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SEmAYIEX BARBREEMTENLRZRF N

AR, R E

5, FEM®

(MAA koA 225, BE  071002)

= H AVHEF (Macrobrachium nipponense ) TEFALYIHEE 7 0.4 1.2 F14.0 mg/L /KR 2255 48 h, W53
i30T JHG AR B 2 b LR ST AL BE T 52 . 45 SRR, s AL )0 H A TR R 1Y 24 148 .72 .96 h LCs, 4351
22.5.15.2.12.5 11,35 mg/L. MLANHEEEHE(THC) FIFRIEE 4 (75 FT 4 ORI ME 5500 BB AL i 71
AR, 2 48 h,0.4 1.2 F14.0 mg/L 4119 THC 135 BEA%, 4371 X BRI 85. 71% \70.75% F157.48% o 251250
2H VR BRI B8 I I ) A5 % PR A AR LU SE G, 1. 2 mg/L T 4. 0 mg/T 443 S AN 12 h A1 6 h JT 4R B 25 K T30 B4l
(P<0.05) , TREFHLPY Y SHTEALRE J) (T-AOC) BERR Ak B2 A T = 1T AR, 22 48 h, 1.2 mg/L F14.0 mg/L
2 ART R R (P <0.05) o A LYE RS (SOD ) Flid A Ak S B ( CAT) 1 J Bl G Ak 4 v B2 1 - oo i 14 0
%48 h,1.2 mg/L 4.0 mg/L 20/ SOD ¥ f1 i 35 15 T X AL (P < 0.05) , F B H A MR 535 2 58X IR Ik BE B £k
WA — € BT 52 7 5 S AP R B Aok = I, T AR 4 S8 BE ) ARG, W LR ST A R e 7 AE B

KHEIR : H AR GRALY ;s L BIEW S s Sz B RE 77 s Br i fb Ak

HESES:QIT8. 171 XEARERG A

H A 78 4F ( Macrobachium nipponense ) & ¥, [F 33
BEL T AR B R 7™ i e 1) — TP IROK 25 R 26, 3 B 4R
I3AT T HAS B S A I AR Al XA R 7K K
(M 25,2008 ) o B 1 4 ZK A4 v i) o DL 9
W, KRB AL 60 45 5 A PE ) H,S CHS ™ R 877 3k 3
MR, AR 5 pH E BLEEAA G, H, S Rk
Py 38 00 ke e PEAE R (OIS 45,2007 ) o 78
HARFRAET 1, St KRG T ) A BILA) 28 DR S fi
PR TEFRFEAKAR T BRAE M AEGIRK RS i T
JEAA YL & R, R EE 2R 1S, HLS &
P AR 2 PR AR, 5 A0 € 3R S AL Bl
(1) Fe’ * 25 4 1 BHLAS 34 IR £ Fe® ™ 13 J5 784 40 fifd
0K FALBE , TR o, 7~ 12 2 B, BT 1 40 R
(RS ,2008 ) . H,S A AT G854 N A e H ik
MBLELS & A e H IR R  s2m TR N AR Ak
PR N TSR, B AL TE K SR P S
TR B KA HLS WY TR, LR
AR BE AT RN ) ARt | I e R
HHX A2

F I, B A6 P00 F e sh M B PE T 58 i) 41 32 %2
LTI IS, DF 0 R AL TS H AT IF (8
R4 2009 ) B K VR R ( Macrobrachium rosenbergii )

s B EF:2011 -07 - 04

HE&mB db4s A sk3 430 H (€2007000193 ,€2010000253) .

TEF AT R, 1973 4546, 5 W, B, FRMNTK A3
Yy PR 25 RS SR EWFSY . E-mail ; guanyueqiang@ hbu. edu. cn

N EHS 1674 —3075(2011)06 — 0089 — 06

(Jayamanne, 1992) | H 4 & X} #F ( Marsupenaeus ja-
ponicus) ( Cheng et al, 2007) . JLAFTENTHEF ( Litopenae-
us vannamei ) ( Hsu & Chen, 2007) | A4} 558 ( Eri-
ocheir sinensis ) 2 (44 18 1 25, 1999 ), Kang %
(1995 ) B AEARE G AL P8 2 F T, H AT AR
R OB T s 2B WTSE T ALY e xs H A
TH MR R A 83 R R e A e e A R ey (iR
2009) , fHI AR KL BB FE , H A AR UL E) 6
AEHIXF H A TR IR G g2 B3R S (R IS 408 5 55 ob 36
BE I E AR PSP U8 A, OF R Hibt A Ak
RN E G ER RO S R Tk 71 S EROE S T LR /i
AL R G S i B0 AL UL B 3 A A
AL B ( Superoxide dismutase, SOD) ¥ o7 i) 725 4k, ( Joii it
&, 2007 ;Cheng et al, 2007; Hsu & Chen, 2007)
ASCWESE T HRAC LB T, H A T R 2
HEHE L LA K H X8 T 0 I S 8 4 b AL e AL fig
FIRIFZR , R FR AR v 1 PR B PR P S AR A=A

1 #R5FE

1.1 K5esi#

TR H AR IR T b 28 Bk i i,
BIRT PR e R 3 T 5 AR i 1E
55 I AT 24 h Kia 56 A () 45 0k AR M, R ARG
(3.57 +0.30) em, KT (1.56 +0.09) g,

1.2 FHIERERE
FEMEIAER A 96 h b dilgn vk, DIk e
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N1 g/ L B A VA R0 9 K R B AR ) o R
Hove B B A2 SR NN = X 3 — IR L £
5 (BRHEESRE,1996) o MRAE BT A5 R, 50 7 U
MR, R EWE 254 0.0.6.5.8.0,10.0.,12. 5,
16.0.20.0.25. 0 mg/L, FHEEELHLAS A 35.5 em x
15.5 em x15.0 em, FRARIARFS Lo 3556 1K i
TEAK KR (22 £2)°C,pH {H (8.2 £0.2) , 75
wOREF 4 mg/L LLEIREAE B ZOEIR T . i
AR 8 R, BN EE 3 P47, B K8 00,150 00,
220 00 B 5 IR0, B 40 i 00 7 1R B\ pHL LT A S5
IKIFHERR , SR TEAE IR , iE 53¢ 24 48 72,96 h I{A
SR T K (TS A fh e ke #4360 B J DH A Ay o oz 2
RIRAETS) , HABRAE T AN A, R N iR 15

TALPI ) B
1.3 Mm&EEEIREINE
MRS ST PR AR, HEAT S AT

AL B AR AR I8 S e 8 A AL IR ST A L fg
AR, X E 0.4.1.2 4.0 mg/L 3 M5
W, % 1 DAL ALY X AL, B4 3 4 F
17,1460 10 2, R #50H Ry 48 hy DL 1 ¢/L ) Na,S
VS TRA BRI T K AR BR AL 0 I VA BE , 433 HE 0.6
12 24 48 h Bkt
1.3.1 i1 48 j8 11 %% ( Total Haemocyte Count, THC)
SRHH 1 mL VRGN H AR TR SR L s it , e rp

(90.2 mL M#KEL 5 0.2 mL HLEER] (Soderhill &
Smith,1983) # % Eppendorf 4 HiR 5], R A LBk T
B 2 THC (Smith & Johnston, 1992) , i1 %A
D o (1 7 s

1 mL [fRE A THC = (A/5) x25 x10* x B
= 50 0004 x B

KA -5 DOFAg R I AI i B8, B - TR RS
1.3.2 ootk B ke ot B R0 2 MR ES A 40
PO E RS, AEAE b, EE M TEIIN
PR IR L 3 20 o o 57 E e 180° , T 42 i 1hT X3
L ML 9P L5 T o of 4R B 5 T s i) s S Of 3 45
1k, A0S I b L R ] P B ] (Jusssila et al, 2001)
1.3.3 & & Ao e Ik e S (F
W R A W 550 o 2 B E i H R (I
A, 2005) , TS IRAE F bk E R Pk
0.1 mL I EHE 5 0.9 mL HLEEFITEA 10 wL 94
B ZEFRUAT B BRI TR (107 CFU/mL) it A 51 it 40 Jfa 2
JE R 10° A~/mL A9 1 35k B 3 5 P R A P R
57327 CIRE 1 h,4°CF 700 g 5.0 4 min, {5 PEFE

wh, B BHTE R A B B TS RS
MRS E E 3 ~5 min, [55E J5 Y F Gimsa et
Pefd 1.0 ~ 1.5 h 0B T LS,

TS (PP) = 2 54 W i) 40 s A~ %5/100
MEWEAA x 100%

TRWEAR L (PI) = TWRANTE S EY 2 S R 4
JH %
1.4 AlRImEKEEDNE

IRAATHAFILA 0. 25 ¢, B THIEMA2. 5 mL,
pH 7.4 BEFRER G2 PR Y 5 mL B0 b, BT 148
F o BB ERLIR , B UK 210 (200 AL 10 s/,
I 10 s, A 10 ¥k) 4% 4°C 10 000 1/min B>
30 min, FFUCHE, B EIHFRE T -20 CTHRAFEH .

FHZ% 5 [ W5 25 0 A i 1Y) A 2 1 % 1 ( Brad-
ford,1976) ; s 4t %A L. §E 77 ( Total Antioxidant Capa-
bility, T-AOC) 2R 0 & (B at e A= ) LAY
FIe) € , J5 125 R gk i 5 SOD 3 Jyt sk A ik ik
R, Ik Ny v R S AL — R e 1k 5 o AR Al Ul
(Catalase, CAT) V% J R FFHIR 4 Lo (35 I 7€ , #F i
w4 100,40 ,200 L, &40 3 4 F 17 (Goth,
1991) .
1.5 HIESH

FHOCHHE ) SPSS 11. 5 GEit B fF AT s K &=y
225317 (One-Way ANOVA) , 445 22 B 551, 5%
LSD £ H FUACIE Ao 0 4% vk S A I 1) 22 5, B35 K1
WENP<0.05,

2 #FR

2.1 FHILRE

RIS R (B 1), B2 R 134
WYXt HASTRERY 24 48 72 .96 h LCy, 43531k 22.5 .
15.2.12.5.11.35 mg/L,
2.2 EER

TR ZHVE AT THC i 2 5% B[R] 4 SE 177 A1, 78
12 h J5 5 X A A b 22 55 55 . i3 41 VR oF THC
BEBRAL YR LR THE T REAIG, 22 48 h i,0.4 1.2 il
4.0 mg/L 20 THC 43 5l g X B 2H 19 85. 71% .
70.75% F157.48% (& 2A),

25 T 0 A R P 5 I )55 0T B AH EEAE
T AL T 8 ey, 2 8 o [RS8 B i) A
(1 2B) ; Hir1,0. 4 mg/L 21 AEAS [) 2 58 Bsf [ 56 i A
6] TG 55 2454k (P >0.05) ,1.2 mg/L f14.0 mg/L 4]
S E 12 h FN6 hIF b e i i ] 2 3 T B4
(P<0.05),
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RG50S HURE R[], 1058 41 7R AR
AT I 11 0BG A0 Wt 45 2024 1% %) B4 (& 2C -
D)o 7E[F—HURERS ], 2 BN B AL W o B2 s A
Wit F1 0 EE AT WEdE BT 5 22 48 b IR AL VR AR A A7
S w1 S 3 I O TR (A L A
(P <0.05) ; RWIB ALYy W38 FEAR 1 H A T 0 1L 20
LA AR WS T

—0—0.0 mg/L
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HBEWH(E2E-G),0.4 mg/L M 1.2 mg/L4H7E6 h
112 h 1y T-AOC WA FhE , Bl J5 RRA% ;4. 0 mg/L 41
{HIF T-AOC [ % g5 i [A] %€ < 1My F% I, 2= 48 h,
1.2 mg/LF1 4.0 mg/L 41 T-AOC 5%t FR4LH] 1L &5 2%
FEAR (P <0.05) o #5155 41iR 4R SOD i J7 5 %t
NEZH R LT v, BT i R g, R R I ]I
SOD 3% SR ; 2 48 h,1.2 mg/LAI 4.0 mg/L 41
SOD i J3 B TR IR (P <0.05) o CAT i S
AL SOD {5 T3 ), i B 4R 4R Y CAT i
1 BERT A B Y Tt R 2% B I T] ) 2 T T
BAKXRH S RAMLY T EER
(P>0.05),

3 atig

3.1 X B ARBERE BT R E
TERFEE S SRR R P, G AL A K A i L i
59 BRALPXHAR Dy 7.26 mm F115.08 mm 1)
% IR YR ( Macrobrachium rosenbergii) 96 h LCy, 435
N 2.57 mg/L F1 4. 20 mg/L( Jayamanne, 1992) ;
HEGRELIE (Eriocheir sinensis) JORAMA M (Z,) %
ARG VI (Zs) FRIRZ A (M) 19 96 h LC5, 53531
Sh2.75.2.95 F13.61 me/L (£ A#145,1999) ; 4
96 h LCy, ol 3.09 me/L (4L, 2007 ), 24

6 24
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pH 8.1 ~8.3 B}, &K Hy 20 ~ 25 mm [ 4% B Xf HF
( Metapenaeus dobsoni ) F1E[J i %} KR ( Penaeus indicus)
AR ALY 96 h LCs, 70510 378 wg/L I 342 pg/L
( Gopakumar & Kuttyamma, 1996) , A& 46, H 4
THAFAIBRALY) 96 h LCs Jy 11. 35 me/L, W HXS A
Ty s 32 PR A

3.2 WHALWXY B AR % SR iEtRA &0

L2400 2% 2 S A R 5E s B B A BRAR DL
S K A PR B8 25 A7 18 w8 T A i A= A2 Ak, 9k
Ve SEsh Y BRI 2 fahr . AT, &2
TRALY A ) H ATE AR i THC [if 2% 8 B[] 9 424
T REAL , Bl B Ak 42 v B2 1) b T M IG5 22 48 h i,
0.4.1.2 f14.0 mg/L £ THC S E A%, 20 B A %] 1R
4119 85.71% ,70.75% F1 57. 48% . X SHi ALy xf
HAREXBF (M. japonicus ) F1 LAY XFHF (L. van-
namer) JpIE 45 R — 20,2 Bl 7350 2% g2 7E B )
4 0.525 mg/L i1 0. 488 mg/L ik 48 h )5,
THC B&AK T 40% Fi1 25% ( Cheng et al, 2007 ; Hsu &
Chen, 2007) ,

20 B = A A e A0 ML R A B AE T A S
JRLAVRE T 3 S AL T 5L R 48 55 T BE (Johansson et al,
2000) . ZHALY A F) H AR R THC B 2 FEAR,
(] i 5 A2 38 21 ¥ L 200 L0 Wk 1 0 B N o s i
K. Cheng Z£(2007) Fl Hsu & Chen(2007) #Ri& , #i
W30 5 1 S H AR 20 MR LA 5 X0 B I 200 S ) i
BRI A W TG 3 R BRAS  2 F IR A WA
FAVE R AR S S 1 F2 22 B o 2 — , A 4
WAL R KFTH A AR T i 7, A2 20 i B 1
SR Y SLNE o v TR A A2 M 2 8 R A ) A W T
J1 R EART XS R, R AL ) e B AR T H A
LANIOEIRE SRR

IR A BRI 18 1 B A% R I 1 ( TGaase ) fiE AL
£E 4 H (Clotting protein) AT 5 LAY, iX 2 Fh7p1
TERRAHRAE G A W SR 1) 8 SOy Hh oA A 2 Y
YEHT(Maningas et al, 2008 ) ; HLIR G52 J1 T [ 2l
i 7 T SRR S R I BT () RE G, 2 AN BB BE UL ( Yoga-
nandhan et al, 2003 ) ; /K¥RIE H )75 e ihin ( 24
IR ) 25 5 BOHR SE BE I I H] HE K (Smith & Johns-
ton, 1992 ), H ¥ 2R DL BB AL ) 38 X6F T B S B 1. i
[ o ASBFFE S R R B, AL Py ae T~ H A
SRR ot P ) 2 G, LA T ) W 35 sy, % 8 ][]
1K, B

3.3 wmixd EABRAARELE DM

T-AOC JZF8 WL K B i B Fat A Ak g 71
S R SRR R R . B R R LS
SOD \CAT .23 it H K S8 A ) il 55 bt 48 AL il 255 5 R
A R MR R G AE R A MR EILR N4
JEHE PR . 0.4 mg/L F1 1.2 mg/L ZHTH IR
FE 6 h F1 12 h Bf T-AOC W& A3 Ft &, 2 Ja BEAIG
4.0 mg/LZVHER T-AOC [ 2 5% I 5] 4 SE 4 1717 FAEAIK
% 48 h,1.2 mg/L Fl 4.0 mg/LL Y T-AOC 5%} R4
FH L 25 A IR BE AR AL 2 1) TR AR A Jilp e 1
AT T-AOC F& , W RBSE TR ALY xt B A VR AR
JoiR LA B8 Y AR A A 1 3 A o S B, o AR
SR AR 2R 5 B R A 1 TR, AT 4 R T T-AOC,
Bt 25 B A e B 1 T v A R sk ] %) K P AR
TGP, XA P BT S AL B )7 A Al A
FH 5 5381 LA AE T8 B 06 PR AR R, B B 4
Fei. BT HUEAREG Y A B0 52 2 DA AT
AALF A THFE B T-AOC TR, M A N R T
B W M T H AR TR IR = A i AR A

SOD JEA WK N Ak H 2 1) —Fh b A AL, i
TEHEABH T (0, ) B AL A H,0,, fff O, FRFEFTES
TRACE, AR A K o T AP B BEIR . CAT &
UL & G0 0 2 o g, A Ak H,0, #2462 H,0 il
0,. SOD FI CAT 3 Jj AR AT LA e et A8 Ak ik &
T M ARUTE BRI 1 15 I, i DN 1 sz B A P 35
K. I 25 R R WY, A2 B Ak ) B 38 A T IR Y
SOD 1 CAT 3% f1 5% B A L35 T v, ELBR ALk
R, BE NS M. F 48 h, 1.2 mg/L Al
4.0 mg/L 211 SOD i J7 & 3 5 T X B4, SR U i
BB B M 4T RN " o XS B AL X H AR X
BRI RLGA VEX H  pae 6 v, e ik B Ak P i
20 48 h Ji5 SOD i Jj i 2 T 5 0 25 R AH—F ( Cheng
et al, 2007 ; Hsu & Chen, 2007 ) ; {H7EE 18 T
(BRALPIHE N 0.33 mg/T I 1.0 mg/L) , hAegiE
18 SOD TP Fifi G £k 47 2 5 B 1] 42 4 1 AN () A
REALR, 55 0) R B35 25 S B IR T IR AL AR i s bt
FAL LRI ML C 32 2B S 451 3% (AR ,2007)

BAb Y BEEAVE i H A VR AR N O &
SN, A R AR G SRR VR AR AT DAV BR AR N
21 0, (B[R E S8 T H0, Wik & ™= A
H,0, fE CAT W)Y, D at e {2 i CAT 3% 7
. O, M/ EEBS A B THEsmAL 1K e 72 fg
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73, 2, ik im0 AT g 2 6 LA A g AR
(Munnoz et al, 2000)
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Effects of Acute Sulfide Stress on Immune Responses and Antioxidant

System of Macrobrachium nipponense
GUAN Yue-qiang, PEI Su-rui, LI Ze-jian

(School of Life Sciences, Hebei University, Baoding 071002, China)

Abstract; Effects of acute sulfide stress on survival, immune responses and antioxidant system of Macrobrachium
nipponense were studied with M. nipponense immersed in the sulfide solution with concentration of 0.4, 1.2 and
4.0 mg/L respectively. The results showed that LCs, of sulfide to M. nipponense was 22.5, 15.2, 12.5 and
11.35 mg/L respectively in 24h, 48 h, 72 h and 96 h. The total haemocyte count (THC) and phagocytic activity
(including phagocytic percentage and phagocytic index) of the haemocyte decreased with sulfide concentrations in-
creasing, and THC of 0.4, 1.2 and 4.0 mg/L groups decreased to 85.71% , 70.75% and 57.48% of the control
group up to 48 h, respectively (P <0.05). Compared with the control group, coagulation time of the experimental
groups was longer, with 1.2 mg/L and 4.0 mg/L groups significantly longer than the control group from 12 h and
6 h, respectively. The total antioxidant capability (T-AOC) of M. nipponense muscle decreased with the increase
of sulfide concentrations, 1. 2 mg/L. and 4. 0 mg/L groups, significantly lower than that of control group
(P <0.05) up to 48 h. Superoxide dismutase (SOD) and catalase (CAT) activities increased, with SOD activi-
ties of M. nipponense exposed to 1.2 mg/L and 4. 0 mg/L sulfide up to 48 h significantly higher than that of the
control. The result showed that M. nipponense had resistance to low concentration of sulfide to some degree. With
concentration of sulfide excessively being higher, the immune system of M. nipponense was inhibited and its antioxi-
dant system was significantly affected.

Key words: Macrobrachium nipponense; sulfide; LCy,; immune response; antioxidant capacity



