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Abstract: As one of the most important nano-rare earth compounds, nanoceria (nano-CeO, ) has been widely ap-
plied in industrial, agricultural and medical areas. Subsequently, large amounts of nano-CeQO, are inevitably released
into the environment during their production, utilization and disposal processes. Thereby, the biological safety of re-
leased nano-CeO, has attracted more and more attention. In this paper, the toxicity effects of nano-CeO, on cells,
tissue and organs, plants, aquatic organisms and soil organisms are systemically reviewed to illustrate the potential
ecological environmental risks of nano-CeO,. Furthermore, the biotoxicity mechanisms of nano-CeO, are explored
from the aspects of physical damage and chemical inhibition. At last, the further research directions are proposed
based on the shortages existing in the current studies about the ecological risks of nano-CeO,. The aim of this re-

view is to provide theoretical and scientific basis for the evaluation of the ecological safety of nano-CeO,.
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YK (nm) 2P B TG BE LA S TR T
IRENGEKRE( ~100 nm)i}, HA BEAL 2 v TR 2 %
AR KA  FEMRL R BE BIRE WAk R A AL g
TGRS FER R RE Y MR W BRI 53¢
SEER Y & AR , PR BRI AR & A2 785148
52 A= i gt RN [ 58 42 42 25 1 22 U B T R 1 1
FHAN K i B0 fili (Ce) A o0 2R 8] #9936 Hh 55 T &)
BB RITCE e — M LR, W on R H
145 JR RO 1 T T 0 KA RE B AR 7 T — A Ak
Hili(CeO)WE MM 1= ALYy h i) B B i 47, B
MURE B AL P ATz B 0 T ET S, 2012 ARRRER
TAEMEAE Ak CeO, HYABk= 8214 10 000 t
(http://ec. europa. eu/nanotechnology/index _ en. html,
2012)7, Sk 1 2 [ M5O A R A 0N R, Akt
YA 80% 4K CeO, SRIE T HE,

YK CeO, KB YK CeO, HIIH T i ) KA
LA PR HT, 068K 25 BBk B 2 1 90 K CeO,
TEH A A R R R B2 b K | RS SR B A
BRI, AR, A HA A 2014 ETT IG5
a0 A A o AP ARRL PPAl T B SR B A
K CeO, WM FE, 15 I R AP By 4K CeO, WIEH
001 ~0.6 ng-m™ MR H ALK CeO, HEH 0.6
~100 pg- L™, VLAY B9 41K CeO, HREE R 0.2 ~
45 ng-kg™, HHOTHIYK CeO, WREE N 24 ~ 1 500
ng-kg ' TEAK CeO, Y PRI M B 3l i 14 i i [7)
B, oA 22 4 5 A 00 [l @ 25 58 B i
AER K CeO, I W TE A1 IXURS: B2 2B 284000 [
SRS R E BORBZ G . MR BRIk
CeO, Fe R BYA ™ EIFNE B 1 38 15 i 0 2 5
XA CeO, RGN IR, T, A
LEBLR T AR AEBIREEN, 49k CeO0, HIEY)
BEPERLON DA K W 7E 1 25 VR AL A, DU g oK
CeO, LM EEHLRNA K

1 48K CeO, BB TELE X ( Potential ecological
risks of CeO, nanoparticles)

Bl R A A0k CeO, =i A ™ T is
AT, S 2247 R M2 B 940K CeO, il i 4%
P AR HE AR L RORIRGE R , E 1Tl fE 2% A
PRFIA IR P B A O™ AR e . IeAh, A
RIS J5T 1 B9 R AR AR SRR PR [R5~ AR ) B

FEEIIERT , & &R fR-RE L B R -UTRE )
6 e 8 Ko A= ) RN TR 55— R NAT R AR, e
MAEBRG " AR, 99Kk CeO, 7E I
Az i JE A N AT RE I RS R AR R B AT O R A ARk
PN 1 7R o SE4ER, K T90K CeO, B 7
PRI AR B KU 32 2 )12 o6, B A E & T
JE KA LYK CeO, X AE W 4 ity | M Rk A= A
Wy A BAS A A 4 0 A A AR 1 5 e F 5
RIAR LSBT 4K CeO, M TR AR
I

1.1 49K CeO, X 20 i i 75 4 /5 H (Toxicity effects
of CeO, nanoparticles on cells)

20 S A B O R 5 R AN T B 1) AR BT G
FHK CeO, 1140 M 5 P 55 B — K (1
FE4Y T K R 98 H A AR F L BRI 5T 38 HL
Z . YK CeO, XFAS[A] (A 40 At 2 7= A 1 2 P VR FH AL
A AT, T It H 9k CeO, M HLEL n]
LA R AVK FL 75 4 O ) 28 4 M DT 48 48 T 5 A 4
P, Lin ZE0KE AS49 il R ZE TAK CeO, Bl
R IR 20 B P 7 175 56 i 5 R T ) B 5 7 o Y 1
i R - A DR R A AR PN 3 P 4L (ROS) 7K T
JI BT Aok 4R A s 7 R £ B A0 R B o, ) R
ALK, RIIGK CeO, 76 41 i U6 51 e 4
e

AN, 4K CeO, if AT LS B 4 1k X 1~ 4 43 ik
I DNA 545 , #5151 72 41 % 2 32 461 0 40 i 1) 9
T-, Gojova SF"HIARFEMR K CeO, B KT =
HAECs 4l ifl, 25 5% {7 22 5 200 i P4 35 R SE A e vk
BEE YK CeO, W B 5 I 25 1F AH Gk X 45 R 5 90
K CeO, BIFANMI DNA K Y Ak iy 4545 A 1
T3S R P I At MR 45 G r B UE S, 4
K CeO, i AT L3 2 151 55 200 b T2 285 ok AV 400 b 35 12
AT AR T EAOCTER R, 99K CeO,
X AN 40 B 1 5 1 VR R B R — o ik Bk, 1)
i, Park AEU (4 5% 3% B, A W) A B AR 1R T 40K
CeO, fifi BEAS-2B 4il Jitl 1 71 F K&, (A X} T98G #I
HOC2 4L rTs ) A sema . it — 2D se R, 0
K CeO, XFHUFF AT BN [ 20 A A 0 7= At 45 2
B AS TR VR BIOGE I 5 00 40 i HL A O3 4
X AFNE 18 98 240 L B A O TE AR M X Sl 9K CeO,
T B 2 AU o PR T B
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Fig. 1

1.2 442K CeO, X4 L 4% B 1 35 1 AF H (Toxicity
effects of CeO, nanoparticles on tissues and organs)

K CeO, AT LUH I Z R IR/ BT LB &

Wy 25 0y sE AR WA T4 K CeO, HY

T A IR R AR B2 M 3G I 1 AR S PR T i A

HEF S K CeO, WIEMBLL:, HAT, 91K

CeO, X AW AR LI B E BRI P IGETA

PRy PRI R R R B S T R AL VA N 3R Hh 1 4
K CeO, W] LI I B H 0 ANLIKNES, EF
RIEFEH M2 P gk CeO, POk sl 1
Tl ER B A RE 1 i 2 5 IR i 4 | £F 41k 55 2 Rl R
JiE S, 910, Srinivas 26 T LE 4 h Z5 HEPE R
TREME R R ARV B W R 641 mg - m™ FR 44 K
CeO, FF7E 24 h 48 h F1 14 d J& ke K ffili 35 7%
K, AR R IBREWAMIDK CeO, Bt 2 i i
SR RN 5 T A0 L R 1, B R BUIE E EE Y
K B R R R ) 2 A B A A AR G
P B K BRI 98K CeO, Y 2 IRIBE & BLAN

The environmental fate and release pathways of nanoparticles (NPs) in the nature

K CeO, AT LAT | i 14 5 AE A #5405 , E— 20 5 2K
FET AL 1oy B R RS 98K CeO, 19T
F] 7 A A S 3 L 200 M e £ 24 e 45 7
RALHI™

Ak CeO, BEAMLIA S, 2 bl 1L ¥ A5 1 2] 15 B
B HARH AR E , AR VB O MUK AF R AL 5]
RAHBLEIREVERLN o X /N BRZEAT 9K CeO, T 5%
BUESE , 22 YLK CeO, W5 E AT E T fE
ALY /N B — U e RE S gt — 20 W]
PAESEHEABLIA AR B A0 0K CeO, X ik | Lo AIE AR
RS B 7 A T —E BREEAE ™ . s C A BEFE AT
PATRHH, 210K CeO, X A2 WK /Y 52 i J2: 42 07 (A9
Rk CeO, MRIAREL/N, HEA AT LA SE i 1fi i
S BRI IR MR 3 AT AR 07 21 380 5 H A 21 21
B AR REEROY . HJE, HET S T 40K CeO, 1F
FHREAAHE 25 5 LA BL e A B, A it — 20
WFFEUESE
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1.3 #42K CeO, XJ4H P ) 52 il (Toxicity effects of
CeO, nanoparticles on plants)

VS PR v Y i A T A AT e AR S
ARGV RSP N PE AL RE & B b A IR E AN
AEARAIVERT . SR, Bl A 25 S0 KRR R I R 440K
TURL AN T 28R AE ) 25 A A sk O b 0ok AR R it
F AR Tk CeO, HAHEMATEH, — YR
FEf T K CeO, , Higs T Wy 14 P 38 3 Wi | e iz
G AAEAFAEA R R FR A, ST A FT R A B )
BEITAE o SR AR N 2R iR

Zhang P58 BTGk CeO, AW IR ATz
By A B, e AR 78 ) LUPR 0 e 40 K CeO, 1]
IR Heim AN L HAOKIEORL 0 R
MG, BRI 2 2R
BT B M X BT RRS A S S5 A IS E R &
M, BRTEE AR FR AT K CeO, K ER 434 LE W i
I FEEELABEIR 5 I8 AR TE , 7R 2RI 28R A7
LK CeO, NI 4 LR Bl (I8 sUAE 2R, 7
YK CeO, FRIHIA: LA B RR I TTIE 23 FEAIREA K CeO,
(4 Ay R R M R I RRARC T R S 4 Al i
PN BRI A IO R 20 0K 2 i e A v 43 W R ) B R e 25
AR 4R K R 1) AT SRR S Ry BT Y pHL A, 24l
K CeO, AR R MRS X —45 BRI 5 i g
K CeO, ANl iy A= 4y B BUIR I K A ) 25 PR R0 1Y
JER B

IR T A ) A N B WL 3 % RN B AR A A oK
CeO, X MY BEPEAE T AR 2] T K & AR SE
Priester 25T T 442K CeO, X K E AR, & B
YK CeO, MMULIPHI R Z By E K  FEALR = 1y ™
e R EE AR DL T A 2 40 i R AR R Y [ R RICR
FIFFEHLY 3 Z2 2% DNA £ R 0] DL B #2UE 5L 98 K
CeO, Xt K & #y 3 K 5 . Hernandez-Viezcas
2PV Bandyopadhyay %55 R A WLEE 2] 4 K CeO,
TR RS AR BB AR Y [ R T 2
ZH WA S O Y A Kk AR A R R 2
B, Ma ZEPWFFEYK CeO, X LR I+ A9 i 5
Wi 4E 500 ~2 000 mg- L™ BEWE T, IR IF
A AR X R AR L T 85% TR 1000
mg-L™' f12 000 mg- L™ Al pg IR 2R 28 15 4y
BIREAR T 60% F1 85% , AT ¥k fEHIL il 3 22 22 R
K CeO, MYHLY N NG T it AL 7K P | L fife o R
T TR G PR A A T AR, RPTGHK CeO, X
LELY/E ) B R ) SIS VA

1.4 94K CeO, X 7K A A= ¥ 19 45 14 R (Toxicity
effects of CeO, nanoparticles on aquatic organisms)

R 1k, 3 A 1 U0 ) S 6 90 5 SRk 5 4 0K
CeO, 7] LLIEA B A= Wy 20 A, (H R ki 45 SR A
UE T 942k CeO, RYHATT LITE A ZIHISNR & WI(EPS) ]
MR RS ol O 20 JBE 127 AR S T 4K CeO,
XS KA AR ) R BE P ARV B4R T8 2 AT, HLRE AR
NS GIK RAT B AE YRR BLEADE, E AR
TR CeO, MK A A Wy MR B TE A1 N 25
Wk 1 PR,

TEYHK CeO, Xif 7K Az A 1y Y 52 i BfF 5 v | K A=
AR B EE T R Ce & 2 A R 25
SEEUH R Y BOE R BE (LCy, ) AN IR, i, 7F 2 5%
T EFEUHR E 41K CeO, [ i, W B 72 /N BR
##(Chlorella pseudomonas) I 4>k CeO, [ & &K
AR L Ce JUR B 3 5, K% (Daphnia
pulex) F E 258 it B Wy 09 5% 8 B R gl ok
CeO, , IMi/INERHE H B 45 K 114 L 3% T AR fef R 4% 182 o
LYK Ce0,™ van Hoecke %™ 11 K il 138 7%
22T 14 .20 A129 nm fYA4K CeO, B 21 d, BN
T2 A/ NRGHIIAK CeO, LC,, 2974 40 mg-L™",
M 29 nm Y LCy, 71 mg-L™", AMHHE T RAE,
R (D. similis) Xt 402k CeO, )& PEHEHLAE S35
5, He LGy, fH R 2902 KRB 350 557, 4K
CeO, X KIGFFHR(E. coli) FIAk B 25 f AT 1 (B. subti-
lis) W) 75 PR BH I 5 T 8 25 3K 45 TU G & (S, oneiden-
sis)®, Y LABSFTF L HU(C. elegans)fE A A Wi,
0.172 g L HI9K CeO, HI W] L5 #e HAK N ROS
SRR EAU K A I A A B SR TEBE
ft1(Danio rerio) ) % % 52 5 1,500 pg - L™ A44K
CeO, TEBE b A HFIEAR AL A B A BLR |5 000 pg
LUK R EE R BT X 4Kk CeO, HIWAT I WY
W, BLAAK CeO, £ 72 h 115k 85 i 8 rp HUA it
200 mg- L™ B A% B L fh ™ A W] G i) 2 1V
TE DL 2 (Miytilus galloprovincialis) ¥} 40K CeO, 11
W SIZ B8 | AN ] B4 2 B D ik (D 4 2 i e i Bk £
PRI 2 58 )X DLk CeO, RN H 3R
BRAERT 2 JA, P A A DL 24K Y R AR 49K CeO,
RSN, G B i R AR 2 R 8 i AR
HA PRI AR CeO, &P,

HHTE A RGE i A ) 22 8 S 6 b i 48
K CeO, RYBALAEFTA [, 52 BOHA [R] 7K A 2 Py ) 44
K CeO, Feila MIREPEN AT BT[], PRITITXEE LXK



51 VOSSR 9K S5 1 T TE 2B 25 KUK K R PR AL 5 3k e 47
K1 XK CeO, IKEEMHFERR
Table 1 Studies assessing the toxicity of CeO, NPs to aquatic organisms
Zik WUk HL 3 B
L7 /nm /mV LIRS I F8 1R YERIHe e itk
Tested Particle size Potential Exposure Tested endpoints Effective concentration Reference
organisms /nm /mV time
A RO
7 + 12 h J& None [40]
Growth conditions
KIAHFI A 52 535 (CFU) <09 mg-L™', <90% ;5mg-L7",
] 7 + 3h ) ) [40]
E. coli Colony forming units (CFU) 50% ;230 mg-L™", 100%
15 /LN B 100 mg-L™",10%
7 + 24 h ) ) . [41]
Live/dead bacteria 153 (Survival rate)
100 mg-L™", JE5¥ M (No effects)
AR 04 CFU TG /3L 40 TA (Fi4E7K Reclaimed water); .
+
Synechocystis CFU, live/dead bacteria 20mg-L™",20% f7i% (Survival)
(4li7K Pure water)
A
<50 -0.03+0.16 72 h/96 h o ) 001 ~100 mg-L™! [42]
Photosynthetic intensity
ORI .
10 04+0.8 24 h ECs,:63 mg-L 39]
Fluorescence intensity
5 B3R L
25 224+£13 24 h ECs,:0.56 mg-L 39]
Anabaena Fluorescence intensity
A .
50 18.7+0.8 24 h ] ) EC,,:027 mg-L 39]
Fluorescence intensity
R .
60 07=+1.1 24 h ] ) ECsy:7.5 mg-L 39]
Fluorescence intensity
AROEHE 5. ECy, G#EE Optical
= WERR IR (ATP)) density):12.8 mg-L™"';
10 -125+09 72 h/96 h Growth (Optical density, MI3T%L Cell counting ; [39]
cell counting, adenosine 296 mg-L7';
triphosphate (ATP)) ATP:123 mg-L™
AEROUEE ECs, Ot# ¥ Optical
Y145 ATP) density):0.95 mg-L™";
25 -155+1 72 h/M6 h ) ) . [39]
Growth (Optical density, A 3T%L Cell counting :
cell counting, ATP) 97 mg-L™' ;ATP;53 mg-L"'
A4 ¥ HROLHEE EC5, Ct#JE Optical
Selenastrum AR ITEL  ATP) density):0.88 mg-L™!;
. 50 -16+09 72 h/M96 h ) ) [39]
reinsch Growth (Optical density, ZHAEIT%L Cell counting :
cell counting, ATP) 44 mg-L™';ATP:24 mg-L"'
R OLE R EC,, OL#JE Optical
4 a1 H4 ATP) density):8.96 mg-L™";
60 -109+03 72 h/M6 h ) . o [39]
Growth (Optical density, A TT4L Cell counting;
cell counting, ATP) 164 mg-L™'; ATP:8.5 mg-L™"'
ECy:26 ~54 mg-L™";
HERRT ECy):102 ~19.1 mg-L7";
14, 20, 29 -15~-196 72 h [43]

Growth condition

LOEC:56 mg-L™';
NOEC:32 mg-L™!
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Zik1
Zik UL R HL 3 2
LY /nm /mV IR I F8 1R YERIHe e itk
Tested Particle size Potential Exposure Tested endpoints Effective concentration Reference
organisms /nm /mV time
SR AL L7 Promotion:0.01 ~1 mg-L™";
HF <50 -16.0+£09 72 h [42]
Photosynthetic intensity #5 Inhibition:10 ~100 mg-L™!
Selenastrum
i WA KR il Inhibition:1 mg-L7";
reinsch 10 ~20 -13~-18 72h [44]
Growth rate of algae ECsy:10 mg-L™!
TR 15 nm,10% FHE Lethal:1 mg-L7!;
15, 30 Tt None 24 h ) [45]
Mortality 30 nm,15% S Lethal:1 mg-L™!
) ) 15, 30 JG None 24 h - TG No effects:1 mg-L™! [45]
Chironomidae Growth condition
L Vi
15, 30 J& None 24 h ) TG No effects: 1 mg-L™! [45]
Reproduction
TGRS
<25 -10 96 h . JCEN No effects: 10 mg-L™! [46-47]
Survival status
L2 NI
<25 -10 96 h . - 4 Inhibition:10 mg-L™! [46-47]
Exuviate conditions
AR 4 Inhibition:0.01 mg-L™', 10 mg-L™';
<25 -10 96 h o [46-47]
Growth condition Jeiil No inhibition:0.1 mg-L™", 1 mg-L™!
FETF IR TJGEBE No lethal :0.1 mg-L™', 1 mg-L™';
<25 -10 21d [46-47]
Survival status 100% (4t Lethal ;10 mg-L™!
5 BB
<25 -10 21d . - JeFM No effects: < 10 mg-L™! [46-47]
Exuviate conditions
KA ~
<25 -10 21d Tei2 M No effects [46-47]
Growth condition
P FET R 15 nm,10% AL Lethal:1 mg-L™!;
S 15, 30 % None 9 h . ¢ [45]
Daphnia magna Death 30 nm, EEE No lethal:1 mg-L™"
AR
15, 30 JC None 96 h . ,,);D[j No effects: 1 mg- Lt [45]
Growth condition
15,30 JC None 96 h ) TEHEM No effects:1 mg-L™! 5]
Reproduction
TETEIRBL ECs:369 mg-L™', 71.1 mg-L™';
14, 20, 29 -39~-9.1 21d ) o [43]
Survival condition NOEC:32 ~56 mg-L™!
ECy,:88 mg-L™',20 mg-L™';
E-3iN EC,,:205 mg-L™', 427 mg-L7";
14, 20, 29 -39~-9.1 21d ) [43]
Reproduction LOEC:18 ~32 mg-L™';
NOEC: <18 mg-L™'
ot
14, 20, 29 -39~-9.1 21d - JCEM No effects:1 000 mg-L™! [43]
Mobility
B2 1 i i .
N
Zebrafish 14, 20, 29 JE None 24,48,72 h TEHEM No effects ;200 mg-L™! [43]
Mobility,incubation
embryos
P f UThe HFE 2 Liver accumulation ;500 pg-L7';
<25,102 Jt None 14 d o ) [48]
Zebrafish Assimilation JoHA i B No accumulation:5 000 wg-L™

TE:BCsy F/RAPEUN KT EC,, FR 10% MR e , LOEC FR i/ NS e B, NOEC /R L] AR5

NLHRE

Note: ECy, refers to the median effective concentration; EC,, refers to the 10% effective concentration; LOEC refers to the lowest observed effective con-

centration; NOEC refers to the no observed effective concentration.
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CeO, TEKFREE b 1 A= 38R0 A5 ) — B 4518, 1
Hh, BEHSLES TP AT B AT K CeO, XK AR AE W Y 7
PRGN e AL ARG T A 2R TN ) e B Ml e R
SRS T R IR AT HLH (NOM) | B 15 2
5 pH X442k CeO, HY MR 73X AT N 5 4677 ) Bi ik
PR AR T S0 R e T R ERN . PR
HSIAFEIR IR G ZAE T 942K CeO, HYMRAT- 73 A1 A
LB WA 1 5 R PRI 6] 1) G 2R 0 42 TR I
fhgA CeO, By HAT B E 5 X,
1.5 42K CeO, XF 4 HEA= Wy 1) 52 M (Toxicity effects
of CeO, nanoparticles on soil organism)

H 44K CeO, B/NIY R, HoAT DU i 1 1
1) 7 SRS oW LB, 28 11 XoF 4 398 A 9y 7= A AN R 1) 5
Wi, CAMITEZ KGR CeO, X T3 JCHHES)
Wy ) A B TR Y S TG TR CeO, X 3 fill
HWIRETR G A B B IR LD UK
CeO, ] LA i 22 B 1 42 5 A) 4 1) BURE 1R A2 52 i L
AR B2 B ZE A, DR XE LA BT 400K CeO, 55
PRAEEPERON S A FILE B 2R T4k
CeO, AT LA =t 182 R 1 FH Bl e A 2 1) ol o 7 6 Y
AT A T R AR 32 B2 T K CeO,
55 NOM B #EEA ML YA BAE I AT LAY R e 22 i
HAMRON Y Vittori Antisari Z5P EHL 2 Ff 3
100 mg Ce-kg™ ' (13T )B4 K CeO, Z R
60 d 5 A B 2 Fob L8 N U W A R R R A T
WA, HZ, 9K CeO, FEIR T AN C 5 N
FOAE B30 1 3804 9 9 AR R 28 (gCO, ), 2 It K]
SRR VIR S0 A EE 20 N4y & AR AR A A
BB A2 3 B8 2800

KT HIETH MW, B AT F 2L DT
75 N BaU 28 H( Caenorhabditis elegans) Filil 15| ( Eisenia
fetidia)2 Ff, Xt Lt Ce £k K 3 Fl AN [a] 0 428 1) 44 K
CeO, Xof e #5] % 2 M A HI & BB, BT A 1) 22 B 52 6
w514 P SRR Ce 3 i AT I 22 3 Tk 2 1Y 1 A
3N, HA 5 T 44K CeO, Wk 1) e w5l AH H 4 5
& TR Ce Mgl RN H £ LU 7 W EEL
RN, B EE T UK CeO, Iy | i) {4 BE £ ot 2% i
KU T b A e B BB, DR A i
W] 4 A A7 S AR AE AR R U 1) B i S e P A 32
B AR (R SUE R i) DIE—E R
SHE T i 51 7 R ) % i ok AR v 2 3 B 7 1 A R A
P, Collin %7 — 25 U] T 442K CeO, I 1Y
P A R SR LR AR BAT 35 50, A LE L R A

K CeO, FHEL T My f LI 4A K CeO, FIR
T A ) B A W FE RN, FAE 24 h R AL
B A K B BE A BRATZR L LC,, M 15.5 mg-L7',
FE MR + IR W, 49K CeO, X 75 i B b
28 R BEVE M 0 RN 2 B L R B I T
K CeO, A [ml b3k J5T S B5CH X 75 T B2k e ™
HEREREA AR, BAR N5 2 s,

ZE LTIR, 4K CeO, X 1 8 A= Wy 1) 33 PE BN
252 3| L NOM & & 442K CeO, H B BB HE 34
Mopitgr s, Rk, A48k CeO, 1Y
SRS, AT LAXT 94K CeO, dEAT Rl &40, i
T B NOM DUERAE 4K CeO, U %) 2% T L #al
HATNAK CeO, MIRIAT, LA RS AR w9l die 1] li 28 e 4%
TR IR

2 4K CeO, WA B F ML H ( Toxicity mecha-
nisms of CeO, nanoparticles on organisms )

AW, RZ 24 FH XK CeO, M/EY
PEAEFIBLERI AT T — RIVIRR (B H AL A
o — 20 TR S5 8, A CeO, /MR
B RT LATE V4 L 25 ) (0435 48 e | 2 1 s
DNA 73 F45) B 58 2 58 & AR A BLAE Rk = Ak
BEPERONL . AR C A ST, 91K CeO, XA W)Y
PEAEFMLEEREL AT LLAr A LAF 2 ANER 43 . sk
PRI ) (B0 A5 5 200 B A B sl A i 5 e 4 O
AR EAE D) 1) 42 B AL A ] (BT 94K CeO, 52E
YRR INTE SMERREEAVE F 3 7 A4 — Rk
B T B BE R RN ), AR S — 2
R LSS 2 AN 2 R AR AR AR
AP IER-G4 K CeO, RGEH, X 2 A5 T 1E I
EE S i 2a e
2.1 34 (Physical damage)

K CeO, 2wt i F He W B 7 A= 4 i S0 i |
X A A A A Y BE R RIONE , T B A5 LA
T 2 A5 (1) W B 7 40 3R T 48K CeO, 2T
YA WA LB A7 BRI 1) 38 SR 00 Jo [ A L N PR ) S A%
P, M2 5 R AE MR A A ISR pH B AR T
HL BB BB I S B Fe b = 199, ) — B
YAk, A8k CeO, HYAS FL I TE AR FORLES 1Y) 1
AT 2 T T U 40 J J5 50 2 A | 0 T 07228 200 e 14
RPE SOt st IR B 12 Y EHRE 75 N ) B
TR S AN PR 1) B S i B de
A PR B LR 00
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B2 24K CeO, B MBI G FMH =ENENZEERNE
£ :ROS F/RiGith A,
Fig. 2 Illustrations of CeO, NPs biological toxicity mechanisms via the physical damage and chemical inhibition

Note: ROS stands for reactive oxygen species.

R2 K CeO, WEEHFMRHEZRN SRR
Table 2  Studies assessing the toxicity of CeO, NPs to C. elegans in soil

ORI nm R #H/mv FFEHHC W5E FEAR YRR Sk
Particle size/nm  Potentia/mV ~ Exposure time Tested endpoints Effective concentration Reference
ekt IR H5 i BFERAR
85+15,383 ) ) [56]
No data Dynamic Life span Significant decrease;172 ~1 720 ng-L™!
ekt AR Az A
53.34+3.12 3d - [56]
No data Growth conditions Growth inhibition:2.5 ~75.0 mg-L’l
3 M 7 R PR 2k
ToH AW A RRBE T 5 15 nm #5 (Inhibition) 80% ;1 mg-L"
15,45 ) o ) [55]
No data Dynamic Oxidative stress, gene expression, 40 nm %] (Inhibition) 100% :1 mg-L™"
growth and mortality
3.99+0.71 -93 48 h BET-%L Mortality 16.7% :1 000 mg-L™! [57]
3.99+0.71 48 h ET%L Mortality <6.7% ;1 000 mg-L™! [57]
No data
36208 -315 48 h PET-4L Mortality LCsy:272 mg-L™", 155 mg-L™! [57]
3.62+08 48 h TET%L Mortality <6.7% :1 000 mg-L™"! [57]
No data
3.65+0.69 285 48 h HET%L Mortality 33%:1 000 mg-L™! [57]
HA ZEf# (Attenuation)
3.65+£0.69 -30 ~30 48 h PET-%L Mortality [57]

500 mg-L™' CeO, NPs

I LCsy AL,
Note: LCs, refers to the lethal concentration of 50% .



LA U

VRIS R S A 9 2R A XU B R A IBIL i W5 3k e 51

2.2 Ak2F4Ml i # (Chemical inhibition)

B2 ELR K CeO, 7 A A Y rEtE i R i B
BT, EEAALFE AN K CeO, 7E HBURL# If 5 410 i
R A A B — RGN AR S R N AR ) AR-44 K
CeO, R FHHE I E AL IR IR A2 i 7R 25 B ™= AR
i E R ROS, SN 85 H B M DNA B8ifs, T
CEZNGIK CeO, K™ R ROS | LA P 241 My
R F= A2 1) ROS 442K CeO, 55 A= WA IV 41 Jifg 45 4y
)RR A Ak 2 S I 3 A7 T el W Ak 2 4 il LB
2.2.1 4k CeO, Fi/~E M ROS

TEAN IS S E T, 99K CeO, M4 1LiA
PR 23 (A5 I A% NS & 2R Ce(IV) 5 Ce(THAH B
SR IA S5 RN, HE T & FT 77 AE ROS B ZE 5 L
I SCAE L A A% OB B ™ A2 ROSE'™Y - Preda 45
UESE, AREB A4 T (0,) 540k CeO, i YA 25 if
(V"M EAE 2T it (0,7 ) sk A (0, -) F i
B AHOC N SRR AT AR A

2Ce", V."1 + 0,— [2Ce*", 0,77] 1)
RCe", V"] +0,— [Ce*, Ce™, 0;:] ()

76 UV 2 5NB SR (365 nm), Li 25 ] RE 00 )
FEGIK CeO, FIfA O - =4 (HIE I A UL 2 72
FH R E(-OH), A 7ESE B 4514 7742 - OH 1 E,
F22 VST 0Kk CeO, B (1.6 eV), 2R
Ifii , Heckert 254 1 763 E AL A (H, O FE7E T, 4
K CeO, KM K Ce(I) ] LAENIE PN S H,0,
KSR N 7R A - OHL R I, 452K CeO, 1 A&
A AR AR S S 0 M A B 4525 ROS 43T X R
/R e N =X a1l SIS E S S ITAN
2.2.2 YK CeO, FEAEWIRNH 1 ROS

YK CeO, 54 M5 Ha) 1 4 BEA% fih i it &
ROS ML, TEC A BT, 99K CeO, 5 RIHH:
P AP RLE-6TN /)N BRU40 it B2 A 3% 0 AH BLAE
s AR AR WA N RIS AN E] T - OH L O - B HLZE 4
('0,)3 FAEIER ) ROSH ™ Li ZFCUHF5E 4R
134 3 Fl' ROS FEAE IR N & #7252 #E M aa
YERT, MeAh, BRI UESE  7E A W AR 40 B N 0 A
R B 4O DNA F1 RNA 230 5| FH B 1 3 H
A B TR A 2 R N e A - OHY , JE
TEAK CeO, BRI AEWIKN, -OH 2 F X
ROS 73F, 7E 51 &2 DNA $51 17 I 22 W 24 fff 45 5 14 Wy
MR R AR

KTYK CeO, TEA LN F 4 ROS AL
FEH A AR R T B2 HRESWE R

PRI JFE 2 S0 5 7= 4 ROS, Bl Ik CeO, 5T
Bl A LSRG B G B & A= Y RV, AR A SCHR,
YK CeO, FEHLN Az ROS 1 S #0] LAIH AN Ny
DL JLAN R g 1670711

Ce(lV) + X,y —Ce(Ill) + X, 3)
Ce(I) + 0,—Ce(lV) + O; - @)
2H"+20;-—'0,+ H,0, 5)

H,0,+ Ce(ll)—>Ce(IV) + OH + -OH  (6)
2LOOH + Ce(IM)—Ce(IV) + 2LO-+-OH+ OH™ (7)
A X, F R P A B AR DG ) IR R ) T
X, s HAAALIRZAS  LOOH 27 it 4 g s 4846 9
LO- Frnad S84k s H 7= A ) o R il 3 BRI
HiiE A L TH0K CeO, TEM N4 ROS Mfb2E
IO 3t BRI ST IR AN 42 T, V7R ML BE 7 T B 44 55 38
AFFRA . S IE 5T R IR 44K CeO, 2 i fi
PETEPERT S DG [ 2438000 M TR 30 R g 1
VI o i B R oy AL, 3K 2 N T 2 Rk
7 LY ROS 9 7= A HLER Rt — 2 S Bl
2.2.3 4K CeO, HAY KA F IR 2E

ARG AR CeO, 5 AEWIARFHIE MR 5T ]
AL T N 7R 90K CeO, ERFERLN By S H
I, RTFYK CeO, TEGLA: P 240 i N 5 LR A B 25
P B 53181 % A Ak 2 RN 32 B EOR B 22 1) G

AR, 49K CeO, HEAFEWIRN 5
RT3t P Z M B R A LUF 4 4
05 T EIAH LA (D)#N K CeO, T L 42 M g X453
TR RRFA YIS R AW, 5 2 i s
AN 257 Q)ANK CeO, i 1T LA B —
R JER (AT I35 S 1 v 170 1l M S T 24, 2 ) A=
YR B IE 7 A I RET 7, 3)N K CeO, SEWIA R
Hh R 1 0 5 (D A B R AR 2515 40K CeO,
AOAHRREE M BN, A Wy A rh S U B Y Ko
@A N AR ) e A RIS B, H
REDBEAK CeO, A, T BRI T 45 F0 15 50
PP @ T Ce()5 Ca® HA I -T-AH R A 4544 A
iz, AR NS Ca™ ik &Y, Ca™ IR 45 5 Bt
Ce(IHEARTT BRI, — B2 I 40 i 9315 B 18 &
BRI A/E F 88 140 F 254 h 9 Ca B Ce(THHR
R, AR 2 KA ZE L, I 2 A s T

3 ATBEENARERKEKLREFE (Insufficien-
cy and future development direction in this field)

RILRGLRR T K CeO, XTANMIL L RE
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FEY KA AW e - A W A B RAON, , it — 25 W
AL 2= 2 AN D7 ERAT T 40K CeO, W
PEVERIALE . (AT A BT A TR I BRI A T
AR ZR B R T Z Al A A Rl 2 R B 4ok
CeO, WIFRMMER AW i% T i) R AE FBEAR T, S5
YK CeO, TR AN AFTE 25, it
—AERAIK CeO, HYIREE A AR, iR T IF e T
Z M T IS,

(HEABILTYK CeO, H B FEMERUN AT
R EFNGIK CeO, 74 5 WAL R BT FEA
[v) & B8 A 5 rh = AR ) RS A R B MR 1
YER, #E—25 SBOR R I b i) 22 530 25 SR e LA AR
FIABERE, B, M IERA R A GK CeO,
SIS A AR KU, R T PR FT 0K CeO, AN R FHE
e 5 HAE YOV R

Q)HATEA BT 4K CeO, A= 245 KU T Y
S R FH B 98K CeO, 22 0 1l 2B 77 1 4l K
AR . SRTAE SRR (1 SR 554 0T rh AR A 1 4 oK
Ce0, Z AL AT N EHIK CeO, HY7= i PR
WS, AR T B G 9K CeO, (14 WML
IO X EL A b PP A 2 KUK AR A LAY

G)REMRA C LT INRE K CeO, HA
(AP AE A A RS, LR e B 0% % ik L3 M 80
AR AT 40X — [ 5 A TG A5 H I G 2
K. B, FEEE TR IR AR TT AN K CeO,
BTN EEIE XTSI Gk CeO, &4 G A
FARA A R AT 2 L R A EEE Y,

@Ak CeO, FMAFTE I A S B H: s P
FEAERY Ce()5 Ce(IV) I AH B 54 4k , i A 55 22 1Y
RS B8 — 5 1 7)o 31 L P g D s o
K, BRI —E YT A B GTER . R, 385
RIRIAEEA B AR R PR B R 400Kk CeO, MR
PR VE T B ERL IR G T 400k CeO, 1Y% 45 B
FIHEAEERZ X,

BIFIEE® N EK01979—), B 4+ 383, £ 2R FT @&
AR ELS A A TR RESE IR L RFEL
B KARES) Fy i A2 L5 75 e My i AL AL Ao 37 A AT A AF M R ER3E
AL,
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