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Detection of Cu’'-induced DNA damage of acclimated earthworms by comet assay. XU
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Abstract: To study the damage of Cu®* to acclimated earthworms, Eisenia fetida was acclimated
under the exposure to a non-lethal concentration of copper (100 mg Cu** + kg™') for two weeks,
with the un-acclimated E. fetida as the control. The acute toxicity of Cu’" to the acclimated and
un-acclimated E. fetida was determined, and the DNA damage of acclimated E. fetida under
Cu”" stress (400 mg + kg™') was detected by comet assay. On day 14, the 50% lethal concentra-
tion (LCy ) of Cu’* for acclimated and un-acclimated E. fetida was 321.83 —542.45 and
230. 83-342.91 mg + kg™', respectively, and the survival rate of acclimated E. fetida increased
significantly. The comet assay showed that the tail length, tail DNA content, and tail moment of
the earthworms were in non-normal distribution. On day 11 and day 14, the damaged level of
DNA in acclimated E. fetida was much lower than that in un-acclimated E. fetida. The results
indicated that comet assay was an effective way to detect the gene damage of living E. fetida
under copper stress, and the DNA damage of E. fetida could be used as a biomarker to indicate
the impacts of heavy metals pollutants.
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Langdon %5 (2005 ) X} 3 Flle 15| R4 T T 45 A0 FE
R, K A TRIFR SIS AN ) b DX ke 5], JFL TS 52 P g
FEEE 225 . CAANDHIR KA TS e 1 4
() e 5] 2 XF 3R 5% 7= A i 52 7 ( Posthuma & Van
Straalen, 1993 ; Langdon et al. ,2002; Rozen, 2006 ) ,
Button & (2010 ) 7£ fif ¥5 4 4 SR 4 3] 1 i 4 ke ]
( Lumbricus rubellus) , 5414 T I0T5 4L £ 15 v (1% e 15
(L. terrestris) AT X HSE 5G| & BT P i 5] v LA
Yy B T R FE A 0T DNA 54072 B2 A i 241K
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LS ] T TR TR b A AT g s
BT R E S REE, i T X Ptk
Il B AR T HCR AR 5 B AP TR BRI XL
PRI AT AF 5 35 A B A 3 7 BE ) 5 | B PR R
Tz | | R4 v e 5] Tif 2 42 & A RE 1 . Gudbrandsen
Z5(2007 ) B 255 22 FEISICT 22 mg - kg™ ORI G+
HerpaigR 1 IS, BB IR 5 0w 17 v R B OR TS
Qe P R R B R R EBOUKRE L, R
Y4B Y 170 mg Hg - kg_l 5 2 545 mg Hg -
kg™ o FHIXT e 5] 4 A R ) RIS AT AL T D By
B AR B B A Sk AT LLE 2 ( Piearce et al.
2002 ; Gudbrandsen et al. , 2007; Langdon et al.
2009) , H Z 0 & T i 45] 44 P4 i A9 25 1 ( Andre et
al. ,2010;Bernard et al. ,2010) , )\ 3 P 453 45 # B 0
ZLUN b ke M it 527 1 RE O 5T IR /D

2 (comet assay ) , XCFK A B 20 it 58 Jie
VKI5 (single cell gel electrophoresis, SCGE) |, & —
FofrBRes | R AU R 2 5 R 5 A g e 1k
RPN E R 45 R A in b R R K
(tail length, TL) J&#B DNA %1 ( tail DNA content,
TD) A1 (tail moment, TM) , B8 IF 75 11F B 3 1
£ B0 P LA b e | e 75 5 A s 200 L ) 45
137K - ( Reinecke & Reinecke ,2004) , T FE IS
B GUAG B2 B

ARSLEGLL Cu® ARSI, R AR Rk
B o1 2 MBI 7E AR BOEHR EE (100 mg - kg™ ) R AT
YMEEEFR IS ST Cu™ X9k F5 ke ] K A 91 Ak ik ]
() 2MEBEPERON, 5 T4 9N Ak B A 9k 1y e 151 2 T 1
PTG G4 £ (400 mg - kg™ ) H, J i A 6o W
£% Cu® Wi T 9k e | 5 PR 463473 1) Bl 28 A8 4k, DA
Ry B 4 R 5 G R B S I N PR T A ] 2 1
W57

1 #HREFEZE

L1 s 5 iG]

I ERALEE R VRO HL( Sigma 3K30) fEIR#E T
DS (521-1 A1) DYY-8C R H AR it L bk 13
DY Y- T S e 3 | Leica DMS000B 7 & falc % .

S LS ARIE S BIE R (low melting agar-
ose, LMA), JIL & MR &l ( N-lauroyl-sacosine sodium
salt) 4 H Solarbio 23 ], A1 G A 13 H ¥ i ( guaiacolg-
lyceryl ether) , I{ BEE (AO) , TritonX-100, — H P HH
(DMSO) g [ Sigma 2~ A, Jo7K £ B, CuSO, -+ 5H,0

SRR S At

W2 2% th % (PBS): NaCl 8 g, KCl 0.2 g,
Na,HPO, 1.44 g, KH,PO, 0.24 g, H,0 800 mL, /i
HCI P& pH £ 7.4 J5, B E 1000 mL; 1 i 40 g
PEPOR 5% L1 ,95% A= PHERIK 2.5 mg « mL™' Na,-
EDTA,10 mg - mL™" @AIA B H il 1. 0% IR0 55
NEHE (JCTE PBS FELH) s AU AR 2. 5 mol « L7
NaCl, 100 mmol + L™ Na,-EDTA ,10 mmol - L™ Tris,
1% WL R &M, pH 10.0, I FH BTN A 1%  TritonX-
100,10% DMSO, FHI i ¥ % 30 ~ 60 min; H, ik 2% i
¥ :300 mmol - L' NaOH, 1 mmol - L' Na,-EDTA,
pH 13. 0; W BERS S 20 g - mL™",
1.2 SEEAPR
1.2.1 BpW SR ML ( Eisenia foetida) , W T3
UL 51 FR AT, T R RRREAE 0.4 ¢ AT,
FLAT B S Sy RS AR L ) {5 s g s A Al A
AR R IR L 204 FH G KB , B F20 °C1H
AR ke 2 s 24 h
1.2.2 T i 4 09 0 V0 95 R 5 T Y B AR AR
(0 ~20 em) , HIRALVEST . pH 6.91, A HLT & &
9.94 g - kg, AT E0.68 g - kg™, B A 54. 05
mg * kgf1 , AU 3.64 mg - kgfl , B RCER 90. 12
mg « kg™, HIRKTSEEERE T 2 mm TR,
1.3 Ik

FREL 100 g 3 20 H i i KT 38T 38k gk
JA CuSO, + 5H, 0, fill AR BE Y Cu® V5 5 +
HE % B I5 YLK 50,100,200 300,400 600 800
mg « kg™, TSR 45 A, i HIEHHIEESES
J& A3 A, IR AR Y 3 KR Sy B ) e KK
) 60% ~70% , B RERE 3 MEE,
1.4 B gif

WA FEE DAL (X)) - 7E Cu® WEESH 100 mg -
ke BN EERINA S SO T R R = R
Yk 14 d, IR BEEFEHITE 20 ~22 °C, HEFRSBRPOERE
+ 3K AE AR K R 60% ~T70% , % & 10 4>
HAE,

KUY (CK) e T L3 JEE R %, 5
FETEE L
1.5 2MEdm
1.5.1 RAEE  ZAR R AR T, EE
Cu” ¥ J¥ 4 50,100,200 ,300 400 ,600 800 mg - kg™
FAE A 8 K05 W 5 0 I Ak i 451 i A R TS
Yot BRI R AN BN 5 SR, LA Y
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R | SRy X BRI E 3 AN R R b
I, FLHnR B4R I E 20 ~22°C
1.5.2 By 7EMrmIAFER) 7 #1114 d B30
ST A e 051 L K% 2 91 A i 5] ) A6 T 85 R o BRI R
| (A X6 At o) TG s g SR BET
1.6 HEKXK
1.6.1 SLIRWE  BEFF Cu’™ ¥WRE N 400 mg - ke
(YRR 1.3) ik 3 B2k A 5 5%
YIfL s, LA DL A M s A5 B IR 1595, 7Rk
WA 1.3 .57 11 14 d SEFTHIRPE R RE , F 4k
SKAETG S is] AR AbFE 3 AN 3k 36 ANk,
1.6.2 MU/ AN B Al & B 1.5 mL Ep-
pendorf 4 B ML A I 1T mL 4 CAHEE:
K22 ~3 min, M HEB AR 228, R 1K,
M1 mL A4 i 41 42 B ( extrusion medium , EM)
T Eppendorf & B P M 1A E H,3 ~ 4 min
Jo P UK S A UK AET 5] L4 °C 3000 1 -
20 10 min, BR 25 BV, ITA 1 mL PBS 2% Ml
(4 °C) , R MAR R e W TR, R R 4t L [ 2128
TEL,HEE 2K,
1.6.3 SLEAIE

FEER ] 2« A S 3 A v A ZE 45 (2004 ) 2 1Y
96 FLIRZE 2 M s It 55, A 12 FLRK 2 15 57
M R AR 2R R, AR L™ 3209 i 0 D]y [53 E [1
i UEFT A . IO IR F S P B
BE TSR R4 T il P R 1] e T B S, R
JRIZ

B IE < g e 1 AR s A B B S 1% LMA AR FR
Fo 1 3 IRAYIA A, WHL 200 WL S5 T T # 1 2%
IR LAY (200 pL - FL7Y) Bl JG ARG &
4 CYH 5 min, [ AL,

S8 AFER IR AHTEERC I Y 4 °C 4H i 241
Wb 29 2 h S 4 CCTRA K e 2 TR,

FFRTE , FELVK < Fo R e T A 1Y) 4 °C iRk PR
TR i DNA F#HE , 15230 20 min J5 FF 4R HLTK
HL R A 20 V,200 mA , HLUKES ARG K= A
pH 7.5 [ Tris-HC ¥ AT, R S min, 5E 3 IR,

CEEEK  BUH B 2 rp AT i, T3S T 4 °C
JoK ZEEF K 10 min, J5 8 T2 5050 A R,
TR (R AR B T 83 7 &, 4 C KRR AE 48 h
pUE -

Yeta ISR ST, A 100 wL 20 pg + mL™
) A. O B8 10 min, A B FRKELZRIH.

.-l
min

1.6.4 EEGREMGHEIHT 2OLRME T WL
A, O BEBEIE RGN 200 A, did DFC310FX
A B A2 AR AL A1 5 P 4 i Pl K PRI AR R ]
CASP £ B EUR 73 A B %) 4 i e A7 BEPLSE 3T,
MRERGETE 100 4>, bR I E R E K (TL) |
JE#B DNA %1 (TD) HIEXE (TM) ,
L7 gt

IGLE SR SPSS 16. 0 £d Ab B4R 434758
AT, SRAJER R 5 22 0 A PP Ak BE 22 8] ) 1 2%
PE2E SR LCy, (R BULW B ) S & {75 X ] 3 2 Probit
IR, R 0 BdE Z0d Explore 4t it i 2
LI} Kolmogrov Smirnov Test K J 454 2 75 bl 1E A5
i, SR J5 2K Mann-Whitney U Tests X 94kt #5] 5 4
b e 5] 00 S A T e PR 25 AR I (P<0. 05)
FH Spearman 3ESEU 7 43T Cu® 2 52 15} (1] 5 dife 5]
PRI AN AR DNA 5 i AR 2 [a] (A OGE

2 HRE5HMH

2.1 ZtkmtEilmegs R
APELRT L, Y957 i, 2 41 e 851 44 76 Cu™ vk
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Fig. 1
acute toxicity to acclimated earthworms ( X) and non pre-

A dose-effect relationship between Cu’* and its

exposed earthworms ( CK)
BAE R T35 AR 1% AN ) /NG g 2R 7 [ Ak 3805 [ B 9 AN [ Ak
PR ] (4 2 Sk 1.3 (P<0. 05)
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4200 mg - kg™ BFFF IR I BAE TS, 7 Cu® ¥k
JEh 800 mg -+ kg™ B, A I Ak iz 5] (4 B T %58 #
73.33% , M4k S 451 A9 FE T 2y 53.33% , FF7E
E2ES R B HEEIXT Cu® BT AZ 1 e A AR ]
F25EER, 200 F1 300 mg - kg™ R B X Bk i s
AR R 4o, R RE A2 B T 9k ok 451 S5 A AE 100
mg - kg TIHEPFIET 14 d, AN E L EE T 5
Cu™ I N O AE T A8 i TR Gk e 5], {HOAR
FEAE 25 55 2 - e i B 5 400 mg - kg™
iF, G Xl ke | e 4000 o 47 P o 25 15 58 901k ke | el T
SRR AR HAE T AR T AR YA b 45]

YeBE 14 d, B Cu® MR B2 R3E IN, M| SE T2 bl
FHEK, TE 400 F1600 mg - kg™ I, A YAk f 15 4 5E
T2 = YL ls] 7 Cu™ ¥R EE N 600 mg -+ kg™
Ak AR YA E] O 2838 B FFAE T, 1 9IE 5 M5 Y
FET 3R 53.33% , TEfcm Y g e FE 20 (Cu™ MRy
800 mg - kg™) |2 FLIEIFET - H 4K 100%

R 1 AT 0L, 14 d B, Cu® XTIk e 45 K R 91k
e 45 2P 1 PR B LGy, 3 il Ol 321083 ~ 542.45
mg - kg™' }2 230. 83 ~342.91 mg - kg™, 7] UL, 8 100
mg - kg™ B YIMLEE SR IS B RIS Cu® TG e )
R AR R A ] A
£1 Cu”YHLEEE (X) UR AR YIRS ( CK) B Ak S
Mgt s R
Table 1 Acute toxicity statistical results of Cu** on accli-

mated earthworms ( X) and non pre-exposed earthworms
(CK)

pisl LCso(mg - kg™")

74d 95% E {7 IX ] 14d 95% {5 X 1]

AR Yt do]
1 f iz 151

489.92  407.09 ~599.06  283.00
607.32  470.77~842.74  411.90

230. 83 ~342.91
321.83 ~542.45

2.2 A[A] Cu® @5 I ] T i 5] 44 i 41 i 3 PR 4 47
OFmIFNEE e

BB Cu™ WRJE N 400 mg - kg™, W% 14 d Y
A LA K R Ik i 5] s A 453 43 R sl S A8 Ak, 3RAR:
it A s 2 L 1 R K TR, K12 a b R A2
DA K 2 458 1 e ] 4% s 4 i 2 B e 1 e, SR FH 43 A
A CASP K20 g DNA iy 5 2 3050 G 5% 10 b 5L
FHHE (Konca et al. ,2003)

ANFEERAERE] (1.,3.5.7. 11,14 d) , Y4k iz 15]
(X) SARYIML TS (CK) PRI | # DNA
TP R RHNBIRSE R R 2, HiE Cu® REERT
[B] 4 4iE K, 3k K oA 91 ix ] %) 20 it R S | R
DNA & & MR ARG B8 0938 n, IF H B A R 419
— 2, Ui 400 mg Cu®™ - kg™ XX 2 Ff itz 45| 5 HL
H—aE AR, I3 2 ol W, 945 b i) i 2
KASEIEFEIAE 11,57 ~29. 43 pm, B DNA [ 431
TEAE1.39% ~10.62% , R AL BN 0. 25 ~
4.55 pm, AR LR /N T BRZ L 94k i 5] 5 R
AR is] 3 SIS FRIITE 14 d B35 5 Rl , Ui 28R
A RIS, Cu™ i B8 %) 36 PR P K

122 h Yk is7E 1 d B EF DNA & 1
YAk e 451 W 55, 3X AT R 2 T 94k Bk 5] FE 100
mg - kg™ BIEPRERT 2 B BORAEBOERE B
A Xof M M A3 B T — &R0 . BE A R 6 I (] ) A
K, 7E58 3 RRME, Ik )5 M 5] 1Y B DNA & it
FHAMET R YIS 78 11 d B 94k i 5] A s 20
5 2R B Ak i 5] £ 2 358 DNA 243 51 K 8. 47 % Fil
9.93% , 7€ 14 d W43 55 F 10. 61% F1 11. 12% ,£F
e E 22 5% (P<0. 05) , ik Fh 2z R AR AE TR
DS 32=y il A M ver ST ERY w7 35 R B KA ibL R

b

B2 fpffimidizaaE 2iXnE R

Fig.2 Typical comet images of earthworms’ coelomocytes cells

a AR SZ AV ML E1 (A s 200 2 2 X PR R, b S2 A M ) A s 2 il R iR R
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F2 Cu* R 5 TE 3T Y4 b 151 R o Ol 44 hir 451 4 A 2 B B E 45 £ O Bh 25 B M
Table 2 Dynamic effect of exposed time with Cu** of the DNA damage on coelomocytes cells of acclimated earthworms ( X)
and non pre-exposed earthworms ( CK)

Cu* 2% R K (pm) JE#B DNA F it (% ) JFEAE (um)

W) (d) CK X CK X CK X

1 10. 52£0. 83 11.570.75 0.96+0. 13 1.39+0. 16 * 0. 1420. 03 0.25+0.04*
3 12.26+0. 88 12.36+0. 74 1.50+0. 20 1.4210. 15 0.31x0. 06 0.26+0. 04
5 18.38+1.48 15.35+1.24 3. 8120. 40 2.6120.25 1.1120. 17 0. 620. 09
7 28.72+1.82 25.92+1.75 8.32+0.76 7. 4410. 65 3.50=0. 42 2.66+0. 34
11 30.03x1. 66 26.59+1.64* 9.93+0. 66 8.47+0.59 3.77+0.43 2.85+0.32*
14 34.55+2.28 29.4312.05* 11.120. 88 10. 62£0. 83 * 5.57+0.76 4.55+0.65*

BUE R (E bR | R R AR R 22 R B3 (P<0.05) . * £ E2E 5 53 (P<0.05)

R3 CoIERTHEBARERE,EK.ES DNA &2 K E4E R %1 (Spearman,z=600)

Table 3 Correlation among different time of exposed to Cu**, tail length, tail DNA percent and tail moment by comet assay

ENGERS] Spearman FEAHIE R %L

b3 CuZ S BEI A (d) A (pum) JFE# DNA ik (% ) JE ()

Bk e 45 Cu* ZR AT E] (d) 1 0.457** 0.668** 0.612%*

(X) FBEK(um) 0.457** 1 0.842** 0.931%*
B3 DNA &8 (%) 0. 668 * * 0.842* " 1 0.978 % *
FFE (um) 0.612** 0.931** 0.978** 1

MH(CK)  Cu® BEEWT (d) 1 0.540* " 0.718** 0.686**
& (pum) 0.540* " 1 0.837** 0.927**
B DNA &8 (%) 0.718** 0.837** 1 0.977**
S (um) 0.686 " * 0.927** 0.977** 1

# w fE 0. 01 Kb B EAR,

I 7E Z B PR BT T, 20 A 0 52 3 A2 E 1L R 91 Ak e )
%, HA Hm A i 32 PERE
2.4 Co™ ZREE T i 5] 5L B8 453 85007 1 PR A S B0k
£

MR 3 FTLUE ), B R DNA &bl
Hi 5 Cu® % i85 B B #0776 835 IE A X E R (P<
0.01) , HA R AP ]800 56 2R o 76 YAk iz 151 1)
i B B DNA SR NEH S Cu’ B
Fsf i) 22 [E] A RH DG R 2053 1R 0. 457 0. 688 F110. 612,
FEH DNA i 5 Cu™ 2@ ] A A SCFR e e , i
Fofu 17 250, [R) R A7 A A WA e 5] ) 43 A 45 5 o 3k
AT B T R0 DNA 25 5 7 5 e i 5] s 41 45
PR BRI U R . TEASE Sl S =i
bR Cu® ZFEI A 434, v] LUE B AE PEA e
| A s A0 e 8 45 R ), 5 2 R I (] e SO 1 4 B
R MBS DNA &t B R K, L iF 4
it 3 PR 455, SR FH RS 35 DNA 25 12 T A A

BEAR, Bifk i 5 (4 8 K 5 B &8 DNA & & B JH
Z A A AH 5 25070 510 0. 842 F10.931,CK R K
HEH DNA & & B R E0h 0.837 A
0.927(£3) , RWREK H5EH DNA &, B Z (A

BRI 3 AR (P<0.01)
3 i i

HI AT 58 AT L, 28 WAk I 1 e ) 4 3 VA 32 1)
Cu* 75 Y 3 HLA — 22 1938 N M, 5 A 94k e 5]
FHEL, DAk 5 ke 151 52 390 A 453473 BH B 4/, R —
(R 32 PR AR, — B 0, i 5] 7 37 31 Cu® i
B R A H RS BTE K, S4B R —
TE R RE S5, T SO AR A% TR B T Y, 2ok ik
DNA Bl 58748 A K Ho Al 37 41 38 485 440 1 432 3 ( Cooke
et al. ,2003; Song et al. ,2009) , M\ T {5 i 45 FE T,
BWEIT L I, TE vk B 4w v e - e DI bk
AR P 42 TR AR 1 (MT) DL R 45 e H K5 R i )
SRS T AR YL ( Lukkari et al. ,2004;
Asensio et al. ,2007) ,MT B2—E R0 T8 .8 &F
ISR Y 42 B 45 & B AR BRR, HL S L (-SH) AT L
Bl T 4 JE I3 AR Y T I SR AR T (ROS) AL, TE
B R (S-S) IR 45 A 4 R B T, TG
Yo 1 45 F AT RE & A= AN 1T 33 7 204 ( Demuynck
et al. ,2007 ;5K 1155 ,2010) , 75 4 Ja A5 A0 i
B FEEIHE (Bernard et al. ,2010) |, ik 15 38 15 %
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e B3 BT

W A R s BTNk ) | AR R e ) rT e
FI|BE5E ( Posthuma et al. ,1993)

Button 5 (2010) Ay, X A P4 19 7 A= J& e T
Z 57 AL B I RN . 224 38 1) R v B Vs G
B, i e ] 2 — 22 ) 5 AL o) R Ik B 35 1R 461
P, (LR A O 4y b A v vk B S e R R R A AR, T
ARSI YR 5 E Cu®™ 5 e - 1 v A2 31 A 6
it B E AR T AR YL i 4], 5 n] B 5 i sl [ 5 Y
DNA B LI F Cu™ BIAMIERE G 5, 24 Cu™ R
BB e 451 R SHERE G5 , TS0 T b 45 AR T
Ye 43 h 2 B 38 (Ma, 2005 5 S JCIIZE  2006)

BRI E R — P U1 & P ast A% B 1R X
FB, WX 2R A R R A B AL B Bk
YERRFGE TP (Button et al. ,2010) , R
A A FK L 3 B b UL 55 1) ke 5] 2 2% 0 R v
DNA M55 Ak, X 52 36 048 19 Ge 143 B s, ml o
1 b A A 1 s e i R B 4 L DNA
PASEINTZS (MR EAE 2005) o %7 B BT, RERFSY
ISR E R A EEE X,

4 N Z

AR SR ML E Cu™ YR A 100 mg - kg™ 1+
PR SR 2 UG AR YIRS o 3 B8 6T T 2
PEREPESCE B, 13 B LU 4580 1) 5 R Yk
WA LY, RS A B3 A Cu® V5 4 1 8 rh A A2 05 3
RN 2 ) R K B, WA ] Y
PRI 2 2 S L R Ak e 4511, R 00— A
ZMERE, WM EEAS DNA & it R de nEH &R i g
BEP B SAb f BURR AR B, HAR I ALY DNA 4
P LIRS 48 7505 G s i i) LE W0 bR 75

H A DIk f5 e ] 3R 80 A ARFE T R
IBIFFERAR D X T 77 A X — I i HLER A 5 38
FERBATG, AIALLL Cu® 1E R 75 YL T, i 4] %F
HAbT5 3L W) 25 BA YISO b5 i — 2L 05T

NIOCUE, B%KHA, B R, % 2006. HIREEE R IR T2 M
(Eisenia foetida) Th R IE K MBI F 5% . A= S TR 2R
1(3): 228-235.

MR B, TFME, 2005, FHES IR EAGIN 4 HE TS Yot i 5] i
REEE . AR, 42(4) . 577-583.

ERTE ) ERAMG, ARITE. 2004, T B4 R I R YK

PR, 2 HSAR (R, 1(3) : 311-312.
eI, kA, B . 20100 FAME T 4R AL R A
BTSSR, 5(4) : 558-562.
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