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Effect of sub—chronic copper exposure on the antioxidant system in the gills of Anodonta woodiana

LIN Zi-gen, JING Wei—xin, WANG Lan"

(School of Life Science, Shanxi University, Taiyuan 030006, China)

Abstract: To explore the effect of freshwater copper(Cu) pollution on the antioxidant system in the gills of the mussel Anodonta woodiana,
the activities of superoxide dismutase (SOD), catalase (CAT), glutathione peroxidase (GPx), and glutathione S—transferase (GST), and the
contents of reduced glutathione (GSH), and malondialdehyde (MDA ), and total antioxidant capacity (T-AOC) in mussel gills exposed to
Cu*(0.137, 0.548, 2.192 mg-L™") for 7, 14, 21 and 28 d, were tested. The results showed that: MDA content increased with increased Cu®*
concentration and extended exposure time, showing “dose—effect” and “time—effect” relationships. With Cu™ exposure, the activity of anti-
oxidant enzymes SOD, GPx, and GST were significantly induced (P<0.05), while the activity of CAT was significantly inhibited (P<0.05),
in comparison to the control group. In addition, the content of the antioxidant GSH decreased significantly (P<0.05). T-AOC was signifi-
cantly higher(P<0.05) than the control group after exposure to Cu* for 14, 21 and 28 d. Overall, the antioxidant system in gills of A. woodi-
ana was activated under Cu®" exposure, but the gills still suffered oxidative damage. In addition, the responses of GPx, GST, and GSH to
Cu* exposure were the most sensitive among the indicators detected in this study, which could provide a scientific basis for using A. woodi-
ana to monitor and assess freshwater copper pollution.
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il (Copper, Cu) ZHLIA LT ME TR Z—", 2
ﬁﬁﬁﬂﬁ%lﬁi’f{@ﬁ(Superoxide dismutase , SOD) i i {5
% ¢ ‘AL (Cytochrome ¢ oxidase ) | Hil %A fL. 1 ( Cerulo-
plasmin) Z 15 Z 0 AL B 5T R 7, H HA (e LK
T I bR A A A AN SR AL S T R T RE . AR
1M, 2 22 1 Cu AT 355 A ML ™ A= K53 P 4R (Reactive
oxygen species, ROS) , 5 | i £ Wy JEH1 407 L2 11 o A8 e
it 2 16 S DNA 287541

UTAER, BLI] K B B Cu Vs Qe 2 kb 2
DL EIKAP 05 e ok 5 32 22 R 07 IR K AR IE it
SERT WFFERBT, Cu I IR B AR R S 5 4
IR A SIS, XoF 7K A Bl ) %) P A L 3
Py BRI DTSN Ay o M KA 4 s 9 G A B
FFE R AR AR N BT AL SNy TR
FN R AR by A Wb 2 ) A M I DA 7K A Cu 55 B 42
JR BTG QAR

B IG5 I (Anodonta woodiana ) 42 7E 3 [E 49 A1
Iz BIROKIE X Cu AT B8 0 s SERE 1 B 1R
6 75 A= W0 3 ORI 1 L3 4 i Y g W TR AR
SR, A7 56 Cu X85 M Gt EBE PR ISR 4520, LA
4w R SR T B, AT A
W ASYE Cu™ 255 )5 15 A IO REEE h i Atk 16 4 , U6
ALY B | 4 AL U (Catalase, CAT) (A3 e
H K A B 9 ( Glutathione peroxidase , GPx) F14F Bt
H K # B (Glutathione S—transferase , GST) 7% ¢ , if
JR A2 e HBK (Reduced glutathione , GSH) 14 — i
(Malondialdehyde , MDA ) () 5% 1 I S 40 A AL HE J1 (To-
tal antioxidant capacity , T-AOC ) 7K -, i 3% 0] $§ /K Cu
15 Y B IS A IR W) L O T A TR B IR OK
Cu {5 3% WM FIIFAh S PR 22 AR

1 MREFE

1.1 RIe#F#

SEB6 T FH T AR 0V i (AR SRR T i) I H A
2 I T DA AP R ALK 7 Tl b o LB T
B2 48 h A | F 3K /K (pH 6.8, 5% 6.0~6.3 mg- L™, /K
202 °C) By ERME (KX FEX 5 60 cmx42 cmx35
em) PEF SR 3 A BRI 2 d 4 10K, B H B H
TR 3.5 104/ NBREE , T4 2 1 20 “CAE A -

1.2 KEH*E
1.2.1 FZALER Keial ]

AR« B S TR UL (Eppendorf, 5804R #Y ) | H,

5L (FLUKO, F6/10 8 ), H, $4 P8 1R /K 15 4% (Ep-

pendorf, HHS #) , Z DI e A7 1X (SpectraMax M5 %)

177 KA (CuCl-2H,0, 2344t ) S Akl (NaCl,
T4l | B e R &, SOD LCAT .GPx  GST
W2 0500 &5, GSH AT MDA 5 2 22 15057 &5, T-A0C
D R0 &, 40 T R o AR ) TR
1.2.2 LRI

FREL 5.884 g CuCl, - 2H,O F/INBEAR 7, il A 200
mL RLZE 7K FE 43 VA AR BC 1 10 955 mg - L7 Cu® B .
FRPE Cu? X[ 4 96 h i) L.C5(109.55 mg- L") % & 34~
Cu*(0.137.0.548.2.192 mg- L") S G5 40 F1 1 428 (A%
WEAL, SCg0 ILE A7 28 o BEIUCIMA K/ IR (5E K
6.4+2.7 cm \5¢ 96 4.0+1.7 em 52 T 2.2+2.0 em) 0]
B30 T 44 SRR (R X BEx 5 2 51 emX35 emX
30 em) 1, B4R BEHLAE I 20 H, %FBRZE A 20 LERES,
48 h LA ) A RK , ZREE LA 20 LAS[R]HR BE 1) Cu™
VW o 758 W R) 5 9 SR ()4 73 S R e — B,
FIs Gz e YT 1 B T A7 O (A S 2 B [T i S8 T 5
87.5%) , 3 KBt HkhAET-AMMA . B4 P17
1.2.3 FEb il

Cu™ %252 7.14.21.28 d i , B 2H FEHLIC 4 H ) ek
BTk b s R O AR A1 212 0.1 g (BRI i A U
YA R TS, BT .08, R A% G
A 2 -80 AR VKA Rl o 2000 - (RN 1:4 19
Fb 45 i AT ¥4 1 A BRER K, AR VK B R B A 2R
(FLUKO, F6/10 %) il 2 5] 3% , SR J& 4 “C"F 2800 r -
min~' 2.0 10 min, BUL FIEREE Tk E.
1.2.4 W5E J7ik

FH 2 Th 3L W R G G U 1 i, BRI
HLLSOD I Jy, vl WG CATIE J7 , b vkl
GPx 1 GST & 77, TBA 3 & MDA 5 5, sl 32 0
GSH %4t , FRAP 30 % T-A0C. .
1.3 #iELbIE

K I SPSS 18.0 A 52 35 Bl A 7 B IR 28 22
M (One—way ANOVA) , iz FH| Duncan 7 #8045 7% B2
2 AR RE A ] 1 22 5, AL (DA [) 7 B 3R 22 5 g 3
(P<0.05). SEEGZERIGLL P IEAATEZ TR .

2 HERE5RMH

2.1 Cu”FE XA EFER SOD & MR
WL, B 7 58 F [B) 0 S 4 45 % 55 20 ]
I SOD 1 P ¥ R BN i T - E -5 T AR L
P HA K PR SOD EMETE Cu> 5 5E 14 d LU
N v e 4H SOD T 7 Cu™ 2 58 21 d MK &2 31 %f 1A
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HIKF-o FE Cu* 5255 28 d B, Bl Cu® ¥ B2 38 A
SOD i PR S Tt i Ja B, HL 3 5 25 5 T % B4 (P<
0.05).
2.2 Cu”HEBEXTIAEEER CAT iE MR R

FH 2 AT 50, 28 Cu™ B 58 , bR R W B 4 Cu™ 2
28 d CAT IE PR A T B % 22 S 4h , AR dl 5 %
HEZH A e 3 9k S E ] (P<0.05) . M Cu™ %252 7 d 7
14 d, B2 CAT I 4 N B, A Cu™ 2285 21 d 5] 28
d, P JEH CAT I FTF
2.3 Cu” FEBXTA R CPx i R #2 I

L 3 AT, 28 Cu® ZR 88 e , T A G Px 1 P %o
HEA 1 1 5 (P<0.05) o A% MR B 4L GPx 1 1 b
S R ] P AE K R TS R AR fh e 3, B2
#5241 GPx I I AE Cu™ 2 5 28 d B35 2| eIk, (E47 f2
FT TR (P<0.05) . Cu* %52 7.21.28 dif, .
1RV B A GPx 1 PR AT v i 21 34 J 2 1K (P<0.05) .

= 200r [ X§ & Control 4 0.548 mg- 1"
S| 00137 mg L’ N 2192 mg-L
% 150 a
%5 cd7b—bc d d
== N d
£Z \
8z §
= sof %
3 / N
0 Z N
7 14 28

Cu Z&#Z 5} 8] Time of Cu exposure/d
AR A AR B M 22 5 (P<0.05) . T Tl

Different letters in figure indicate significant differences among
groups(P<0.05). The same below

B 1 Co ¥ & AR EEERHERA SOD E R0
Figure 1 Effect of Cu* on SOD activities in gills of A. woodiana
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2 Cu™XtH R SR AR CATEIERI R
Figure 2 Effect of Cu* on CAT activities in gills of A. woodiana
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2.4 Cu”ZF XA SR GST iE 4RI

WE 4 PR, 2 Co™ 285 5, T BEAE GST 1 130T
MR 0 5 T (P<0.05) o Bl 5 2% 25 1) [R) A9 <, {1
WL 20 GST 1 T o 78 4k, rhvk B2 21 GST i Mk il 2%
REAIG, Sk BE 20 GST TGRS S IS BRI, HLrb (s vk i
ZH GST i PE Y 7E Cu® B 5% 28 d i} iA R eIk, (EA)) i1 2
TR IR (P<0.05) . Cu® %57 21.28 A, o ik
FE2H GPx T P B ARk B 41 34 (2 2 B (P<0.05) o
2.5 Cu” R BEX A SR CSH 2 2R

5 AT AT, 28 Co™ R R i, I i 6 GSH 7% i 4%
Xif HE 20 B2 25 AR (P<0.05) o A% FP k¥ 4 GSH & &
it 5 2 o B[] ) S 34 P T I B AT, HLISHE Cu %
7% 28 d IS B A, Cu™ Z2 85 7.21.28 A, @ik
2 GSH % b3 i 2 & TRk 41 (P<0.05) o
2.6 Cu”FEBEXTAHFEE T-AOC K220

WK 6 Fir /s, Cu® 2 5% 14.21.28 d i}, Ja] i i T—
AOC HX} A2 1) 8 25 T+ 155 (P<0.05) , H 45 22 5 41 T-
AOC [ifi 5 7 & I () A SRS I A e B FH . Cu™ 588 21,
28 dB, BliAE Co® VR EE 35, T-AOC ¥ 5T 5 B (1

100 O X # Control 2 0.548 mg- L™
3 00137 mg-L7" a N 2.192 mg-L"!
2 a
T 801
w EC l ab l
I 2 N
TS o [e e
i £
X £ 7 % cd
\
o O [ %
= 2 7
iy E‘ )
E 20F f f 2 f
S EANTEAT
0 /
7 14

Cu %= 7% ] Time of Cu exposure/d
B3 Cu™XE f iR E R CPx iE R0
Figure 3 Effect of Cu™ on GPx activities in gills of A. woodiana
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Figure 4 Effect of Cu™ on GST activities in gills of A. woodiana

wn
(=)
T
@
N

wn
(=}

BRZH L GST &1k
GST activity in gill/U+-mg™ prot
)
S

\\\\\\\\\\\\\\1_‘




1236

URIEIN Xl 53855 6

Y 5 2 X B4 (P<0.05) .
2.7 Cu" BB EEEL MDA & 28I

H I 7 AT, Cu™ B 58 14, 21,28 d B, Ja i 6
MDA 5 0 B2 35 2 2 T (P<0.05) . 45 Z2 FE 4
MDA 7 1t $4 b 7 2 58 B (] B SE 0T B . Cu™ 22 R
14.21.28 d I, B B 41 MDA & 80l Pk 2 2
B E TR (P<0.05) .

0O X} 88 Control 2 0.548 mg-L™!
0 0.137 mg-L”" & 2.192 mg- L

a a a a

30'1 l l l

B LAY GSH T

GSH activity in gill/pmol - g™ prot
)
S

21 28
Cu Z&FZ 5} 8] Time of Cu exposure/d

BS Cu"XE R EHERARCSH & BMFM
Figure 5 Effect of Cu* on GSH content in gills of A. woodiana
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[ % 18 Control
s [0.137 mg- L
= 0.548 mg-L"! 2 be b
a0 9 -
S oaof B2192mel? Py e
= g of dee 7
i £ ef %
SE fg f fg fe
= B g
By -
2 ;\ 0.05F
i
H
0
= 21 28

Cu &2 I ) Time of Cu exposure/d

6 Cu™SIH AL EHFEHEL T-A0C KRN
Figure 6 Effect of Cu* on T-AOC in gills of A. woodiana
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Figure 7 Effect of Cu* on MDA content in gills of A. woodiana
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SOD J& A i P F BT AL , AT IS BR A= P 1A
Wﬁ%m%%(Superoxide anion, 0+ )", CATZ&—Fp
FEAFTE T LE W SR AN AL W B A & 5 3
F18 ST D T, T PR AR A 0 i 3 4 1L & (Hy-
drogen peroxide , H.0,) ¥ Ak S K FIAL R, P 2 [F]
HIHUABTEIL RIS —TE BT A RFEHRGE,
J& 52 i DU (Mytilus coruscus) F1 0] Wi (Corbicula flu-
minea) % Cu™ 2 5% i , H 6 SOD & 4 ¥ 4% & 3% 75
FEE FEARWISE R, W A IO A EEEY SOD 15 ETE Cu™
#gr FWHHA S, nTRER N A SRS Cu™ i K&
A 03 2 SOD 9 22 15 94, SOD #1945 7l
B, WS KO BT, Cur 2R 28 d I, KRR
SOD {7 P14 5 3 w5 X B2, {EL 8 ok B 2 SOD 17 1k
Brhw B AR FEAK, X5 X W A CF W
(Crassostrea angulata) WFFE T3 F A9 45 2>, Af
B T AE BT R Sk B Cu 288 T, 75 A JC 14 I i o
PeAE T R84 8 2 1 (Metallothionein, MT) , MT 1]
HAEWHE Y Co 85 Bk AR L 10 05+ A2 iU I
D L O3 AR SOD & 1 T REPe), Bifi 2 22 5% BF 1] 1)
TE, & ZEE H SOD IR ME R BB S - E -1A 77
AR S R Cu R I, 75 A JC A R 05 -
A AL TSRS 2R BT E AL RGBS TE 5,
28 Cu™ B 68 J5 , 75 A JC I BB CAT I M 32 B4, X
5 XF IS G DRI SR 45 R — 3™, mTReEth T Mt
WIS P AR Y Cu™ 7E S 5 WL N S A Dt S Bz (f31]
i, 25 SN ) 8 3k #E R A Ry Gt T Cu” AT
Ho0, S A= LR A H A, A5 LA HL0, 895 AR
M TRV FE R, 5 RS CAT IG P T R, Bl
T BRI R RE K, v 4 CAT W M 2B 5 T (03
AR TR IR, 3 AT R 5 rp vk B2 41 SOD 15 PE A2 4k
Ko M Cu#E 7 dF] 14 d, PR SOD V& TE T
W% , Ho02 2 AL A9 D20 AN L AR CAT S B,
CAT {5 Pk [ A% 5 I Cu™ 5255 21 d 3] 28 d, Rk BE 41
SOD{fi P BTt HL0: 2 BN, CAT il 1 BT

GPx 7E HO, fE7E A 00 R, AT i i H,0, 55 GSH
J2 i A K N SEA A e H K (Oxidized glutathione,
GSSG)™, GST 2 HLIA N B A 1 B A Pl S AP F0 i
AU DI RE AT, v fiE AL IS SN IR W o R R L T
FEM1 5 GSH M S SL IR, 3 3 MR s Wy ik Mk | fiff
Gy TR e R AR AN DT 442 i 2R T LAORAP LA
0 f 52 5 E 0, GSHOJR LA N AR 2 1 5 SR Ak
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A, BATTE R B R L AN M AR e A
Z R AT R, WS R B, T SR 7K DL Ano-
donta anatina 4 Cu™ %% 8% J5 , H 60 GPx 15 7k ¥4 9% 175
gl JE B A AT (Ruditapes philippinarum ) #1335 38
I D1 (Perna viridis ) 4 Co™ %% 5% i , JLBE GST 16 3 8%
W ARG, 4 Cu B EE T, 1 A oI I
GPx & VERE B 275, HEX AT BRJEMLIAXT CAT 1 1
2 B B ACEEPE PR T A R I, T AR G A
GST G MEFE Cu™ 8 Ppk £ 1A%, v HEH T 7
Cu™ M , GST KL K 35 Fi, GST & & i 1
o, S 2K T, IR AEAL T Cu™ 5 GSH Y S 5k
FHES A NIk B ff 58 B 900, SR, 248 Cu™ R iR
J& T A JCHT BEAE GSH % i i RRAIC, iX 5 X /1
W DR T P A R R S T A Y g R — 2, \T
e R o GSH — J7 I 7E GPx AL T I8 J5 H.0,, I
T I i Hh e A A R GSSG™Y, 5 — T T A GST i
L A 55 s s IR S A A A
4R, RN 43 8 s, GSHAE K GPx il
GST WA filg i) 3L [ IS4 , 76 GPx Fl GST W 3% 1k 1 1
WEFHFOEN TR EIEFE. Cu”2E87.21.28
d, % #F& 41 GPx M GST G M 2 2 & T X5 B4, GSH
B TR IR, e A GPx FI GST il PRI
R 2 S 2 AR ANC T R VA B 4 GSH 5 R IR vk i 4 i
5 ETE, ATRE S R A 24 Cu® ik B2 T v 2R LA
AE 1B I, ML Y ROS 19 7™ A= 5 3 BR8] 1) 8h 245 F
BT TR , ROS AN HE i , LA 4 it ik S oz fin =, g
B LB, GPx Fl GST W 1% 1 T B , GSH IHFE I /L,
GSH % it [l JH27-21,

T-AOC 2 EmHUAYT AL RS SR R4
AR RIS R G PEFE bR , RIUA VLA N £ R R
RG> /NG R ) S AT AR g 45 2R
R, Cu® 5255 14.21.28 d, 75 A JC 16 I8 T-AOC %5
X HE A 35 4 2 Tt v, HL R A 2 55 B[R] 1 SEC, 45 2R 5
HT-AOC A Fr BT, KW Cu™ B i N [\ 1<, 75
A JC 1A B 8 e e A SR TR B0 A AR A I S N, T
AOC & W Pk 8 =, e XF 38 W0 I (Lampsilis siliquoi-
dea) 1 = AR T2 ( Portunus trituberculatus ) BIWF5E
WATE] TR EE R,

MDA 2 g i A AL EE Y 2 — S &
A B S R B o o) AL R R B T 42 S e 1 4
Wi RR S, 9T R, ROS Al Bl A b i 2
AL ARG TR , 7 A RSBt ik A A 4, DT X 448 A 38 it
PG, AWFIE R, Cu™ 285 14.21.28 d, 15 M LA

IS MDA 5 kB0 R 4% 88 25 T, ELRE Cu* ¥k
BN AN FEFE AR AE K, MDA & iz E o, B0 B
38R T — RN R I ] = RN T O FR L AL A A AR
TEXT L DL (Mytilus galloprovinciali ) F1E S0 A1 (Ru-
ditapes decussatus) IR FE TP A g J B+, AT BEH T
TER I [B] e e B Cu™ 225 |, 1 A I RS ROS 21
Pl — 5 B, AR TE o IR St Ak RGN
XF Cu™ G E A AL (EATAS /& LAORP 8 5 52 484k
05, N Bt AR R IR

4 #Hig

(1) W2 M Cu™ %% 78 X5 A1 JC o B 65 SOD . GPx.
GSTIEMEA A FER X CAT IS A IRER . &
G A EEEE ST AL RS Cu> 5288 R s (B4 %%
B 1 E A .

(2) 35 1 JC U5 1 6 vb GPx . GST Fil GSH X} Cu® 2
25 1 7 F5e oA R, AT DI R AR Wb 7 A F T KA Ca
15 2 B I FTEA
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