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Effect of main components of detergent on oxidative stress in soft corals
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Abstract: Shallow corals are threatened by the increasing detergents in coastal discharges. To investigate the
effects of detergent main component linear alkylbenzene sulfonates (LAS) and fatty alcohol polyoxyethylene
ether (AEO) on shallow soft corals. Sarcophyton trocheliophorum and Sinularia microclavata were exposed to
different concentrations of LAS and AEO environment for 8 hours, and chlorophyll content, and the activity of

some key enzymes were determined. The results showed that the chlorophyll a content of corals increased

Y5 B #A: 2019-11-20, 1&3T B #A: 2020-01-04
EETE:2016 4 1 15 4 & KB 3 % 5 3 (ZDKJ2016009-03) 5 2019 4E i 15 45 B 2 $ AT | S WF 58 IF & i 5 B
(ZDYF2019154)
EERIN:BE  R(1994—), B ITHREMN, BEAFIT A, FZIT )5 7 A ) 5 F £ 42, E-mail: 836879118@qq.com
BIRAEE: 2 IR, 9, WHoT 0L, WF5E 05 nl R e AR 282 | G A2 )%, E-mail: 542148880@qq.com
JR 0, S, BB, 5T 05 10 oK P2 #75E, E-mail: hnugu@qq.com


mailto:836879118@qq.com
mailto:542148880@qq.com
mailto:hnugu@qq.com

134 P SE 2

* ¥ A F

% 40 &

significantly under high concentration of LAS, and the activities of SOD and CAT of the two soft corals

increased significantly under different LAS concentrations. The activities of GST and AKP were not

significantly affected by LAS environment. Under AEO environment stress, the CAT activity of the two soft

corals increased significantly, and the high concentration of AEO environment had a significant effect on the

chlorophyll content and GST activity of the two soft corals. This experiment provides data support for the study

of the effects of detergents on coral reefs.

Key words: detergent; Sarcophyton trocheliophorum; Sinularia microclavata; chlorophyll; enzymatic activity

U A R b s B A WA R A
B ARG Z —, T FIE T b DX TP
it e ol 9 S Aty AN G 59 9 2 28 R G ARY
37 B AR SGAS A A [0 7 2 A 3
TGk, Tk K NG 3 e i
AR 5 T b XN 1T 39K 5 Tl Y R, e
22 R TE T 7 i, A0S IV 0 5 2R T v 1 B
W AR W TS K HE R B i e R e
Clara 2548 H 78 75 7K KMBHE UL/ S, 3 R
7K R U4 ) B e BE TR E 5 mg/ L' R A
7 R kg A TR A K B0 [B) A, A2 R 5 H
st S0

R AR 22 T 1 R A0 AN ], AT R TR 40 Sy
3R AR AL, B BRI B 1 8, AR
W e ot P A AR s A pr e 22 . BB
RIS EAIS) Z T ZANE b, Kb
5 2k Pk 1 e BE 2R B 2 A (linear alkylbenzene
sulfonates, LAS) . Perales 5% ) B 5% 45 % 8 75,
LAS TE 7K H 1 B A st 18] ( Tso {5) 47 (6.67+0.60)
d, 3 AN IR 4] 249 Ay 7 il 3t e i o 1] #3595
Hh, LR NR I T 2R 48 £ M ik (fatty alcohol poly-
oxyethylene ether, AEO) /2 — F el 25 &l 3 i
TP AS Rz B MO R, A
{5 K Y AEO £ 15 /K AL BT A= Wy e gk S 41
A 1~23 pg/L AFR B A TR, e R T 1
R AR P[] PN v e B2 80 R A T LA 7K v AR g 7
A FEHAEN, AT AR SEAEOE ST P UESE LAS 2%
o Bt PR T B e AR SR Bakarel 19
Hh, ZEEE LAS PREEJT , M i £ (0 0 187 285 36 e i
it A0 P 2 32 B, AR K TR 25 32 B 5
T, PRI AN R B A B A B, AT UE
T TE Y v e B2 YO A R 0T 82 1) O B AR FH LA AE
i

AL JE 7R 4 2 SR TR0 R T B s S AR

B o Y B L A R G, PREE Y S AT A 3 AR
i I 2 58 S e st 3% P48 (reactive oxygen
species, ROS) J2 1] HU W 02 4 FH A ok B30 &
VERISER BRI =" T B LA A5 7, S
T S5 AN B A A I S P R HIL, DR 4
DAY ) 37 M SR B R A — I R N ik st
S AL I 1 3 5 o B 4 R A i AR S
B Z TR ME . M e R R o 0
T 52 e L ST, 240 A 8 605 40 A e S T 50 ek fie 2 37 1
A, T8 S AL P AL T (SOD) -HT ¥R I 2 1 4801k
Y1 (APX) Fl SOD-1f AL A i (CAT) 2 H A%
W6 IR RIS R AR T B I S-
SRS WG (GST)AE b O 1 A il 72 T A E A%
YR R R T EEAE Y. R
fBJ5, BT AL 2 5 ) G2 SO A, dei i
BERREE (AKP) 2 5 M 4 e s, x
SEEE G PR ARz N T A A i aa R
(O 7Lt 7

A T & B, LAS Xt S i) > 80e ik
9 1.99 mg/LP", fEZ A 5% R A 4 A B 0K P it
FE LAS X1 A 2 38AE . IEAb, ok DL B
K AEO 5 LAS X Hcli 3 2 BEAE HI RO 18 . A
W08 = 5 U 3 B ol PR 2 O (Sarco-
phyton trocheliophorum) Fll/|N¥s ki 4§ B B ( Sin-
ularia microclavata) % 5% T AR W ) AEO 5
LAS PRI, B9 PR 2 30O B /N e s 0B
TEA R M B2 1 AEO 5 LAS A5 282 T (38
e [0, 5 7 o) D T PR 1 52 R IS MR TS G s
X SRR 1 e, Ay TSR 1 2 S AR BRI B i
WA

| HRSTE

1.1 WRAE
— R A2 B T — ok /)N i RO 1 A



%14 R, F:

AT £ A LAS F= AEO 3tk 3 38 AL &2 8K - 49 %4 o 135

Frn 4R A VG 5 I [ AR ORI X (18°14/57" N,
109°22'51" ). iz [0 5250 % )5 B 97 TR AR R
¥R 70 cm x 50 cm x 60 cm), £ 37 S 5 R AR L
Trik—EOKE 28 C, $hE 34, JEWEEE 12012, 7K
VEAEER 2 000 L/h) 2. 73—, i 1
IS 3 fit AR R 5 emx5 em B/ NME, BL T
W) 5 G R Jm Ak ST 97 2 A
1.2 SEETt

PEE X R A% LAS M EAH (3 mg/L) . &
LAS ¥ JE 21 (5 mg/L) . {ik AEO ¥ J& 2 (2 mg/L)
I AEO ¥ JFE4H (4 mg/L) 3L 5 4, BEHLPEE
fil T 7 IE B R AN A5 3 A4S, i E T AR
AR, BRAC B AN R A6, oAb SR A S5
FNE—B . BRI R ™) 3%
B AR R IO A 8 he ST R )4 RS X S
MMEREERS T, RAE T WA
1.3 Chla &HE

S W RS 7k, 2 mL 4415 K W
£ 2 400 t/min, 4 °C T &L 10 min L3R B
oA A B FH PBS I RCRE UL UE AT B TR, M S
TE 4500 r/min, 4 °C T &0 30 s; fx/5 H 2 mL N
M 7 4 °C. MAWE 25 1F T 2 H 24 ho 7E 630 nm,
647 nm 1 663 nm Kb FEBOR O E(E .
JH 8 P 0 I T RS, LT A s
A

Chla = (11.85 Agsz — 1.54 Aga7 —0.08 Ag30) /S (1)

K rf1: Chl a Sy W3] 3% 1o B A7 AR I g it
£ a & i (nglem’); 4 9 A DK R B OB AR ;
Sy P e I AR
1.4 SRS EIE

HERAR I 21 o, 4% i (@) /R R (mL) =
1:9 e A Az BRER 7K 5 B T UK A Ak op 2
RS Y 10% B9513K o Bl IS VA TR B O AL O
(2 500 r/min, 10 min, 4 °C), BUE & b3 WH A
R 1% L1513 . ) BCA Ak
JEE I 37 e CRER, B e, v ) 0 A% AR
MEAEE(mgmL).

1.5 WS PRI E

i ) £ (A001. A007. A059 Fll A004, B
U AL, D) I E 1% H A A K R
SOD. CAT. AKP F1 GST 1%, 43 5 Fi 2 =X

11 SOD. CAT Ml GST H i P, A7 45— Ny
U/mg prot, AKP HL.0 A4 [C #1437 /mg prot.
1.6 Sitsr#r

fd F SPSS 13.0 4t 1 % 41 XoF 4 ol 3 390 14 A
[7] &b PR 25 5 9E 47 5 R K 7 22 40 B1 (One-way
ANOVA) 1 Duncan £ & ", L ¢=0.05 1EH
25 B KO, ARG R S 2 (5 o
TRZEERIN
2 HRSH

2.1 Chla &

RV EE LAS e T, 2SO R Chl a %
2T E F (4.12 £ 2.04) pg/em’, [ B LAS
A Xt /IR i R 7 A R R e (UL IR 1)
SR8 T ANE YR BE Y AEO BR85S, /1N S 48 T T
WY Chl a & & B & T+ (p < 0.05), 7K. &
AEO VT 43514 (8.36 + 0.65) pg/em” F1(6.11 +
0.40) ug/em’, P2 BT Chl a & B 76 o5 Wk
AEO 301 F 18 2 T+ & [(5.60 = 0.63) ug/em’], 7
R EE AEO P55 b e i kAR 4k

[ am oy *
| NS +

%

L I~V I NN e CRN e )
1 1 T 1T T 1T

A I FHChI a5+ /ug-em ™

C LL LH AL AH
AR (R Pl AN ) A JHL 5508 R 22 ) 19 2.2 22 57 (p=<<0.05); C: X IR ; LL: Gk
E 1 TEHEEPH Chla SEHR
Fig.1 Comparison of chlorophyll @ content in corals

among different groups

2.2 SOD itk

LAS IR 25 T, WA () SOD Rl &
PEERZ 5] 0 5 (UL 2a) o FEXTHRALH, /)M
JaFE M SOD MG [(62.07 + 8.50) U/mg prot]
T 2 B [(32.83 £ 8.21) U/mg prot]
(p<0.05)., RFET LAS HEJ5, PR ECH i
SOD [iff i P . E 3 (p < 0.05) . P B+
W BE LAS PR rf (% /N i 45 B B SOD i



136 PSR S S

oM #F % 40 %

e [(232.81 + 51.61) U/mg prot], 2 8% Tk e iF
LAS FREEH Y A2 HE SOD G eIk [(82.14
21.46)U/mg prot], £ AEO AbFEZH v, SOD [iff iif
PERI M AIE] 22 57 . &L L ABO YR EE PRSI R
XT PR 2 R 7 A R R R, (B /MR R R R
B = A T BRI (p < 0.05) . &L K AEO
W T B /MR JE 38 A SOD 1% M 43 ) i ks
(179.78 + 38.15) U/mg prot 11(208.50 + 45.14) U/
mg prot,
2.3 CAT &tk

AR A Y LAS FIl AEO BRES 30 % Hi b
HOMIY CAT TG W M2 (WA 2b, p <
0.05) . JCIBFEXT B B A FRZ v, 1R 2 RO 3]
) CAT 6 PR 2438 v T/ i 8 O8], 9 B 22
SR E(p<0.05). FEET LAS M5, W0
BIH CATIE Y BT, B8 T akE
LAS PREE rf (1 /N 5 48 FOM B CAT 36 M5 &
[(9.38 £ 2.14) U/mg prot], % & T = W J& LAS 3§
BE R 2 SO CAT 3G PE AR [(3.11 £ 1.17)
U/mg prot]. AEO 53 i I i S B CAT {5 1
g m T IR (p < 0.05) o Her vk B PR B

!

300 .

[ o]
(%Y
(=)
T

SODE/U-mg ™! prot

[

wn

GSTi%£/U-mg ' prot
=

e
[

LH AL AH
& A2

) TR 2 A CAT 35 P e i [(8.28 + 1.72)
U/mg prot], =B AEO 353 H1 114 /)M 4 45 St
) CAT 3 PE AR [(4.76 + 0.81) U/mg prot].
2.4 GST itk

FEXT HRZH v, PR 2 O B 5 /N e s O
W GSTHMILREES (Bl 2¢). ZFE T LAS
B G, 8 R Z A AR GST 36 7
Th 5 2 1.68 U/mg prot, {H 5% B 241 JC & & 1 2=
S, ARHR B LAS PRBE vk B LAS FREE AR A XS
VIR GST 16 P 7= A B & 2 . 7E AEO
A HRZH T, B AEO X /MR JE 4R AR GST
TG 7 A B S e, B R TR R E AEO MR ER
Hh A /N 4R OS] GST J% M T i = (2,02 +
0.22) U/mg prot, Jf H 2 7 2 % (p < 0.05) . AEO
INEE RN A2 B GST I H = AF 35
A
2.5 AKP &M

Teie X B2 sl Ab B rp, /B A R
() AKP 1534 8 T A 2 PO (K] 2d) . BEE T
TR B2 LAS R85 J5 79 Fh 385 1) AKP 3% MoK 7™
A VAR A SR TE R R IE LAS H, WA

14 (b)

—_ =
(=T S ]

CATIG%/U-mg ™" prot

(=R >

@

AKPIG /4 [ -mg ! prot
—_— [\e) w S W (=)} ~
T

C LL
NSRRI
AR ] A I AS ] Ao BHLZH 5 %) R 2 =22 ) 4 S 3 22 5 (p<<0.05); C: X MR ZH; LL: {3 BF LAS 4H; LH: B LAS 4H; AL: {3
AEO 4; AH: =R ¥ AEO 4

B2 AEHEFRHEE M LB

Fig. 2 Comparison of enzyme activities in corals among different groups
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