H14EFL 6 W
200711 H

oE K R A
Journal of Fishery Sciences of China

Vol. 14 No. 6
November 2007

WA XK & £ S IR I R R

E 2, AR, MR, B R T2
L. IR A 5 R A 2 0 90, o AR BB 45207, TR 100080 2. °f B3 B 9 2 B, AL 30

100049)

W SR A AN ER A, TR T ER KR A R B ORI BG . AT R RERIRER
77 ah R I FI GRS s 5 AR B AR A 4 B 2T BAE KRB R AT A BRI . AOCERIR T BT R KA A
BRI B B8 3AN T RS K A AP B T AR SHE AR i RV AR T ) AR . B TR
GSTEAK RS RG DI RAT o R A e SRR 2R [ EK P RE2,2007, 14 6):1 042 - 1 047

KRR BT KA AN ; SRR
PESES:X171.5 CHEAARINAD: A

AHERBF A AN Bk W B Wik
WA BT S W R 0 O S A, B U A
BB 24 R AR, M REIER BF+
R R S AR —, T N T A B
KR AR R MRS B E A . R
1993 FERIfE i, ARG FHEA T BE 1 T ¢ £
FHUW L AT, e E B AR AL E 45
5, KR A rm Ak 7 & (B4 4 FANE 4D .
WA EEFTEA 1 )7 ¢t GRERMAE B : hetp: //
www. dynyxx. com) » B TR A& A H &
MUKW, BRAHE T R R U AR M, &%
TEANIEEVE SO 18 7K 25 00 160 A A A P B

i EE K = 7R K B 2004 4 ek & A 3
475007 t LR RIS & 3 060 J7 ¢ M7~ &
1690 J7 0, 5 vk 7= & ) 33.8% 2. K
THHA E.EEEE. InEREE. EEKS”
ST AR R, R 54k H 2%, BN E s
Byt P B B SRR AR . A B 254k
B4 ) R0 H 2552 B B AN B T2 5 . A
B TRFI R KA A B B AN T 5 i e, DLUIHE
i 3% TR ) B B FR B AT B AE 1 AR A X
B, R B R K S R B e 4 R AR i R R I 04
I, FVB b R B A A PR 35 e AR R 2 M s

Yo#s B #1:2007 - 02 - 07: 1237 B #1:2007 - 05 - 03.

X EHS:1005 - 8737 — 2007006 — 1042 - 06

1 HWAMEBEEERERERSE

B/t Endosulfan) L2 %8 1,2,3, 4,7, 7- 75 A X
HQ,2, D Fk- Q) WL H IS, 6 WAL RS, 2 T =X
H CoHeCleOsS, L F M L 1. BRFHE 2578 5
WO, g g BAR A, TR T 2 HE L
F, AR, IR B R BB KR . R A PR
B 2 F R o P AR P 2 B P2
BE7K 4y e 2 St 0 {8 (g Kop) 9 B A 3.83 A
3.52B0. FERREEA AR BUPH R N
TR ERER B P B R PSS, XL R A R
GOy iR AR BT E BN R B
IR 3 AT 4 d, (BAEREFNE pH B 2
FEHSERK. R YE LR
H6~11 A, Wk Bl 75 s sk 4 %
FRELR T AR A R AE A E I I R

CL CL

CL
CL

cL— N
CcL 0—S=0

1 BRIt g R B
Fig.1 Chemical structure of endosulfan™!

EEWE: BFE S EMIT LRI ITE 973-2006CB403306) ;2006 7+ E R BRAT AR E 51t LB BT T QR0 .
EHR N HEMR 1978 -2, B, BEM R4, TE NS RKELZH LA . E-mail: huge@ioz. ac. cn

BTAEE 7 AR . Tel: 010 — 64807169; E-mail: xumq@ioz. ac. cn

PDF SCfHffiH] "pdfFactory Pro" i R AG] 4 www. Fineprint.com.cn


http://www.fineprint.com.cn

% 6

7 [ 5% - B TR K A A ) 5 B R ) BT S R 1043

Wi B PR 2 R AL T R R R A
L AT S myamEL, AMEmABARS
B A5 ke B, S R A S
kb 3.

2 MAERENRPEIREL

WA PP RGP AT REA IS RV HE R R
AP e R B AE A R A, H ORGP 5 R S
WA R A = DL 5 A0 TR (R R
TH R P, A — 5B it RS, B KR iz sk
ITRIER®EE. BNTEREY ERE S Y m
16’ 7K PR RS R AR AR R R, iR ie 2 £
BWAUKAR S . BRPHE T3 v B b AR AR, fE K
T AV AR B F T AR AR PHER IR IR L AR P —
B 55, X LA P 40 & T AT i Ak 31 Al R 85 Joie
. KA REESRAT SR AR E EAE
F (Bioconcentration) s {2 & £ ¥ 1 & (Bioaccumula-
tion) FRIE AN |1, E BB, N FEEEY IR
(Biomagnification) XX M , 1X °] 5 5 &% P K H AR =
W WS By o3 il Ak 2 1 R O

3 WAXMNKEEYFIEHEZAR

HAr, [ N — 22238 dEAT 1 2%k KOR VR S 5E
A= G R BR PRR B RS W R B e BT, R i
it 25 AN K HAF FIALSIAE T 80 412 1 B
e B=91, (B K = i BR L5k B IO T Y R AR
M P8 77 KB E 7 BAE 20 A2 70,80 “EAXHLIT 26 A
FUBR ok B8 B FRE K A A=y ) 25 AU
3.1 FAXTEMENIRIF T

SV IR A VE P ) B R A R RL
o 1 5 # ER A I TR] AN R], S 7K 28 52 sh ) 2F 4
FICIRIE (LCsp) A Z 5. KB (Daphnia magna)
4K 48 h B F B EILIK E (48 h LCsxp) 4 950 pg/
LUOJ, Bk 41 % 8F (Penaeus duorarum) M. 5 (& 7 §F
(Macrobrachivm malcolmsonii )12 96 h LCso 73 il 4
0.004 pg /L F1 0.16 pg /L. SLAM, ANF A BB S fF
FIBERE MK A A W BOAE IRk B . A B R PR B
HIR AT AE WS, G P X EF (Penaeus aztecus) 1 96 h
LG MR RN 10 0.2 g /L R 516.9 g /Lo 34
BOKEHEE (Gammarus riparius sp.nov) [ 24 h LCsp #!
48 h LCso /18 9.2 pg /L F1 6.4 pg LM, A[FI 2 55
IS T P B B 2 A R BRPHE K B R AR

MEREWL A Z 7, 7£ 96 h LCs ', 70 K E & AT
(Procambarus clarkii) 8H AR B & & w14, 7E6
FHOTEBICIR S T, B8 %5 2 Brachionus
calyei florus) I AR B SR IR (Nannochloropsis
oculata) FIRFEEWT NG £ F ROR BT, 24k
25 R e L 3 30 2 AR U e /b 509 157

SR ) B K AR AR 0 B ) 2R BRI R
Z 5. Wirth ZUSIRT 51 T K [ 3k B 67 P) 4 55 4F
(Palaemonetes pugio) M5 KB WM, 25 R 2K,
B P34 AR RAE (>15 mm) 96 h LCsp M 0.62 pg /L
% HEEHFO6 h 1.4 B4 1.99 g /120.92 g/
L, I3 U A A 4 e e P 1 2k S gk 6] A
RN 2 JHER (PCB) 1 BURHE FE £ 8 MEAfE 22
S, HEPEAN R LA RSB R T S S B
P55 2 BUEUAC R A7 AR 1 2 e A R e R R A
5 #EVEASRFRER SR AEPEAL & R AR LU ER
R, RN IR DT AT & A B AT DU s B IR i . 5
— 7 GRS B SE B K BE AR BB os Hk N s
U7 R L 2R FR AT R BE K, AR B A UE i v A T 0
It N T E S T . F5h, #EEA A
EEHEPEA AR, BT AR AR A WR A T AR REE A A4
T LB P A4 1 IR W 2H 2 e I A7 3 55 28 IR 1 A L
8l
3.2 BAXMaEMEHUE

fF xR R A ORI QS CARE
71 BRI R R OK B 2R AT /K 155 96 h LCsp HTE 23
A 0.17~4.4 pg /L F10.09~3.45 pg /L. (LB
KGR F AT AT, X U (Oncorhynchus
makiss) 418 24 h LiCsp~ 48 h LCsp~72 h LCsxp 11 96 h
LCsp73 5 4 19.8 pg 1..8.9 pg 1.5.3 pg /L. 1.8 pg/
LU ZE KB AR B4 A T % R 8 (Channa punc-
tatus) %1 24 h 1.Csp-48 h LCsp-72 h LCsp 1 96 h LCsp
A 19.7 pg A.13.0 pg /1. 10.2 pg /L A1 7.8 pg/
LT, sof i i K B f (Lepomis macrochirus) ~ 73k 3K
O (Pimephales promelas)~ 3t 1 X B Uctalurus
punctatus) ~ B85 (Lateolabraz japonicus) B 96 h LCsy 77
A 1.2 pg/l 1.4 pg/L. 1.5 pg/L H1 2.4 pg/
LRU2), R R B AR . o-BR
Pho BB P T2 P (SR % 96%) K EC Bifd
(35%) Xt % (Channa argus) WEHH AL RE
7R BT R SR 5, 2L KR 359% EC i1 R Tk 2%
Birt, SR AR AR R B B R T
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FEXE BB 06 h LCsy 5 31% 3.1 g /L 71 5.8 pg /
L24). Singh %2519 2 B 1 % 5 BE ik (Heterop-
neustes fossilis) 96 h LCsp G KA E LA K2
ARF, IR ALK EARKIZH N, 96 h
LCspF FEARHI AT . BRFE XA [F] £ S ) P S B K
FEA 2= 5, HoT e SR Al — 2 52 X Ao i P B i 32
FEFEANIR], — o2 Bk R 140 PR BT 4 A AN [

4 WRARIKEEMRGBIF I

ARG A RGN EY ARG, 21—
EY IR AT & N e 22 S R A % R A i
Jo B B EE 1 AU AT B S HF H AR A1, sl fb A # 1
FaRmAEE ] T ARR ST . KHED A
BT RSB Y LK YR R R R RN, 5
TS AR PN Il R ) 5 T R, 5 A R AR, R
E G B P AR B 28 AR B A T RE .
4.1 FAXERAKLESYRIGFEIEIE

R (Anabas scandens) B B 1E 6 pg /L i
21 d, RIVHZA 8 e AL FI N IR I & & F 2
FAA, HR IR EL & B T, AR h A I
BEERR. - RER, & T rass
BEMS 20 A8 WL A 1 J53 A BN T W A2 A B I e Y R
K26, FERFIURR Y X R 1 (Catla catla) FETE
SN P S v R IR, AR B T A R R
CBF R PR IR Eh N P B A S A T B
TP DL AN A A P A A TS R
FEWLIA 2R S BLBR PH AT A A 7 4 270, g am iy
(Heteropneustes fossilis) % & T 1.5 pg /L W16 FH
H1, 93 HI7E 3 ha6 h 12 h.48 h.96 h WL Sk B K AL &
YA 45 R s UL P rhosE R B B B R & RR I
[ SE T T Fs AR R S B2 6 h o
ST UA T W B 2 25 I (8] (1 A, TR PR 98K B 3%
Wit MR TR S BT R W R
96 h J5 T8 (Barytelphusa guerini) » 57 fEBE )& 1)
BERLEE A BOV5 I 5, (5 15 ML AR Ik 02 v o Ji 32 7
AR 90, B 5 b v B AR 3 (Oreochromis mossambi-
cus) FERAE 20 pg /L HIBLFH R, HUR PR 3E 30 b X 18
A DO TR SRR I T, BT e s A Bl (Clar
ias batrachus) & B AL P 55 36 A7 47 45 B8 & A% B
CS) - 1 %] HE-6-1% 12 it =L B (G-6-PDHD - FLIR it =
B (LDHD 1132 58 fii 085 (MDD 35 7 BU. (B2
B P S H A P 1) A 237 SOBT & R B ) B

KI5, XL R PRI e SRR . ERR AT Y 5
IR, G P e 8 T M R AR SR R i A
(MDHD F 5 K 52 73 Rk FR 8 4 192
4.2 HAMEQRNKBENFME

B P 8 B A T SR AR R S B
FIANF DO RE B BE2E . B TP R HARE = 5 £
AN BT e R RSN PR 2 G, AT 3 BUER U R
B BN KRB % (Daphnia magna ) MR EL
1LBE (SOD) « 7+ Bt H Ik B8 (GST & Bt H ik 4
B8 (GPXO BYVE P A 2 25 5% M, 1 4 i 48 Ak SR
(CAD HIiEMHER A BE W, £ EWREEEN,
B o P B H 3G 0, SOD B9 3% 14 32 i [ 11K, T
GST-GPX U5 PE iz i 1 5m 10L. 55 4h, B g
HIE\ENSELGEMW. £ EWEEE N, M
FPHAR EE RN, B4 2% B A s W T TR
RE L Z W & MY (TBARS) K& B H B &%
My L0, 252 T 10.6~32 ng /L B/} (1 5 (X 7 R
(Macrobrachium malcolmsonii) 2028 H B4 Bt H Bk
¥REHG (GST) -« MR T Bk W2 B (ACP) . Wl 1 B 12 g
(ALP) - LI i 255 (LDHD 5 1 2 3 = T4 jR 4L, T
Z W HEBRERES (AchE) & BAK T 41 B3], wift ik
AT LAY SR8, (Barytel phusa guerini) RN R A& 218
R GOD MNAMR LA ALD i1, 21
MEFTEEEANAmEERSED. REK
FEN 1.0 pg /L 8RS, 7E 96 h A X BE SRR B & (Lep-
omis macrochirus) GIEABTRERES (AchE) ¥ P4 1 41
FH 3.6% ~23% 21 AR R Y 0 I & 4y
74 100 pg kg A1 500 pg /kg I, 35 d LLUE RILIE &
BAKK & A 1 FAE 1 (Oreochromis niloticus) AR
P UL (DD 3% 1 25 14, B 33 B4,
4.3 FAXRRIIEEMNEIN

B 2k 40 R B A A A R .
B RE 805 T 10 mg /kg I, RIHIH] 55 [CHT AR
WA (Melanotaenia fredericki) 3k '5 41 8 i 7+ W AF
MBS R ZE KRS (Macquaria ambigua) F1 H 4L
85T (Murray cod) S<'5 40 B F W AE A, G FHIE AT
DAY 53X 3 otk 40 M A 5 1 B8, R R B B T
F 5 T B 68 T AR 40 A DNA 545, T B S8 4
AR P B 25 1 I A 207, AR Hp P R
&2 510 5 pg /kg~ 50 pg /kg~ 500 pg kg I, KT
PEAE (Salmo salar) TLHZEFR bR 0L A )40 2 FR A7
KRS RAMILABEE. 35d UEHE
500 pg kg I EH 5XTRAMLL, MaOE A ETEM
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R A R Ty 36
4.4 FAMSHERANITR

FRTA N » G P08 /K A2 AR 7 A 2 BN B
RIS w22 T ] (GABA) 1 5L, M1l GABA
ZRRE. TSR B Al LS BUKE LY R
CoARBERAE Y 70 ORI RS e 2 D8R 5 0l
LB R RS . GABA &M RG]
PhA 22 3% )7, GABA 324K AT 15 S B P o 22 25 %
GABA 5 2 R4 &, FEEE THIEITTH, =&
TR 2 AR MR A B, T A SR A S Ao 2 T B AR
A, SRR 2R TC BT D R AR A PR3 . R
FHE N GABA A: 55 FHERIFE S, 0] GABA 3214 2%
&, RERLZNFREEDHERA AR BT
ERA S2 B 4, 10 GABA -3 B AL HY
BT, AR R R R B

5 FMAERERHNSH

KTWmAHEASHE M B RCHE
—UERF I IRE . 7R E R B X R DAL, K
IR PRS2 70 108.5 ng 1..3.72 ng /g
CF R B7); dbmt w7 i B8 i 23y 91 K v
Pt EED AN 2.15ng /L.80.8 ng /L, JRIEH & &
518 0.22 ng /g-0.11 ng /g (FJRE) ;s BN E Ganga
FKAR BT & B 5k 66 500 ng /L4, i FHE K
EEMENIRBIENARARE. EhEEEIX 0
ZRVEIE 11 MR TD A 13 Fh Gk 390 &) /K P b £
AN AR (PHHS 45 R TR, o B FHFI AR FHR IR 28
R R0 A 49% 2% & KT 10 ng /g G i
B), 1 B-HFHF A H1 4, ZEENRE Kollru 3593113 Hh
FEFR IR, IR TR K RIS R4 Py 2246 0 6% £, 2
TEJRIR T & ik 238 pg /g (F R , HRE KX
0F, 2 B9 4 98.6 ng /1.27.8 pg /g G R E) 421, 78
P8 E Queme FTHY 19 T, 84% FAM AR M HE A
HAE AR N ok B =70 1 2 8.2~ 215 ng/g UIE N B
) 3] 70 3 B Wk 2 P g B X, JB B Bk
1 (Oreochromis niloticus ) F1J8 % R W 85 (Lages
niloticus) VK W FH 5% B &1k 42 000 ng /g (HE Wi ik
B Wl Friamg R g i 7 R 3 RS I 3
it &5 54 0.5 ng /g-2.86 ng /g-36 ng /g JI&
i JF ) 51

FE A B EE R ERR A5 R A
R Ag R ), & [ XA P A A R 1 L AR AR T T A
WL . 2005 4F 12 A BREE 37328 FAF A AR 7 2006 4F

5 7, HA T s g dh b AR AL 27 dh R B A
THUEHAT “B R PR ML, DA™ dh P P B0 5
KL HE R E MRLs 4 0.004 mg /kg; WHO 1 FAO i
SERL P AR AT 2 BB (ADD A 0.006 mg /kg-
] (R 25 B APk BR ) (GB 2763-2005) JE
T, ST AR R B RIREREN 0.5~
1.0 mg /kg, T7E 7K i 54 B BR & 0F R i R
WP -

6 RE

H ] AR R T, 9 A A A X3 A A A
Fho BARBFAHER KR ER RERE " 8577
IR T — e WRARAE AL B R R A FARE 7 4
NG e MR RIE R BB EN. H
B R TR AR A B B2 7 T AT 5, B naR LR JL
AT T B9 TAF (O AR bn P xd A A e B f1 2
(o 12 R R IR SRR AT, TR P X
SRR B ERAL N ; ) M7 T AT RIS BT KA
WA AN, D HEARE A A E LS
(3) VEAH A6 S Fp B 3 L T SN A
DAk A eda A AR R BT UL @O ARSCHR T 22
R AT A P ) A7 s 0 BRI 7 7K dh o
B 3 B0 B Rk B PR AR, DR B K™ R 2 4

52 3k
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Progress in the study of toxicological effects of endosulfan on aquatic organisms

HU Guo-cheng!'?, XU Mu-qi*» DAI Jia-yin'; CAO Hong', LI Xue-mei'*?
(1.Key Laboratory of Animal Ecology and Conservation Biology- Institute of Zoology: Chinese Academy of Sciences Beijing 100080-
China; 2.The Graduate School of Chinese Academy of Sciences- Beijing 100049, China)

Abstract: Endosulfan is a kind of manufactured organochlorine pesticide. It is widely used to control insects

in agriculture, including in food crops such as grains, vegetables; fruits and tea and nonfood crops such as to-

bacco- cotton. And it is also used as a wood preservative. Although endosulfan plays an important role in con-

trolling insects and increasing crops productions it affects non-target organisms- especially those inhabiting

aquatic environment. This paper summarizes the toxicological effects of endosulfan on aquatic organisms in

acute and chronic bioassays and elucidates metabolic mechanisms of aquatic organisms for endosulfan toxicity

and illustrates the spatial distribution of endosulfan in different environmental media, including water bod-

ies> sediments> and organisms, which is the base to evaluate the environmental behaviors of endosulfan and
the human healthy risk. [Journal of Fishery Sciences of China>2007,14 ©>:1 042 —1 047
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