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Abstract; Natural organic matter (DOM) may affect the migration, transformation and bioavailability of arsenic in
aquatic environment by forming As-DOM complex. Using Daphnia magna as the case, humic acid (HA) was divid-
ed into 5 groups by ultrafiltration to determine the impacts from different molecular weights on arsenic toxicity in
aquatic environment. The results indicated that all HA fractions can significantly alleviate the oxidative stress and
membrane damage induced by As, and in the meanwhile reduce MT concentration. In particular, HA from 1-30
kDa fraction had the most remarkable alleviation effect, while the alleviation effect of HA (<1 kDa) was the lowest.
The possible reason is that the complexation of HA with arsenic could increase As-DOM concentration in exposed
medium, which is difficult to enter cells and be assimilated by organism. The effects of HA in alleviating arsenic

toxicity with different molecular weights were related to complexation ratios.
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TR —FP AR 2 AR 2 4 e T
Yy, AT LA N IS At A= ) 3 118 v N M B MR
M 21 i v B B R ™ B A N SR A A S TR
[, AP EETE S A S A IR ROC R 3 Sk U
ToHLEP PR R T A LR, =i iy 80K T H AN
fifl . KIREE By = 2 LLTCAL R AR R (As(V ) 1
AR ER (As(ID) BIE X AFAER i TR 7E 75K
V- R BREEAE FBLE 3 2 0%, A 5E e W Hoh
T e 1 LAk 7 3 P 407 4 SRR 1 A R MEAR
FH—HE5Z 3Nz G0, W] DLt T4 AR M IR i 4
AT E AR, 77 AR o i A TS M 4 A R 3 (reactive
oxygen species, ROS), 4% 1M 5 | & 40 il N £ 5% 43 i
BRI AR, I e & T B IR AL s PR T el
Kharroubi Z£° il 5% % B8 As( V) ] LA 6 ¥ 9
B LSRRI REZE AL, IF 5| R &bk S AL 4, B
LR EANMEAET ., BRK AR R W EEE T RE 2 A2 3
T2 IR R R 5 ), 1) G A8 Ak D fL A AT BILJTR
BERRER AR Bk AR i HoAth 15 e 45

KIRANAE N — L B ARG
FLAE RS HIEE1 JE G B BRI IN g g ot
REMED AT KEAS RG D R IEE
FE 1 ~40 mg-L" Z[8]™ A HLETAT L5 K i o iy
&8 (Cu Cd Al 55) & AR 52 2 B AH BLAE T, AT
S EE 4 S XK AE AR AE W EEED . Dutton il
Fisher!" /& B % )64 5 2 (humic acid , HA) ¥ & it 48
i, As( V) 7E i & (Fundulus heteroclitus) & P4 %) A4 )
FEWBEZ 3G N, Zhang 451" e B K SR A HLIBTIE 7]
e 1 FEAT As(ID)7E FeE i 20 i i P8l ke 31 % i v
PIRCR . L BRI &R B 754
BUBTHR BE A SCHh W58 A1 A IR BILJBE A 1 Jo i of
P54 IR B RS A B A AR R 22 1 il
Al-Reasi %5 WIF5E A 305012 50 KA 2060 B IG5 1)
TCERR A B 2205 A i 0 i U5 AT BIL BTN 1) 2 1 %
fEVEREE B2 feE 2z AL ]
AER R 4 R B AR ) O R 22— AN (]
G312 A BILSORH R 04 25 1 S e 4l 55k 2

AW F B UE VAR T 5 FoR Rl i
HA, JF A KIS N Z ), 58 TR+ 3 1
A BTN 2 Fh ITCHLAR Y A 13 48 A0 1 I8 200 e S 43
10 43 JER At A 1 5 A ) B P AR 8 5 ) AR A (]
S3F 1 P BLBON i A0 A= 4 0k B s2 AL BF S

BERAT R K AR ZS R GE P A AR 25 KU VA T e 45
A

1 ##l57 % (Materials and methods)
1.1 BRI IE il 45 5 R AE

VA R 44 (NaAsO, ) (As (1)) 7 b iR & — 4
(Na,HAsO, - 7H,0)(As( V ))lJ3£ H Sigma-Aldrich 2
A RSB FREL 0.1 g 1% S At 18 40 FD A i & — 4V
100 mL #B4i7K  BLH a1 g- L ARER 75 4 C 554
TREEPRAF 2 H . HA 3K H Sigma-Aldrich 23 7],
FEAREL0.5 g HA ¥ T 500 mL 0.02 mol- L™ i 444,
B, P VRS, FH 0.45 wm (98 B (D8
FEE FH T L0 T 2 i ) a0 2 B3 R U A 1 A I T A
LRI 2% 0T, K U 5 5 v 0t T IS PR B, 22 el vk A5 2
HA L1 066 g-L7 it 185 1Y HA VEIRE 4
C AT RGOS

FIFH Millipore 23 v £E 7 1Y) Amicon 8400 AU JE
MiEAT 53 9% >R 100,30 .10 F1 1 kDa RSFRYUERE
M 53 FHE(100 kDa)BIR 5>t (1 kDa)iZd gt g,
AR T 318 6:1, 43 9 B R FH i 2l SN R T
KB, e KJE 102 MPa, 53] 5 R 4T 1Y
HA &, 735 5>100 kDa(ic & UF1).30 ~ 100 kDa
(it~ UF2).10 ~30 kDa(it & UF3).1 ~ 10 kDa(it. &
UF4)#1<1 kDa(ic & UF5), K434 1% HA ic i UFO,
VSTRAE 4 CHMF T RIS IES 8] 1A
3R HA 3D A ALK & 5
1.2 Zil A RAER G

SEI6 K FH K U 3% (Daphnia magna) N 3284 %),
BRI NG SR, SO R X Y U R 4
1o, TR RS TR AL R R R S 5 1Y
—PEER A Y, KAEMIGFRIRE H(23+1)
C,EFRHE N8 ~10 mL/H JEREL R 16 h : 8 h,
JEMEER B TE 3 500 ~4 000 Lux Z 6], KBRSt
12 pom (935 55 21 25 8 IS 2ok i 1 o 285 5 | /K R 1R K AR
REEFRW, VASKE A A< (Chlamydomonas reinhardtir)
VB KRB B, AR R 1 R/R 2 dHfe—
YK, 14 d ZEA B RKEERH TH T RLE, 5
95 Z T, R FH B Brs o (7K B— K 28 242 2 4 il
D7E 1SO 6341:1982) FhHLE Y J7 %1 <24 h /N
AT R
1.3 B

TRV WCR AR AL R SM7 1538 3L (R 45
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ooz 4R F14 &

LR R AN R M AE A ) I A TR 43
Tt HA W, WS — IR 3 mg- L, 2 FhIEHL
AR B2 05 mg- L, A[RF it HA SR
GWFE 24 b, AT K R ok D0 e 5 W A
T SR As(IDA As( V)RR EE i ad 28 0k 12 155
5 HA 445 Wik 2 | IR #E 100 mL 2285 i
A 40 H 14 d ZE A i HER DL RAF i R, LA SMT7
AR BAE s AR IR I T R R R TR
T HA Sy Sciedl A & 3 11T,
TR IA] 48 h HAEIAHK, ARE, BREESRG,
D7 ARG AR N () B A= )RR R | 4 J 7 2K 11 (mietal-
lothionein, MT) ¥ & . Na'/K'-ATP [iff (Na'/K'-AT-
Pase) Fl # % fb ¥ 157 1k i (superoxide dismutase, T-
SOD)i 7, A — % (malondialdehyde, MDA)FI4 Bt H
Jik(glutathione, GSH) 7 & % $5 45, MT R FH AR 1l Fl
P ;Na' /K -ATP i . T-SOD .MDA FI GSH % 1]
AR 3 g A AR A D W I AR i o
1.4 Gt

S K s A origin 8.0 #4724 K, I Al H
SPSS statistics 22 #4741 HT, F) FH AR 2 07 224y
Fr(ANOVA) T B EE2E 5+, P<0.05 Bk B AT 4¢
R

2 253 (Results)
2.1 AFESTHEE HA XA S MT &8 89500

TE T AE JCHLE 48 h )5, 7E AR TR 4> T & 1Y
HA fETE/NFEAERT , REDER K MT &t aniE 1
Fis . SXFEZEAR L, As(TD) A1 As( V)i 2aph 52 52
BIfReas w55 KA N MT (#9774 ZEAH A
T As(IDRFEHEF MT S EEST As(V)
PR ENE(P<0.01), R4 HA(UFO)FI 5 Ff
AT HA(UFL ~ UFS) I EAE Y B35 AL T
RAEVEARNEE S =AM MT i, 52 Bk
AR AR, As(ID) A HA LR BB S5 MT &
ERTA K, AR F R HA ZRH —E 2%
5,45 UF1 ~UFS+As(ID# 4 MT s S &S5
UFO AHHLTC PR 22 R (H 53 F 1 7E 10 ~30 kDa 19
HA(UE3) X S MT S8R EE, & T <1
kDa(UF5)£1>100 kDa(UF1)f HA X} S MT &
HI0 . As(V)FI HA L[R2 FRiBESH MT 523
F X R A L A 35 1 25 5 (P>0.05)
2.2 AR HA XS R R 7% 40 i 5 61 455
14 5 M)

AN[F R EE UL R BRI ) Na' /K -ATP il 935

J1tnE 2 s, As(ID A As( V) B 252 B KT
Na'/K"-ATP B35 71, A MR AUA7AE RE NS & i
A Na™ /K" -ATP F§i6 F1 a9 06, Hd UF3 1 UF4

T sl A As(Ill)
§ l As(V)
50 L B
L 2 20 l
[}
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111]?4‘/ * s I CDEF | l Blh
o0 .
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B £ b b
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E =
s
ﬁ £ 5
4E
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Q&Y @"Vg T X P
& F TS
B1 AEREBEHRREBRENEERELD (MT)MEE
. SM7 g AT 5k B¢, UF0 \UF1 UF2 \UF3 _UF4 #1 UF5

SR ARG >100 kDa 30 ~100 kDa 10 ~30 kDa .1 ~10 kDa #

<1 kDa FIJESHRR . AN[l/ING 51 27m A 8 20 30 1) ) S 30 5 |

NEPNCERS =N g CIERS HiCl IR TE S 2= S N T
Fig. 1 Metallothionein (MT) concentration of D. magna in
different exposed groups
Note: The artificial background medium is SM7. The humic acid of
unfractionated, >100 kDa, 30-100 kDa, 10-30 kDa, 1-10 kDa and <1 kDa
are expressed as UF0, UF1, UF2, UF3, UF4 and UF5. Different
lowercase letters indicate the significant differences between groups

exposed to As(V) and different capital letters indicate the significant

differences between groups exposed to As(lll). The same below.
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BEZMW T As(ID)XF Na' /K -ATP 3% 1 i 40 il
Xt As(V), % UF5 Fl UF3 Z /b HAHY HA ¥ 3%
G T Na'/K'-ATP (975 1, Hop UF4 5 As(V)
e [F] SR R 4L Na' /K -ATP g 075 11, 525
FAZ B0 B 3 22 5, AHIRI R U T, 2 Fh el
X KB A Y Na™ /K" -ATP i1 7 i 40 i i ) 2
1, UF3 1 UF4 X 2 Ff HA REf% W 2 2% As(I)F1l
As( V)%t Na™/K*-ATP B F1 (03 H 4550
2.3 RESF T HA X 6B %48 ALY
a; E[LJ

ANTR] S 56 4 K B 3 R P9 T-SOD 1% 7 . GSH Al
MDA B35 5 3 s, Bl As(IDAT As(V)#Y %
g A W BRI T ORISR SOD (193 J7, ALY
TINAEA i As(IX KA SOD (il i, i
UF2 \UF3 Hll UF5 [N & 22 T As(V)XF SOD
FORRE AR EE TR As(V) %288, UF2 \UF3 il UF5 Ky
JIA##5 SOD 19 & it 43 ) L T 44.8% .59.3% FiI
55.1% . H UF3+As(V) UF5+As(V)41f#% SOD i /1 5
SHAHLTC R E 25, 5 UFO MLk, UF3+As(V),
UF5+As(V)Z: &4 SOD [I76 77 i 53 &

]

R T i [JAs(1I)
i g 39044 a ClAs(V)
% =5
& g 250- I ab
+_g(5\- bed l ‘E
= i
% s‘:—;‘j 200 By de B B cf
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j%‘g? 20+ BD I b
iy il
EY 154 A ]fh.l‘
.8 b FCY
ﬁ_g e Gg
§5§ 10-
X =
< 31
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=
R CRCRG XY X
Q‘é X X X X X
> %§\ QQQ \Q\ QQW ”" Qb‘ Q‘?

poph R G709 As(IDFT As( V)1 i FFEAL T R
EIRN GSH % £, <1 kDa MG WL 2 T 89 A
BA W As(IDF As( V)X GSH (TH#E. XF HiAth
JURP > TR HLIE A 3, UFO ~ UF4+As(I) % 5%
201 GSH AL Tl As(ID R A TR E
[, Hor UF3+As(llH) 2 8 A Pk & 72 5 UFO
AL B 4R R UFS+As(D 2 #2405 UF0 A e )
FIRAR, X As(V)RUE, Bk UR3+As(V)REHZ
Ab HAD LR ML A Z2 i As(V )RR B4R
N GSH &&= 1yl

MDA FI 2 45 5 0,48 h 1) As(IL)/As(V)
FhiE R T KRR N MDA ™A=, 5 X IR
A, MDA &M 9.0+1.9 THm E(24.4+1.8)/
(219+19) nmol-mg prot”, 5 HAMANEFEF L, G HL
TR AFAEAS [ R M B AIS T R B3R ) MDA 17
AL T As(/As(V) AR BT A Ak, 5 UFO
HIEE, UF3 1 UF4 X As(I) S84 i B Ak 28 ik
R E ., X As(V)kit, Bk UFS XF As(V) 53411
Jig it A8 AL % i A B Je AR A1, UFO ~ UF4 X As(V) &
R i T SR A G2 AR B X 25 ABL(P>0.05).,

_ _ [ JAs(II)
« TOF b As(V)
i
iﬁ_ 2 401 b
Ee e i
= 55 304 gf o
&g DE
Z, 9
< E % 20
g < i
=
K 5\: 10'
O
0
XY}‘ X
5
Sl

B3 ARREFBARKREREANZBRAYIBLLEE(T-SOD) EN AHHEK(GSH) 22 WE (MDA) 88
Fig. 3 Total superoxide dismutase (T-SOD) activity, glutathione (GSH) concentration, malondialdehyde

(MDA) concentration of D. magna in different exposed groups



210 A0x FHF OH % W %14 5
254 . o As(I) T o As(Il)
: =]
~ | ‘ a o As(V) g b As(V)
o3 = E
& g 20 T & - o
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3 iTit(Discussion)

R e L, As(ID AT As(V) T IHES T
RELFER N MT (942 i, 5350 T 41 B3 40 A4k
I s, A DB AFAE B E T As (1)
H As(V )RR AL 1) B MR, (HR AN R 43 F = 1Y
A HLTT A 52 ) A7 AE 25 9], X As (1)K 35, UF3 A
UF4 XFBk SOD Z A 4 4~ A: BRIE bR Y 2% i 5 S B
MR E X As(V) KU, UF3 X} Na'/K'-ATP [if§ |
SOD &M GSH & i M Z SR h i, 5K
IR HA M HE , UFS X As(ID)SF 20 MT & &2 T+
o VR L A 10 114 28 5 5L 09 55 5 T) Bl ke 55 1
X As(V ) S 2 IEA5 40 R AL B A A0 (I B it . A
—UERE AR B T IR IR AT ZE AL, Wang SEUHR
HEFRSFi>1 kDa AP S Cu 8554 5 = 14
BRENE RBUZFEAN A B B T IV B I A BEAIR Cu
XA S 0 A A O | Al-Reasi S BRFSE K
PR K41 A LT T B A A2 i Cu X KB %
AR ATRE Y I 2 /NS FRE A LTS Cu 1Y
25T BE RT AR K A A= A, B IR A A g

WEMREW LT ARE T, AIUREES
& JE WA A B RN AR D AT R A R AT
ZHIRFE R B, RAGE LT R 5T A
P A 28— B 22 ) A7 7 3 A IE A SC G R T AN [
Gy F A AT SR BRI T W R AR, IR T
Xof RV PR A S R I RRARAE . B h
TR T HA X As(I/As( V)R
RUEFEME RS AL AT 50 B T VU 4 A A
L5 3 1 F5 A5 (MT  Na /K -ATP fi ., SOD . GSH ,
MDA)Z KR, 45 RWNE 4 iw, AR T a5
9 HA X% As(ID)/As(V)RIFEE S MAE I RE S 2% 5
SR EIE K, X As(ID A As(V)Ii &, AJa) 52
IS2H 19 Na' /K" -ATP filii% 77, MT 1 MDA ¥ £ 5 %
RV 45 A A B 22 (B A E B A &R
R EE LI, Lorenzo E"WF 5% & B Cu-
HA RO 3P 5 8 Cu iR JE 6, i 54k
LRI EMAFE S Cu ¥R EEH 3¢ ; Poldoski " & B
AHURAFAE AR T Cd 6 KRB IAR N L&, HL
FEARAFEIE S Cd B kB Rl o 1 Cd™ 1 J —
F(; Fan 2" & SR AR RN MT 97K F5 B i Cu
BT ER BENIEMHEKER(E=096), ZHTH
T R FRAT R AN R K BLR A SE T A LR
5 PR R A W A DGO ZR T LA
A>T HA G KRS s g Ve, IR A

T HA X028 5 e 2R 30T D B iR s 1k
JEMIREAR, As(IN)ZREELL) SOD I Al GSH F &
S G A H Z MW AEE R E AR (P
<0.05), Ll T e ok AL % 9 S84k N S 4 5 A
F A FAOM A G, ST As(V) B BEA I, KA
RN SOD 1% J1#1l GSH £ 5 4% 4 250 1 H 41
A KA E R (P>0.05), — I A DA N
1) As(V)5 GSH £ SOD I il i 8 2 Al 1 852 55
It As(V)TEAE PR P9 2L 530 JF L = A i, — A fuf
FRHEATHE TR AL U 1 i, Lhak B g 2g ) H
00 A i P4 2 B 22 Bk R B o, R I L T
P GSH M2 5 X v R T30 T HAN A 2R 57 21 iy K
1% SOD i JJ#1 GSH & it 5455 Bk B A W%
KR,

25 b EAFS T HA 278 50T, As(TD Al
As( V)25 MT S A A B br 5 3
AP H B B T e R X BB TR AT
(AT SE 25 508 B Hh B 76 AR 2 T 4 R
MEEES [ R I TE B B A OC, Z AT 4 R
WFOIG A b TR R AR R B 8 4R 1 EE
AAEYA ST 2 iSRS T 24 s,
f345 Au,Ag.Zn Ni Cd Pb 1 Co %5, Ak WA 40 5
Yy e GRS WL M, SEASEML, EE
J& 5 HE Wy EC AR 22 18] A 4 B Ak 2 S AR ] B LA E
B IR EERORAR A FH T2 4 e i, — i
vl & RN R RN =4 &
J VW A AR W 3R 43 5 A 0 1% 44 i g
JE, P B 4 2 sk AR Y KR ) As(TT
B YESF As(OH), JTESAETE, As(V) EZ L
HAsO7 Hl H,AsO;, JEAAFAE, M4 B 2] A= Yy i 2
T, As(I) 1) £k 2% 5 4 5 H Ik B HG At AS e H o (1)
T2, KGE T 8K A AT LA N B L 5E 1o AR
JEEE2 20 i As( V) TS i R £R 254 A AU, T
DL i TR SR 5 18 R L A RN B Z R E
FEhIRATEI, T As-DOM 44 W) 7E 5 40 fa Ji s
I DA K 2 axk 4 i R 1 ok AR 25 A2 B PR, IR As-
DOM 455 W AR MEAE R T i AR 9 LR I e 48 1%
IR T OGS R 114 48k R S 40, RIS T A 1 2
B,

] L Bty As(T)/As( V)RR FE T K
TR AL AR 07 | 20 B RSS2 405 F MT (3 it 3R
ik, AESFHRE HA(UFO ~ UFS) 25/ T KIR Y
SR AR 1 R A R RS 5, DR REAR T MT 1955
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