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BE. U5 790Kk kit (Nano-SiO, )2 P76 3 [ A Eh i 9 M A= 5 U (X it (Artemia francisana, GSL)FIE v PIME A4 58 1 i
Hi(Artemia parthenogenetica, BH)JGT1 & i) St B ANPL A AL B RGN, WF9E 45 53, Nano-SiO, X GSL #1 BH 174/
{4 24 h-LC4, 5051k 23.02 mg-mL" 1 20.96 mg-mL", JEMKZ 5% . Nano-SiO, F#IK T GSL Al BH JG 37 4h {434 [ 784 75 Jbk H ik
(GSHY &+, 1 1 5 &1k &0 (CAT) AR & AL 1) 15 4k i (SOD) 3% 7 , B0 1 (MDA) & 2 TH 787, 26 B & b Ry 38 i 7 J2 5 8
Nano-SiO, %} 41 H J6 5 SR BHE 1R LT 2 —

SRR YK AU PP AR A b 1 ATOE AR 58 p o SRR E SRR
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Comparative Study on the Toxicity of Nano-SiO, on Nauplii of Amphige-
netic Artemia francisana and Parthenogenetic Artemia parthenogenetica
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Abstract; This paper investigated the acute toxicity of Nano-SiO, suspension to the Great Salt Lake bisexual Ar-
temia (Artemia francisana, GSL) nauplii and the Bohai Bay parthenogenetic Artemia (Artemia parthenogenetica,
BH) nauplii as well as the effects on their antioxidant systems. The results showed that 24 h-LC,; of Nano-SiO, to
GSL and BH nauplii were 23.02 mg-mL™" and 20.96 mg-mL™" respectively. Nano-SiO, reduced glutathione (GSH)
contents in GSL and BH nauplii, inhibited their catalase (CAT) and superoxide dismutase (SOD) activities, in-
creased malondialdehyde (MDA) contents, suggesting that oxidative stress was one of the lethal mechanisms of
Nano-SiO, on Artemia nauplii.
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93K — E AL fiE (Nano-Si0, ) 5 T8 & Y H ok K
RTEHSR B I ARTE 2 — Al B R L
(1 ~100 nm)TCHLHFT AR, BA RAFIERENE 2L
PEFIRRASYE )2 0T3O A e 2 IRk B AR
P ARG 2T BEE GOK R T, A
Ffih Nano-SiO, UKL YL 2: KASE M, Nano-SiO, i
L] SE R P RS R R A DA SR B A S IR AR
HEANAREH 7= e — g B AE W, Bl % Nano-
SiO, YT 2 L, FLAE Wy B MR8 5 R N A0 )iz

Nano-SiO, &7 | #2556/ R A Mt 58 88 1 , I x5 4t
FALFIE B A AR e 3 ™, 5 | A
LR, S BUREF4EL Ay it 2 i ; R e w]
RES | R BE Y AR sl B4 . H RTEF Nano-
SiO, BN A 5E T ZAE Th e FL3h i L, XK
A AE YRS A SR R A A AR B AR
KAEYWFGE T Nano-SiO, i A= ¥ 8¢ PRV, & B K
RIJEXF Nano-SiO, F A W BiF A1 5% MU aE Jy, H L BE 1
AR , 24 h-EC,, Fl1 LC, 235 A 148.87 mg- L
1 660.94 mg-L""

BN/ IR AR A B N R, IE T2
BEPEBURAE s oAb 200 5 T AR I i KR AE, 5
THESL IS Kb 52 B A, Rt o AUkl )iz i
I FH T A AR AR K AR IR BE 15 e W i VAN F
FEHE TR ST R HURE G K A AL A B W D 5
A 25 SRR WK R OR 23 1) 55 b A £
78 3h L ah ik E B2 AT P S A s R,
Nano-PbO 2411 il 4f i A= <, B <1 HL %% #5 7F Nano-
PbO B & FHEIE T A DLE PR AR T
B AR S ] R 6 3] i B (Artemia francisana GSL)
R DI A= B ) ¥ T 75 AR - b7 HL (Artemia partheno-
genetica BH) X 4, #F 5% Nano-SiO, X} 2 F i H o
AR 2 PEER RN, 38 I G AR

A4 RIS P BT 5T Nano-SiO, 2% 7 X Hopi 48
LRGBS, I 81T Nano-SiO, % 2 Ffr i iy 3R 4%
BEERVE ML,

1 ##5 7% (Materials and methods)
1.1 Akgp

ARSI L3 [ R 1 AN R [ 1 v £ 3 e 1Y 2
Fofr i HOPARHIR B A A kL, BRSO3 1,
1.2 HOPARHIR B9 4 Ak T ik B B 5% 45

IBEACZ R, 430 X6 55 [ K3 ) <0 L (A7 #k GSL)
DRHR B AV 37 1 e (T A BH)ARER B (T 3C 2
FHTATFR)2 i B B0 47 T B3 A 3, RIVKE < o BRI 3
F300 mg- L' KMnO W H 5 min, £ 1 A T #EK
o hE R ITC AR IR SRIE AL g Wk BB A L
L b N 35%0 . pH N 8.0 BN TiEK i, IF 8 T
PR IR IR AL R 456 (27£0.5) °C JEFHAN
16 h JEHA:8 h G G HEEE EE A 20 000 lux,, WEfbad
R ZEORWH 72 4AUR 7R, SRR CO, A 1 45
TIPS, B O, FT Bl 1k MR K94k H () JE 5
LRI RUR I T 80 A0 T, FF p H R IREAR I i E
WA Z G W v BUICTT A RIS 2 Y
KW HIEET 5 LB s h s o2 Kt i
FHAE RER AR AR EMR IR ) . BT BH ) HUEA
PRMERTPPE 2 Fh A 78 75 =X 1S 3 rh AN 22 IO A=
B B R S B 2 B AT X 43, 1 i U A A
ES N o 3 i vl M O R N YR N S
A3 BSR4 A 5 T AR 11 O 8 FF s B 8 5 7 il
GRS, 37 R Rl AL 356 BCAS 52 E %) A4 B T 18647 29 100
mL 7K 5 3 AR b B 5 R R R A 2 TR LA
e R R R I [R] 7 A TS AR A O A e Sy PTG
A BIVRT VR S5 50 FH IOE BH. p 1,
1.3 K 5{ER

IR R FRLAE A 20 nm (1) SiO, , 46 E>99.9% ,

E-3 W NCELEA

Table 1 Diapause eggs of different types of tested Artemia
ES fATpR % 7 LT WIE
Strain Short name Country Producing area Reproductive mode
PN GSL B Bl PItEA5E
the Great Salt Lake Artemia USA Utah Amphigenetic
TR R B i PNE AT PICHE A= 58

BH

the Bohai Bay Artemia China

Tanggu, Tianjin Parthenogenetic
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W R T AR MR A R R S
WIS JFE RS BEH IK(GSH) 8 &L By AL i (SOD)
i AL A (CAT) AN [ (MDA) K I 7 & F
R AR Y TR R BT, o A 300 35 Oy [ 7
Sypratiid . R i F R % & 45 . KQ2200DE
R PR I T R e (B Ll i A AR A IR A R MGC-
450BPY-2 B RERDEIIG AR (L — R A PR
F]) H-1850R 75 3 ¥ VR 25 0 AL (T 8 AP s A FR
AT FC AR AL (Multiskan, USA) . SITA-1500W-11I
T 7 I 20 B AL (T D S AN A BR A D)
1.4 BHRGK Si0, & 17 B )

40 mg-mL" Nano-SiO, i # ¥ il % . T84 40
g Nano-SiO, R A 1 L (5L E K 35%0 0 JCH A
TR EE IR W AN FH B 7)), 76 vkoK v v e
I, IR E 13 NREE I AK S0, B IR AL
FRLL, BIFHER BE R 35%0 9 TG B N T 7K 40 mg -
mL™" Nano-SiO, fifi & 1 1% ¢ i B il 25 1 40,3530,
25.20.17.5.15,12.5.10.,7.5.5 1 2.5 mg-mL" /K%
PEETEM . 5 IERNGOR M BHE K bk &) A R TTTE
U6 P FH A M Nano-SiO, & 17 W ¥4 ok 24 K 7% B2 1l
Bl , i FHET& 5 min,
1.5 Joigh b 2kt

HUS mL B0 RN 1.4 FPECEE 8 Pk
ALK SiO, BV 4 mL, 7 H LA BEYLA GSL
8¢ BH 10 HIC 4k, e CIREEFR4f 27 <C (16 h:
8 h LW IS T YesE, WAL E 35%«JC i N T.ifg K
FES XTI, AL BRE A 3 YR, 24 h 148 h B WLEE
b BUTC T BTG B G  , AR AR ) R G B Y
— M FATYE RS, LA BTG T A AR RERS BT 6 AbAE
bR R B B0 A AR B TSR, L
K TG GIAAE 10 s NSRBI SIE WAET FRi i %
AV FIZET A i BTG DA%
1.6 Jo & b A AR bRl

PEWIWEAL 9 GSL H1 BH JC 35 4h 14 28 s 4% 5 0k
WSS, A B 100 WL JE35 4 AL 3 100 mL 48
M, Z J5 4% 1.4 1 Nano-SiO, 2 77 W /Y e ) 7 2 B
FIHRAWE . BT Nano-SiO, %} 2 i H 2 5300t
We i (LCy) 7E 20 mg - mL™" Zc 45, 4% 52 56 HUH 20,
17.5.15.12.5.10,7.5.5.2.5 mg-mL" 7 F 7 L e
JE R R 43 5256, I LA R B R 35%0 0 1R N 1.1
KRS XTI SEE I NE I AE 27 1) C 6
52540 16 h: 8 h, FEIRHL#H M (135+5) remin”, LA
PAUE Nano-SiO, &b F K4 (1 B 77 0 §CIR A, DL

WA YTE, BRI 2 25 (AN IR | 3 K,
ACFREE] R 24 h F1 48 h, XIRALFRLS RS T 4 C |
12 000 r-min” FE.C> 10 min 5, MIA 27 C =BT
TR YR L B O T BT Ay A K R 3R TR A 48
K Si0, Ji K- BRERATK 43 0 i T AR i, 2
JE A T34 &) 3% A 5 (0.01 mol - L™ Tris-HCI, 0.0001
mol-L" EDTA-2Na ,0.01 mol - L A Jii & 20 80 N
0.8%NaCl, pH =7.4), B .00 2) K (4 °C, 13000 r-
min™', 10 min), B 75 E T-80 °C vKFA NARATRFH .
FH 8 AP A LT bR (B2 55 GSH, SOD, CAT I
MDA )l 72 Y55 2 AR &l I Bk 7,
1.7 BAEsrHr

WAL B E S5 R ST o BTk i SPSS V22 1Y
PR 07 22 43 M7 J7 1 (Two-way ANOVA)HEFT 43T,
DLBRA A W] A2 56 7 =X AS [R] vk B Nano-SiO, 7K i 7
B VF AL B K T 8] A A8 AR O BT AR Y 52
Me), A BHI) 22 5 o 25 MR FH LSD A B 7 i i AT 2
L (P<0.05),

2 Z5% (Results)
2.1  Nano-SiO, &b 3k B Ko i AR 58 7 X6 o5 4h
PRHET 2R R 5 Y (8 XU IH 7 22 40 i

N 2 FroR, 2 FhA 58 Oy =00 i BT AR TR
Nano-SiO, Zb# 24 h J5 ,5 FPiU E $8 bR <0 HL A AR 5
7770 % Nano-SiO, ) &b PRk FF 34 522 1) 3 22 &, H Ab
P P X 25 P4 A 1 52 ) B 8 2 W] FE Hb, Nano-
SiO, AL FH 48 h Ji5 , 4 W 22 5 b1 5 4= 58 J 2 & Nano-
SiO, HyAb RV B 5 35 22 55 (BR GSH & ;48 47),
{EPE Z A28 CHAESCR IR XU 2 Ff
B B4 Nano-SiO, iy BURFR B 5 24E 56 7 XA X, B
EWEZES, WYEATEM GSL L RHEAEFE ) BH
X} Nano-SiO, Y BBURFR BEAR . 1117 2% 4 s S B
Nano-SiO, V¢ J& 1% 57 5 128 1 5 i 3
2.2 Nano-SiO, X} < G 15 4 H (9 2tk =ik

W3 3 .4 fiR, Bifi 7 Nano-SiO, % 5% ¥ Ji (1)
$&%55, GSL F1 BH Ty 4R ET R 2 F IS
Nano-SiO, 4b ¥ 24 h Xt GSL il BH JCH ZhA& K LC,,
4331k 21.636 #120.816 mg-mL" . BH JG 15 44
X GSL JCH5 SR Nano-SiO, 18 ME I U, MR 45
KA YIRS BbR U, 4K Si0, % i W bk
J& TR#EEE
2.3 Nano-SiO, % < I 154l 4L SOD & M 5%

ANTRIHE BE 4 Nano-SiO, 2 V7 T 2 A B Jo 1y
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2 A[E Nano-SiO, K iZ MR ZF R ER AR 0 RAEET X T4 EIE TR K EE M N EFHE5H
Table 2 Two-way analysis of variance (ANOVAs) between different Nano-SiO, concentrations and

reproduction types of Artemia nauplii and the mortality and antioxidant activities of Artemia

A TR st ] W5 5 b5 A . ﬁﬂmﬁ{.‘ ﬁcy\%ﬁ
Exposure time Indexes Mode of reproduction Concentration Cross-analysis
F P F P F P
BT Mortality 38.53 0.028" 740.43 0.002" 335 0.019"
SOD i SOD activity 37.89 0.043" 243.18 0.001" " 7.89 0.062
24 h CAT itk CAT activity 57.23 0.048" 127.27 0.032" 524 0.091
GSH % #i GSH content 225 0.048" 5.65 0.008" 0.64 0.736
MDA % i MDA content 28.19 0.032" 196.67 0.016" 6.32 0.065
SOD it SOD activity 22.36 0.026" 235.17 0.023" 1.28 0.321
CAT {5k CAT activity 17.24 0.012" 723.13 0.008" " 3.85 0.117
wh GSH % it GSH content 0.34 0.072 328 0.071 2.49 0.236
MDA 7 i MDA content 2133 0.050" 32445 0.012" 6.38 0.078

¥ P<0.05,*% * P<0.01,
Note:* P<0.05,* * P<0.01.

£3I HAEFTLHEETE(y)5 Nano-Si0, K BE(x)HILERX &R
Table 3 Linear relationship between Artemia nauplii mortality (y) and Nano-SiO, concentrations (x)

ENCIEEp e B [m] = 75 A HE - Lo
Artemia with different modes of reproduction The regression equation The correlation coefficient (1) %
BH y=38.274x+1.679 0.9753 20.816
GSL y=37.963x+2.655 0.9762 21.636

F4 Nano-SiO,3 2 MAMAX AR TR TROMM  LAYLEE 24 h M48 h &, ki BT LKA LU
Table 4 Effects of Nano-SiO, on the mortality of two SOD WEPEASAL A 1 7k, AS[RIYE BE Nano-SiO, &b

Artemia nauplii with different reproduction types FHZA 2 o BTG 4R SOD I PEER A T %)
Ak PRV BE (mg - mL ) FET /% Mortality/% HE 20 (P<0.05), 31 Fifi Nano-SiO, &b ¥V F 7+ &5 , SOD
Concentaton/(mgml.") oSt o TEPES AT R 34, FLARTRAR R 7/ GSL 9 SOD
2‘_)5 zgz : zzz : W PER T BH, BH %2 24 h #1148 h J5,H SOD i

5 0401 a 9408 a PEHAE S mg-mL" } 12.5 mg-mL™" 2 MR LA B2

75 8£0.5 b 100.60 b S E R T 13.75% 1 12.19% (24 h)18.50% Al

10 13£13 be 16217 be 13.21% (48 h), MK EFE 5~10 mg-mL™" Z [A], SOD

12.5 25+2.3 c,A 32+2.7d,B {?E‘@Tﬁéﬁmﬁﬁxﬁo Xﬂ. GSL ALI\}E 48 h E,,ﬂ\: SOD
LT S el 128 el T

20 48421 def 49225 W& 155 14.63% H1 13.92% . e Ah, 2 F g Ho b 3

25 60£33 f 61:27 g 48 h J5 1) SOD ifi 4 b AL 2 24 h J5 19 SOD {if MK

30 73+25 g 75%33 h 18.9% ~322% , LA F£5 538 Nano-SiO, %} 2 Fi

s peth e S GRS SOD T HE A ELAT 535 10 1 1

+1.81 +33j

e P s I, A AL FRE [ 96 K SOD 7% 1 57 51 i 410 g
I ARRVNE FEERIR P <0.05, AFIREFEERR P <001, . D ST b

Note: Different lowercase letters showed significant difference (P < 0.05), @ = E‘ﬂ\}i*ﬁ IE]H#IETJE GSL E(J SOD {ﬁ Iﬁ = T BH
different capital letters showed significant difference (P < 0.01). E/‘J SOD {ﬁ‘@o
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1001
— 901 oBH 24 h A,DSO‘ OBH48 h
Z £ 801 =GSL 24 h T £.70 =GSL48h
B 701 T 601
w 2 el o & -
£ 860 g . 509
. 501 =)
=) = 401
=3 401 S 3 50l
# £ 30 #E
£1 Ein
oca 10 o210
®S U s
- 0 25 5 75 10 125 15 175 20 0 2575 " 75 10 125 15 175 20
R (mg + mL™) RFRUSE /(g + mL)
Exposure concentration/(mg * mL™) Exposure concentration/(mg * mL™)
B1 xRETH4ERET Nano-SiO, 24 h 48 h j5H) SOD &
Fig. 1 SOD activity of Artemia nauplii after exposure to Nano-SiO, for 24 h, 48 h
240 2 407
2 235, cBH24h = E135] . oBH 48 h
B =GSL24h £7 =GSL 48 h
= #30 SE30
g - 251 ® . 25
- £ 201 : g 201
S £ c & sz
g E 15 E E 15
]]I]?IIH g 10 m @ 10
41 F 51 1E 5
%%0 %%0-0 25 5 75 10 125 15 175 20
S ‘é 0 2.5 5 75 10 125 15 175 20 D % : %ﬁ’g#{%ﬁ/( : L :
B E/(mg + mL! g ) (g + ml”
® Exposu%:ﬂfonc;tglt%on/r(nmg)' mL) & Exposure concentration/(mg * mL™)
2 HHAETHEREET Nano-SiO, 24 h 48 h [FH GSH & &
Fig. 2 GSH contents of Arfemia nauplii after exposure to Nano-SiO, for 24 h, 48 h
ey 25 o 207
= oBH 24 h %\*é 18 oBH 48 h
aT:L 20 *CSL24h £ 2 4] s GSL48 h
7 'ap 7 'wp
$E . 14
I FE 12
52 "2 107
2 T =
=310 =3 8
=8 5 £5 4
> |
33 S5 ¢
0 25 5 7.5 10 125 15 175 20 © 07 205 5 75 10 125 15 175 20

BRI (mg - mL™)

Exposure concentration/(mg * mL™")

FFBWE (mg - mL)

Exposure concentration/(mg * mL™")

B3 fRAILHHERET Nano-SiO, 24 h 48 h /59 CAT iFik
Fig. 3 CAT activity of Artemia nauplii after exposure to Nano-SiO, for 24 h, 48 h

2.4 Nano-SiO, % < TG 154l HL GSH 7% & (15 M)
AN[AHR B Nano-SiO, B V7 W6 2 Ff g de TG &)
TRYLEE 24 h A48 h J& , T 4R 815 % v GSH
AN 2 Frs . AR EE Nano-SiO, 4b 40
H 2 Bl BOET SR GSH & i I T R4 (P<
0.05), Fifi Nano-SiO, b HVk & T , GSH % 1t &2 T %
A, H AL BEAH R A IE] J5 GSL B9 GSH & &t i T
BH, BH % & 24 h il 48 h J5, H GSH & & 1F
Nano-SiO, ¥k & & 7.5 mg - mL" i} 435 . 2 T T
29.82% H126.67% , IMif£ ck~7.5 mg-mL™" & 7.5~10

mg-mL" 2 ¥R B GSH & 5 T R R K
GSL %% 24 h 7, 2 GSH 1 Nano-SiO, ¥ & Ky
2.5 mg-mL' B E FFET 11.54% ; 552 48 h 5, H
GSH 8 7F Nano-SiO, #¢ £ 8 7.5 mg - mL™" i F [#
T 13.75% o X2 o OICTT 4 AR AL B 48 h S Y
GSH &t b Ab# 24 h J5 ) GSH % =1 8.39% ~
38.69% . LA |45 H: ¢ B Nano-SiO, % 2 #h xj gt IG5
ik GSH & HA W35 DM HI /R, I Ak # e 7]
BT GSH E S 41 il A5 B 1 ik, HLAh AR R B B) S5
GSL 1) GSH % & 5T BH 1Y GSH %4,
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2.5  Nano-SiO, % (< BTG 74 L CAT i 1 5% )
ANl B Nano-SiO, B V7 W6 2 Ff i AL 65 4)p
{RYLEE 24 h F1 48 h )5, TC 15 4 iR 2153 b CAT
TR E 3 froR . A[AYE EE Nano-SiO, 4b B4
2 Bl BOCT SR CAT 36 1 B 5% T 0 B 40 (P<
0.05), FLBfV< B T = CAT T M 2 N R34, HAb 3
AR IE] 5 GSL B CAT 3tk T BH, BH %:5% 24
h J& , H CAT {%E7E Nano-SiO, ik & 4 ck~7.5 mg -
mL MR8 T RE . FRER 48 h 5, CAT I 1kl
Nano-SiO, ¥ J& Ft = £ 248 T e ¥, %I GSL 4341
AbFH 24 h Fll 48 h )5, 1£ Nano-SiO, # &l ck~7.5
mg-mL"' i}, CAT 3G M5 F RS 76 10 mg-mL ™" B}
CAT W& PEA /N ] FHE AT G T X5 B4, 43 51 F B
74.16% (24 h)F1 79.64% (48 h), X 2 Flxi i IG5 4
{RALFE 48 h J5 1Y CAT G4 EL AL BE 24 h J5 1Y CAT
TEPEME 3.37% ~44.86% , L _[-45 % B Nano-SiO,
XF 2 Fhpd BOCHY SR CAT 3 PE B A B M HI1E
Wi A P ST ] 384K X CAT {6 P o i, L Ah 3
FHE RS GSL /9 CAT i F BH,
2.6 Nano-SiO, % < H1 IG5 %) Ht MDA & & /Y 52
AN[F)¥R B Nano-SiO, 2 7 W6 <1 HLUJG 19 %) 4 e
B 24 h M1 48 h J5 , LW HIMARA L5 h MDA %
ARAANIE 4 FoR . AR EE Nano-SiO, 4 20 v
2 Fig B JC T 4R MDA & R T B4 (P<
0.05), ELBEVE T MDA & & S84 na#, BH 2
#% 24 h f1148 h J5 , 7E Nano-SiO, ¥ ¥} 7.5 mg-mL"
if MDA &0 98K 1.93 4581 1.31 %, %} GSL
AbFE 24 h N 48 h )5, 1E Nano-SiO, % & 4 7.5 mg -
mL" B} MDA #4219 458 1.81 i, 4b#H
AHIEIEE] S BH A9 MDA & = & T GSL, H.Fifi 4h B
IFEIE R MDA & 2 m , Ab 3 48 h 5403 24 h AH
FEHE S 15% ~139.86% . LA b &5 3 F H] Nano-SiO,

oBH 24 h
=GSL24 h

—_—= N W W B A

SUNOWUNO O L O

0 25 5 75 10 125 15
BB (mg - mL)

Exposure concentration/(mg + mL™)

175 20

MDA & % /(nmol * mg™" prot)
Content of MDA /(nmol * mg™! prot)

XS] b H TC T G AR N MDA 5 i B o {2 i
VEF , - BEACFRIH A ZE K MDA & 3 £ | HAH A
J& Nano-SiO, b ¥ AH [F] B[] N BH 7~ 2E ) MDA Lt
GSL J#HmZ

3 1742 ( Discussion)

S % P, Nano-SiO, if 255 [ K 1 4 :
A= B 7 i B (GSL) T 1 V5 JIOME A= 58 780 i B (BH) T
WHASET, BH b GSL %} Nano-SiO, 8% 4 & 17
1R F T IO A A e 1 35 A% R A R B — T
PR AL BB a8t 1 2 R EL AT 22 Rk RO A B A e
PSR IR A U 7 2yl T A= S s )Y
A5 1 BH XF Nano-SiO, SR FE B B 5

CAT 2 F 2 E ALY Bl , 29 o 2o 1k Bl R
ST 40% , "R LA B H,0, 50 i H,O0 Al
O, , DT R A P 4 1% i, 2 A O 97 A AR 2R ) O Ak
itz —, HSCRESEIWRE ZBYK ZnO 4b3 24 h
148 h BEMSIN KB D iR iR CAT A1 SOD i, IF
FEAIC GSH & i, i 7 3% MR fif i i A A K -, i
FEHA AL B R Nano-ZnO 15 BE & £a iR G AL 1
YEFMLE 22—, AHF5E 40Kk Sio, 4bFH 24 h 48 h,
KIS B4 CAT G PERER, H BH AYREAR
TR KT GSL, % W Nano-SiO, b BH 5 2 5 g1 {& iy
FAbI T, AR e FE AL BE R BH (14 48 Ak 35 45 7 )i
KT GSL,

SOD J&LE IR NG RRE A BT 25 (- O, ) I FE 5+
PR, TEAE RN R P8 5 (- O,) K A AT, -
S3fif R HyO,F1 O, , WAL B A AL 5 T A A R 587
e R H EEAMER . Sharma E'IH5E T Nano-
ZnO Xt AR I Bz 4H Bl 2R (A431) A 52 1, & B Nano-
ZnO RERETHFE GSH, F{% SOD 1 CAT 7tk , 514
i3, IF Hat—E51 T A431 40 Y 3k R 1
AHFSE H Nano-SiO, #bBH 24 h 48 h, S xi L JCHy

2 50; SBH 48 h

— & 45 =GSL 48 h

27, 401

- g8 35

w30

Sg 25

<= £ 204

EX 15

S« 104

)

Eﬂz 5

= ]

g 2 0 0 25 5 75 10 125 15 175 20
£ VRS (mg - il

= & Exposﬁ%ﬁgtgﬁ%on}(nmg)' mL™)
o

B4 HHRIEFHHERET Nano-SiO, 24 h 48 h /5 MDA &8
Fig. 4 MDA contents of Artemia nauplii after exposure to Nano-SiO, for 24 h, 48 h
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4l SOD 1E PR, H. SOD 7 1 [ 4b 3 ik B 189
SIS R ik -0, 2 @l T
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