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Hi PR B 440K — S AL SR X i) W & 44 Bz iR Y =2 Wi
EHF YA REE, DR T

(4o Rk K 2K = B, ROAKOK P2 6 BEFRFE 1AL 4 e B 63T 0, 1k X 430070)

A N IEN DK A ER (Ti0,-NPs) XA ( Corbicula fluminea ) F)FEVERBON , 2K I 5,50 100 mg/ L ¥ J3 Fi Bk Al
Ti0,-NPs XV il 55 5% 4b 34 24 48 96 192 h, I JLAE JH A B A1 75 R LA L 2 Bk & e DU A e H K S B R0 g
(GST) B4 LY BALEF(SOD) Fl M . 453 . (1) ZEAH [ ZR BRI [A] Tl 3 P 21 P390 & it B 35
TR T4 X B (P <0.05) ; BEAR BRI [E) 4 K, T AL IR AN 55 2 UL PR PSP 2k & ik B 2 RT3, Btk
MRAP RS i TR AL, T IR B A A U BB i A TR KT s 2R HE 24 ~ 192 h, B THAL IR AN AR R
LA H Sk B B 4350l 0.73 ~3.50 2,88 ~32.37 1,15 ~3. 11 pg/g; (2) FESE A, TR 3 Fh 41411 GST 1%
PERRIFREE LIt s B R B AT, AT AL R P GST G MR8 838 TR 5 LI, R AULA H GST G2 HE 4
TR 5% 24 ~ 192 h, S WAL IR RIS 2 JULPT H GST 3% #4351y 97. 39 ~371.44 164. 92 ~837.22 63.39 ~
247.75 U/mg; (3) 255 24 h 5,3 A B4 Wi EE A1 75 2 AILPI o SOD 16 M3 8 B b 5, ARk B 4 fk iR SOD 3%
PR LT AR B I AT LE S, 3 FP2H ZUep SOD JiGPEXY 2 BB i T R 3, Hm PR T i 32 5 A 3 ik 38 22 1 A
ey R 24 ~ 192 h 68 THALRRANE LA SOD IE 443514 7. 68 ~27.05 3. 63 ~ 16. 92 4.25 ~43.08 U/mg. HF
R, 3 Bk B Ti0,-NPs % 7 5 SRR AE T ML AA Y S 35 o A1 0 5 ke S0 o7 0 S o7, ST i EL A B S Y w3 M 2K
N o

SRGEIR < AT 5 BRI s ok AR B A AL ; SE AL i

HMESHE.0355  XEREMS:A X EHES:1674 —3075(2015)05 - 0036 — 08

LR, B KB RHE D 2 h 7 IR R
BRI T H 45z, AT Sk G b 25 7R
BHIT A7 st ] B Py Ak Bt 7 v ] 4 B
FAE A KA A8 rp X 2458 0 A 25 i R ) T 7
JAU: ( Nel et al, 2006 ; Nowack & Bucheli, 2007 ; Hao
et al,2009 ;Zhu et al,2010) , 2N KA1 Rl A4 A= 91 %6 0
S HO R AR ZS A B AR 52 5 | [ N A 1Y
]2 F1F (Service , 2003 ; F 84,2007 ) o

ok — A ALBR (TiO,-NPs) 73 AR Bk 1Y G 41
A BRI AL 3 Fh I8 AL H v 4 21 4 B0 BE Bk A
Ti0,-NPs HA Y350k HASZ) w4 W A4 i (Ferin
& Oberdorster, 1985) , TiO,-NPs B] S EUK AT E
Wk 20 B K it B S 48 i & DNA 48 A6 52 475 ( Olmedo et
al, 2005 ; Chen et al, 2007 ) ; %f /)y B A AT i 2 2H X
W FA A EEPE 52 0 R DR RS O3 i 2H 20 7%
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(Wang et al, 200732008 ) ; X} A&t HA #2251
(Long et al, 2006) , 7E/K B, TiO,-NPs A [
Wi PRSP P N2 55 ) e S5 G P e
£4.( Danio rerio) HHiF# (Zhu et al, 2010) ; TiO,-NPs
o W B GRS 22 W DL ( Miytilus galloprovincialis ) Ifil
20 M Sy, XL T Pt 200 LT Tl AR R o e e At
Pt 2 T A AL P ( Canesi et al, 20095
2010) ; b4k, TiO,-NPs X 92 JB% Bt 12 ( Physa acuta) |
B 82 ( Bellamya aeruginosa ) 1 4E 1% 5 A= 77 2
YA R ( Musee et al, 2010 ; X14%,2012) ;{HE N
KT YORBLT R AR S A= SR R E R D
T ( Corbicula fluminea) |2 53 Ai T WY R
U B D5 A i — RS T A T A iz ]
SRR B IROK AR S Y, FE LRI E YO B
(Spann et al,2011) ; H-py i OR 38, HA B8 9 22 5%
A (XUAECFN BB 5 , 2008 ) 5[] if 2 — b B 2 414
W5 e de n B W) (Cid et al ,2015) . EABF5EHR
1K =AU SRR AR T ) 4 (Stanley
et al,2010) LA L2 45 Mil A7 4 KR 1 2 5 T L A9 4 Ak
L N 2H 2R 2 8 4R (Cid et al, 2015), fH R L
TiO, -NPsXof {3 MRN8 o AR B0 1 8t
LAY TiO,-NPs 2% 5% T WL 5 b i . 75 e LN 40
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LBk A LA K S 2RI (GST) A 44k
YA (SOD) #& PE A2 4k, B 16 PP A [ e 2
TiO,-NPs 2 & X i W i) 7 S PR BE RSO0, S 7K AR Bl
Py L ST B AT SRR BORL

1 #RFTTE

1.1 #RRE

TR BLAARREA T 2014 45 7 ok B WAL 40°%
B, P56 (33.05 £4.23) mm, PR HE
(14.48 £2.31) g, HEAB RIS E 5, 78 10 4K
ARBN 20 LBy PVC KIEFE R SR 1 . SRHI5E
SRR TC AR S A R KE IR, W8] B KK 80% ,
KA 26 ~27°C ,pH {H 7.8 ~7. 9, {457 H IR OLH
.
1.2 RZ|RE

K B4 2 25 nm BEBR B 40 Ok 4 Ak K
(T104943 TiO,-NPs, 4l if >99. 8% , | i ] 7 T iR,
A BRI ) X ] M 4 47 2% 5 AL BRSE 5, B TiO,-
NPs Feifil 5 0. 1.1.0.2. 0 ¢/L BYEEHK , 88 75 % RE
(40 kHz BX2200 LH 8 75 I 35 DEA , 1 i iy =7
AR 2 7] ) AL PE 10 min DL TiO,-NPs, I
SRR IR RN 5.50 100 mg/T it 3 Sy i
(1) TiO,-NPs ¥ 110 Wi 2 55 Ab B, DABRS H SR K
SEPRAE s AR IR, B ig SRR AE A A 50 LK
JRFA TR HEAT , RS KRR AL BRVES WA FR Oy 20 L, &
A~ TiO,-NPs ZhHRH FE 20 F1 23 o0 R A 45 % 3
5o TFARE LA RE H R/ 5 20 2,
SEH A ] K i 26 ~27°C ,pH (B 7.8 ~ 7.9, {45 H SR
SCJE, PG 24 h B 80% (1) R B A FRVA W, AR
i
1.3 $5+RiNZE
1.3.1 HZBHERXE TEREELRIEITH 24 48,
96,192 h B 43 I BCRE o B3 U HURE B, B 7K A
FRBERLI 3 TR 7R K VU o G A R
il R ER A A R LR 206 3 MR I AR Fh 4
LU R GAVERZ S ooy 1ML 3 Pl
J3HIFRE 300 mg, —80°C fRAF, F Tk &% 2 1y ¢ ;
P A LU SR B i 3 0] B VR DG R U L T
FeN =80 CORAFE , TG 7 By 2 o
1.3.2 ské&EllE  NREpoTn s E R
Fr R A SRR i 25 I 300 mg, 150°C M1 22 {H 51 /5 1%
L5 BIMA 6 mL ik HNO, , 150°C #2458 411
b, 85 A BT KERIEHEA ™ 2 6 mL i T4
T A R 5 4 B - R G E{Y ( Optima 8000DV

R, %[ Perkin Elmer 23w]) EIIGE iR ZH IR
HOE7 N
1.3.3 BB 2 e 3 Al 2 b 2 Bk T
JIK S SRS E ( GST) i S AL M) AL B (SOD ) Y3 1
(U/mg) , LLPEH TiO,-NPs X ya] difl i1 25 1 %4 1 o
ASSEE BT AP U AR IR 0. 05 ~ 0. 15 g, 4% iR
FEmE & (g) /A HEK (mL) = 1/9 A 0. 65% 4=
LK, IR A5 1 T AEH 2R 5] 9 A (Tissue Lyser 11
B 8515 QIAGEN 24 %]) #1800 r/min 2J3¢ 3 min;
SIRIRAE 4°C7F 2 500 t/min B0 10 min, B E VS
SR FHER 1 o 7 357 £ GST 52 47 & .SOD il 5
R & (R U E A W), 4 B 2D JR AL 3 |
W 3. I FH W k7 A% ( Infinite M2000 PRO Nano
Quant, B3 f] Tecan 2y %] ) 7 595 412 550 nm K
3l E b B B W B B, GST L SOD Y
OD {8, FF MR P10 & AR SC A a3k 4T 3 Fhad
LU e 8 A T GST SOD 475 (U/mg) o
1.4 HIESH

iz | STATISTICA 8. 0 #% {4 ( 2 [H Stat Soft 2%
) X 3 A~ TiO,-NPs ¢ 8 2H 15 5 I [8] %) A [ 6 b5
ARSI 1E 4T W R 3R 7 22 9Bt ( Two-way ANOA) |, R
FHEAN 2 7 22 53 Bt ( One-way ANOVA) HE#5 ] — %
g I ) R 45Uk B A 5 25 0 R 1 22 5 DA R s Ex
HE2H 6 7 R I [B] A A2 Ak o &I P4 LA (P 4{E =
P22 ) Frm , A0 BRIA] P24 40049 He R ] Duncan £5;
%,P<0.05 R ERTH,

2 HBREHH

2.1 FAEALHHKEETW

20101 #8230 R ZH YT 2 2 rp o R
}0.08 ~0.14 peg/g, TEFAFIZEER T, 62121
SRR B R 34 R T s I IR (P <0..05) (
1-A) . 28224 ~192 h,5 .50 100 mg/L ¢ & 41 fif 2
YISEHA ik S B4 B 0. 73 ~ 1,49 .1.20 ~ 1. 46,
113 ~ 3.50 pe/g, Wk BEAL MV ¥ 2 5 B %
(P <0.05) , b FMR B K BT 4 A 2T
MTFEAR R T RZHNAFAERE ZER
(P<0.05), Mk I 48 h 555,96 h £/,

W5 % g B[R] AE K, 100 mg/ L ¥k i 21 S8 41 417
PR B i 2 UL M A S 3 0 0 P 3 R BRI AR AL
M5 mg/ LI5S0 me/ Lk i 41 8 20 217 ¥4k &
Wb F AR KT o B VR P 5 5 R 1o ] 22 B A7 7E
EXHAEM (P<0.05), % 24 h 1 48 h,
100 mg/L ¥ JF 41 8 21 21 F 35 5k & & 5 51 A
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1.743 pg/gf1 3.496 we/g, 3% = T HAMMKE AL ; 5
#% 96 h F1192 h,50 mg/L ¥ & 21 il Hp - 258K &5 5 40

4.0 O5mg/L .

oo B W50 mg/L (B)H & i
P30 B100mg/L
o & mCK
23220

g2
SN
N =
SRR =

o E: &

24 48 96 192

& I [F/h

Exposure time
R I = bRifE2E) o CKOAZS X IR . FETE [ 107 AR IR ARt/ 5 Bl v S 4 2 IRV T S8 3 P 22 5, R IR S 5 B 3R
25 FA BRAL 22 [ AE B 22 5 (P <0.05) o " R AERE B G I ] ok BEZH 5 % IR A =[] 77 AE B 5 k22 57 (P <0.05) o
1 FEIKE TiO,-NPs R5/FMH 3 MALAPKRSENTL

CK is the control group. Different lower case letters indicate significant differences among concentration groups and different capital letters indicate

% 55 i (H)/h

Exposure time

BN1.316 peg/gMl. 461 ng/g, BEH T S mg/L ¥
A,

% 55 i [5)/h

Exposure time

significant differences among control groups (P <0.05). “ * ” indicates a significant difference between treatment groups and control group at a given ex-

posure time (P <0.05).

Fig.1 Titanium content in the three tissues of Corbicula fluminea exposed to different concentrations

of TiO,-NPs and different exposure time

2.1.2 HMER AP TH LR ST Bk
FaN0.10 ~0.35 wg/g. TEAHIEZEEEME R ,3 4>
W2 A IH AL IR E SO S8 RS s 38 I8 3 v T35 DA R
H(P<0.05) (K 1-B), 524 ~192 h,5.50,
100 mg/ L B 21 11 1k iR 41 20 ¥4 4k 5 & 43 0 R
2.88~19.14.6.22 ~15.98 3. 88 ~32.37 pug/g, H
H1 50 mg/L Wk BEALIE AL IR B0k S i B =
HAth v FE2H (P <0.05)

Bifi 22 8 ) ] A T AL AR 40 207 298k &5 i 7E 96

~192 h BERN(P <0.05) , F-7E 192 h K FH K
fHo BREBEWHE S5 RGEN R AARELEEH
(P<0.05), Z&#% 24 h 148 h,50 mg/L¥E FE 41N
16 MR 2 27 Y 8K & & i O 15.98 wg/g Al
9.70 wng/g, W T HAM L ; 255 96 h,5 mg/L
F150 mg/ Lk B 41 11 1k B 41 221 29 8K 5 4 43 51 R
13.67 pg/g F113.05 ne/g, W25 T 100 mg/L ik
2H 5 7% #4192 h, 100 mg/L ¥ & 21 71 AL iR 41 217 245K
FRABI R E (32,37 ne/g) .5 mg/ Lk AR
(19.14 pg/e) .
2.1.3 R FEXTRAY, 55 ENLR ALK
FHN0.09 ~0.24 peg/g, TEAHIRZEEHE] K ,3 4
W R 77 R SV ER S b 0 2 R T8 R IR A
(P<0.05) (| 1-C), 57 24 ~192 h,5.50,
100 mg/ Ly FE2H 75 /& LH 40P 8K & & 70 il o 1. 32
~3.11.1.15 ~2.41 1.47 ~2.23 pg/g, Wi 41 8] F
B ES AR (P>0.05),

Bifi 2 S I (R K , 75 R 2 SUF- 2 BK 35 7E 96 h
BF FTHRBIERM(P <0.05) ,fE192 h L RET

M. BT S RBENMAEERELEEN
(P<0.05), #&ig 24 h,100 mg/L ¥ & 2H 75 L 2H 4L
FEBRE R (1. 73 ng/g) B3 150 mg/ LK T4 ;
Z55% 48 h 196 h,5 mg/L ¥k 41 75 R LU H8K &
AR 1.62 pg/g F13.11 pe/s, EFHIN2 N
W EE2H 5 25 B I [A] JE G 28 192 h, 50 mg/ Lk E 40 75
JELUP RS (2. 41 pg/g) B3 =T 100 mg/L
WeREA

2.2 FEABLAPH GST FiETL

2.2.1 # ZSEXTIEAERA 2 GST Y75 M
PG N B R A, HAR AR L Dl 122. 64
~295.73 U/mg, 25 24 ~96 h,3 Mk fE 2 i 20 21
HGST G S S A RA TR % ER
(P>0.05);192 h B}, 5 mg/L A1 50 mg/L ¥ & 2H
GST -4 15 1k i R T X I 41 (P <0.05) (1A 2-
A) . BFZ 24 ~192 h,5.50 100 mg/ L i 21 fiffl 20 21
GST 3 # 3& 4 43 31 k7 99. 60 ~ 206. 36, 128.35 ~
371.44 97.39 ~328.83 U/mg, H:rf1 50 mg/L ¥k B 4H
GST V- 243 P fe sy, 100 mg/L R IR, HI @
EETS mg/LIREE4 (P <0.05)

Bifi 7 f B (A A, BE 2 40 GST -3 7% M 2 B
N BRI H, 24 h i GST - 343 1
5,192 h k2, (B3 B % 5T 48 h 196 h B} GST
FEEPE(P <0.05)  FREE VKT 5 2 85 N R A7 7 2.
X HAER (P<0.05), 2§ 24 h,50 mg/L Fl
100 mg/ Lk B 4 GST SE3 3G 4 (371.44 U/mg f
317.05 U/mg) B 55 mg/LYREELL(P <0.05) ,
252192 h,5 mg/LFI50 me/Lyf 4] GST E44 15 1
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LT 100 mg/L ¥k EEZH (P <0.05)

2.2.2 HMER S RAE R4 LR GST
VRS PETE 192 h ik S 35 T R, AR B Dy 326. 09
~606.81 U/mg, 5:5% 24 h 148 h,3 4~y B 417
fEIRZL 2 GST SF- ¥ i 5 X A4l L B & 2 7
(P>0.05) ,HHr 48 h I} GST ~F- Y43 PEHIK T% Bt
o 796 h,3 MNIREEYL GST 3 % & 3 %+ %4 1]
H(P<0.05), 552192 h,3 AN EELL GST #4535
PEW = TX IR (P <0.05) (B12-B) ., #5524 ~
192 h,5.50 100 mg/L ¥ JEZHIH AL IR 2L GST V-2

PS> B A 281. 98 ~ 759. 39 164. 92 ~ 757.50,
197.72 ~ 837.22 U/mg, ¥ & 41 8] -4 { 2 5 R 3%
(P>0.05) ,H:H1 100 mg/L 4] GST F-Hy3 1 d
5,50 mg/L R4 RAR

Wl 2 R B TS IS, T AL AR L GST -2 1k
EBLE W E T AR I TR, 192 b i GST
PEJIEE K, 24 hRZ 48 h /(P <0.05) o %
e Ve L2 5 R R N AL AE S B SC AR (P <0.05) ¢
F72 192 h,3 NURJE 4L GST - #4935 M4 0 K, 96 h
HHES |\ e 411 G o8

- 600 (A)’%? O5me/L 1000 BIELB SoF (CO)# 2 A
£ W50 mg/L 800 [ T.§ op RIS 2
< T 400 E100 mg/L T
et MCK D 600 E £
— E =| i
= = s0!| E E
T = = =5
,E.[ % 200 = £ =
5o =l 200} WE g
&} £ = £
0 = 0 = = =
48 96 192 24 48 96 192 4

% 55 i [Al/h

Exposure time

% 5 I [H]/h

Exposure time

55 it (A)/h

Exposure time
GST G (PIIME = bRifEZE) o CK Oz XS IR, FER AL L7 AR [RIRMA/ NG PR ORI 4L 2 (A7 70 B 35 28 5, AR IR S 7Rk
7RES ER R 2 AR M 22 57 (P <0.05) o " FORTER FREE I 18] T e BE A1 5 %0 IR 2 IRV AAAE R M 22 57 (P < 0..05)
2 AERE TiO,-NPs RESMH 3 FARPERHEHK S BREEE

CK is the control group. Different lower case letters indicate significant differences among concentration groups and different capital letters indicate

significant differences among control groups (P <0.05). “ #” indicates a significant difference between treatment groups and control group at a given ex-
posure time (P <0.05).
Fig.2 Glutathione S-transferase ( GST) activities in the three tissues of Corbicula fluminea exposed to
different concentrations of TiO,-NPs and different exposure time

2,23 FR ZEAXMBAFLENANLALA S GSTF 9.58 ~ 11. 18 U/mg, f£ 192 h I 2 3 F FF

KIHEPE R 124. 38 ~ 160. 37 U/mg, A [d] 5 55 i ] 22
[EJC EPE2E R (P >0.05), %5 24 h F148 h,
3 AU EE L IR WL ZHZ GST S 1a3 P 25 %o i
21 AT 48 h B} 100 mg/L ¥k B4 GST SFE-335 Pk
W TX AL (P <0.05), %596 h f1 192 h
.3 ANHREELL GST 3415 PR X R4, {192 h
Bf 50 mg/L i i 41 GST - 34 37 4 i I 1 X B 2
(P<0.05) (& 2-C), %5 24 ~192 h, 5,50,
100 mg/Lifk Ji 21 75 JE LA 41 21 GST -3 7 4 433l
H99. 72 ~ 236. 23, 63. 39 ~ 247.75,107.90 ~
231.45 U/mg, ¥ JE 4 [\ F ¥ {H 2 7 A &
(P>0.05) , 1100 mg/Lyfk 4 GST F-35 3 14 5w
15,50 mg/L v B 4 e fik

bl BT IE K, 75 R WL 4120 GST 375
PRI BT N A (JL 48 h F1 96 h B i 3
REA%, P <0.05) ,24 h i GST SEH35 M5k, 48 hik
2,192 h /),
2.3 AEHELHH SOD FHETL
2.3.1 #8 AN AE 2 SOD TGN

(P<0.05), %% 24 h,3 Nk B4 8 20 41 SOD
SRR B E S T EX IR (P <0.05) , BiE
48 ~192 h,3 M EE4H SOD -4 3 4 ¥4 5 X Rt 4
BEEF(P>0.05) (K 3-A), #FE24~192h, 5,
50,100 mg/L ¥ JiE 4 il 41 21 SOD S 34 3% 143 1 A
10.72 ~22.12.9.05 ~27.05 7. 68 ~15.26 U/mg, H
H1 5 mg/L R BEAL SOD 235 1 /57, 50 mg/L ki
HkzZ, HHEFEET 100 mg/L ¥k B 4H
(P<0.05),

Bifi % 5 B[R] A, BEZH 20 SOD S #5777 M 2 B
W TR (b 48 h B I R, P <0.05)
Zx% 24 h B} SOD ~F-H{E PR K,48 h IRZ,192 h
He/No TR VR S B ER R AE A B R HAE
(P<0.05), %524 h,3 PS4 SOD 24935 P
AT K- Herp 50 mg/ Lk BE2H SOD ~F- 137 1
B (27.05 U/mg) o 58296 h 11192 h,50 mg/LA
100 mg/L ¥k FE2H SOD ~F- 34 7% 1 B 2 1% F X BR 47K
SE(P>0.05)
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Y 35 y (A O5mg/L
g 30 W50 mg/L o
o 225F % E100 mg/L &£
2 Z 99 2 @CK =
225 Eé’ N g 5 =
el FA LowAB Ty B 5 E
[a) 8 10 - 5 £
Q7 s £ =
[} H =
0 = =
24 48 9 192 24 48 9 192 24 4 9 192

& 75 I [H]/h

Exposure time

% 55 i [Al/h

Exposure time

F B2 I [H]/h

Exposure time

SOD G (CFIIME + brifE2e) o CK Az XTI HOBIE EO7 A RIRVA NG FREROR M BE 2 2 A 35 P22 5, AR RS B3R
RS ER R 2 AR M 22 57 (P <0.05) " FORTER B E I 18] T e LA 5 %0 BRAL 2 IRV AAAE R e 22 57 (P < 0..05) ¢

B3 AREKE TiO,-NPs R/ 3 MALR B S L EEE S

CK is the control group. Different italic small letters above the bars indicate significant differences among different concentration groups and different
capital letters indicate significant differences among the control groups (P <0.05). “ s ” indicates a significant difference between the different concen-
tration groups and the control group at the given exposure time (P <0.05).

Fig.3 Superoxide dismutase (SOD) activities in the three tissues of Corbicula fluminea exposed

to different concentrations and different exposure time

2.3.2 AR EEXTRALHMRAL T SOD - AL SOD F RGP B 14,23 ~ 41,94

PIEPER9.32 ~11.50 U/mg, 525224 h,5 mg/L ¥
JELIH AR 2 SOD -1 P (16. 92 U/mg) it
Fim T a5 X AL (10. 23 U/mg) (P <0.05) (
3-B) . Z&%E 48 h,3 YKL SOD - ¥ P34 i 3%
EFXT R (P <0.05), %% 96 h,50 mg/L Fi
100 mg/LyK £ 2 SOD ~F- ¥ 3 1k 12 25 (% T X B 4
(P<0.05), #§ 192 h,3 N JELH SOD SF-335 v
B EART X R (P <0.05) . #5824 ~192h, 5,
50,100 mg/ Lk B2 AR 2L SOD ~F- 149 ¥ 4331
$16.73 ~16.92.5.58 ~10. 14 3. 63 ~8.67 U/mg,
W FE A [RE 2 25 7 35 (P < 0. 05) Jf Bl B2 14
AR B

Bif 2 5 B B A, T AR AR 20 SOD -39 4 1
P W T B R e (b 48 h iy R 3 R AR,
P <0.05),%%5% 24 h 5} SOD “EX1E M5 K ,48 h
WZ,192 h fe/)h, 2 g W T 5 2% 5 I [R] 7778 i 3%
LHAEM(P<0.05), %255 24 h,3 4~y 24 SOD
FERE AL T R KF, Hot 5 mg/L Mk 2 SOD
VR E R EIFRERT 2 AEmWESA
(P<0.05), 55 192 h,100 mg/L ¥ & 4] SOD -
BIE e 2 IR
2.3.3 R FHXNEBAFENRLL H SOD
PIEMEN 21.01 ~33.66 U/mg, 5#% 24 h,5 mg/L
150 me/L ¥ fiF 40 SOD S 15 4 (41.94 ~
43.08 U/mg) i & & T % MR 4H (33. 66 U/mg)
(P<0.05)(®3-C), 5748 h,3 Pk fE4]l SOD
PRGBS AR T X IR (P >0.05) . %58 96 h FiI
192 h,3 YREEZH SOD P34 75 VL1 B I %) B2
(P<0.05), 5§24 ~192 h, 550,100 mg/L ¥ i

7.49 ~43.08 4.25 ~36. 84 U/mg, ¥t i 25 5] 5F 24 8
255t 35 (P <0.05 ) Ff-Fifi i B2 B4 i AR FAIR

Bifi 7 F B (R AE K, 75 IR 4140 SOD P33 AR K
B E TR Horb 24 h B SOD P19 14 5
K,48 hikZ ,192 hig/N(P <0.05) , REEHEE 5 5%
Fa I AfFE &S HAE (P <0.05) , %25 24 h,
3 AR 2 SOD - B 3 Ak T 8w K CF, Horp
50 mg/ L FEZH SOD ~F-¥3% P fe i, KK m ik BE
H(P<0.05), #§2192 h,3 PMkEF4H SOD 115
PERE 2 e ARK P, Hidr 100 mg/L ik 220 SOD ~F- 3
TG HEAR
3 itig
3.1 A3 MARPREEERSTHEDR

Pl , M 8 F 1L [E La Rochella 375 19 2= € b5
DI ( Chlamys varia) 88 JHACHE 75 2 LN 22 R &
(25.8.64.5.4.84 wg/g) 3ol TAHEE 15 km [
Ré & Saint Martin WV AN 3 FhA1 41 gL & i
(18.6.42.6.1.73 pg/g) , HrH LIk & i =
( Bustamante et al ,2005) , ¥ H0 if & T4 52 46 h P A
T3 A Bk B i, AR SCg il 3 e 2
BRI K P (H LAV AR T b i B2
51 , 5 B AR T8 ( Oncorhynchus mykiss ) i JHE |
WL S5 4P 8K % £ (0. 04 ~ 0. 34 pg/g) A2
(Ramsden et al 2009 ) , 5259 WL 3 25 [ X B4
TR PR S R AAAE A MR 22 57, XAl RS
HORFENLE MRK/NL BRI R B i i 22
AKX,

YK JoT AT E N A AR 0 1 A L A A L A O
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FHFE, BRI K Z AT LA AR By B 41

TEH A 4R (Zhuang & Gao, 2014) o i M 15 4 K
AL O, ¥Ry 25 mg/g IRJE P FRAH 28 d J5, HolgiE
APk AT 117 pg/g(Stanley et al,2010) ;
), oK) Bk A Sh A5, nl i e AR E B 55 5%
RAER NS, T 6845 £ 3 Ti0,-NPs ()45
BHG L AT H MR R SCHE A a0 B T 5 7% 3 E
A, SO I A 4k & 52 T i ( Ramsden et al,2009)
ASEHG H, TiO,-NPs 25 Jo W 3 Fh 20 2 B2 &t
P8 4 25 v TR B, 100 B K PR B8 v 85 i kB TO, -
NPs 7] DL i W 052 375 2y 9l HC B | 75 i 45 20 LI
A 5 A 2R R I A SE 4, T 8 2 2 P B 1 B IA
EIETHE JE TR B R R X — B
SN0 B PRV FE A b vk BE A A 2 K AL
THFLE K-, B8 J5 W BRZH b BR 5 & R R AT
e TiO,-NPs Hill S0 Il W B9 47 Ay A e 02 5 20 450 %
LAY 5% (Buffet et al,2011) 5 [R] i, 6720 21 P A Bk
A AL IR AEER A A% B H B 4121 (Li et al ,2009) &
AL PR Bl B AR A AL BE A 2 R I TR
THALIR AT WL H 2 Bk i SRR BT
Dl B H 2N SRR BA AT RER AL 35X 2 FhZH 2
o, TR IR T Y T AL A R e, R Y
B i ik B AL IR H SO b s 4R (L et al,
2009 ; Ramsden et al ,2009)
3.2 TiO,-NPs x};a4} GST #0 SOD & 14220
TiO,-NPs i A4 W14 J5 687 4 16 P 4 B H 2k,
HETTRALAR 3 F50 48 A 1 8T 52 0 e 4 Ak 18 174 1% 1
(Federici et al,2007 ; Kahru et al,2008) ., A& N
(R SRR L U LA — o 1 v B A8, ATLAAR TE e
TiO,-NPs Z2 5% S5 T FOARVR B I 7 A B 22 3% R 4
B 13 (Jaeger et al ,2012) , FEM#( Cyprinus carpio) .
WL 8% ( Oncorhynchus mykiss ) . 28 G D1 ( Mytilus gallo-
provincialis) V& VW ( Scrobicularia plana) 25 7K 4 3
Yrefr, o T Z2fif Ti0,-NPs SE4KY) i 52 82 T 15 1R
B BEXTUAR R0 , AR N AL 8L rp GST 48 i i) 15 1k
BN (Hao et al, 2009 ; Canesi et al,2010 ; Buffet
et al,2011) 5f 7= 4= Ho v i B AL E 7 ( Federici et al,
2007) , TEASSEES TiO,-NPs 2 55 4] 1, i 4 3 Fh 4
2 GST Fi& Ve AN R R 2 1 b T 5 B AR 2 5 I 1)
TEAG B 2L GST I P T BE 5 B TF, 192 h i
100 mg/ T FEZH 1) GST TH LK 52 3 %) BRZH /K-, 4
B S 2H 2R PR B B R T P A T R R AR
17 ( Federici et al ,2007) ; JH{LIRE GST iEtEEX M B 5
SR LU 2 L # B AE 192 h J5 3 PDYREZAH
THALIR) GST {EPE & ETF, X vl e 5 IH ALl th 2k

EE W E T T ERTEYE A A IR 24 K (Hao
et al,2009) . FFRNLALILL GST iHEEEL T [
e, 7 96 ~ 192 h I, 3 MR BEALRY GST PR T
XiF B, R R BB AT R AL

AL T HEATKAELE MR NG, 2 i 21 41
Hh SOD S, HLRA — & M ] A BEROW . 4n
T ( Oryzias latipes) JRfifi SOD {5 PEAE ) 4 d A
Pt 0 A R i [ S < T A ARG, L oy A 2 2 B L 1
SOD i1 T B R TR L 4, fH 4 d J5 SOD i
P B FH(Li et al,2009) ; CuO-NPs X ¥ 755 2
FRALHL 16 d J5 , L SOD BT 1 i 28 3 i ( Buffet
et al,2011) . FEA SRR i b) 24 h i, ] A |
RN AL SOD iEME A AR EJ B
TR N AE 3 R ZUrh SOD 1% 4 X 2 38 i T e
%, H SOD {4 T i B 5 TiO,-NPs b By i 5
TEAHOG, BEHA TiO,-NPs Xof i WK {4 25 21 32t 1 S A 4
PTG 16 SOD kT K. 7% 55 01, T L 21 21
SOD R T Mt , #7r H SOD g 4% i — 7l
BT (Li et al 2009 ) 5 1 7 AR A 75 L ILPA Z1ZR
H SOD {5 PEAE 755 Jo W R IR BERR, Al RE 2 b
A FZBUY Ti0,-NPs 522 2 2 i B AL B Bk
AR, e T BRSO AL (4 B R 2500 (Kahru et
al 2008 ) ; A, 765 B ZH Uiy 217 WL 2H 41 GST Al
SOD {7 P4 Bl S B o 18] 28 K1 A BT A2 1k, 45 8 W41 94
KL XA LA R S B 25 R AL ( Cid et al,2015) ,
XA R PEARAL AT RE S AR R AR B Y
ZESHEA K

Lk LIk , AR rh 3 RS TiO,-NPs B &
BUATER WA N B 2w S 5 R AL PR N, B
A7 WA A ) RSO
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Oxidative Stress Response of Corbicula fluminea Exposed to
Anatase Titanium Dioxide Nanoparticles

WANG Lu-ping, HU Tao, ZHANG Gui-rong, MA Xu-fa, WEI Kai-jian

(College of Fisheries, Huazhong Agricultural University, Freshwater Aquaculture
Collaborative Innovation Center of Hubei Province, Wuhan 430070,P. R. China)

Abstract; In recent years, the wide use of nano-materials has led to accumulation of these materials in water and
soil, bringing potential risk to the environmental and ecological health. Anatase titanium dioxide nanoparticles
(TiO,-NPs) migrate between aquatic animals, from species lower on the food chain to species higher on the food
chain. Whereas there are few reports on the ecotoxicity of titanium to mollusks. Corbicula fluminea is a mollusk
with high nutrient content and economic value in China. It grows in a wide range of fresh water habitats and is an
important indicator of environment pollution. In this study, titanium bioaccumulation and oxidative stress response
of Corbicula fluminea exposed to TiO,-NPs were investigated. Twelve treatment groups with 20 C. fluminea of each
group included three TiO,-NPs exposure concentrations (5 mg/L, 50 mg/L and 100 mg/L) and four exposure du-
rations (24 h, 48 h, 96 h and 192 h). After exposure, titanium concentrations and enzyme activities of glutathione
S-transferase ( GST) and superoxide dismutase (SOD) were measured in gill, digestive gland and foot muscle tis-
sues of C. fluminea. Results are as follows; (1) Average titanium content of gill, digestive gland and foot muscle
tissues of C. fluminea exposed to TiO,-NPs were significantly higher than for the control group (P <0.05). Aver-
age titanium content in digestive gland and foot muscle increased with time and was higher in the digestive gland
than in the foot muscle. Average titanium content in gills was similar in the low and medium TiO,-NPs concentra-
tion groups. After exposure for 24 h to 192 h, the ranges of average titanium content in the gill, digestive gland and
foot muscle were, respectively, 0.73 —=3.50 pg/g, 2.88 —32.37 ug/g and 1.15 =3. 11 pg/g. (2) Initally,
GST enzyme activities in the three tissues increased, but at different rates. Over time, GST activities in gill and di-
gestive gland tissues rose again after a significant decline, whereas GST activity in foot muscle tissue gradually de-
creased. After exposure for 24 h to 192 h, the ranges of GST activities in the gill, digestive gland and foot muscle
tissues were, respectively, 97.39 —371.44 U/mg, 164.92 —837.22 U/mg and 63. 39 —247.75 U/mg. (3) After
exposure for 24 h, SOD activities in gill and foot muscle tissues increased markedly in all three TiO,-NPs concen-
tration groups, as did SOD activity in digestive gland tissues for the low TiO,-NPs concentration group. SOD activi-
ties in the three tissues all gradually declined over time and the rate of decline was proportional to TiO,-NPs con-
centration. After exposure for 24 —192 h, SOD activities in gills, digestive glands and foot muscles were, respec-
tively, 7.68 —27.05 U/mg, 3.63 -16.92 U/mg and 4.25 -43.08 U/mg. Exposure to TiO,-NPs at all three con-
centrations leads to significant titanium bioaccumulation and oxidative stress reaction in C. fluminea.

Key words: Corbicula fluminea; anatase titanium dioxide nanoparticles; antioxidant enzymes; oxidative stress



