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36 T SOD \CAT F{ PE LU BRI , (05 R 4 A BRACHEZREL , I x SR A 8 E FIPET

KR FE LIRS T JLAEXT IR BUR L
FESES:X171.5 XHEkFRERD A

WFFE R BIPREE 15 Yy | 58 SN 110 5 S5) 8 2 fil X A
TR IA AR B AL P E AL (SOD) (i AL & (CAT) |
AWt Bk i S A W il ( GSH — PX) Fi1 3 404k W) i
(POD) i 1 i, S BRI B Hy ik SR Ak 3 %,
HHTRE S TR, S BURBEREL AR BRI RE R P FNALIA
Y B RIS 2R ), 0 S B Fh g 1 & AR
o K 3 2 ok 7 A9 i # ( Muhammad A L, 19925
Bouaricha N et al, 1991 ;Xu L et al ,1999) , 7Ki& 4
WHTS R Z — BB T, A CW5E 1 3 FhiE
4 J@ B T} FLYATEE X HF ( Litopenaeus vannamet ) 1.5
PO 1 052, R0 T A R TS Yt FLAN I
X R BOR LI, S 7K 7 TR 58 M 1) ft B i e 12 it 3
W,

1 #MR57FE

1.1 SR

SEIG BT FLAAE AT HF T 2006 4E 9 H W B &
TR IR AR S, EITEO R A A T
Feih ik A 8.0 em 7247, MR 10 ¢ Zefi o SRHATE
R B AR SR T ~ 10 d, KR 30, pH
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8.2, % M (24 £0.5)°C, # L 5w, 1 d #HK 2K,
P M URPC A kL

1.2 SRHE

1.2.1 4BEFHENXE 280, e AR
WK Cd®* LGt PHT A 43 B 0. 0001
0.0013.0.0025 mg/L, 55654 I8 B 7R RIS FI5K
Pk Cd** (CdCl, - H,0) .Cr'* ( CrCl, + 6H,0) .
Pb?* (Pb(NO,), + 2.5H,0) , ¥ R4 #r4li, 3 FiE
G B B Rl K AR E) H Cd* <0. 05 mg/L,
Cr’* <0.01 mg/L.Pb** <0.05 mg/L f#0.5.10 20,
30,50 53 B LKA R, Cd®" MSEIR AR O
0.25.0.5.1.0.1.5.2.5 mg/L; Cr' " (Y BEEE K 0,
0.05.0.1.0.2.0.3.0.5 mg/L; Pb>" [l 8K 0,
0.25.0.5.1.0.1.5 2.5 mg/L, Frfy SCos s B ik
3ANEEH, IFUARINE SR & A0 A, &
Fofs JBE 43 ol TS B 1 FLAA Y XS R 20 2, SR IR S T
0.6.12 24 48 72 h HUFE,

1.2.2 miFiy & HHAHS 36 BIF, 5 5
BESRRN 2 mL 525 MO IR, B 2 L 0. 5 mL
TEGLAE T, 4C KA R A7, T M EE I f5, 5 000
r/min Z.0 10 min, % 1 _F3E RIS M35 . Pr4s M an
JH, A5 LT 55 W ORGEOK 52 1 20 i B R
15 000 r/min &0 10 min, f9HE R L A0 L35, & T
UKFEH (= 18°C) ORAF , T 45 Fh S P A I A o
1.2.3 B Al e EEAYEALEE (SOD) i )
A 7 >R FH Rt F i &0 28 = 4 fkik (Florence G
et al ,2002) , 7€ 325 nm K TN AEFE 30 s M SGIE A
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1,

BHE 1 U = [(A=Ay)/A] x100% x J R A
B x AR A B0 R TR, Ay Ry 28 1N B T
JGE

1 AL U (CAT) 3% 7 10 22 AR 4 Marks 55 1)
TEHEAT. IS RALE S B g AL s
SR A S AR SO 1 AR ) B
(1U) . WG J33% F AT CAT f§i% J) =In (0D, /
0D, ) x2.303 x AW B EL/60 x HE I EE 1 T &
i, Ho I & TS I E , R % S ik ik
( Mater — Mihaich E et al,1986) ,0D A% B {H .

2 HREHH

2.1 Cd**xfmjE SOD,CAT &4 HI ST

=332 I N R 7o I O R < G N I B9
BRI SOD & MR M M ESR B FIEM . Sk E
Cd®* 4b FLZH (9 X6F AR 1M 3 SOD 37 14 43 Ay 5 B4 11
75.0% o XFUFIMLE SOD ff kS Cd** e B S 4 £k
RIFH G, 2 H A RAFIIAHDCHE (P <0.01) . ENSE
KEWFFRFR, /NE SR R — 4w BT
X HE g R — A B 25 B N ELAG A S B RO, RIEZN A
W E S B — e AR BEE T, KN =
MG IR . Stebbing TA K B P 7EARHE BE T H K
1R3BSR TO 1 0 T 9 0038 S 1, 3k — B R
Sk FEPEATANL” 5 T R ) A B T D
ER AR, ROy BRI (Canli M &
Furness R W,1995) . Mxiif B EFEL)E C*' 11
G B2 v, XTHR ALY SOD i P4 b Xt B 41 45 B &8 7
1o, FEWIAE — 2 B[R] IR MR BE A Cd® ™ Jipad et B T
CEEYISATRINE T, ) R AR P 7 A e ) A AR
755 SOD G MEHE R (H2Y Cd* kb BEVR B a3 K (0.5
mg/L) (i [A] XU P 7 A ) T 2 AR e R
T SOD TEERAE J7 I, {57 A BE W4 0™, %k
ZH LRI 8 BB 495 , 5 M o B 1 L AR B B
SOD i P A A 3t 2k 1 58 53 30040 it 25 A 4 AR 3
T,

2 W], Cd® " 44 Ab HZH Xt R I 5 1 CAT 3% A1
£ 6 h NIHER E 155 (P <0.05) IF B vk B3 KA
URRE LN T F TS ST o= = W SR e A 1 I ==y A
Z G FEAN I o ()35 31 o {5 1B T FAAIG, 76 72 h 4%
Cd** ZbFHALRR 0.5 mg/L 41 Ah, o 45 kb B vk 3 %)
WRILIE B CAT 3% J3 34 T X B K- (P <0.05) H
HEFRE S, A0, E—E ] mIRETR,
Cd** 5 AbFRALXF R I 55 CAT 15 ) &8 35 2 F Ikl (P

<0.05),
2.2 Cr’*xfmiE SOD,CAT &R 20

3 KW ZEARH B " ERR, IR it 35
SOD {7 P4 5 L2 W7 1 T i) e, IR v B 4 7 S
BG5S 72 bl X BRI, 20 1) Ebox B2
R 11.9% F133.3% ; e BEALPHAR , FESCIR Y5 72
h P45 SOD % P 1R 5 g , % BRAL 1Y 33. 8% , W]
D, E—RE BT Y, G L P AR R Y o X B L
SOD A7 I 2 AR o

4 FEH R A FHLE Xt IR Iy 3 Y CAT 35
1272 h i R I APHIEH (P <0.05) 5 th 88k B 1Y
Cr®* N, X I 355 ) CAT 5 7 BA S5t i F %o B 4L 5
R BEAL T CAT % J7 76 52 5 B 0] P 5 88 MR 2
HEWEAAC(P <0.05),
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Fig.1 Effects of Cd’** on the SOD Activity

in serum of Litopenaeus vannamei
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Fig.2 Effects of Cd’>* on the CAT Activity
in serum of Litopenaeus vannamei
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15 W], (EARIREE Pb*" WA I SOD 35
JIAE 12 h NHBFE TS (P <0.05) , HEESLK I A
FEA B4y 5 I e {8 Ak, T %o B H AR AR B3 (P >
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HRAE,ESRE T LY E AT A BORILE TR 71

0.05) ; 7ERTE A5 48 h )5, B 0.5 mg/L ) Pb>* 41,
FB A A FRZH TR LI SOD 1 oy ¥4 3% 80t 41 i 4
(P <0.05) , 9 W E AT X AL 5 2 Af ] 355 72 h
J& , JTA A B TS B HE X I IS SOD 3% 1 4 il
YEA, I BT X K- (P <0.05) .
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Fig.3 Effects of Cr’* on the SOD

Activity in serum of Litopenaeus vannamei
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Fig.4 Effects of Cr’* on the CAT Activity

in serum of Litopenaeus vannamei

6 F W], ZEARAY Ph*" ¥k B R, X R 1M v
CAT {175 24 h W F1E T, Z )5 (B H K
TEFP RV EETR , B I ) A SE G, CAT 3 ) 5 A%
FHZ M, 2 B[] 35 3] 48 h Ph*" WK %] 1.0
mg/L J5 , CAT { JJ 5 G ik 3 ks 24 IS [A] ik 5] 72 h
Ja A AL B CAT 35 ) ¥R T X MUY CAT 3%
J1(P <0.05) , BA & It a] 5500
2.4 Cd*".Cr'* 3tiniE SOD,CAT &K &

MFETHLIE H, Y €’ (G 2 Fiveg [ B
FAAERT  FERRAY Cd* " (Cr' " YR EETR, SOD {if 1 &
e TR, HBEE 25 A0 PR RE B39 i, SOD i P
B STt i JE AR S, X IR I SOD {1 H—
Pl Cd** 5 Cr' " BUMAEAERT 9 SOD 1 1 B i
%, B2 B Tl A SE 4G (72 h) L2 B F Cd* L'

I3 SOD ¥ 4 2 B i S m B S iy 0 A (P <
0.05), B Cd** .Cr" (Cd** 2.5 mg/L,Cr’" 0.5
mg/L) ¥ BE A9 A, Cd* L Cr' " i i 3 SOD 3% 4 1Y
R A B AR MR B Cd® ™ Cr** B8 1 i ik 3, SOD
TP EXT B SOD JGPE T % T 62. 6% ,2 Ff g 13t
[F] 7 £ i) SOD 3 1 2= B o B b i 4 il 7 FH (P <
0.05), A[UL,Cd*" (Cr’* &2 4575 Y Bief Xof P 1fiL 7 SOD
TG PE Y AK T B — 75 YL I () SOD 1 3% P, 3R W
Cd** \Cr’* X SOD 5P A5 i EL AT DR R/ A
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Fig.5 Effects of Pb’* on the SOD Activity

in serum of Litopenaeus vannamei
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Fig.6 Effects of Pb>* on the CAT Activity

in serum of Litopenaeus vannamei
[AIRE, ZERLARAY Cd*" L C** (Cd*" 0.25 mg/L,
Cr'* 0.05 mg/L) EAWERIE T, SEFIMLT CAT
TP g T R, AR BRI O €A 0.5 mg/LLy
Cr'* 0.1 mg/L B, Mfi3E SOD 3 P il vk B 3 K
IR 18] F) SE - 2 B L 8 o/ e R e T UL
Cd** Cr“ﬂaﬂ?rﬁ CAT I {1 Ay B I A6 ™ 1R[]
— AR A P RR A, RV ARR R i s [R] Py
S REEHE R Wﬁf%*J%ﬁﬁHﬂ“l‘EﬂfﬁﬂﬂF,
PRI PR B A2 A o A A4 ARGRI AR TR CAT
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—EMPLIE, MAEAL P ) CAT 35 PEREAR, 2 W1

b7 R ER AR RN AR R, BE B XTSRS B2

SELAT DL R R

2.5 Cd** .Pb’*xf1niE SOD,CAT ;&M 220
1% 2 AT, ZEAIR IR AR B (Cd** 0. 25 mg/L,

Pb’"0.05 mg/L) i}, SOD % i B — > &5 U, SOD

XTI T 10. 7% , R B I SOD X} Cd** |
P’ 52 A5 Yl HAT — 5 B I St R . BE
Cd** Ph>* gk, Cd>* Pb>* %ML i SOD I 1 (1 5%
M2 B A BT S (4 RV . 24 Cd®T L Ph? T (CdPT
0.5 mg/L,Pb™ 0.5 mg/L) ikE|th 4k BT , 5 %

FHEL, SOD 1 J7 K i BEREAG, 5 2 B K V. H B
A SR R A HE K, SOD i J7 tho LB & 25 1Y)
MHITEH . SOD J&—Fhis A A HUATE R 0, AL
G2 105 F B —Fh A VE R . Cd™ (Pb” " st B A
XTHRA P SOD 5 J7 , B AEHLIATE BR 0, RT3
BUIARIY bl S5 095 , {65 200 60 65 ) &5 ) S o 3 38 it
RE 1 KRB R Il SR A AR PR R, Bk
MR RSS A  ThRE & AR AR L, B BT — 4
T VRIS 1 25 1E 5 AR D) e

R1 TERE CA* (Cr'* 3t LR R M F SOD, CAT & 14 A S0

Tab.1 Effects of different Pb’* Cr’* concentration on the SOD,CAT Activity in serum of Litopenaeus vannamei

WeEE/mg + L~! Concentration

SOD {5 SOD activity

CAT {73 CAT activity

Cd** e 24 h 72 h 24 h 72 h
0 0 22.575 = 0.061 22.519 = 0.015 0.258 + 0.025 0.250 = 0.036
0.25 0.05 23.629 = 0.032 20.005 = 0.037 * 0.263 + 0.042 0.238 + 0.061*
0.5 0.1 19.329 + 0.045 20.091 + 0.051 0.226 + 0.019* 0.218 + 0.013
1 0.2 16.265 + 0.023 * 14.513 = 0.005 * 0.195+ 0.016~ 0.192 + 0.043 "
1.5 0.3 12.335+ 0.038 10.421 + 0.023 0.163 + 0.021 0.141 + 0.012"*
2.5 0.5 8.437 + 0.021 " 6.348 + 0.035" 0.119 + 0.017"* 0.103 + 0.030*

* P<0.05, WEKFE

*x2

AERE Cd** \Pb** 3¢ FLAYRIFER M iF SOD,CAT & MK &

Tab.2 Effects of different Cd’>* .Pb** concentration on the SOD CAT Activity in serum of Litopenaeus vannamei

e Bf/mg - L ™! Concentration

SOD %M SOD activity

CAT {5 J7 CAT activity

cd** Ph2* 24 h 72 h 24 h 72 h

0 0 38.129 + 0.042 37.452 + 0.022 0.311 + 0.029 0.323 + 0.015
0.25 0.25 42.235+ 0.013 " 36.095 + 0.025* 0.364 = 0.011~ 0.387 = 0.031*
0.5 0.5 34.007 + 0.032* 32.120 = 0.010* 0.208 = 0.021* 0.141 + 0.022*
1.0 1.0 33.256 + 0.040* 30.433 + 0.021* 0.190 + 0.032* 0.112 + 0.019*
1.5 1.5 29.307 + 0.015* 27.171 + 0.042* 0.176 + 0.026 * 0.088 + 0.031*
2.5 2.5 22.474 + 0.036* 18.986 + 0.050 * 0.105+ 0.019* 0.085 + 0.025

* P<0.05, B FKF

1E Cd** Pb* " ¥ EE43 5124 0. 25 mg/L.0. 05 mg/
L i, 2282 I a] 24 h 5, CAT 3 M bt X B 40 0 1%
Fm 7 17.0% ; Z#E A 72 h J5, CAT J5 14 Lt #E
ARTEHETE T 19.8% ;M5 b Cd*" Pb* " ¥k
TR B TR Y AE e, CAT 3% 4 B 41 i 7E FH 2 B0
BEIKF, 2 Cd* Ph* T YR EE SR B 2.5 mg/L.2.5
mg/ L [, 2% 5% I5f (8] 73 51 2h 24 h 72 h 5, CAT 3§k
FU XS BEZH 9 336 14 40 BRI T 196. 2% ,280. 0% , #]
W, Cd®r  Pb*t LA R K B 8 A K
Cd®* Pb*" Btk RN A A W5 1Y, BB B A
PMRIVE . CAT J& —#p & Fe 1 Il 2 F1 5T A AL 1
X, feffk H,0, srfif UK FI 4R, BRIL, 5 %0 R 4%
R B M PTI ER RE ) B UIAR DG, CAT 1& MR S fig
BARAEER Hy,0,,S0D 1 CAT iy 3t [F] /5 FH s 4t

RN AT FE W H,0,.0, ¥ hIL#FE R H,0
0,,JF HAg > B Pk iy L I P 09 10 % H i
(- OH) HYIE 8, MM FH 1R 1 H,0, #1 - OH 5
MR E . WBESRER  WF5E R W] CAT IR T F%
AT LS H, 0, 11 SRR DT 21 40 240 i B 235 44 52 )
it
2.6 Pb** Cr’*xtimiEF SOD,CAT & A &N

1E Pb>* Cr'  WREE 43914 0.25 mg/L.0.25 mg/
L B, ZEZHE] 24 h J5 , XTERILE SOD (CAT i&#E Y
XF BRZHAH HE A B 35 122 (P <0.05) , {H Y 52 5%
Bf[A] ZE K I, SOD | CAT i 1 43 1) Fo okt BRZH R B 1
6.3% 4.8% ,Pb’" Cr'* %} SOD CAT & M4 17k
HAEE HHE CI° P B FIREEH 58 2.5
mg/L 0.5 mg/L, FEFERT[E] 72 h J5,S0D  CAT JF 14
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I FEXT B B35 P R B T 166. 7% (147. 0% , Xf
IR SOD | CAT {5 14 2 3L Ry il £ T, W7m thy Pb**

Cr'* G4 T5 Y HA W S B ) £ A e

R3 AREREPY* O’ 3 LAEIER M E SOD, CAT & {4 A9 541

Tab.3 Effects of different Pb>* _Cr’* concentration on the SOD CAT Activity in serum of Litopenaeus vannamei

HeiE/mg + L~! Concentration

SOD % SOD activity

CAT {5 JJ CAT activity

Ph?* crlt 24 h 24 h 72 h
0 0 32.042 + 0.033 33.002 + 0.016 0.151 + 0.012 0.148 + 0.009

0.25 0.05 32.179 £ 0.012 31.036 + 0.033 0.102 + 0.030 0.100 + 0.011
0.5 0.1 26.015 = 0.028 " 24.325 + 0.024 0.100 + 0.016* 0.077 = 0.022*
1.0 0.2 23.206 = 0.039* 20.303 = 0.010 0.006 + 0.011* 0.050 + 0.005 *
1.5 0.3 20.007 = 0.045* 16.070 + 0.022* 0.003 + 0.001* 0.002 + 0.001*
2.5 0.5 14.975 + 0.019* 12.375 + 0.013* 0.001 + 0.001 0.001 + 0.002*

* P<0.05, B FKF
3 iR A 5 M R AR P AR BRATLA L 5 RS ATLAA A S A R

FHEE T Cd* Pb*" G’ SR 7K AR IR BT 1Y
V5 Y H Ot E SR, Rk AR BT RR A A
Rt K AR, IHF5IIET: . Lorenzon S5HiiE ,
SR %5E 0.1 mg/L Cu’", 0.05 mg/L Hg’*,0. 1
mg/L Cd**, 0.5 mg/L Cr**, 1.0 mg/L Zn** 5 10
mg/L Pb” " [ 50E T, ZEFFER 8 b, 5 HF ( Palaemon el-
egans ) [}) SOD CAT 4% {H 16 h L) J5 ,SOD CAT j§
P 2R B R K- o B TE A B0 4R
B HA —E WS N, HARBARR B, X g 1
FHPEB /N Vega — villasante 55 Xf Jill M 5€ X #F
( Farfantepenaeus californiensis ) SOD | CAT [ #f} 35 &
B, 76 1 x 1077 mol/L ¥ JEF T, Mg . Ca®* %} SOD
CAT 152, He™t (Zn** Cu’" %} SOD ,CAT 5%
YA MEIVER, Ca® X} SOD  CAT %4 HA ik ff:
i, Hg'' .Cd** . Pb*" .Cr'*" %} SOD ,CAT 1% 4 2
AP o ARSI AR R 4Rk BE 1 Cd® " Pb* T
Cr* " B3 FLAA 3 X A I35 SOD {7 2 B0k 55 Y
A AE— & Wi 1) FE S Wk E T, Cd®
Pb** Cr®* #%f PLANIEE X IR I 7 SOD \CAT I 44 3 31
R NS B — o AN]SR R AN O R
Stebbing TA A BRI LEAR VR B2 HH 30 A9 3 P 7 v 1) B
ZOETCEEIE OL T AR N, 3X — BLR PR R B
PLATRIONE” 5 TR ) St 1Y 4 S S DU o I
A PR, BN BEYI I HIZN” (Canli M & Furness
R W,1995) . A=Wk 3z 3075 e Wy fil i, 2577 A Kt
EPES, W H,0, .0, |+ OH™ &8, WK B BR, 45
X AE WK T A A 1, TR B AE AL R Gi v, SOD
fe O, #A8 I 0, #1 H,0, , CAT figi#t— 4% H,0,
AL BUK R A . (B, HE SR T
W EE L i B, 23 i AR Y SOD | CAT 35 P & A i 3%

SR At AL B AR 112K 76 ODNA B 5 5. B
LXK AR AR ) ok i3, SOD | CAT J& — 28 fURk 1 73 1
H ST H AR bR

FE A SRIAEE R, 2 b 2 s 0 AR e A TR
LI Y i < SN e & 3 AT B ) |
AP FEPURUH Bk ST AR 4 A 3 Bl
BAERF , WA TR ] I K, LA BOS R0
1 AT B8 2 PR B P i B T A [ i = — 2 B
Ak, A Cd*t G, Gt Pb? T I PP
Cr'* 3 4B T 2 A 5 R 4 0 ) o, FE 58I
Cd>* \PH* [Cr "R JE T, SOD  CAT 3% PEB B 25 T 4F
W, L 5 45 A B P 388 AN TR (R B4 (72 )
Cd** \Pb** [Cr’* XFIfiL7F SOD CAT i 1 & i A
BH 2 B0, BIDAE IR i R [R] P 2 5 3O
PR, T 7E 79 4 5K i R4 B R, X B SOD |
CAT {& PRI MG VE T, B 2 Fh 4@ 85 % M v
SOD CAT J& 1 i il /8 FH Eb 5 — 1 4 R B - 104
TEF I, Rl € (P G’ A5 YA
AR RIE R TER A AP S,
SOD | CAT {ifi 1 R A1 5 25, ZRBH A Ik 1 XoF M By 0 52 vy
PORRBR , DERS X R AT 25 1 C B0 AT D 1 rh i
Ko FTIL, 48 B F R B8 R SOD  CAT i35 1
LU R, DTS SO A4 P 37 1 4P 7 2 RN B
A, (EXTUR A A ZE AL, T R
BT, P, Cd*" Pb*" Cr' " b %R 75 3 A 2
R —Fh I, T R B EER R, 3 B R
P R R AR RS AN A I 3R], AT XoF L9495 o o
A1 A B Bl RN A= Ak R 1 JCHE 1R A% 5 ( Perazzolo
L M et al,2002 ; Moullac G L & Haffner P,2000)
SE W
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Pathogenetic Mechanism of Heavy Metal Ions on Litopenaeus vannamei

HAN Zhao-xiang' , LV Chun-xia’

(1. School of Chemical Engineering, Huaihai Institute of Technology, Lianyungang, Jiangsu 222005 ,China ;

2. Jiaonan agricultural bureau, Qingdao

266400, China)

Abstract ; This paper studied the effects of Cd’>",Pb** and Cr'* on the superoxide dismutase (SOD), catalase

(CAT) activity of Litopenaeus vannamei in serum. The results showed that the SOD and CAT activity were induced

significantly under low — lying — moderate concentration of Cd** ,Pb’ " and Cr’"ions. The SOD and CAT activity was

inhibited significantly under difinite time and upper concentration of Cd**,Pb** and Cr’*ions, while there was an
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obvious dose — time response relationship. Low Cd”" ,Pb"" and Cr’*ion concentrations increased the activities of

SOD and CAT activity significantly (P <0.05) in postlarvae, the SOD and CAT activity was significantly inhibited

with increased concentration and prolonged exposure of Cd*>* ,Pb>"and Cr’* ions, and that the effects of combined

pollutant was heavier than those of single pollutant. The syn ergystic function of Cd** ,Pb** and Cr’* ions was obvi-

ous, thus, the active proportion of SOD and CAT was maladjusted under intimidated metal ions, which braught

physiological decompensation, conescence and death.

Key words : heavy metal ions; Litopenaeus vannamet ; pathogenetic mechanism



