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Abstract; Water fleas are the keystone aquatic organisms in most fresh water habitats, which have been often a-
dopted as the model testing organisms in ecotoxicological experiments due to the advantages of high sensitivity to
toxic substances, easy cultivation and high growth rate, etc. In recent years, the development of molecular toxicolo-
gy has provided new tools and concept for the study of aquatic ecotoxicology. The omics-based technologies can
facilitate molecular ecotoxicology studies in water fleas, better understanding and improving the knowledge on how
environmental stressors, such as heavy metals, organic compounds and nanoparticles, cause toxicity in ecologically
relevant organisms. In this review, the commonly used omic technologies, including genomic (or transcriptomic),
protomic, metabolomic analyses as well as epigenetic technology have been discussed in order to provide references

for the application of water fleas in ecotoxicology for screening of biomarkers and ecological risk assessment.
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S FAESTEHEER AR FAEY kS
FARB RIS A 2215 Gy KA 5 = Ky
T(EAEZIR B FE H BO) M BEAE B — T 1228, H
H BSR4 T Qe VR F AL S - 4 7 AR
FHPLER , TS HAEAMAR R B S RGOKF- By
MR R . AR B 2 BRI &, A1
AR Bt FE T T 800 AR R R T AR L
SE TR R IE M 4% 220 20 LA W 3000 1 25 4
B 1 i | S SR~ S b)) GRS I R i o
FhEH PR (B G I A 2 B s 2l 2 R i 7 |
PR 22 T F W 35 4% 2H 2% 4 ) B 5 | A 28 B B 22 4
i KA < 4y FAE AR AR RV G X —
B R B R IA T SRR TS e i A S 5
PEFER, 210 A= 2 KU DA iR 551

JK 2 (water flea)s )@ T 19 i gh ¥ 1T H e WY
TREShY . Hob B H K 8 — 2/ N RMIRAE HE 7%
W) PR EOREZE  APRLL R, BT A TE
AR BT D B K A b R A G 7 o R
BRI Z A E L A fERKAEES R
Gerh B BRI, o TSRS e Uk T LA
TEA RIS R RIS A58 07 T B & s il 45
T7 R S8 AR L i Ay 7K AR 1 B A A rh R Y
BAEY), R LT A AES KR H 2 (OECD) 45 1t
ST E A XoF 2 A B 7 4 I 4K U7 12 (OECD Test
Guideline 202, 211)*7 [k ) 1z N H F— 4
BRI R AE I 1) G, KA 5™ Daphnia mag-
na), A XFRS KRR ; AR EP(D. pulex), 3L
24 SR SRR A K (D, Jongispina), ' 3L 4
MNP KRR o DAk IR AR R AR AR
P25 I HE T R ) R 5 DR 4T 8 1Y) 3R A5 (hitp:/
wileabase.org/) [ AFAFFE AT AT LA b 3842 27 0F 5 T
EL LR PR S cDNA SO R 5 5k 4 )
FPHR TG 22 4 AT BER , X 28 A A 3 A AL
Vi s

K TR HK S, H 2 g HAL A 8 KA
(ELAEIR K FPFIIEE A ) o 7E /K A AR AR B B A i o
JZ R, Wse 2 AT K 2% B R B YK B
(Eurytemora pacifica)'” 1 & 5 ¥ /K 2 (Calanus fin-
marchicus)"", /K 2 H (1) H A8 JEBEAE 7K % ( Tigriopus
Japonicus)' V4 | AR SC LIRS A B KA 3B LA X
G0 HA A K I A W S, BRI, T

LR K

RSO TR I, 2808 T Ik L
IKFEAE 3 YR T B BT R . AR ST B
P2 IE R, (R ATRERS 5 4RA FH R LR
55 5 FE N D RE Z A1 A 3R LRI K A 2R T Bl
VERIBLH , H 1T e A R0 A= 0 (A B )pR S

1 EFEAZH3 ( Genomics research)

DNA 7# %451 (DNA microarray) X X DNA [4:%1]
50 DNA 8 5, & — HRAEECE O JHEOR T AR |42 2 8K
T BT MR IR Z R IR B A . 4l —IK
D, BIAT B AR LR P A AH AR B R R 4
Mgt EE TR, BT, A2 MR
AL A PR A w2 ) et A
P HN I AAT , KR AN R R AE N 2 i P e 2
PG YL 25 T3] T e,
L1 GJE R E R R

164 @ A= A 7 B 24 W 9% J7 1T, Poynton 45U R
FHRELALH cDNA S 5 AT AT, 7 0 3500 5 % Tk
JETF %58 TH(Cu) Fa(Cd) FEF (Zn) 3 Fh 4 @ 1) 3
R IRTE | e AN W] 4 i@ % R AR ek ) 2 i mT 5 1R A
[ Fe ki 20, 4 )@ Zn X LT B A9 5 P P A T
PR, DA S 4 B A AR AR AR TR R Ak
AEYIBREY) , XIS R A S FE R R 40 22 1 S
PEPRHE T 5250 3285, [AIAT, Poynton S50 i 4 S 5y
TR BRI R IB IR TR M L 4R TS
AT, B E3R cDNA S A B B AMNEEAS 1) 35 [
TR 5 2Z R Cu Cd Fl Zn BB TEHAT T
Fodss, BBOR A & Cu W EFAME i 3R 81 5 50 50
FIARFEN Cu MY FE PR I R IR TS 2L B A
ARG LG T Z T4 ) Cu A Yhm i 4 i 2k
PRL, TF B 5 PR 2 38 0 B AT A oA Tl e 2 /) PR 458 75
ey, BEAN  AATRIBFSE IR R, S A AN AT ARSI K
1) Cu [EFHME S A T BUD B R Y 22 55 3858,
TR SR A8 0L 4 1 T T WL %8 B M 30U 7K F (NO-
TEL)WIMEA . IZEE AN, X — & AT 7 X 4375 G
X FNARTS Y X 7 T R R E AR . TE &R A0KR MR
D7 1T, RAVEAE 53 1) 2 5 T 40K AR (AgNPs) FIAS R 4R
(AgNO)H il 15k AL IR.O R 0T, R
RPN F] YRR B AgNPs 5200 7K % 2 (118
ARG S S, AgNO, NS EEF LSRN T
PA RE LRI T SR R B B OGS R R A
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S e S W S N G N SR (EORR R WO |k X (SRR R N
Poynton S5 A H & T 2 MR A YR EWH T
AgNPs [ EFREERE

1.2 Rz REFIMZ)

BT 40 ) 22 8 A% 58 -5 5 Tl i =X (suppres-
sion subtractive hybridization-polymerase chain reac-
tion, SSH-PCR)+% A , Soetaert 25" JF & T K% (1)
55 —1X cDNA & F (B2 5 855 A1 R s 5+ cD-
NAs) , il ZHh FH %5 4% 24 75 2R (propiconazole) 2 14
YERIDLEI ST . RANEZT | pg - mL™ P PRI 5
5 4 d S5, FLO R D R A R OB A R AR
BB TR, AT, BYEER 1 mRNA ik
IRV Ry A 245 08 7K A TC A ME B W 18 P 2B R il 11
FIHA YR EY)

F T RIIE I FIB 7 F R 2 (BSTs) Kdi 7, Wa-
tanabe S & T — R B i EE IV A S A R
DNA 4[5 , T PPl 43 45 T R B i B-25% 3 i
TEW ARG YL ) 25 58 S i) L R R IR 25 5, 45
KR Y TREE T ARG Yt g R B AN W]
s ial, PR R IR R IR oA 2 BAT
Ak 2F 4 SEVE 1) (chemical -specific) , PRI, 3X R 7K & 19
DNA s 7 Al R AT K R A2 15 G Wi 0 2%
HAE B A B T AR WK A= Dy e LI
R

A& e — MR 2R R 24, pF o & ATTRH
cDNA i Jr A A W) R AR 25 5 A58 05 3 A 0%
IV IR T RISk i o 5 R AVRREARZE &, R
A S5 AT RELE 2§ K7 MK KA KF- |
MK B AE IR, ERE Y S B AN
T KB AR A T ARk, i, =R
7 I8 W5 Bl (triacylglycerollipase, Lip) . [ =% B4-12-%¢
FE Wi & 8 (leukotriene B4 12-hydroxydehydrogenase,

Ltb4dh) JENTRES &% M 3(fatty acid binding protein 3,

FABP3) 535 25 1 )5t 1 (vitellogenin 1, DmagVTGI),
1fiL£T 7K 1 (hemoglobin, Hb) {1 411 # Z Mg i (juvenile
hormone esterase, JHE) , U} &% 72 B8 1 (vitelline
outer layer membrane protein 1, VMOI)F1JL T i i
(chitinase, Cht)%5 K& 1Y K3k & A= F R 4 (1) 22
b, R A R A2 B T s gl Hordr
Lip Fl Ltb4dh FEH 52404 B AR ¢, 76 T0H #E
YR S RS BAT CHEE . T FABP3 [
W) 557K 28 P9 43 72 4 T ik S A A AR B TR O A7

& (peroxisome proliferators-activated receptors, PPARSs)

{5510 IS A O, Cht 28 T 3 72 v 20 I ) it
B Wi (ecdysial fluid, moulting fluid) H (1 A ity , Hi 3k
B ik 5K & B 4K & F A 5% ; JHE . DmagVTGl
VMO WK 5 th 550 & B AR, e AT
FERAEK B I+ KB A B ik, s 5L A
FIR YA RTAE  A5 18 25 2 i VAR AR bR R )
1.3 AEHMERELEY

WA G W)= 5 e K 5 PR i 44k
— BRI A TGO My R, AR R, 7K
Y 2 R (DR I K W30 7R 7K <8 1 1
Sl E il S sEE . 2002 4 Olmstead #1 LeB-
lanc™ B YRGB T A5 2 i 95 Vi R ——H Bk Je g
(methyl farnesoate, MF) 55 T I 14 7 335 1 20 1) 7
e R BRI R TR ARIIER, BRIz,
W RN, HA LR 2 3 R B9 2 U B AT 75 S PR K
o AR BAE R, an 2 HOR) IS0k ik (pyriproxyfen) , R 4
i (fenoxycarb) I FH 35 M (methoprene) , A 83 1 /2,
Ji A LR AR A W R iR 5 = T oK 8 i 20 &
(hemoglobin, Hb)¥ & 1L, A, BEPE ™ 4= 5 Hb i
T 2 AT AT Dl s R AR 15 S S A
B B% . Olmstead A1 LeBlanc™ By 5T 0 21 , 75 KA
FRFNSCIRIEE T, MF SO A 1A 1) H 20 52 05 o
HAELIY ,>300 nmol- L™ ) MF 3T A /K &4
et a3 R 4 BT, Bads 6 kB, 5 00 IR
HARLL ,MF 20 B2 K A 39 A LR EER A 16
ATPEZER, TS E T 22 M EFRIBIENA,
Horr Mo O BENBGISZ 1A K 2 RV | T A e | 4
MR o EALBEMAMIEER b DI —L M E WL
SR WY& O A R R R

M A(BPA) YA S AN AR K AZ B T
2R, FIH cDNA It F 4381 7 i, Jeong 452 B
5% 7 BPA TE/K & B0 kB AT A iy 52,
21 d ZHEAM G FE P 10 mg- L™ /) BPA 1 & 700
TRANEWEFERE Ty, — Sk B 4 A B2
el SN TR AR VW A R 7 Y N S R RS 7V
A B EAA, XL LR AT HE A BPA % 5E A
W&,

2 FEREZFHR ( Transcriptomics research)

Fifi 25 (=53 1 0 7 (high-throughput sequencing)-F
5 BYARAR B, T8 — A P R AR B B s 2 Y
(RNA-seq) 8 h R A BIF 58 e 5% 20 1Y — Ao 09 B
AR I, RNA-seq J& ELEXT cDNA J#51li
TR, F= AR JT 1T Y reads Bi0E, T (75 — Bt
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TR 11A) 55 DR A DX 38 1) e S /K AT DL B 0 o e 31
ZHE R XS reads BORMT L, 7EKA 73120
ST, R 22 B 5 A TR Z R AR AT 15
P EEEAILEN 307, 12X R B K 3 58 5 PR R AR 1k
Z ISR
2.1 HER

Orsini %P FI ] RNA-seq X045 A [R]  iE 1 4
J& Cd . Pb ZZEEFENAY 12 FhIAEE R ) T RAE A 4%
SKABARHAT T 5007, MATIERE T 3 DR AR R
RIS, b 2 D NIER R, 71— DL LR
AR, X — IR R R — Fh R EE PRI S A
AW EE S RNA FEA IR X 5 MY = E R
PRk 3 > BT ) RNA H T 5 229 i )7 | iF
MRS T 2B 0B, 456 REEN S5 O
HE)JEE DR 20 L R T3 | i T 2R A5 ) R 2 i B i ik
25 B A% 3] 7K 85 5k R 21 2085 %+ (wFleaBase.
org), FIAHZEIEE , vl X 25 55 358 1Y JE R 3E 1 7 D) g
TR, SE 0T P e ) T a3 oy P R A m SR M0
JE 77 RS AR SRR R IPAS . AT N K S T
A F 5 A M S — ML AR
2.2 #Y

Ik, Russo SFPRIT T K IR A AE 1 3 Fh
U 25 W) I 5 JE (imatinib mesylate, IMA), Jli 41
(cisplatinum, CDDP)FKFEIA ¥ (etoposide, ETP)X} K
RN 52 R, At AR 4 8 0 ) 2 R TR B 6E R
DNA #5i £ (% v B 25 %) i (IMA: 2 000 ng - L',
ETP: 300 ng-L™', CDDP: 10 ng-L™"), F| F§ RNA-seq
FAR—HARS T 14 000 000 > reads, K FH 3 Fh2h4)
PR T IMAE B 5K 3R % AL B A 5L ] (angiotensin con-
verting enzyme-like gene, ance)fi) ¥4, 1fii ETP £ 5|
T DNA #7#b 55 A4 i 11 JE K (DNA topoisomerase
IDI R, GO(Gene Ontology) & 450 HY 25 2R 3%
B, ETP Ml IMA 5121 DNA £ T4 7 40 i J& 35
PR G-25 11 B € 32 1K (G-protein coupled receptor,
GPCR)fF 5% Fr it 8 . X I I AT HE 23 5% M 7K <5 b
ZAGNER , L2 ENINERMAERMAT, X—
TAEME ST, T LUK SR R 2 e, 58T T
P AR ] AR S e IR TR T PO 2 2
F&o 1) DNA S L], I X5 i3 264k 2% 9y ot 4o fa]
SN K —H B W S W AR R AR R AE AR AR T
MM
2.3 HEHHR

ok 25 R RT3 0

T SRR K A Hh e ) Bkt A oK AR
AEZVEM, [FE A SRR WA @ K&
—EFRY AL R FER MR, — ok,
RN ERIEIESIY AFE T H R 7 X H I
FIB T 2 ACUE 20 7 A 5 e, 6T AE RO SRR K
b AN, TR AR AR B AR F AT OG0 1Y )
@, RNA-Seq FEA 15 5% 4H 53 B © 28 WL 0 48 7 7
WEsh Y 32 B R o FALRI AR TR, S T HERR
IR, Schwarzenberger 25 FH 43 WA 4% i 75
RN R T 1 TR AR CON WS E R ) 50l
ML KA, it RNA-Seq 2 AR H /K FFE
2 r WX TR g R b A e S I R B ABC A
R — SR A 8 AT AR R TR RREE . R
BT DL 2 AU 52 0, Roncalli 251 DAKE 2817 iF sh W)
RE¥IKF(C. finmarchicus) i Z i AEY), F5E T
A [R] BF [] 4 36 10 111 K 3 (Alexandrium fundyense)
Ja KBRS AL, KA 5 d IR E, —uk
Hiem SR LRI T, R A IR R
(saxitoxin)FZ M T 7K 2 M BB 43 ic, 5 WAL /A
[F) S, — 28 5 fif B A0 OC 19 2 I (- GSTs fn
CYP450)I1- A7 W S 1) 90, 1 — 28 5 3 A0 AH 5C 1Y
FERFB G EE OB H kA T Ak, FE, 54
Y6 B A A B BT A DG Y 6 R A J R R, X e 2
R, BAROK R T 00 Ll B 5 7 T
ZAETCAET- IS, (B E AT AE B 2 S BTt fig
CLZAZ 3 1520, H AR, 5 Dy Ll K o i A
R NRHE 7K 38 RS T RE S 32 B 520

3 ZEHREZFHRE (Proteomics research)

1E4 N1k SR BT 2R E S T AR
RGN kRS = okt 5
S AU LA AR 2T ROM L, B TR
2053 BT AT 5% T i T4 20 PR 3 (B AR 1 3R AT ) 1Y
PR, XIS AT 2 AR REOR , — R
T SELDI Jii i (U 8% #X M retentate chromatography-
mass spectrometry, RC-MS) 2 FH i85 8CR 7 i,
BT XA H, Yk (2-DE) Al MALDI-MS (matrix-as-
sisted laser deionization)F*) K BZ+8 8GR, #il N, Le
PRI H 2-DE HEARMIR T~ E A ESE M
B AN BRNAR) V5 G Xt KRALE RS20, A A48
T 1T A RAEZAEN, AT TR KES RS
HEBIGRNEAREY ., SRR IEMNNEN
FKABMIG,2 FIESBIRAYMRRE RN T
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Ao T EAE ], o R A AT 2 2
e — G JR R N, W R B R E T AT IR AR
A B AN OK R RN R AR VA W, W AN A KT 1Y B
PERON B o HLRIEAT T 200, A 1 2 4H i DR B 4R
FEKE YA BT B 98 K 4R 28 78 41 1 1l 21 25
AT m T TR I 2 8 2 1 ] 425 2 1 ) o Ak Ak
IV REAR, B 2 o B8 2% 58 XK 28 i A= Wi i A
B30 52 e, AT AT BE S BOR B 5 K B AL TS
PR AEANFERAHEAERS, X —25 R 5 HTR
Il SR 2R KT (R I 5 389 50 B 0 DK 0K 1) 8 1 A H L
A AR

IR TR, #E P K AE S XK & P2 A, Hirp
43 S5 R A T W i U A3 7 40 (Can 8, 1 T 5] )
XK ETHE R G RAMEIE 8+ e S m iR A
TR TN s e Jri #2 Jse HL YK (sodium dodecyl sulfate polyac-
rylamide gel electrophoresis, SDS-PAGE)Fl & AH {4, i
B IBE 59 (LC-MS/MS) /3 #1, Schwarzenberger 245!
TERANE P LI EE T 9 MAFRE I, b
(N2 & s EU M R IR A Bl A E ST SON=2/]
T %) 28 1 A A R0 i e 7 b TR 1l N BE
EABE EVET 1.4 4552 25.6 %, 3¢ HABGTIEH K F
436 o 1 5 IR TR e B 2R AR R TE G

4 R i514HZ 3 ( Metabonomics research)

G DR 2 2 i Si 2 2 R AR L, AR 2 2
ARAEA ST N R, X —0F R FBe
BT AR B AR (NMR) K A= WA AR 9 14 I
AT, SEARAFIREM, KRB AEBR
WL AW SRR AR Th AR A S 5 3 Bl AP R SR oh
Tk R T ARSI A 205 YL W 1 A W f oN T XL
SRS [FACRRE o T 1 ) HE AR 46 25 1 [l g
AR T (DI FT-ICR MS) A J& — il i 3 2 | =
TR T R S A S B R . Taylor
SFPTRR A FT-ICR MS J5 i, W98 T E 48 Cu X
KA 2R A 2 30w S B PR X . Poyn-
ton SEPNGACH A F H R 5 5 SR A BRI G
i1 GO(Gene Ontology) & 41 KEGG(Kyoto Ency-
clopedia of Genes and Genomes)ftifff & #4347, & B
TE 24 h WEOIER FE 1Y 57 28 5% T R AR I E FRIEA
FARUZ BT, 236 A s, TS A2 PR
BEHRUN , 3 Ah—Ti 3T H-NMR AR 1A 4 2
5T, I 3 B4 20 AT (principal component analysis,
PCA)RY 7 5T R FIER X R AR SR 5% 48 h i |
A BICRN 45 B B 0] 3 B S 2R AL

AR, 35 A0 28 i T4 e A A SR T
AE TR, TR R R 5 | A A A Qg el A2 5 0t RE 2 A
e B #2257 Taylor 25" >RF OECD 21 d %
FEARIG J7 1, DARER L 2,4- Rl FL 8 ) AN 2518 /K 3
FhIK PRI V5 Gl R e i) A Bl B M, 45 6 ik
N 3 SO S5 S ) ) A AR AR RRAE , DT A B T 0%
TER A YIRS I R 3 Fh ik 2= T () A= 5 o
P, ARSI 138 T PR RR T 3 A ik
R 7K 8 P 3 1 M 1 0 S A G 2B b s 1)
MR LA EESENE,

5 RWIREHZHZ (Epigenomics research)

s 15 27 (epigenetics ) /&8 TR FE A 1 51 ek
A P B R R R TR K A5 4K, 4n DNA 84K 21
B AT RNA T8 55 5 11 2 U JE P 21 27 ) 2 7
FERZHAKF X RMst L2 B o . B ATR B
FERW, R AL IR Y P 2 Z R AL R R
S, Vandegehuchte 45U 1| I M = 20 W A €4 3%
(UPLC)FIE PRI AR | X KA R 5% T 2 Fp R 5E
2215 9L 1) J5 H: DNA W I KT K dite i b 47 o
%, GERFW, 2R A KR DNA /Y H 2K
SR B 5- R (5-azacytidine) & | R (vinclozolin)
Yt A 5 i (genistein) Sz B (zine ) T 228 5 11T 5 - i A2
1 (5-aza-2’ -deoxycytidine) XX A(bisphenol A)F14H
(cadmium) M A BEFZ I H: DNA H ALK, JT4EK
2RI il I, A58 B ) 1) 5% B8 ] 5| R K o Z2 A
SR E A O 0y ] e AR R AL 2 e s )
I FH A7 R R0 ) B R (bisulfite: sequencing) , FY
HAk DNA G T 3E 2 R (methylated DNA immu-
noprecipitation) 55 X DNA H! JAb i i 58 & 81, 76 B
SEREY) AR ER T KSR 7 N A AR A
32 B SR TR L Y 7K 2 AR G B AE A G BRI 1Y
DNA Al & AR o s ™

BTG Yy AR PR A 3 2 AR A S R AT O
M IREEIN L, F5E 3R BT, 9% IF Ak 2 2 58 1 5 i o] DA
It R L A BIAE R BRI A, R
3 LG, B AT RE 2 X Y 1A A 2 XU PEA 7 AR
KM, Vandegehuchte 2™ A FH LAk g LC-MS/
MS J5 ik i3 P sE 5- 1 E-2” It AU 1 (S mdC) e
EXTEEREE N RAEAY DNA H AL K0T T 58
i, P T Zn ZEEXTEEAR SmdC SR A, 45
KR, SRR Zn 8RS 1Y F1 4/K & DNA H 4L
TP 0 IR S B REAIG, (ELIX AN, I A L 3 T
—fRE2 RO, X — R IR B R g% 2
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TER AT B rR O TR T IE %
g5 b RRE W 0 E 2Tk Mo s g
PIRBRLGS TR 1,

6 FEZE(Prospects)

i T K S BA A A BRI oA T LT G B
A U R © T I N R AR A
M Z A 15 Y ) i A S dE B e B 2 T )
TH, [AI AR S A SR BT 2 HOR T
FRBOFEBN T3 00 0 FH 0 & i | A A A 25 KU DA 42
(T EE IR AR A AR —T TR F,
K 2 53 B P PR 20 2 R OB T il L S o Pt
RIS AR SR LG B R G, B HET N
IEIFAAEAR ZH 8 . 1 5, AT o B 1 7 L2
DIESE SR N TR e i i v " N REE 27/ E S

e KRR L B3RS LU NI
POt Ke SPOREE L7k 2 e (L R P S
I AT RE VT, LASE 2R BRI XK SR 1 K
PUEHLS] HU, A BOR S —Fhon A I T A,
v 38 B ORTRERRAE S W SE AP ST 06 A WA
SEHEET AL, o B Bl R B . HATAE
K AU DB RS T RN iz
FATA RGP (5 B el 28 T 2 A2 HoR (n
W S LRV T AL e S 2l AR AL 45, R AR TR
TSR K S AR LA, 53 2L s i iy itk
Fr bR £, J2 /K <& 22 41 2 ik 50 1T I A 1) 5 54
=, MK 2 AIOME A= 5 A R | e e 3 Wt A 21 24
ARG R AP 18 8O AT A, 3 T A
KPR Gy 0 A 25 ARG EA T VA 3 5 R Y
WA RS0

®1 KEAFPAROEEFERBERTERYER

Table 1 Main research methods and related pollutant types in omics study of water flea
220 lEESYESI] A A0 BT A SCHk
Omics Pollutants Biological effects or toxicological applications References
! . NI 4 8 P 5 AN IR 4 kA
R B . . .
- als and metal Different metals cause different expression patterns [16-18]
eavy metals and metal N N § -
Y , WS 7 42 15 e 0 T
nanomaterials - Lo
Prediction of heavy metal pollution in field samples
V&) BB A 11 J A A S A 252 R B R0 A
Pesticid Vitell in i ising bi ker i t ticid 19
ici i nin is a promising biomarker in respon ici
L4 esticide elloge s a promising bio e esponse to pesticide
Genomics AR DNA & i W] 8 R AT /K SR BE AL 235 Qe Wy i) 43 2 R0]
Biocide DNA microarray can be used to classify chemical pollutants in water environment
FiIR- 23 2270 SR R DR T AR DAy A 8 25 B (T AR AR AR B )
. . . 21]
Ibuprofen Several key genes are biomarkers in response to ibuprofen
Wk BB A RS ATV S K S T A B TR A A ) R2-24]
Hormone Vitellogenin can be used as potential biomarkers for the sex differentiation of daphnia
HE® Xof REE T 35 A% 3 A R B AT S X e g 1 B R R A T A B1]
Heavy metals Assess the response of genetic adaptation and phenotypic plasticity to environmental stress
B SRl 29 PR 2% 7K 2 A8 A ) A 90 5% ) (2]
Transcriptomics Drugs Assess the effect of drug on daphnia and other untargeted organisms
WRR PR BT ZON 7K & i A BOERON [1133]
Algal toxin Assess the non-lethal effect of algal toxin on daphnia
Halm PR 4 S R 5 W) 2R R 1) 201 ) RH ELAE [34-35]
EH A Heavy metals Assess the molecular interactions with several heavy metals exposure
Protcomics W% S5 th T 9 FORIFIG 2 11 a6
Algal toxin 9 proteases were identified
RIS 4GRS PRV CERFIE S A 73 2% 43 [37-40]
Metabonomics Heavy metals Assess metabolic profiles and pathways
EMEL Several pollutants DNA methylation levels
Epigenomics EHEJE VYT AR B AL 120 4]

Heavy metals

Effects of chemical exposure can be transferred to non-exposed generations
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