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Abstract

Abstract

In recent years, plastic pollution has become a major global environmental issue.
Microplastics in the ocean can be easily ingested by marine organisms and enrich in
vivo, causing toxic effects to organisms. Microplastics can even be transferred
through the food chain, threatening the health of marine ecosystem. In this study,
biofilm polystyrene microplastic particles were used as the research object, the
filter-feeding marine bivalve Paphia undulata and Ruditapes philippinarum were
used as the test organism, the two bivalves were exposed to biofilm microplastics
seawater with different functional groups and biofilm microplastics with different
sizes, the accumulation and distribution characteristics of microplastic in the tissues
of the bivalves were analyzed, the effects of microplastics on antioxidant enzymes
and oxidative damage in bivalves gill and digestive gland tissues were studied,
metabolomics technology was used to analyze the metabolic response of digestive
gland tissues to microplastics, excavation can characterize characteristic metabolites
of microplastic toxicity.

The results showed that after 7 days of exposure of P undulata to a raw or
biofilm-attached seawater solution of amino-polystyrene (PS-NH>) and
carboxylated-polystyrene (PS-COOH) microplastics at a concentration of 100 pg/L
and t a particle size of 3 um, microplastics can be detected in the gills, digestive gland,
mantle and gut tissues of P. undulata, among which more accumulate in the gut and
digestive gland, and the accumulation of biofilm microplastics in the tissues of P.
undulata is generally higher than that of the raw microplastics. After 7 days of
exposure, P. undulata showed rupture of gill filaments, disruption of gill filament
junctions, hemocyte infiltration, digestive gland cell necrosis, edema and other
pathological injuries. Different functional polystyrene microplastics could lead to
oxidative stress and liver damage in P. undulata, and the results of integrated
biomarker response index (IBR) showed that microplastic exposure had a stronger
toxic effect on the digestive gland tissue of P. undulata. The metabolomics results

showed that microplastic exposure led to changes in the metabolic profile of P.
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undulata, mainly interfering with the "alanine, aspartic acid and glutamate
metabolism", "pyrimidine metabolism", "glycine, serine and threonine metabolism"
and "tryptophan metabolism" processes. Combined with the content of microplastics
in the digestive gland, IBR index and metabolomics results, it can be seen that
biofilms enhance the toxic effect of PS-COOH microplastics on P. undulata.

R. philippinarum were exposed to a raw or biofilm-attached seawater solution of
PS-NH> microplastics at a concentration of 200 pg/L and a particle size of 1 pm or 7
um for 4 and 8 days, microplastics can be detected in the gills, digestive gland,
mantle and gut tissues of R. philippinarum, among which the tissues with more
accumulation of microplastics are the gut and digestive gland. After 8 days of
exposure, R. philippinarum suffer from pathological injuries such as hemocyte
infiltration, cilium shedding, necrosis, and karyolysis. In addition, microplastic stress
also caused oxidative damage in R. philippinarum, and IBR showed that PS-NH>
microplastics increased toxicity to digestive gland tissue with prolonged exposure.
Microplastic exposure alters the metabolic profile of digestive gland in R.
philippinarum, mainly interfering with the "pentose phosphate pathway", "cysteine
and methionine metabolism", "glycine, serine and threonine metabolism",

"

"phenylalanine, tyrosine and tryptophan biosynthesis", Glyoxylate and
dicarboxylate metabolism", "pyrimidine metabolism" and "tyrosine metabolism"
processes. Combined with the content of microplastics in the digestive gland, the
biomarkers and the metabolomic results, the biofilm enhanced the toxicity of 7 pm
PS-NH: microplastics to R. philippinarum.

This study found that both raw and biofilm-attached microplastic exposure
caused oxidative stress, tissue damage and metabolic disturbances in P. undulata and
R. philippinarum, and biofilms affect the toxic effects of microplastics on bivalves.
This study evaluates the potential toxicity risk of biofilm microplastics to bivalves,

which can provide a theoretical basis for the potential ecological risk assessment of

biofilm microplastic pollution in seawater environment pollution in seawater.

Keywords: Microplastic Biofilm Bivalves Toxic effects Metabolites
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2.1 SLIGEh R EI{L

WA B AESS (Paphia undulata) FAERZMRAT (Ruditapes philippinarum) M\
WA =T EE T g K, BT S KR R GREE 25°C £ 1°C,
EAEFTR, BIRE SR Tmg/L£0.5mg/L, YA 12h/12h) « & HEHEIK
A5 /NEREE (KRB 1.0 x10° cells/mL) —iR, S48 FZK /KR L AL (FOT 4B
R, WD) BRI THEK, PIbiEFRE S RS CE 7R : 30%0 £ 1%o+
pH: 7.82+0.09) . FEHEIGAF CEFREEE: 21%0 £ 1%0~ pH: 7.54+0.29)
Yl 7 RJG, GHBMARRNRIT . R DA 2 i sh AT 70 4 525

22 WEBRREAEMIIREE

SIS BT AR R A AS R B e [543 R R M TRV (PS-NH. PS-COOH,
Fidt 3 um, WP 25 mg/mL) ; A[RIE B HUOR K L@ 4% O FOUTHERIE TR
(PS-NH,. PS-COOH, #i%% 3 um, ¥ZF 10 mg/mL) . AN[EFifE R EE LR
W LIFWIRTH (PS-NH2, Kif% 1 pm. 7 pm; AFERAR AR IE R IE IG5
EIIEHERT R (PS-NHz, Hif% 1 pm. 7 pm) o BLEFTH RIS ZMBROB R
TR WS R EAE RO

KRG =T RIS T MRS ZLA AR B SRR X B oK, KRR S
H75 o BE R TSON HE T Hh FH R B R0 i /K L B A 1 mg/mL (VS WCE T 7 =0 E
BREK (JQZW-1102C, gk ) w (RERE N 26°C, F#i# 100 rpm) , 7F
EWFEE 21 K, HAE SR SEHRT ERREK 2 U (R AR R R T AE PR T A4

2.3 BRI REEYIIERIE

2.3.1 NEIEREFIRE O G HEZBR R E A AR A=A

ENBELS ARG, N TR 3 umPS-NH, 1 PS-COOH ¥R} 22 45 4L,
¥ 1 mg/mL JRIEFI AV ROE R B B T SR E. T 12h 5, i
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FAE 725458 (SEM)  (JSM-7601F PLUS) M %% 3 um J5 46 LK I & Ja5 1)
PS-NH, il PS-COOH f{¥8 k| FK M FE 3R »

232 AEINEFESERRHMEER R EYERIE

FEWNWMELERE, AN THEF 1 pm M 7 umPS-NH R R R, K f
AT BB S 1 pm A1 7 pm SR 46 LR B J5 1) PS-NH U RLR THIEAS .

HY 200 pL ¥ 24 1 mg/mL ) 1 pm A1 7 wm JE5 % R 46 DL A 0% & J5 1 PS-NH,
IERL, AEAZKERZE 2mL, A 50 uL4%1 %2 R HEE, HIA Sybr greend
Bkl (X-Y Biotechnology) 200 uL, 4t 10 min, €% 2 ERRIREEIERE - (5L
£ 0.2 um, Whatman) , H %% EH%5% (DM4B+DMC4500, Leica) Wil Gl i,
YLt 15 1 m FRAIE B PS-NH2 28 TH A= 405 B T B o

24 WENFIERE

241 BN EIFIRSIERE LW

S 56 FT FH A B8R} D IR 46 2 Ot A R R 6 IR R M B R W (PS-NHa .
PS-COOH, 3 um) , PR SCHAHER S EH R R LRI RS (PS-NH,.
PS-COOH, 3 um) , Zr7liitid JEig/KSLi x4 (Control) . J5i4f PS-NH,
F %4 (PS-NH2) . i PS-COOH ##z4H (PS-COOH) . A:#fE PS-NH, % #%
H (B-PS-NH») AA#)fiE PS-COOH 2Bkl e 40 (B-PS-COOH) . ¥Rl
FEWFEN 100 pg/L, RFNSEERAH 3 APATHEGL (GOBMEERL 1 DN aEGL, JF
PWICHIRRL 2 ANPEHIEL, AN 16 Lo SEHOR R B ET A ¥ ar L R IG F oK
For AN 5] SRR 20 T R RE AR A B B AR R 0 A s O, AR DB BRI R 8L
B Ay FH R 0 0 6 R 9 A R 2E 23 P B AR A0 1 D AR AR RS AR s DA B AR
NPT o KR 25°C £ 1°C, R 30%0 + 1%0, ELETRS, BRASE 7mgL
+0.5 mg/L, YalE A 12 h /12 he FYIML 5 kg B ARls (e 40.65 + 1.9 mm,
Fevi: 12.93+£0.61 mm, 5oiE: 23.06+ 1.00 mm, fAHE: 7.27+0.98 g) %R &
B SIS KA RENL A, B BEETBON 20 X, & H B KHT 2 h $5R/NIR
Bk FRERSEINRREE T R, SSWJEMEIAEM AR WAL, M EREAM
W 2R, K FH T A A 43 A RO U 2E 257 40 B R ot SO SN VR R A 1R IR e &
-80°C UKAEIRAF, FH T H L0 BL: S D OGTBRL 3 A5 43 B I FE i BT 4% 2 58

10
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FR I /K A ] 5 S5 N OKFE 2 AR AT, 15 FH -0 5 20 23 N A8 )2 B R il TN
-20°C VKFEAR-AF

242 FFRERIGFSERESN

SIS BT AR RL A S5 46 2 AN AR 8 S 2 SRR IR TR T8 CRif% 1 pm.
7 um), P AR S AR R R R OR AR IE R R CRiAE 1 pm 7 pm),
¥ IR R R A K BC B RO B 1 mg/mL (OB RAE -

BE N LK SEE % B 2H (Control) , 424 1 um ) PS-NH, & #4H (1 pm),
FidE N 1 um AR PS-NH, &4 (B-1 um) , Kif8 N 7 um [¥) PS-NH, 272
H (7um) , KN 7 um AV PS-NH, &4 (B-7 um) , FLASEEAH,
WREE A 200 pg/L 0Bk B2 VA (WY 2.4 mL SOOB RS, /K ERZE 12
L) o BHKE 3 MBI (7O 1 DMPEEEL. 3500 2 MEEEL, RELETE 16
RL, 5Bk} 3 3 L A i SE A =S A FH RAS I AN [F]REAE PS-NH. U BEE
PPN B FRR o A 5050, B 5% ' B TR AT P SR AR S A P ok R 0 A 0 e A 2
U BRI IGO0 A VbR SN E DA AR 5250 8D UK/ NS4
fe e FEERE ST (5K 38,54+ 1.87 mm, 55%: 16.67 £ 1.18 mm, 755 : 25.91
+0.98 mm, fAHE: 11.03+1.80 g) B T FHIFI P HEFE OKIE 25°C+1°C, #
F&£ 21%o0 + 1%0, 12 h / 12 h SGHRPERE, 342 78 S8, IR A 5 & 7 mg/L + 0.5 mg/L).
B E I B e A K — R, BOKET 3 h, HEE 1k CREAS B 6L B /N ER 5
0.6mL) . BERHESHFMERIE, HLRE S K, BT 4 KT — 0 IEHE
AT, TR R PS-NH, OB RMESE A RS- . JHALIR . SN
Jr T8 2L 2 0 B AR 1 DA K R AT Y A BR L SR AR AR S 5 s 28 8 KA 3R
RIS AN AL, H T RSP B RHE A B S A HEURE
P A TR AL 2 0 . SRR SRS A A S ZH SRR o B DR AT DTV R] 2,410

2.5 (AR ZEBRIS ERINE

2.5.1 R B AEHRLA A P RZER S ENE

B g B RS AR, VEALAR . ANERERGH S FEATRE GBE) EE T 50 mL
HEFE A, N 8 mL 10% KOH &R, 3 IHEE K+ T 60°C, 100 rpm 14F R
WA 12h 5, I 2 mL 30% HoOo VA MR 4R ZEVH R 12 h, TR 5 RE 4K

11
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ERZE 10 mL7, BNFE L 200 L DA BIEEFRAR (R 96 FL) 1, BEARAX
(Molecular Devices, SpectraMax 13x) ¥ B UK K 488 nm ARG K 518 nm,

I B 2% A5 o T AR VBRI 8 N s B o ek A8 ST DR 4 DA R AR W I 2 O PS-NH, Al

PS-COOH ¥R AR I 42, % B8R AE 2H 23 b 1) & kAT 58 & 0 A6

2.5.2 FEREMRFHEAPHIBR S =N E

BAE R EMNAEE . AR, ANEER A SR ARE SR T EL
(SCIENTA-10N, TUOHZ) HAGTIE 120 J5FRE (FE) , HELNET
VEIE 2,51 @ E#SL3IR G R AEYIIE 1 um A1 7 umPS-NHy ¥ B bR 28,
KR 2 R & B T @ =T .

2.6 ALAHREERLEY 53 F0 X

FBRRIGER G, REWSEAGEE . WM. AAEBMZEAS,
FEARATEE . AR IE Y, R T4 1 4% % 5 I A AH N 4HZH 1 h,
ZKYe. CEFRETE. ZHIAREAEF RGN, FAFEARSIE 3 KA
PIF o KRB A e (FV3000, HASBEMREET) 2280k 3K 488 nm 4t
SFEZRY) AT, o3 AT 9 SRR 2H 2 RO 23 A R AED 7

2.7 ALATRIBEZE S

SRAE P 2 E AR RA R SE A SIS AT IO . T ALRRAIZY, (A 4% % B RS K
E R RE S, ZoK¥e. AT THE. — A S S A S R, e
FH 5 AR R 2T Y €00 5 7 S A R A0, A0 P B 40 32 B s 00

2.8 AR PEPFRENIRINE

B gt akeg . R RIS I EEATE AL IR SR E S5 TN 2 mL B0, 1%
HE () M (mL) =1:9 KELH, IO 9 e AR K, EE.0E Hm
NINER, FIASUBEAXAE 60 #f2% (Hz) 250F FHFEE 4 min, 4% 10%4 5] %
W, FEEA R DL B IRE A 4°C, #3854 2500 r/min, &0 10 min j5 1
TERA IR IRAE T 5 SR B BN E . B E &N &E (BCA L) .« SOD

12



T R AT W A2 58 IR S PR B T LA - 26 18 S

W& (WST-115)  CAT o] WGl & . GSH Ml il A& (ikiZz) « MDA
e AST/GOT Ml & (WRi%E) « ALT/GPT Ml g 155 & (i)
PR E rE R A TAR T T AR R SRR D SR AT S R B 2T
KA BEFRAGHATINE « FEANIR A R 2.1, AL, FrRAXER A 4Kl K
W IR G S POE A .

2.1 FEABRES

Table 2.1 Main instruments and equipment

HFR iEs) fit iR
N - .

R PTX-FA210S B R RTAH

AIRA ]

RIS Dixell
UKFR BCD-452WDPF T BRI IR A
H 2RI A Tissuelyser-192L L?@@E%{%EE AR

gNE=1

PN A DA E s

BRI B L D1524R N
3 A AF
o AN SIS (
3 A AF
. 1-10 L+ 2-20 uL+ 20-200 pL.
ZAULGEN " H H Thermo Fisher Scientific
100-1000 L. 0.5-5 mL
% WJREEEAR X SpectraMax i3x Molecular Devices

2.9 RBHAZF T

AETRAR B S ARG A FEA AR A7 1 TH AL IR ZH 2R 100 mg,  PRIESRENSEER2H
206 M, KRBT, IMASREGH (RS, 3:1, viv) MNFREHHE
(45 Hz, W& 2 min, £ 5 E 25 S min, BT 2 min) , JKKBHE S 10 min,
R E 0 (4°C, 12000 rpm, 15 min) , HU_EZEIEW 450 pL B4 1) 2 mL &

O (Eppendorf) , fEH AR TIENLA AT IR e T8, W BBL B4 2% 1
30°C, W43 h G FHER4GEED 1h, EFERTEETE. BOENIIA 20
mg/mL [ 58 I i £ R R VA VR 40 pL WG TRT AR AL, BEEIRIETR A 30s, B

13
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T=IEME 17 h J5EIIN 60 uL [ BSTFA 71, & Gkl 30s, £ 70°C
B H 90 min. &0 5 WRCE BB N 6B, SR AU B3 - o 15 K R AX
(GC-MS) AT 7 73 Hr . EEANER RS WK 2.2, Frf AR &0
K HRRRAA . ERAMRIRRAAMA . RS, SEIRT FREGAR . 74
k). FEE. &5 BERE-13C. TR AR, FARMIIRE . ToKubuE .
BSTFA #4JI43E H Sigma-Aldrich A &

®22 EENANA

Table 2.2 Main instruments and equipment

B GiEs) rire L
LT EEAX Tissuelyser-24 FHEA TR A
RIEIR A 2% Vortex-5 Kylin-Bell
b o e St s o 1 T AR A A A TR
MRS KQ-50DB & ﬁﬁﬂ:“ ARA
=]
S B 4y, B N
A TR AL Best-S15 BV R (L) IR
]
AR B DAL 5430R Eppendorf
% D ReE IR TR A4 Mixer-100H FEEEE G R F
‘ 220 uL. 20-200 L.
R Eppendorf
100-1000 pL
Pr R N
AT Auto R1-Plus st Xﬁ‘jﬂﬁ;ﬁ IRz
i
PR A 8890 Agilent
e B AT I A Pegasus BT LECO

AU 2H 2 43 1 R AU €1 R AT I TA] BT 5 1 A (GC-TOF/MS,  Agilent
8890, Pegasus BT, USA) #17, ity Rxi-5MS (30 m x 0.25 mm x 0.25 pm,
Restek, USA) o FEEAERE N 1 pL, RAA R HFE, ZEAE LR BN 280°C.
BAANAT, WIE | mL/mine f2FFHRZAWT: YIEEE 50°C, fR%F 1 min,
L 10°C/min FIEEZ T E 2 300°C, {R%F 6 mino JF L4 LA BT IR IR 20 3~
280°C A1 250°C, EI fE&E N 70 eV. ik zv a4, HiiaHE v 50-500
m/z, FAHEHEE AN 20 spectra/s, AT ZEIR Y 7 min.

14
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K H Chroma TOF 5.54 #{f (LECO, USA) . Statistical Compare 4.74 # {4}
(LECO, USA) K& MR 4R FE (Mainlib. NIST A1 Wiley) #EATACEH 207
$g, FEODROIGIFMAETEI,. HAEE Al B E . XS,
A3 Hr W A T AR AR 4

2.10 BERG TR

SobF W7 DU ZH 2 A B R & s AV Wb 3540 i BiE S T SPSS 26.0 4
SR BT R R 5 Z 08T (One-way ANOVA)D , VA AS [F] S 56 2H [a) ) & 45
Mgt xR (pENT 0.05 BEAXEREE) , [FK X AED bR EDEEEAT
FrE AL AL 2R 5 P EIA IR 1 71 R/, ROSR & AW bs B4 B 45 20 (Integrated

biomarker response, IBR) 781,

AT, H IBRVEVHE A R SR SR MR X 58 DS IR R R 1
KREBUTHULT SABER: (D BRACHEAM A EMETE (X 5XEA
B (Xo) #ATHES, BOMELIBADRZ: Y=logX/Xo. (2) THHEAEMRED
FIME (m) AAHEZE () , & Z= (Y-m) /s, Z A¥—WEME. 3) IHE
HEIFFEVIMESGEL A, A=Z-Zo (Z RAEFRH, Zo WATIRAD o (4) LHilFEik
K, % e 20 AR AE bR S Im 2 8 E A 1R/ LR Ik B B 5E S R R
o HHET 0 X IR AN EREE S, AT 0 B X IRE WA hr E4)
B, (5) TFE IBR{H, IBR=X|A|

XA A 73, K Z gt ot ik, X REEAE AT,
AR M f5, R SIMCA 13 8 AR 34T £ 53 43 8t (Principal component
analysis, PCA ) A IE & fh & /> — 3 - H 5] 5> H1  ( Orthogonal partial least
squares-Discriminant analysis, OPLS-DA) ZE VA (B p {H/MT 0.05) , 7
HUH AT jack knifing ) 95% EA5 [X [A] Py H. B 22478 & (Variable importance in the
projection, VIP) KT 1 KIZFAREH, KA SPSS 26.0 HAF % £ s #h4T S H &=
TG, p<0.05 FRENZERRE . Kk 2 263\ TBtools # A
il fE A, 7 Metabo Analyst fELL 07 &5, 18I KEGG AU EE 72Xt 52 21
FHRRAC T % B AT T REIRAT 70 H7

15



35 ANFE RERBIER A L0V R R B A0 ARG 1) 35 R RN F 7T

#
Ik

I B I B . A R R R A A A B
AL ok

i
&N

g3

3.1 IS

M 2004 £ “RERL” X MESPER R, KT IR A R B R
RIWF TSRS 1 B A A3 T2 R . A RIREKIA G T, SR AT PR T
EEIEAR, ERER R I AR . AW TR SE R T A PR R 4 T (1
FEME K Tk, RIVOERL D J B K A B St 1 R B AE KRB, A
N T AR ETE E RN R 23000, Sy 4, SICERERR T H er n] LS S R o 2
FBHOBIRAT 7, A H AR 7 A S 0L, S8R ZAR i 2R e AL (0 T
i AR & TR AL (-COOH) MFHE 724 (\NH) fb. FAHIFTIESE, 28
LRI S BEF A 7% Sy Il MR, 52 SR xt 2R W i) g P 182,

FURT, BT b X 7e DL )2 B AN AIE 78 SR FH AL G . Tt DUAEAF
SRS, e A T DR BN BT AL o [, B ST I R
A FR VEAE F BT 7T 22 DU IR OB N U 5, 5 SRR B S
ARSI R M B AL S R T TR A AR BOR ZE 57, N B I S S A 2 s
BT IEE . R, ARSI TR A MM AES RS, @i B
i B KA LR MR AEBTR AR R R AR, DURSUE AR (P undulata)
AT, AR RERG. EAL NI L AR P R T W AN [F) B RE B 2R
KONGRS PSS ARG R BEVE RN, IFR TT I & AL VIR X 2 ) 52
PERONL RIS o

32 RSV

3.2.1 EBRI R EEYIRRRAE

FEFIH BT 3000 £5 A1 13000 £5ALEF T WLIUAS[F] B e B A2 SR 2K 20
BRE, KgE R 3.1 fias. RifRN 3 umPS-NH, Al PS-COOH J5 4 438 SR ks
KITAXEHE, EEANME 21 REMEERER I AENRRS ;1 PR A [FE fe 415
TSR LR B, 5 5 1 PS-NH. 8 R] 26 1 58 Ik kS, R WIZER
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IR S 21T, HAREE RIS L@ MW AR T o,
TERL 2 T AR il 2 i AR ISR AR AR, FEHE KA B R & 21 RI
B RER I W B AT, AT i AN R SV AR, IF HAEAFH G ]
VR OGRS R VIR, I AR KRmEES (K
3.1D,H) B,

Kl 3.1 FHEEE T 3 um BR O RIERIE IR IE
A: PS-NH; (3000 £5)  B: PS-NH, (13000 f5)  C: B-PS-NH, (3000 f%) D: B-PS-NH>

(13000 f%)  E:PS-COOH (3000 %)  F:PS-COOH (13000 f%)  G: B-PS-COOH
(3000 %)  H:B-PS-COOH (13000 %)

Figure 3.1 Morphological characterization of 3 pm polystyrene microplastics under scanning
electron microscopy
A: PS-NH: (3000 x) B: PS-NH> (13000 x) C: B-PS-NH: (3000 x) D: B-PS-NH; (13000
x) E:PS-COOH (3000 x) F:PS-COOH (13000 x) G: B-PS-COOH (3000 x) H:
B-PS-COOH (13000 x)

3.2.2 WEERME R S B IFiE B LA AP R EFAFHE

) FH B BRAS 53 790 3 STAH B 5 R AR i 26 (PS-NHa 4 y=353110 x,
R2=0.9920; PS-COOH A y=443055 x, R2>=0.9987; B-PS-NH, A y=295571 x,
R2=0.9932; B-PS-COOH &y y=223371 x, R2=0.9923) , XJJ 4 AREA &% 4H
TSRS BT & B Ao WAL IARES B 88 T AN B RE B 5K LA T R 7
Rla, R, WA SNERE L E SRR S EWHARE 3.2 Fios.
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[C_JPsNH,
1 - [ ]PS-COOH
i a [ ]B-PS-NH,
T [_]B-PS-COOH
b|l
24+
= n ab[ 1]
1# 16 | Ed &
4 . be ¢ [T]
B b d
b T
g [Mb T} a
aby
a_b B
0 . »ale 2 - 3 2
i HALR HhEE R 7}

Kl 3.2 AEH B RR QIR A R s & H R & &
e R NBMEASD, n=4, [Fl—HHRPRAR TR RO AMER S &2 7 B E
(p<0.05)

Figure 3.2 Content of different functional polystyrene microplastics in each tissue of
corrugated P. undulata
Note: The results were mean £SD, n=4, and different letters in the same tissue indicated
significant differences in microplastic content between treatments (p<0.05)

FESRA LA, FIGHOB R E RS E T IIME/ANT 9.65 ng/g, BERTEY
JEFEERLA (p<0.05) , HAFRE GBI PIAH MR A g S B B EE .
VU ZH ORI E S AL IR P 1) B AR 22 7 3 (p<0.05), 1% ZH 21 = 4 1) PS-NHz.
PS-COOH. B-PS-NH, #I B-PS-COOH 2K} T35 &84 7l 14.27 pg/g. 8.93 ng/g.
21.76 pg/g 1 27.41 pg/g. FERKSEAEIGAMER Y, PS-COOH MRl & & 2 EK
T B-PS-COOH MRl &G E (p<0.05) , HAEeHANTEREREER. i
g, B-PS-NH, ¥ k5 &5 T PS-COOH ¥ %l, B-PS-COOH ¥k} & &
3% T PS-NH, Al PS-COOH 41 (p<0.05) . fEMSEARA R ZF, Hik
JRAZ AL E R MR 2, S BRI & &b (p<0.05)
PS-NH,. PS-COOH. B-PS-NH, Fl B-PS-COOH ) & & &4 5l 4 3.82 ng/g. 3.04
ug/g. 5.38 pug/g M 7.11 pg/g.

T 5 Ae AR SR E L TRl T A ) S 52 i L S AS (] 7 28 4 2H 2300 Ak 28
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B WCERAE, SRS RS0 T LA R & RS AR 2 7. et
Jeda R IE A ERGE DL, A T AN ER LR BT, BN EY)
WORLHE AL IR B 22 GG B i, MG 8RB 2N RS, REHEHL
JIRAR 7 R AR RS, FEBEFNVE A IR Zrh, AW OE R E R R T AR AR
WRL EANERRAGALA T, AYiE PS-COOH K% A& th 5 T 544 PS-COOH.
BA SR WEER AN AR R AN, vResE 5 i, it
MRS ARG B S B w0, Shah, AR S 7 HOE R
FKEEHMGKTERE, BRI G AR R E SR B LTS 45 bt
REJT, T RESE M S B} AR A B 87881,

R —HAKN, JLMHHMERENEHRERSZTBES N
B-PS-COOH>B-PS-NH»>PS-NH»>PS-COOH. 5 J5i%f PS-COOH ¥R AL, J&
H PS-NH. R A A B NRAR S ) 5 BN R B, B, e %%
WA EETHWRENKE F AT, FFdd i R 2 A g,
1M PS-COOH RUNL 73 BU LA 22, 45 T AL SR ORI, 50k 2 35 A ) o i AE 2H 24
HERCY, S BRI ER B MIBRHER § 5 R MR 7 AEEPY, 58D
T RS ARG AR RN &

3.2.3 BRI R U B ARG & LR LRAY 43 A HHIE

RSB ARG OB JHALAR . SN EREARIEH L, Bt RO R
FE R BT A R B RE R R AR LI G I RHEH SN I o AR Akt 3.3 m] I,
Pt ARG JHACRR . AN i TE Hh BRI B O B R B SO R R,
UESEIR AL ARG A LR AN RIS IR AR ZM 0k fE8 R, R R 2SN
Tz GERIRRAE AL . AR AL, SR I B E AT RAR B AR K A
EERE, o OBRL R RN B, TEMIEH LT, IR R EE R i
BE R it , JCHER T AERIERT AL EEIFEIR . MR R E RS T
M5 R KB, BAAEYIRER SRR OGRS EW R, BERERRMEERR
SRR ATRER R B (R SR DA S S AR T AR LA R AR R AR S
3L A 45 107
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Bl 3.3 BOBILRE DS T R RS ARG 6 AR . SN 7 IE oA
L (IR 30 um)
A:PS-NH> 4 B:PS-COOH 41 C: B-PS-NH,41 D: B-PS-COOH 2

Figure 3.3 Distribution of microplastics in P. undulata gill, digestive gland, mantle

and gut under laser confocal microscopy (scale: 30 um)
A: PS-NH; group B: PS-COOH group C: B-S-NH; group D: B-PS-COOH group

3.2.4 A B AEMR SR AN H L AR AV LR LD FRIE S Al

3.2.4.1 #32H {0FRIBIG 5
MEHRATLLE H, PS-NH, 2H#8 22 HEB1 2L, 22 A e E K, ez
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Wi, HAS/DELZ 42 R EE A (18] 3.4B) o PS-COOH 4H B4t 22 b (R 4F i
T, BRZz N H IR IS, /DR ez W3, ANl es R AR sE (E
3.4C) . B-PS-NH, 22 F ARG, Bidk, #8022 22 [ BRas 4N, HIl

AR IS (& 3.4D) . B-PS-COOH ZH 7 il 22 i 3, 22 R] 4l ™ AR,
ez FAAEN, HEB2 N HImmpRiEIR (B 34E) « 458K W, WM
B2 #R G i o ARG R 2 S I T I B SUR B R T . AR AR
B, TERUOBERE T #5E 21 K, K4Wi (Crassostrea gigas) #82H23 2 B I M40 iR
M. SEz b, BB IR,

Souell ByV v v
Fis o T A ' u-

AT

1
ey £ AN
l‘r",ril TR '.\‘\‘\‘ ;
CS— A MW RN TS
-/ M s s

D i 2 B-PS-NH, E'.‘z,"'iP . B-PS-COOH
#DG

2 = 3,
Kl 3.4 e ARt 2] v B CERfR: 50 pm)
A: XR4] B:PS-NH241 C:PS-COOH 41 D:B-PS-NH>4 E: B-PS-COOH 4]
vE: SRR (BS) 5 2z [BEREE RN (DG) 5 SEZZWRE (=) 5 I ) ;5 £
EBhE (CS) 5 MARRIE (HD
Figure 3.4 Microscopic diagram of gill tissue sections of P. undulata (scale: 50 um)
A: Control group B: PS-NH> group C: PS-COOH group D: B-PS-NH: group E:
B-PS-COOH group
Note: branchial swollen (BS); disruption of gill filament junctions (DG); rupture of gill
filaments (=>); necrosis (»); cilium shedding (CS); hemocyte infiltration (H)
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3.2.4.2 B RAE LRI

FE AT LI Fr 38 S0 T A T AL AR AL SO BRARG T R, PS-NH, 4178
R HE T e i b 25 EL, 300> b R A AL VS AR L %, B — LR iRk 4 g
I (B 3.5B) o PS-COOH ZH i8R HE B AL bk, 50 53 IR 11 SR AN
KEBIF BRAR AN 5T 2 04k, b R 2P AR A R IR 5, 0 2 i A vh el D, A X
RS Y, AR KHEIAIASE (B 3.5C) o B-PS-NH 414k B AR R 40 i
MR AL, RAEKMILG, /DA EIASE (| 3.5D) . B-PS-COOH 4H7H
AR 53 bR AR R AR IS R 5, S0 SR A K I I &, /38 4 IR A7k 44t
WL (B 3.5E) o« AR, KFifLs U (Chlamys farreri) £ 1000 ug/L
(1) PET 8kl 5% 21 KJa, PTG H AL IR SR B0 40 i o e SR ok ik S 2H 21
A2,

K 3.5 Wt AEAE AR A AT A B CEEER: 50 um)
A: XTHEZH  B:PS-NH.4H C: PS-COOH 41 D: B-PS-NH,#H E: B-PS-COOH %1
e HEUAE ) QB (KL 3 B (EX) 5 K (BE)

Figure 3.5 Microscopic diagram of the digestive gland tissue section of P. undulata (scale: 50
pm)
A: Control group B: PS-NH; group C: PS-COOH group D: B-PS-NH; group E:
B-PS-COOH group
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Note: necrosis (»); karyolysis (KL); exudate (EX); edema (E)

3.2.5 TEZBRIBhIB X IR B B AERR (R R AR S A Y 200

FEAR R FE AT, WS ARG AT A IR 2 b (0 T LR AE VbR S0 10/
RN 3.6 PR

[_]controll__]PS-NH,[___|PS-COOH[___|B-PS-NH,[__| B-PS-COOH
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= . ] T be [l
S = 4 ab S e IR
5201 W 4 o i
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2 S
0 0
L] iHib R ) AR
15 5 a a
C 4 9 3 D a A 4
= 2 8 ‘| %4 b a
g e i & 1N Tl
=11
=010 T ] E a a T
E ab i 2b 33 - a
2 I L _|
= l b b b gz'
e - L &
7] S1f
0 0

P IR & T

160 - a 50 a
E F 2t
a
~ _ a0} @
2120 T 2 e
g b be a g M ]
= 1] W =030}
S sot ] |7 = b 5
E cd o %20 i
2 a0} s ' i
< [ <10+
0 ; 0 s
L EEEAl &g AL R

K 3.6 ARG 51 NS ARG 5 H RN bR SIS I & A
e SR NEIEESD, n=4-8, [F—HRPAFRFEIR &AL Z R EE (p<0.05)
Figure 3.6 Changes in biomarker activity/content in each tissue of P. undulata under different

exposure conditions
Note: The result is mean £SD, n=4 - 8, and different letters in the same tissue indicate
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significant differences between treatments (p<0.05)

3.2.5.1 S RLEERESD

A EALEG (SOD) 2 X7 KU FE SN YA A HLA AL B8 R G 25— 18
Brigk, mIBE bR AT . SOD A LML H & (0> it Ak
A (H02) R4 (O , FRIEBRAYIE S B S0 T IR 5 W 38 ) 72 AR ()3 4
A (ROS) 31, ARAFFLLE K, SxtHRAIALL, PS-NHz. PS-COOH. B-PS-NH,
MR R S B A D ARG i SOD i ME .3 &, PS-NH, 1 PS-COOH 1#(#8
RHH BEFE AR 2335 B F SOD vE /1 &8 % & F B-PS-COOH # #& 4 (p<0.05)

(K 3.6A) ; 7ERLE AR LR, PS-NH, 1 PS-COOH % # 21+ F SOD %

7123 % F B-PS-COOH 4 (p<0.05) , {HER B-PS-COOH ¥kl #EH 4, H
RUAZ EEAREZES (B 3.6A) « EMFEIMEERMLET, HaEIpisasd
SOD ¥ /13 T AL IR SOD 7% 71 (p<0.05) -

AHFFCRI, SRS 5% T 100 pg/L ff) PS-NH,. PS-COOH. B-PS-NH,
ORI 7 K5, HEEAHZ040 SOD JE Mg 5% 0%, HaEh SOD % /13
T IH AR SOD iE 77, X R EH PN E B A1 B SRR A5 OBRL Y n] A [ R FE
S WS ARG ) E AR B, X AN [FZHZAH SOD & 14 115 5 3R A BT
o AMFREY, RIEKEY (Scrobicularia plana) % #% T Hif% 20 um. WK 1
mg/L PRI O R BRI R 7 RA0 14 K g, HARZHZEA IR SOD
Wi SRR, JHALHRA SOD G fE 8 TR 14 K5 A ¥ 5 E Wus e, e iR,
SOD [P35 /1% A W& A . Wang 6 KILEFE T 10 4M/L LK 10* AN/L EAR L
JEERL (2 um) H 7 RIS D (Mytilus coruscus) JHALIRF SOD yEME W IE &
FZAAON, X 5 ARW T P AL IR LR SOD ¥ SR AL SE AR, BIAE 100 pg/L fY
WOBRNE KRS R 257 7 RAS IR S AR FIE AR SOD 36 /17~ £ i, Al
REXT TP S ARG I — X5 DU, T 5 55 I () 4 2 A LV AL i ¥ SOD i
JIREAR

A ERE (CAT) APk N HTEABE 1 R G BB A BGR  2—, ATLL
AL ZH R A Ha00 SR A (02) FIK (H0) 951, ARFFE R, SxiiEd
FHEL, PS-COOH. B-PS-NHj % & 551 T St L ARda it CAT i /1 & THm

(p<0.05) , {H PS-COOH #1 B-PS-NH. T #E K} B #2 4 CAT 3% 1% A H B ZE 5,
XTHRZL . PS-NH2 fl B-PS-COOH —#1 x [H ¥ I i 22 55 7R St A TE fb
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JiiH, PS-COOH 41 CAT i /7 2.3 15 T B PS-NH, 2 5 2H 2 ) Hofh — 41, PS-NH>
M CAT 1% /15T B-PS-COOH 41 (p<0.05) , X415 PS-NH,. B-PS-NH,
1 B-PS-COOH ¥ B EZER (E 3.6B) . LB [H 755 414 T SEATHE A IR 7
FReH g B CAT W& /1M Z S KL, Bk PS-NH, A -HiH LR CAT & 1 & & T
i CAT % /7, HoAds DY ZH A 35 S0 3 BRI A0 B v B35 050 I e 22 5

IR L5 R R, 28T PS UEEL (1 mg/L) 3 RIERIAK TG (S. plana)
i rh CAT 15 1 W35 38 e, iX 5 AH 78 PS-COOH #1 B-PS-NH. 7E K S L Fda
E ) CAT 3 1 BB THE 45 B — 3. SHEALIRT =, A#F 5+ A PS-COOH
TR 52 RN AL IR N CAT iEVER R 5200 . HH T A A v 1 1 e 2455
TES AR UL B g SRR AR . 2B SR NRE IN (B S5 R 3R A o8, AT RE
CAT HAEp o Ak dd F T B2 PS-NH, A1 B-PS-COOH ) 3= B H A AL B AEHL A,
M2 KT PS-COOH F1 B-PS-NH, fi ¥} 2 25 [ B M H LA o

W JFEMEA B H AL (GSHY 2B 2 40 A T Bii k% M oM R ) 5 4
AR AN B B B R BE Ry 2 —» EA N RS SOD Al CAT — 2l O Al H20;
5N HoO, s 158 It m [A) A A= il ey 1A M s S A0 7910 0 B R e, AT R A7
S M G S S PR AR O RS ARG EE e, XTHRA GSH S ES HAR
MR 4 GSH & \EW A R 25, PS-NH: fil B-PS-NH, 44 GSH & & . %
511 B-PS-COOH £ &4 (p<0.05) ; 5xJ 41 B-PS-COOH A A tt, PS-COOH
H1 B-PS-NH. 28} 2 5 2H £ P 80 T AR v A0 B 1) GSH 7 &2 5 35 35 1 (p<0.05).
IeAk, FIFPEREESFAE T, SRR IR R ) GSH S ERA wEEZR (K
3.6C) .

AHFFREGE R R, PS-COOH 1 B-PS-NH, 15 5 8k £ L AR AL i GSH
TERER, HARTEMT GSH S EBEL. Li NI (Corbicula
fluminea) #FFE{E 5.0 mg/L IR MEGKEER (80 nm) H 96 h J5 kB, 5XI
HRAHARLE, B8 GSH & E T BB, EAFRA 5 2 (Brachionus
koreanus) AN GSH &®EMFM, 5RE/R, S0, 78 10 pg/mL F5M
BRIRE N, PS HA&N 0.05 um B GSH & &40, 24 PS 4 0.5 pm 5 6 um
UK GSH & &2 F#KP7 . Wang 58 AW A R BoR, BEET 2 pm HEERL QREL:
10* AN/L) 24h J5, TGIL (M. coruscus ) JEAARF ) GSH & & & & FH°4, GSH
KV AT RE 2252 B R B S I B 2 X0 . SRR AN kAR . IR SR RZ IR M
FKILH AR 7K
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3.2.5.2 HIBFIRES

fig 5 i AL SN BB PE A - (MDA) &8 [Al#E e i T % 4 (ROS)
Ko I BEAEAL R AT R S BRI, R, MDA 00 2 B B T I S G
VI WL AER AR AR, B B R R IR ot i A T e A ) 2
O8I, RIFFR, AFRREFET, e ARGsRFE IR+ MDA & &% A A
RES, UHERRERS S S ARG ERFE LR MDA &2 B8 (K
3.6D) o PUEABI R GRS 2R AE R RIE R RN TR B
FREEI R ANR FEAR OG0, 8 (Carp) 1E5E 40 120 mg/m® F1 240 mg/m?® 71 5 55
30 KBF, MDA ¥ 57 EX AT EEZ R, 5 LR RARRII0, fEARB T,
P SL A 8 R 45 B S A B S VA8 T I %652 PS-NH. A1 PS-COOH X il Fl17H
AR By S A A5

BHILE N (AST) ZAEMEHZ S50 R, 78 JEE E=Us 1 I BRI TH
AR R AR R B B 00U, AST A DUEAL S IR A AR, AST 3 114N
I RE I M LRI AR 3 59, tHAE i TR AR SR . P, SxtiRd
WL AR A 6t AST 35 /7 A EL, PS-NH, S8k} B 55 AST 7% /1 & T,
PS-COOH # B-PS-NH» 4 AST & /1 B & F#K (p<0.05) ; B-PS-NH il ZE K 7 f%
5 PS-COOH iz 4RI A I . 22 5%, (HAESR 1K) AST 3% JJ{KT B-PS-COOH
BN RS EAR IR SR, IR AST 3% /1 5 (KT PS-NH, 41,
A =42 8% G 525 B-PS-NH, 4111 AST & /7 8 Z (KT PS-NH>.
PS-COOH #1 B-PS-COOH 4. (p<0.05) . XFHALH o CIkkanrt AST i& /1 53
T AR AST 75 77, HAR VYA ROR R FR 25 A N EEATE AL IR+ AST 3% 703
HUHEZESR (K 3.6E) . AFFEY], BEAEIRGEET B-PS-NH & /1K,
AR VUM R R SR A N ) ALT W /) A W B2 s 4 MR B SR AT IR R B AL
LRSS AL IR R AST BS54 (B 3.6F) o {HFE[R—Fh & EE %1,
% B-PS-NH, 2041, HARVUZHBEH A FIE 77 5% & TIHAEH AST ¥ 771,

BHAHEAN (ALT) 2598 G AT IR R, AP T 541
LA rRU02, ALT F1 AST B 3= 24 F R A 20 TR A AR, 4 LA P b il
(6 1R g, BREER 80, Kk, ALT. AST 3 1358 I AT 4545 1 AE
PEFEFRIM, Mu 2 A 0.5 F1 1 mg/mL ) 5.0 um AR A B/ INGR, 4
AST 7KF-F+ =101, Tehree 55 AR FAN I FE I SR 0 I Ik A i 28 6} (0.1-0.4 mm)
Xt e Z Z e (Oreochromis niloticus) EEME, KILEFIEAAEL (0.09 g/L)
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FALEEE] AST. ALT 35 [0S, SAHE FE 4 RARL. JHIE X 43 R AL s B A 47
PR S I e S0 L2 A e MV A B L 3 O 0 AR A B, DU b A 2 ) % R T
SRS ARG AT R 0, BN T AL B BT AL AN 2 BLORST B S R ARG
SEANFIAETAALIE IR

3.2.5.3 ZAEYFREE

R 45 IBR 48 £, B %8 kL X T B ar B2 dF by 68 4 L0 F IR A
B-PS-COOH>PS-COOH>B-PS-NH>>PS-NH> ([ 3.7A, C) . W¥RNFia e
AV e Y Ak i 2H 21 A% 75 M2 5 55 9 PS-NH2>B-PS-NH»>B-PS-COOH>PS-COOH ([
3.7B, D) o TRE G S0 B R AT A R A 2 ) B PR AR P OR/NAS ], AR BE IBR
E IR 2 B N E A MR A 2R ) BRI B R o X EEAS [ B R A Ak 28 s ot 58 AR 48
MR, BA R e ER) PS XM EEH R s A E A g (8 3.7C) , T
HAEZIETREER PS XHHLIRA L M E I EH 5 (B 3.7D) .

A B
ALT
—— PS-NH,
—— PS-COOH
—— B-PS-NH,
—— B-PS-COOH
AST
C 8r D 127
6 9}
g4 & of
2 3t
4 PS-NH, PS-COOH B-PS-NH, B-PS-COOH . PS-NH, PS-COOH B-PS-NH, B-PS-COOH

] 3.7 EAIVE Ak B 2R A Wb S TR ik B RN AR W bR 2B e N 8 %
A: HEHAERE B MALIRAHLNEIAE C BEHAZUIBR 5% D: #EHZ IBR fE%k

Figure 3.7 Radar map of gill and digestive gland tissue biomarkers and integrated biomarker
response index
A: Gill tissue radar chart  B: Digestive gland tissue radar chart C: Gill tissue IBR index
D: Gill tissue IBR index
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3.2.6 K40 B A ke X 2B BB A X e R

N A A0t HR A RR B R 2H 2 ) S R ARG TE AL IR AR 2 ) 22 e, A
F OPLS-DA Z37#i% (CV-ANOVA, p<<0.05) , 37 EnE 3.8 fin. 45HR%E
B, XtHEZH5 PS-NH,. PS-COOH. B-PS-CNH:. B-PS-COOH #L[{FEA fghr
T 95%[1) Hotelling’s T ¥ [l N, %2 f5 415 REALFE o S A T AR X3, R
A, RHACH =G B 2R

W control Bl control
A 15 ® Wrs-NH2 B 15 ~ WPs-cOOH
~ 10 ~ 10
g s 2 e % 5 ” °
S0l o° e 3 off—e %
o -5 C o o -5 e
10 10
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Lol . SR
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Kl 3.8 X BRZH AN [F] 5 % 21 OPLS-DA 1377 &
Figure 3.8 OPLS-DA scores of control group and different exposure groups
32.6.1 ERKEIEE

HR#5 OPLS-DA HE R 6516 Hi A7 T jack knifing [ 95% & 45 X i 4 H. VIP>1 1
2 AR, LLiE— 354041 PS-NH, A1 B-PS-NH, 22 [A] % I 450 B b v A4 A i
PRI IR o N ] BN EAR IR A TE X B4 . PS-NH2. B-PS-NH» HH A8 4L,
HIVETRIL Y 39 Fh 22 AW A E (B 3.9) .
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Group
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Figure 3.9 Heat map of differential metabolites identified in the control, PS-NH; and
B-PS-NH: group

XTHEZH 5 PS-NHa il B-PS-NH, () F 2 2 AU B FEH 2R (Glycine) .
H &M (Mannobiose) « # % ## (Glucose) « NZEML (Alanine) . kR (Carbonic
acid) . IMjE% (Serotonin) . MR (Homoserine) « % ## (Melibiose)
82 (Phosphoric acid) + & (Propanoic acid) + ZBifi% (Acetamide) « W%
P (Sarcosine ) - il F (Thymidine) « JE i iR (Niflumic acid ) K 2B % ( Asparagine)
=R (L-Lysine) « = ZJ% (Triethylamine) . Ffi#% (Methanesulfonic acid)
L-EZ R (L-Cystine) « iR (Oleic Acid) « JRTF (Uridine) « 23 fi% (L-Glutamine )«
FHE (D-Fructose) il (Allose) « a, B-iF 4 (Trehalose) « RAE (Piperidine)
ARHME (Lactulose) « M&0E (Pyrimidine) %%,

SxHAaE, Haig. W, mam. AR, k. iERVE T
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Figure 3.10 Heat map of differential metabolites identified in the control, PS-COOH,
B-PS-COOH group
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Horp E = AU A B, wnE. OF%. LBERE (Ethanolamine) . #f
A HAM (L-Histidine) . L-f5% % (L-Tryptophan) . FLAFE. M. &
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Figure 3.11 Metabolic pathway diagram
A: PS-NH» group B: B-PS-NH» group C: PS-COOH group D: B-PS-COOH group
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and Glutamate metabolism) - B¢ fX i (Pyrimidine metabolism) « " (Purine
metabolism) . H&MR. L&A IF &R (Glycine, Serine and Threonine
metabolism)  HilBEAEI#HT (Glycerophospholipid metabolism) . &5 B2 1 it
(Tryptophan metabolism) ; B-PS-NH, 41 ) E ELUE A : LREER A R IRA T
(Glyoxylate and Dicarboxylate metabolism) « H&ER . &R =R 8
WEARUH . NI R AR AR H i AER¥ (Glycerolipid metabolism) .
#HAEAXT (Sphingolipid metabolism)  F-FLHE X (Galactose metabolism)  4F
e H BKARET (Glutathione metabolism)  H i B IE AR T FE 2 B A =0 IR A
(Arginine and Proline metabolism) .

PS-COOH 4 #E ZM kA : K= ED G (Arginine biosynthesis)  D-%%
I Z A D-BE R (D-Glutamine and D-glutamate metabolism) P& ER
RERAIRMB AR . LR —FRIRACHT . A D H IR . re 2R A i 2 R
AU e IR HER. LRI R, AR AU
B-PS-COOH HHEZH KA : WA, REAMRMB AN LHERM R
AR e B R RPN A=A (Histidine metabolism)
FFUREAE . BB H AR HER. 22 RMIr = BRAu H s la
WIFNEIT FR AW A i (Primary bile acid biosynthesis)

RAERARERW P EEZEEN, AL AT AR AR 2k B nE
H =R (ATP) B0, PERR . RAZAIRMA 2 IRAUH 8 T 2 B
e RAZRRAZHHARNAWIS 4, 7l aep K2R E BR824 IR 55
A1)k 2 A0 e AU R SR DL B R . PLEALHI H B, 78 RAE ) v H
RIFFEZEH . BIAT I, R OGRS BT Re4s i a0 ARG 1 2 F AR
T R R M 08, BT HIAE AR, H R & B AR RE RORASE K, EH
FMEHNAR )G, S EIH IR S 2SRRI R, 27 R E T W EZEH
ik, SERRNT MRS A B e FF 1, I HAL AR gH R 1) & it
A5 RGN . FEMEIE ., REMS SR AEY) & Bk ie e A, &
RAIRE VI F] 25 20E PR 1 FIAH i G928 e WT2Y, - (0 G PR ARG 8 2% 32 B4R
ISl ARG B F T 3 um BRI LS, AP R G, 7T RER N8
BES A A & e B A, HET S EWUAR SZE5e ) TR s, 25 0 H kAT AR
NPEAHR] H RN . 2 D IR i b B A Bt
HIRER A 2 Bl BEf A0 SR T AR T4
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AR IR AT AGERF R SE 1 ATP ORI, I8 AT AR R R G, DARERI LA
G2 ANERIA AR R0 o JEdRIE, HEFEEYIAE RO B AR IS I, ATP
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KR B MEAN ST R & VA T AR R T E k), [ —4Ri
Ve Z MU R TP R EE M, RS fr Tt — DB ST B Bk
IR AL -

3.3 NG

EZE NI E OB R R AV 21 K5, w5 B0 2197 5 5 1
PS-NH, #ll PS-COOH #2813 Th 50 SR b A 2 S IR A, I H PS-NHa B2 A6 5
B SR DA RIROE R R R 7 KRG GREE 100 pg/L) , FEE ARG 6
THALER . SMEEAI G H AR R 79 CHWOBRL, TESE T AR AR R R
TN EERHE RS ARG A N E SRR RBOUELL, (BE ST £ R,
WOR kL E R 2 HSURH RS, AP ROERS ER ., SERF
B 5RGHEEAELL, YRR R AN EE SRR .

WNIERL 7 KJG, WaEpds HELaE 22 5, 22 22 R BEEE IR, fEgz
P BLIM AR T IR . TE AR AN PR IABE . R AR K B B 5 S0 BE 4%

VU A [ i S A 2 i 220 0T DA 5 30 0 B by o 2 S8 A SO B, 0 A P B 4R
& 4E, I His AT AEI 5. HR4E IBR B vl A0, Rl 2 52 6k ik o0 B AR i 6
AR R 2 P2 AR R AR R, HORE A R 2H A 3 1 B A

R AR, WOBRL2 R 3 S0 8 RS I AHE R A s, ik
H 2 AR R E S Re AU BEARH . IR JORE N AN A S
FHIG, XTREZHE PS-NH2 Fl B-PS-NH, 4H ik th (1 22 ARl £, B-PS-NH, A
A1 B-PS-COOH 232 B LR HTEE £ .
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£ 4E PEHNEIERE CHEMRMEBRI X FERRIRT
GE=R RSOV

41 IS

RROIGEER N T HE A= RAETEF, ARk 8 & m B R R
Z—, MR VRN PAEE h Be e R il H i) S R 2 — 181,
FOUESE, ANFEIRIAT AT RE T DU P A (R B 1t N A 22 e 10, I H 2% iR Sh e ¢
ZEIN TR AN TE], 20 52 3 AR Pt S BRI B8 N BA SR N AE R A5 1 5 &/
T AR . ERFFEIA S, R RLR I e B AE G, A B 25 4
BAE KA E A AR R B R L T & N, R tRBEZ G0, AT RE ST
KIBENG G IEFE N R FEPE RN, L 2 0 S0 v AR A IR I B2

SR (R philippinarum) P8R EFEAY), HAGERK, EE
AR e sh A M52 1, s R BRA S &ERRe ), BIE g HEAE YT
R0, SERE RIS R I X B A5 VR, fEIRBAES RS A EEE
MAEBIER, S RREIFR IR RN B R IR IFE R K ERIE R,
DRI, ASSEES kSR ISR N2 i XAy, W FEA RIS PS-NH, ARV
BE (1 pm A7 pm) BIEEHERN . BRBT T A FIRAL ) PS-NH fEAN [F] 2 F& I ] (4
KM 8 KD W AEB AT BRI RN, s (HLAPERN AN « A
SO . AR EY (s AN TR BT ALK A =TT T 4
AN RE SRR R A AT B FEPEAE

42 #ER511L

4.2.1 HEBRL AR E £ VIR ARAE

AFRLAR P JE 46 PS-NHy R EDGHE, 11007 8 J5 1) PS-NH, R IH B RS, X%
PRTENT & ik FE e PS-NH, FIRESZ 2] T R AEMRIMEE (Bl 4.1 o X R GGFI
H 5 ROER R R AT et (1 pm A1 7 pm) FIAH [F) S 805 1E 58O i
W T (B 4.2) o HTSREKRRASARAZWE, RG5RRES
ARG OHOE, WM FIESE TSN E 21 XJEH 1 pm A1 7 pmPS-NH,
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/ {
/ Flem

Kl 4.1 FiHEET T PS-NH, iR SR AE

A: 1 pm (20000 1) B: 1 pm (70000 ff)  C:B-1 um (20000 %)  D: B-1 pm (70000

%) E:7upm (6000 f%)  F:7um (10000 %)  G:B-7 um (6000 %)  H:B-7 um
(10000 %)

Figure 4.1 Morphological characterization of PS-NH» microplastics under scanning electron

microscopy
A: 1 pum (20000 x) B: 1 pum (70000 x) C: B-1 um (20000 x) D: B-1 pm (70000 x) E:

7um (6000x) F:7 um (10000x) G:B-7 um (6000x) H: B-7 um (10000 x)

Kl 4.2 F00 s N 45 1K PS-NH, 22k}
A:lpm (20 f%)  B:B-lum (201%) C:7pm (20 £%) D:B-7 um (20 f5)
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Figure 4.2 PS-NH2 microplastics stained under fluorescence microscopy
A:1um (20x) B:B-1um (20x) C:7 um (20x) D: B-7 pum (20 x)

422 EERAEIER R R AR FERFHE

I FHBEARAX 73 ) 2 SLAH N PS-NHy 2GR AR 22 (1 pm 2y y=211586
X, R2=0.9961; B-1 pm Jy y=252924 x, R?=0.9946; 7 um N y=249964 x, R>=0.9981 ;
B-7 um A4 y=226555 x, R?=0.9924) , XJIEME AT %20 2 B R Sl AT
ERNT. FEHE AT BT T A FRAE PS-NH R 4 K. 8 KRG, FLfE,
AR SMEIE R E R A B WK 4.3 P,

Al [t B [ Jlum
o [C1B-1um B-lpm|
1200 - 2 C7um 450 - a% Tum
[ 1B-7um Jr_l:i__. B Tjm)
360

O
_ 900 = a b b
50 0 i 8 ifb
2 b 2270 1 a 1]
= I = a
IE 600 be I T
& 41 b
% . st |t b
& £ i

300 2

a
90 - a loa
a
FL&%%
0 0

i HAbHR SRR iz} g HIL SRR It

Kl 4.3 AS[FERIAE PS-NH, 2B RHE SEE i S HAM &=
AR T AFERAE PS-NHy H1 4 R &HLAH TR & & B &R T ARKRE
PS-NH; H 8 K J&5 &4 o Sl B R 1) &
e SR MELSD, n=3-5, [F—HLF AR FRER R CE IR &8 2 5 B
(p<0.05)

Figure 4.3 Content of PS-NH: microplastics with different particle sizes in various tissues of
R. philippinarum
A: Content of fluorescent microplastics in each tissue after 4 days of exposure to PS-NH; of
different particle sizes B: Content of fluorescent microplastics in various tissues after 8
days of exposure to PS-NHo of different particle sizes
Note: The results were mean £SD, n=3-5, and different letters in the same tissue indicated
significant differences in microplastic content between treatments (p<0.05)

g4 KRG, MHFEREESAFA AR MIEE E LN, ERE
mmHS A, ZAAPEER 1 um. B-1 um. 7 um Al B-7 umPS-NH: 1l
SR8 8 0N 479.82 ng/g. 594.55 pglg. 962.02 pg/g M1 377.20 ng/g: TH
R B RS Bk, S ERD: MBI MIERS ERD, FED
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T 109.16 pg/g. LLEAS FIRLAR 46 S A= VI IE TS B R [F) P 4 2R b O RH ' 4R
BRI, FEER AT ER AN E A LR BB R S B R AR E R
(p>0.05) . 7EVHALIRAL LIS, 7 umPS-NH, ¥kl & &£ & & 5 &K T B-1 pm 1
B-7 um 4. {EIEEEFEIGTIHALH, 7 um ABIERE N ERE, B-1 um S &
BT B-7um HEME (p<0.05) (K 43A) .

g 8 RJF, 1 umPS-NH fESER AP g A 230, & & 7078 209.67
ug/g 1 403.60 pe/g, 71 [F—HLANERE ST HAM=4H (p<0.05), 3£ H B-1 pm.
Tum F1 B-7um = [EEAHEZR . EHEART, 1 pm M B-7 pm 8RS
0N 288.26 1 241.87 pg/g, &3 =T B-1 um(185.24 pg/g) A1 7 um 2H(172.25
ng/g) MIRWEBRIERE . EIEREIRFIIERS, WUAMCHEHAPRER S ERA
WEZER. 1um. B-1 um. 7 um 1 B-7 um VU E SR IR I b E £ R
%, 43514 403.60 pg/g. 285.85 pug/g. 303.05 pug/g A1 250.71 pg/g, THALNR T vk
., SRR B ANEREB EERD, T EESE/NT 65.38 ng/g (K
43B) .

TERFEH 8 RI, KRB/ 1 umPS-NH, 5 25 5) 75 4 S i A7 B8R fi 20 41
HE 4, JEHAM. JHAIR. AABEAZASF | um SEET B-1 um & &,
JRAG IR R nT B A S R R RIS B, A5 . 4 PS-NH, i
128 7 um B, B-7 pm A 7E SERE SO AT S8 AN A0 IR I RO RS B m T 7 pum 4,
B AR AEYIE R PS-NH (R 56 5) 75 BEAI T A0 IR & 4R

FEFEER IR AT 1) 4 RA IR B ROR kL, BT 23 E o i
LB AN A (2120122123, PS-NHa A Red RIS E/E v Re & A, R B3
BHEFER RIS AR N E S, JEHTUERANAFHA S, RETFEE
AR L FOBRbRIAS . RTHTE A 23 52 M R HE A WA 16 23 A

4.2.3 MEBREIEFR IR F R AR T HHE

EIXT R E R 2 HaE . IR AE AL, 3SR EOC L RER
TSI AL 57 8 R G A FIRLAR PS-NH 2 G RIE JEE B IGAF L2 1) 0 AR RE
fiE (& 4.4) o 7£ 200 pg/L 1 PS-NH, T EHATR 1 8 K5, AR, M
A i A0 g 3 v )R] L B 5, 58 S BRRHRRURL,  UE S S R AR AT T DA AS [RLRE
121 PS-NHa 38K}
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R: 50 um)
A:lpum# B:B-lpym# C:7um#l D:B-7um 4

Figure 4.4 Distribution of microplastics in R. philippinarum gill, digestive gland and gut
under laser confocal microscopy (scale: 50 um)
A: 1 pmgroup B:B-1pumgroup C:7 um group D:B-7 um group
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4.2.4 FEREMFERFNE L BR AL FRIB 4

4.2.4.1 82RO TRIBIRE

£ 200 pg/L (] PS-NH, ¥ RHE KA BT b F 8% 8 K, JER IR T HEZH 21 BE
T2 R WK 4.5, 1 um B2 HEFVELERRL , R 22 R o B i ik, 7 il 22
P g, IR SRR A MR I G, /D053 22 W 2R . 22 ) B 485 A
(F§I4.5B) B-1 pum 268 22 HE 51 [R5 73 T, BRI A0 BRIR I I S N

, il 2 R K, I Do R 22 b R A IRBE A B RIS (K
4.5C) o 7 um 8L HEHINE KL, //l”%ﬁ 22 Wi HE 22 22 AR5 1R, IR
DR MARIEISR (B 4.5D) o B-7 um HERr642 E R AIRAE, 3R
AEME, HW— %E’Jiﬂlélﬂﬂ@{xﬂﬂfﬁ'% (Kl 4.5E)
- s

K 4.5 %?ﬁ%ﬁ»éﬂmtﬂﬁ%&@ CHEFR: 50 pm)

A: WA B:lum#4 C:B-1ym#l D:7pm 4l E:B-7um 41

VE: MAIMRE (HD ; 22k (BS) 5 4FEHVE (CS) ; #zz 2z [alBa5iidl (DG);
fRLZHIZE (=>) 5 IFE )

Figure 4.5 Microscopic section of R. philippinarum gill tissue (scale: 50 um)
A: Control group B: 1 pum group C:B-1 um group D: 7 um group E: B-7 pm group
Note: hemocyte infiltration (H); branchial swollen (BS); cilium shedding (CS); disruption of
gill filament junctions (DG); rupture of gill filaments (=>); necrosis (»)
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4.2.4.2 B BRE LRI A

FEZ 0 T O S AT AL IR LA B L o 1 pm LT AL IR
oy b B A AR A VA RIS, B S BRI, R L/ 20 iR A 4 IR
48 (1 4.6B) - B-1 um ZH AR BRAAGD FAsem), &0 B Az i, H
IR b R A PRIR SRS (] 4.6C) o 7 pm HTE IR IRAHEZ B A Eiks, 7T
WA & R Az i, B AR R IR, A B AR A A58 (1 4.6D).
B-7 um AL AR ARARHEZIZE AL, o B 20 i o et A, R AR 4 A T AR
IMARREM S (K 4.6E) .

TS AR T e S /o ‘_"_‘ﬂc,m. ATH
D -..'.._‘ - - ‘.w e :'\‘ & . __-.‘.:- . E .._‘_I ”k , .'Eﬁ" :}"" ‘.-:?',nf
1y g Rt T Y byl 4

L1y .‘; v

= ’ et *- i' = -
ERL S illak i L P 5 ild
Kl 4.6 FERERIGFHACIRA Y A B CEbElR: 50 pm)
A: MIRA B:luym A C:B-lym 4 D:7um 40 E: B-7um 4

e HLURBE ) dEEMR (KL BB (B)  MgifgiRiE (HD
Figure 4.6 Microscopic diagram of digestive gland tissue sections of R. philippinarum (scale:
50 um)

A: Control group B: 1 pum group C:B-1 um group D:7 um group E: B-7 um group

S

Note: necrosis (»); karyolysis (KL); exudate (E); hemocyte infiltration (H)
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Figure 4.7 Changes in biomarker activity/content in R. philippinarum gill tissues (4 days and
8 days) under different exposure conditions
Note: The result is mean +SD, n=3-8, and different letters in the same exposure days indicate
significant differences between treatments, * indicating significant differences between
exposure days between the same treatment (p<0.05)

Ty 4 Ry, BT 7 um A B-7 pm 2059 36 =S 168 o SOD 3% /)
BE R, (ADVYMREE KM T SOD W& JRAHEER (p<0.05) . fERFEHH
N8 K, SXFIEAALL, HAVIAR SOD & A#EE N, FH 7 um 41
SOD & BT B-7 um 4 (B 4.7A) . ERBNAIBEAEN T, RF 7 um
PIEH Y SOD & Jy3 i, (ARG F I A1 00, DURR 2R R} AL #R2H 1) SOD i /)
I, Ui LU S R, DUORY SE A R AT 2H 23 40 i O 52 5 7 B ) A
E,

e 4 KB, 1 pum BFEAMA TEEH M CAT W& fim T X RRA R 7 pm 4

(p<0.05) , HRHARBEAEREER. FiNEY 8 RIF, 1 um ) CAT &/
WE E TR REA A B-7 um 41 (p<0.05) , {H 1 pm. B-1 um 1 7 pm HZ [HHH
B ZE R, XTHRAFBR | pm 2 /MO ZHBBREREER . WRAMHRIRELME T
ANE] I TE] ) CAT 3% 1R B, B-7 um 24 4 KB CAT 3% /1 T 8 K FEE dh
R ) CAT 75 /) (1 4.7B) o FEEREIRAFAE 1 pm200 pg/L 12 #& 5% 1F T CAT
TG 13N, X R CAT W5 PR AR A0 AT BE & — FlZ A0 DAL 1 pm 58/
R R 5 B B BT AL, H A 2 55 I K B3 0, B-7 pm 4% CAT 3% 71 F%
k.

FFENA Sy 8 KIS, SXTHEZEA B-7 um AHEL, HoA =R JEA s b Tt
[¥) GSH & &2, B-1um i) GSH S8 EEST 7um 4 (p<0.05) . 1
HMFRBZELMT, 1 um. B-1 pm M 7 pm 200 GSH 5 55 5 5 i 8] 88 b 259 4

(E4.7C) o« HZEFEMEIEIM, 1 um. B-1 um. 7 pmGSH & =340 F kR $0 1) A5
RIS, B A0 B T R AN 4 R 2 BURR

xR 7 um 4AHEL, 2§% 4 REF, 1 um il B-7 pm 411 MDA & & &
FHAN (p<0.05) , {EZEFERTIEA 8 KEF, 1 um 41 MDA & & 553 & T 8 Al
7um 4, EHEAMAEEEEEER (K4TD) . AHEIEZEET (4K, 1um
A1 B-7 um 44 MDA &8 2538, &AL 17l s A .

iR ER 4 K AST fEFEFRE AR AF R 1935 7T &0, 1 pm 201 AST 3571 %
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EZim T HARPIAH (p<0.05) . ZFEHIEN 8 RIS, 1 um ) AST & 77835 = T-%
HE.B-1 um 1 B-7 um 4., 7 um 217 AST & /7 2.2 @ T AV RHH (K 4.7
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R T A .

TFRIT By 4 RIS, AR FE 254 T SR = s A 68 b 1K) ALT 35 /1%
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BHE R T SR =S AT A

4.2.5.2 ERRB LR E YIFREYD
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5, B-7 um 41 CAT i 1 & m T HAMDYL (p<0.05) 5 LLASH [F] b BEAS [F] I
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ARl CAT 5 14 A2 A0 1] g2 A SR A AR IO R 22 B, O B L), JF HLR
BIERGER MR K, CATIHIA S RKAESE . WRERTH M A ED R, JHAL
FRAH 2 AR e 4 5

RS 4 KRB, SXTHAMLL, GSH WA HEZR; 725 8 REF, 1 um 4
GSH & & B EE T HMA T4 (p<0.05) . I H, 1 um 4/ GSH & EFE R EN
[ sgnmsgm (&l 4.8C) . AAERGEREN 8 X, GSH &&A4 BEEN,
VLR FE A SIS R/ INREAR (1 pm) KW [B)5 Je) 2 75 vl S BEEH = IG1F GSH i
PSS 3RIA

ST IR UG AT MDA SR AT, FREET AN 4 R, AR LB R A B
5, FRFRNTECN 8 RS, SXTHEHA 7 um HALE, 1 pm HFERFELLE T MDA
SREERN, HRAAREEEEER (K4.8D) . sLI4s LR HHE I ARA L
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Figure 4.8 Changes in biomarker activity/content in digestive gland tissue (4 days and 8 days)
of R. philippinarum under different exposure conditions

Note: The result is mean +SD, n=3-7, different letters in the same exposure days indicate
significant differences between treatments, * indicates significant differences between

44



I A I 2 U P B i

exposure days between the same treatment (p<0.05)

E#F% 4 KJg, B-1 um AR AST i§ /1 RE & T B-7 um 4, (HIHAhZH H] %
AR ZESR: 25 8 RI, B-7 um 41 AST i& J R EF &, FFH 22T FF
FAF N B 4 RIS AST 3G /1 (B 4.8E) o AST & 7734 nijt
IAEIRE DN 200 pg/L 258 T~ 385 8 K, HAEYIER 7 pmPS-NH: SRl 2 5] &
SR TS AT ARG

Feifs 4 KRB, FEEERISAFHEAIRS 7 um 201 ALT 7§ 77 835 & T HAh LA,
HE 525 8 KEF ALT 15 77 (p<0.05) ; BFEH AN 8 KA, B-7 um 41/ AST
R EETHARLA, HET5RE 4 REEIRY AST 7S 71 (K 4.8F)
R (Macrobrachium nipponense) %5z T-1EIREE 40 mg/L 1] 75 nm 5K 24590
KEERE, HEAT 28 RAMEPERR TS, APBRIR ) ALT. AST §5 778 ine4, s¢
IegE AR, FERARN 7 umPS-NHa ARl 2 18 B RS AT I 42473

4.2.5.3 LZEEIRRSYIE B

fRYE IBR F5 50, A V0hr EXTEA R b ) SARFAEAS ], 88+ CAT GSH.
MDA F1 AST FE AR5 A R B 5 580 o OB R R R 4 RN SRR FE i AT B 2 2
BTN 7 pm>B-7 pum>1 um>B-1 pm (K 49A,C) ; FiE 8 KUHEH LK) 5
PENGF N B-1 pm>7 um>1 pm>B-7 um (& 4.9 B,D) . fEAFIIFRE R, W
BRI SRR A A SR SN T AR A 2 5, JF HARYE IBR HUE &I, PG 2
Fe i B ZEHC, 1 pmPS-NHy X3 F 5 MEAE S0, 10 7 pmPS-NH, X} 8 44 23 1) 85
PEAE H BEAS.
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Figure 4.9 Radar map of R. philippinarum gill tissue biomarker radar and integrated
biomarker response index
A: Exposure 4 day gill tissue radar chart B: Exposure 8 day gill tissue radar chart
C: Exposure 4 day gill tissue IBR index D: Exposure 8 day gill tissue IBR index

A5 IBR 850, JHALARH SOD Fl MDA Xl 58k i . B 5 . fRE R % 55
4 FRATHEF R IGAF W A IR AL R B FE T A 7 pm>B-1 pm>B-7 pm>1 pm (& 4.10
AC) s FEE 8 RXTTHMWIEAL R FENF A 1 pm>7 pm>B-7 pm>B-1 pm (&
4.10B,D) o fEAFIMREGERECT, MR SER e AR R B B 1A
A7, I HARYE IBR UE, AR RN A EK, PS-NH XA IRAH
AR EEPEIG 8

46



T A M 2 B VU S B M B2 36

0
I pm B-1 pm 7 pm B-7 pm | pm B-l pm T pm B-T pm

K 4.10 FE EAAATTH AL BRZH SR Wb B R 18 TR RN 226 A= Wb ;& i N 4 5
A B4 REEHLAEIEE B 2% 8 RIMLEHLAETFIEE C 2% 4 K
HZUIBR 1850 D: B 8 RHALIR41Z! IBR 5%k

Figure 4.10 Radar chart of digestive gland tissue biomarkers and integrated biomarker
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