTiO, $EATKIREE b2 5 30858 v 19 75 G W0AH B A T, DT 23508 75 B 10 2 P T
BHAL =AM Yang 85 WF58 KB nTiO, HATRSR AW B GE 1 R E T H 48 (40 Cd, As) FEA ik
IR 8 XK AR AR AR TR Ul . B R A BIFE R B RV 2R B2 19 nTiO, o 2% B I 38 2 Al XK
#U%% ( Daphnia magna, 165 K D. magna) B9 FEPE, H 2 08 P88 78 KB AR P ) 2 FR7 . {H 2 Rosenfeldt
LR B nTiO, SRR R AR A B, O BT Cu™ 5 nTi0, Z5 AR 22 i H nTio, Pk i A1 5% H.
U AR Cu I AEYIA S . Dh ERFSRAFAEE A, JF HL S 22 5 550 vm VR 0 0 oK b L6 175 e W B 1R 45
IO SR | o2 BB g rh AN R ASURE 1) S B e 32 AN ZE IR N BT B R BRI AR R S iE— 2B 5E nTiO,
XF Cu BEPERYSZIR A SCH 5P 7 S A7 IR AR 20 A W) R B ) 3K 5 B PR 5007 L B v A oA ol T P 0 72 4k, 3
AW R A PR AR MNMs 7R RO HEXURS: , S MNMs FOBRSE KU BRI 225

1 WSy

1.1 R RiEER

nTiO, 1R [ B 55 S A0OKR M RHA BRA R FHRAR 15 nm, BUERH 1 46K T 99. 5%, HAx
A PR A s oA 2, SHRE Y5 T 99. 0% o BEHE A ARAE M T HT Y ] 109% WA IRIZ 1 48 h, - HI 258
TRy R R (121 °C 15 min) KE G5,

RIS RSB 3d B ASRAK,pH M 7. 8, A HLEK (TOC) A 1. 57 mg/L, FARAKH Ti Cu,Cd F1 Ph 5
R 70514 0,60 ng/L. 70 ng/1..9 ng/L (ICP-MS) , HL0.25¢ nTiO, T 250 mL ME 3d ) AR+
10 min J5 & & Smin, & 3 K, B 1 ¢/L B9 nTiO, FHE & H .

1.2 ZiEYREES

B YRR, R I R R 2RI ST A B K SR B 28 e S =4k JF S B E R b ik 1595, 85
FRREE 23 °C , EHEEI 14 h:10 h, B K E BB RERHE WS ( Scenedesmus obliquus) , BEMIIGFRS BCHR[ 13 ],
2 R FE
2.1 nTiO, 5 Cu™ By MBHIRIE

D. magna TR %S ME AR L . B EEH oTio,/ Cu™ RIS . R 3 d 1) A RKZ Y
il nTi0,/Cu™ FER , 153 — R F A R ¥ BE A9 38 9% (nTiO, 5 ¥k BE 43514 0.0. 5 mg/L .1 mg/L 5 mg/L
10 mg/L 15 mg/L; Cu® JHH 205109 0 .5 pe/L.7. 5 wg/L 10 wg/L 12, 5 wg/L 15 pg/L) o B4 E
3 ANFATHRE, BRI EATALRE 10 3k 5 HIR D. magna TAEA 50 mL IER AR K B 47 IR I B bR B
FHER ERFFRIY DO TR TR A TR & IR AE s RS B JF 5~ 6 A/NFLLLI &L D. magna
KT, A 24 h WEE— R, I Ho8 T T fEBf FIBE nTiO, M ddE, E L2 MEg 72 W' 45 s, 15
72 h-LC, 1 72 h-ECy, .

2.2 nTiO, 5 Cu” B & H XK

K B F| BRI T nTiO, BRI 10~1000 pe/L> % 3 HZ IR Z R nTi0, 5 Cu® Sl # kiR 5e
B B R T IREL 55 0 vk BE (NOEC) , % B nTi0, R E N 0. 1 mg/L, Cu™ W 23514 0 (X&) |
5pe/L.7.5ug/L 10 pg/L 12,5 pg/L 15 pe/L; Co™ B IRE R 1 pe/L, nTiO, B 55 0(XFHE) |
0.5mg/L 1 mg/L 5mg/L 10 mg/L 15 mg/L, HABKE J7 3 5 P vt —3%.

2.3 BEUEREASENKRN

72 h IR A HE I 50 3k D. magna , FHAEFRER K vy T IRARIR T Bk /OB AT FRERY 1.5 mL

HY B T FRE AR A A R i, A — 2 AR Y2 50 JME (0. 01 mol/L JEHE, 0. 000 1 mol/L EDTA-2Na,
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0. 01 mol/L Tris-HCI,pH=7. 4) , f43| Sr AR R BE A 1% B9 IRAR 2130, ARG Tl 3% B8 2 B 3 A1 3K 28 b 2
H., FELL 10000 r/min 250> 10 min BB WEBRAFI . A& 8 B S B (SOD) | i JE A A b H K
(GSH) Bg&EAG Bt Ak (LPO) A a2 R FH A 5t S A WA o TR &l o

3 GRS

3.1 nTiO, 5 Cu™ 3¢ D. magna By IRF 1%

1(a) R MM (0.5 mg/L. 1 mg/L) L D. magna B35 P 32 230 61, 15 2 76 &5 W B (5 mg/L,
10 mg/L 15 mg/L) 21 ,nTiO, B WANH T D. magna WI3Gsh, B BFET: . BT EEH L nTio, FERAMHEE
BSXF D. magna B2 AR U0 4% 1k BEFI 1 R ANSE TR MR T 50% , R b 4% BB FRifE R EPA Tsk wetB ok
AR nTiO, XF D. magna 4 72 h-LCs, F1 72 h-EC, ERIFEE (F 1), B 1(b) F BB W B K, Ca® Xt
D. magna 3% SN HIVE FZ G R, ™ B b2 I AT 4, IR B (R AW G R . # IRARHERY) EPA
Probit ¥ AI18E] Cu® Xt D. magna B 72 h-LCy, Fl 72 h-ECfH (£ 1), SCA MBI 4 —8 7

B TR e

50r 150 100 1100

40+ 440 80+ 180
IS S IS IS
s 30F 130 & - 60F 160 &
£ £ L ¥
£ i’ £ i’
= 20t 120 2 = 40 140 2

10+ 10 20+ 120

o — A N
0 2 4 6 8§ 10 12 14 16 0 2 4 6 8 10 12 14 16
nTiOJi K/ (mg « L) Cu® TR/ (pg - L)
(a) nTiO, (b) Cu*

El1 nTiO, 5 Cu™ 4334 D. magna & 72 h i&Sh3M$1 F0 B I 3 M2

Fig. 1 Separate effect of nTiO, and Cu®* on 72 h immobilization or mortality of D. magna

3.2 nTiO, 5 Cu* X} D. magna BIBX & F M

WA IR T D. magna 172 h-LC3, 1 72 h-EC5, fEWE 1, K 2(a) RY Cu™ M BTEIKE N 1 pg/L
i, nTio, MFE M B & B 5% (p<0.05) ; & 2(b) & B nTiO, Fia R FE 0. 1 mg/L B, Cu™ 76 B AR MR JE
(5pe/L.7.5 pg/L 10 wg/L) B, B PR Pr i, (B 7E S BE (12,5 pe/L 15 we/L) B, BEPEEIFRAG T (p<
0.05) . XAIRES KA RS Y PR EAE A G, nTiO, REASWR N R &t 1Y 4 8 25+, N B i rh
(4 A8 1, W2R nTio, ARHEAAEYIRN (82 R BCRETEREAR ; WA 4 8 219 nTio, i#F A E WK
B A4 T8 B 1) BBV EE R s el s

® 1 D. magna #J 72 h-EC,,#1 72 h-LC, &
Table 1 72 h-EC,, A 72 h-LC, values of D. magna

. 72 h-ECyy/ 95% 72 h-LCsy/ 95%
nv el o NN 0 N
(mg - L7") EAF X ] (mg- L") EF X ]
nTiO, 16. 739 11.540 ~ 171.204 22.742 9.502~ 585.773
Cu®* 0.010129 10. 154~ 13.502 0.011635 8.342~ 12.357
nTiOz+Cu2Jr 0.010559 10. 486 ~16.618 0.012405 8.381~ 14.237
Cu® +nTiO, 8. 827 6.528~ 74.727 12.721 4.050 ~50.031

H :nTiO, +Cu®* :nTiO, B E A 0. 1 mg/L, Cu® MR EE 40000 O( TR ) |5 we/L.7. 5 peg/L 10 pg/L 12,5 pg/L 15 pg/L; Cu® +nTiO,
Cu® [TV EE R 1 g/ L, nTiO, TR EE 43512 0(XF8) ,0.5 mg/L 1 mg/L .5 mg/L 10 mg/L 15 mg/L,

3.3 D. magna {5 SOD E&iE ML

AR SOD 25 EESHT Ak R G REAR I A0 S 32 3 P 4R A 25 (ROS) i , ZE L A AL il h il 5 =
KRR 3(a) £W,BEE nTiO, W AN, SOD 1 PEZ18 &, 585 F e, 4 1 pe/L Cu™ il
ANEHRBE nTiO, FEAET, SOD & PR E i, 485 T B (p<0.05) . &1 3(b) 3RWI,BEE Cu® W AYHE N, SOD
TR T ARG R, 24 0. 1 mg/LaTiO, FUAR[EME Cu™ LAFRT, SOD IE AR LA S Cu™ Bl /E A
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Fig. 2 Joint effect of nTiO, and Cu’* on 72 h immobilization or mortality of D. magna
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Fig. 3 Effect of nTiO, and Cu®* on SOD activity of D. magna

FL(p<0.05) , X AJHESE nTiO, A1 Cu™ M EAEHG , B FHLIA ™ E A A 3 (0; - ) FIEHEAY R, SoD
R A BR O - ,Fﬁ%% HEHAY ROS XF SOD A8 (1 ATy | fe Al SOD Jif M fifi 2 FAI
3.4 D. magna 59 MDA £ E%{L

AT E RN E A B AR, 5 I R NE B A, 11T MDA J2iX — i FEAY ™), T MDA W] L) s
HUARPNIE Bt EAL AR E ) [ 4(a) 2B, BEE nTiO, WA, MDA SEZHTHRE ., 4 1 nwg/L Cu® FIR
[ nTi0, FAFRT, 1 mg/L .5 mg/L 10 mg/L 15 mg/L nTiO, HeFE4H RS PR 285 1 0 BR4H i . Cu® AN
[ nTiO, AP, 2N nTi0, X} D. magna WIRR UL EALE (p<0.05), El 4(b) £, Bl Cu™ Wk H)HE
T MDA B Hi A=, 24 0.1 mg/L nTiO, FURFEMREE Cu® JLAERT , MDA &8k 5 Cu™ SRR,

IS [ nTio+ Cu? 3 Cu?*
12¢ [ Cu+ nTi0, I nTiO, 1 B !
10F + I +'I'
- i+~
T £ st o g 107
we = Hﬂiéﬂ
I 6 S 2
o 4T 5
WS4t w5t
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Fig. 4 Effect of nTiO, and Cu* on MDA content of D. magna
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3.5 D. magna 5 GSH 22T

GSH BB#ETE B D. magna RN TG PE4E, 18 AT LAZE A e H IR AL RS B (O E AL T 515 45 6 B AIR
PEPY K 5 (a) B B nTiO, WA TN, GSH &8 THE, AR5 RS, 24 1 wg/L Cu™ FUR[E ¥ EE nTio,
A7, GSH S T+ 5, SR 5 TR, 0.5mg/L .1 mg/L.5mg/L 10 mg/L 15 mg/L nTiO, ¥4 A GSH %
R ST R, XY nTio, W KT 0. Smg/L J& , D. magna RPN GSH & P 4R T FE (p<0.05) ,iX %
B, Cu® U [F R BE nTiO, L7, 2 IE nTi0, XF D. magna WEALYIE, B 5(b) R i Co™ WA
Jin,GSH & EZ Wi e, 7.5 wg/L 10 pg/L 12,5 we/LCu™ MR JE LY GSH & 81 8 & = TR, 24 Cu™ i
YRR T 7.5 ne/LJG ,GSH ik FFE; 24 0. 1 mg/L nTi0, FURFEIVRE Cu SLAERS, GSH & AR fa 3 5
Cu™ B A IR 2RI (p<0. 05)

“or [ Cu2+ nTiO, (| nTio, —[_ 50c 1 nTiO+ Cu”_[_:l Cu*
—I_ it 40 H
+ T r
m \%n 30 o Eﬁ
M M 301
Si¢ 20f 4t
SE BFE 20t
EC £
— 10+ 10k
0 L L Il 0 L L L L Il
0 0. 5 1 10 15 0 7.5 10 12.5 15
nTloﬁi_%{@féF/(mg - L ﬁ%ﬂ?fﬁ:/(ug < L
(a) Cu*+ nTi()2 (b) nTl() + Cu?
B 5 nTiO, #1 Cu™ X} D. magna GSH B850
Fig. 5 Effect of nTiO, and Cu™ on GSH content of D. magna
A
4 & &

D. magna BT nTi0, 8, Cu® FFW T ,SOD I GSH 43754 FF 43 32 11 38 o, Bt I 8 477 P8 A1 ; MDA # 75 BE
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L (HAT LU H nTio, 1 Co® AHEAERE X D. magna 1R BTG 4 B9 5200 E nTiO, A1 Cu® B4R B BE K,
nTiO, " BEFEE 48 Cu FEPEMHETR , A 1 ek 2 5 P05 /E A . nTio, M Cu® AH B4R 5 W] fig 38
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