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Toxicity prediction models for heavy metal and nanoparticle mixtures
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Abstract Toxicity studies based on single pollutant can not exactly evaluate the ecological and
health risks of multiple pollutants in environment, a large number of studies have focused on the joint
toxicity of mixtures, a more challenging and realistic topic. Heavy metal and nanomaterial are two of
the most notable pollutants in the field of toxicology, thus this paper summarizes the evaluation
methods of heavy metal mixtures, nanoparticle mixtures and their combined effects, including
models based on no interaction or negligible interaction between pollutants (e.g., the concentration
addition model, CA; independent action model, IA; and their derived models), models based on
physiological process (e.g., biological ligand model, BLM; toxicokinetictoxicodynamic, TK-TD;
dynamic energy budget theory, DEB), models based on the structural properties of particles
(quantitative nanostructure activity relationships, QNAR or nano QSAR), etc. The basic principles of
these models and their applicable conditions are introduced first, and then perspectives for future

research in combined toxicity of heavy metals and nanoparticles are discussed in the end.
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W6 Tl 1A JR LA R NS TH AR, 2245 M A HETGE A BREE P i B S AR KA R R S it =),
Fovp R R PRS2 T IO ] IRl P 94 K Ok a0V v S SRR 25 BROK b R S A Y
R, AL S BT R rh R AN OKIBORL Y LA ). G S TR R IR G A WA N R A R AR
2, ] B A ) A QS SRR RE T, U A W A A AR, U5 A sh W) RN Z2 g 7= A0 9,
A KITURL 1 T RH U, AHECT ROBORL 5 e AR WD R N HLE A S BEMERBR. 5341, 41K kL ] i &
DNA 578, 45 AL IR GG, 77 A S A SR S BT, RN 4 IO M i B B0 IE S D RED L A2 GE 5 e
Cd. Pb, Cu, As & @ MZE R RITR, LALH RS Je & Jm AR 2 R 9K b4 ), #0022 1 7 3~ 1Y
L20/ETAOE

SIPREREE R, AR YA R R T 2 M Y, P RN TS e R R RO 1, — R
o B A AT W A <5 i B9 R 08O . N Cu PT35I VR PR I A B X Zn BT ICUY, T Zn 5 N X /N A2
BEVEAFAESS DU/ PO, LU, — b A R UL P e o 490 Al 4 K IR 1) o FEORG R P . 3 I T L B
TR, JETE 0 AR RN . 55, T 4 s 5 AN K ORL 22 (R L AA AR EAE . — 5 I, 99 K 0kL A]
PR <G B R AL, N TR THO, A4 K IORE R] i /b TR x Cd Wi o5 —J7 1T, <3 1Y
FEAE 23 5 MR A0 A JORE ) AT SR AT S, [R] Al Ja x 2 9y A A 240 JE PR o 1 SR A 45 25 ) ) St 2%
AR R IURE ) R W 5 18 TR A B IR AT AR I, G R0 5 4 R A9 IR S B B 2
Ui TiO, NPs 55 Cd BHKA 2L 5 7K Ca FOHE B 45 DIAH OG0,

IR, BT e A I BE L LEOT 5T B — 35 Yy oxh A= W B PR 2800 B B SIS R i 3L SR el T G
PR A5 B LR T 20 8, X BRIE rP 2% b T e W 2 TR 5 T A B 5 B 1 2R S 3R F 5 SO D) 5K
PR 19, DRI A AR A A5 S G TR A R R R I & BB B R A TR VPPN . X T ZOTiIR B IR
BEVEPPA 2 7 1 ME PR B E 1 1 A R B B, LT 22 MR RO O vk (H R T IREE R s e AR e 2 |
PhJF 22 57 K, AN R 2R TG Gy i A 07 14 22 SR BOR. 48 T H 4 JR AR IR, A 25 R EE LK f
FERIAFIVE R, A SCHEE TG 8 . 99K UKL LA K P & LA IR & R MDA R L, G2 T & PPN T vk
DL SN, B A I SR S IR PR AR A 4R BEOE S %

1 ELBERASEMTEMITIE(Joint toxicity evaluation method for heavy metals)

H A E 0 4 B IR A Y rE BT ALE Y 8 oy = K2 — Rk e I E AR Z e
AEFEARELAEH, BT i O 25, 046 S8 2R N L Fe80% . IrE S S BIEE T 2ouiR G
AR PEEAR ), T8 Bk AT DA FT T =00 L EIR G Y 9B G MR PR 21, R 46 R =2 W] JCARAE
FH B BAFE AT 22 0% I 9 & A B, 40 $5 Vi I i A ( concentration addition, CA) #% #Y B2l 57 4k 1]
(independent action, TA) AR DR 75 LA 1 A% oit AR, — S5 X 85 42 @ 22 (R AR AR A7 AE 1A 3 [R) sl A
TV, 35 47 o e i i) — S AR JE 2R AR R 2 — IR n] T WA 28 SF LR, T EEAAE =, =K
A
1.1 CA il 1A #i7Y

Loewe™ F1 Bliss™ fz -4 th T CA F1 TA BERL, 53550 FH T 3P4k 28 434 PSS M ABLURDAS [R] AR
BEPE. CA BEAVUCHIR A W45 21 4 G5 M A BB AT AR, 3 ] 145 20 3 1T 5 | kR A ] 1 2 800, e
FERL N A A F

—_

EC iy = ————— (D

K, EC,, 250 i Ao Bpph = A6 x% SN B VR B P 250 i A4 0 IR B ) S TR BE 1 LU AR
IA RN IR A W5 4 5 St 5 AR 55 & A VE R, AT,
E(Cyi) = l—ffl(l ~E(C) (2)
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Y, B(Cri) MRS PRI SEIR; E(C) 2R AW 4L ¢ S1ER FARER.
CA 1 TA BRI s 2 SRR R, AR IR S P 25 R PPk O T o FH PR, X T 2 2% 4 oA
ARG, P25 R LT SE (3R 1).
e WS A W RPN e b e/ RSPV

Table 1 Application of joint toxicity assessment methods for heavy metal mixtures

M4 ZAEY) LIRS RN AR 2530k
Test metal Test organism Evaluation method Result of model evaluation Reference
. —, ) - CAFIABHLIRCRIEA —3L, %I4T
Ni, Zn, Cr, Cd MiNes V. fisch TRIGH CA.IA N o T
i. Zn, Cr. CdMUITiE A Sischeri (3% [RINTA ) T4 TR R A LA A R [20]
. CIr ] LA HER 3t 3R 15 Y
Zn, Ni, Pb, Cr, As, C i . ) N
N e s I WIS BEHEBALA FLL OV o4
e R B
o CA. IA, IAMBITY R HIIN 45
Fe. M’; %I;E,il Pb. Cr H”manl llu(nfsej’;)hehal CALIA.IAM, IATBAR S50 (A7 (e (i 2, TATER [25]
= e BULCR BT
Chlorella pyrenoidosa( % 1% CARNAZ AL SRR A3k,
Ni, Fe, Cr, CA"JGIR&W INEREE) | Selenastrum CA.IA.PCR-IAM  PCR-IAMAYERfIFAG —ICIRAWINI  [26]
capricornulum(jéﬁﬂ FH) BATEH
Cu. Zn, Cr, Cd—JCIRAY Caenorhabditis elegans CA 1A AT IARBRL, CARY T RE 7 SE 4 [27]
Ni. Cu, Mo JEIR A Pt TU TR KPR A BN TR [28)
Daphnia magna TAVEAN SR B UERG, CAZE R LA
Ni. Zn. Cu. Cd. Pb _ e PRSP TEARBOAKF T, CARS s T X
—EREAY Ceriodaphnia ldubza\ Hordeum CA.IA DaphnidsFIH. vulgare [29]
vuigare IR A
Cd. Cu, Ni, Pb, Zn Phaeocystis antarctica. CA_IA i A A RS P AN AZ R A YRR 30
ZIGIRAY Cryothecomonas armigera X P [30]
. SN JET NI CAT] IAE— 5 Rl Y
Ni, Cu, Cd=JtiR& j - N -
i, Cu, Cd=Jtik A Lemna minor CA WIS T [31]
CABAIFIIC, Cu, Ni=TIRAY)
Cd, Cu, Ni, Zn=JtiR & Daphnia magna CA.IA FIBET R TIABRY, SAATRIIES [32]
FHCATINHAT
CAF kiR S YIFEENE . CIFT E
. N Chlorella pyrenoidosa WRIE TR G YRR R/, H
NI, CrJoiRG A. CI Do e 9
Cd. Ni, Cr—Juf s Selenastrum capricornutum CA.C HE LA AR DX R A AR — U KT (331
RGN G R T
Y. La, Ce _JGIRAY Triticum aestivum L. CA.IA CASTABRIFINSS RAGHERREAY  [34]
Ag. Cd. Cu, Ni, Pb, Z .
& gﬁl;ﬁ.:Al% g Lymnaea stagnalis CA 1A S CAHEL, TAR TR (w22 A X B/ [35]
— =}
ey Tetrahymena thermophila ALEIWEL: MRS LA 1BEME L N 4
Hg. Cu. NiZJGiR& . § .
g Cu N (it ) M AR £ I £ P ]

A AR — 2Bl S, T CA BB IR G W 45 41 0 o it HOk BE K, XTI A V8 AT STk, 1
A RS CHIR G W 4H o3 B e HOR WS B4 FH ) s ) A4 X B 5 B P DTk, A1 0k 79 55 DI 12k o 73
AP VA B2 25007 XI5/ FH BT e b, X6 F 3 4 1 5, /R AR X 58 AR [R) SO [R] i 1 e AR 20 & 4R, HL
AR Z MAAE A BAE R, 2T CA I TA BIARPEAL 25 R 19 T 22
12 T CA. IA By ek iy

J T SR CA A1 IA BB TERA I, 50256 PIAC R A O 35, R it 55 76 A BB JEAE A5 T —
SO I B T — ST AR R

(1) 414 #5402 (combination index, CI) : J&—FJE T2 B8N J7 F2, A2 AE 52 i (R VR 6 4 3k
ARG Y. AR

“C. .. -P. N C
CIX — X,mix i — i ( 3 )
ECx,i ; Ecxi

s, PSS i A5 R A PR 09 LE AT, G, R IR A 7 A (%) R 585 4L G VR JEE
EC,; ZRH7 i 50 BV 7 1 x% SR A e
TG B T LB 3R, A JE R0, 4 CL<l A1 B, 53 513 4153 22 1 A2 B ]
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FFEPUAEFH, M CL=1 BFED R CA B 31X 5 Marking® #f | 51 FH 18 A P B4 1 FH 1000 A 25 4 2047
(toxic unit, TU) ¥, LA S AF BEFEAE I & & i AR Jin 45 %X (additivity index, AD %P, 1R A 5 M 46 $X (mixture
toxicity index, MTI) i1 SE SRl X A AY i K DL FAE T AR & 9 vh 248 53 iV B, AN AT LA
FE T RNV AR/, 38 AT e P FROR 53 [ WA BAE T, RIS T = oo X DL IR A Y. (H X
AR A R ARV B IR LRy b S AR Y, AT AL R R A A BEAE IR SRR, M S R B A
AT R P,

(2) 31 B A0 -2 7 A/E FHAR 7 (integrated CA with IA model, ICIM) ) Mwense 45+ %) 3 5 e
VIR 32540, AN JRAE RIS, s ar T 3 G ORI v B RN -2 37 4 #5578 (integrated fuzzy concentration
addition-independent action model, INFCIM), &= %22 HI T A HLY 09 5 1 P00 . Qin 551 78 pL 3L Al 1455
TR, $& T H ICIM, JF5E T HX T E 4 @ IR A W 18 R, B R A =0R

18,0 (ECXmixexp) = bo + b11g,,(ECXpix.ca) + 52180 (ECXpix 1) (4)

Horr, by HEEL, by B by S Z 0L AR Y 0] 5 ZR 4K

ICIM A5 AU AS Jag B T 5 — R0 7K 1717 A2 X A0z DX 3l AR AT — s Bl 58 7. X FAFAE IR A B AR A
HRE YIS, TR &5 R by

(3) P A 7 i 455 Y ( two-step prediction, TSP) 1“6, TSP # IR FH 4e 434l | J5 7040 T =X, 433>k H CA
FIA BRI AT B PN, 38 T EA AR UEOAS RV B TR & 4. TSP LA & A E A IR &
Yy, FEPEVEAL G5 SR L ARER, (H TR RN 2 TR 5 4, HE B0 45 SRAFAE A 2 M. Olmstead il
Leblanc” ¥E— % & T WAL, A fi 17E [Rl— 02l rh 51 ASEL p . ARTEICAL G BIZEE AR A (Integrated
addition model, IAM), {R-& W) R ARG T AN

Epp=1-TI",{1- (5)

e
=1 ECs,
K, By MIREYWHIBLEBEVE; C 25 i N5 VR EE; ECso, /255 i 450 Bt 5 50% 2500 A vk B
pEF o N2 5 9 SRR R 4L

(4) L2 el A A . Ay figp o 22 i e e ik ) BT (U0 8 A 2 T A FE PR DG R ), Kiim 8818 356 T e
INZFeVE ST T PLS—IAM U (Partial Least Squares-based IAM) . i i [L 4% CA. IA. ICIM, PLS—IAM
XIARTFRNR A YR B IEMN 4528, & I PLS— IAM BRI XHE & P36 G 28 1 1 10 68 ) 00 T H B RiAL. A
N TSR R, ICIM #18Y | PLS —IAM A8 32 I T A IR & W 8 -5 4 8 1R 5 W 2 PF . XF
B AECT AT X CA L TA B RU TN 45 SR AL L0 1k (R, 482 1Y 7 3 F 32 il oy [0l VA A9 PCR-IAM £ 2 ( Principal
component regression-based IAM) , X — 15 B {H 5 98 A7 25 FUI fin 1800 TR 5 40 A0 B 1k, 3 mT DA B
DB 4 J VR 1 1 PR Tm) RS 44 .

(5) %4 N 32 H 4 A (integrated addition and interaction model, IAI) : Rider 1 Leblanc™! 7 % & T
A RAFFE A EAE S, 78 IAM AR S| AT K sREL, FkiBE 45 Rl A AR, HAERL A .

1+

1
Epy=1-T0,{1- (6)

1+ ! -
Zn Ka,i(Ca) X Ci g
=1 EC;,
Horp, K, 2k a e S, LIREE C, 52ma s i 450 1360 v A R0 B A 3 114 pREK
TAT FEE T80 (1 e 5 76 T35 B0 AT S22 K R, Yuan 2525004 CAL TA. TAM. TAT 2% ] F Wil £
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JCH &R IR G Y RYE G RO, 453 W7 TAT AR T30 (% M 5 5 ey, 3X ) RE 55 46 8 Z IR A 1Y A B4R
FA . AN T XA R (Generalized linear model, GLM) , 3 2 34 i AH 5.4/ FH 791 3 Fz ke
15 YL 1] B 58 HLAE TP
1.3 AWy /A B A

B3R BT TR S YR IR, 3 B 4 A B8R OCHE B FE R RN, AHXT 20 T G R 1 A )
SRR B T IEME RN EAATEAR B2, R G W S RIAE AR e, oA L ARG HEHE d FR b e 2
TAAEAN AR, 52 m i & B A B MRS, A= W B (A4 7 (biotic ligand model, BLM) J2&: H 11 3% T4 ¥ 75 %%
PEf 52 ST PR T B X — AL A5 T A2 ) 3R T8 Y 4 & BURR AT s (A iz 25 1) g i AR TR, &
J& (M) 5 AW B (BL) 256 T2 48 &9 (MBL) , 4 Hovk B 38 31 lohs of 3 — B (I, 3025 77 A e 1 3
PERLON B2 % T4 JE IR AW, 214 Z R AR F AR R B R 5 AR IR 45 6 o A8 b iy e sl B 58 4
PEIIH]. BEe b, 67 BLM 455 4 8 1Y A ROk B2, B H B RS 25 5, BIVRT T 0000 o 4 s i R 5 A
H1. 1 BLM 5 TU BERIZE 5, HAEAL /5,025,

KupL {M**} + X Kivpe {IM}

KvsL {Mh} + 2 Kiver {IM} + X K X"}

A, Kyprs Kivpr A1 Ky IR 4B B T (M) . THLE B %49 (IM) FFHES 7 X(In Mg*) 5 BL if
MEEGWEEL S OFRREFIE. S TERIEEY, ¥R 7909 AACA TU HiE, nI15.

S S
TUf=ZTU= st 50% (8)

fMlBL fMZBL
A, fo 0 oy A3 AR FERR A 50% 4606 T, 4B 25 T M, 50 M, (4% 19 BL {2 B 19404

BLM-TU #8244 F Tl Cu-Co {R-E WA /N RYFEHES, Cu-Zn IR-E PR/ RIFEPER, Cu-Ni,
Cu-Zn, Cu-Ag 1RG5 YR B8 B B A FE ST 45, 3 7R T 8/ INA Tt i 25

A 75 R R R B () VR A W R AVE RS2 R, AR F 2 T R AR i R AR A
F A (toxicokinetictoxicodynamic, TK-TD) B8, #& A F2 X (TK) #4418 15 4 W) i) R AT #2, BLM 7] B AE
— i TK #8), TR0 (TD) & 53 i — 204 A W) AL AL R BR800 . Gao 5520 Y #F5E 3R B, BLM-TK-TD
RETRYASAN A P00 2 4 TR 5 0 0 BE 5 £ 0y 0 1) B P AR FH AR PR B 3R T TR A R4, % T BB & Jm )
A EAE LR AL TR M. (H23E T BLM () TK-TD BRI T 28 L5 5dE, H BLM K% &
HEJRIEAEYIRN Gz | i/ SR A AR, XR AT AR S EIRAY . B
AR FH A i — 2P IR IE.

340, TEFEREEAE A, FEEIN A A SR B SR G WA 507 BRI E 2, 1 2 A28 s i 45
Tok g —, B IR G Z5 e R AME. ZEILIH AL T, 35 68 & 74 (dynamic energy budget, DEB) Fis A # )
SR — ] Y figg pe B A T BB AR IR DEB, AE W0 BT AR BRI 2l 1 AT Ak S R fE B0 R4S A4,
WA [R] R 2 3 5 e R A G, ¥ G 0 BRI 00 AT IH — SRy X B A C ) T AEER G M T
J71H DEB 1415 CA.| IA BRI EAHES & (H H TR R A P 4 34 1 25 5%, DEB A RE X 55
BOEBERE A WA AR ARAR R, DAR Y 35 4y )11, 27 2 A 3 ok A R R AR e A A Ak L 2 T RRURE il
HYY R EN 12, 15 YR INVR E ) AT I T A

%cvzke%(cd—cv)—%&ﬁ 9)
K, g HIRBEPTSRIIIREE, k, FIHERR, L AR, L, & — D ERIAA.
W5 ASEL “RKF- 57, BB o) 5 DEB BRI 1 AC I8 S BUE I R ke ok 2

f= 7

d

1
s = — max(cy — ¢o,0) Q1))
cr

b ey /INT B e (TERABTHSE) IF, W s Zs KT co B, s 5w T RE R BIE I, o N2 .
XS, A AE L AR TR, TR AR 25 T B e e, RSl g 2] DL i ) 4 —
Mg o3 2038 1 3R A, k, (EANTR], (AR RAEECHTR]. 2205, 454 417019 ¢ DI DA 5 (W) B IE FF 5K
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CV+=cVu+Wchb+VVzrch+'“ (11)

A, aUERDAE LAY b F ¢ B N T IS H W . AR N 7 2om A& ool Bs 0z i A
AL A EAE TR SR BCR K LA 7 a W ZH W o A A2, AR DLHUK - 5., i THR s 0
DEB H & ACH S B 2 0. 5 21 04 LGSR TR, W23 5 S B — 20 B9 e s MHL, PRES 5 TA BETYTT
A X AR S EO RS VR .

Pery SO AT TA 19 DEB BALHH 1 Cu, Zn, Cd ZJCIR A WATHEIL) Ui A A Xie 4500
il FHI2E T CA /Y DEB BRI T Cu-Cd R 35 B A< B A A2 R T . Margerit 25 AYSE R R 2T 1A 1Y
DEB # FL 3t T CA 1Y DEB, AT DL 45 #b U U-Cd X 75 T BeoFF- 48 He i 28 R 2 d 1. 3X — BIE 9k £b
T 224 TD AR I BE R HUR RO (80 ) T AS 2 (R R RE TSR 8Os A B =, AR TR
I HTIE AR H AT FR.

g5 LRTA, T E RIS Y R EPEAS, HATE R F AR CAL A Rk e, (B854
Az A PR R AT A A 25 B B S 6 i 1) A RE B R R B L RIS RO SR BT Y
Tz —.

2 YRR ATV ¥ (Joint toxicity evaluation method for nanoparticles)

BEA DA RHEBE2Y | i1, 9P B SR U T2 0, B T 0E ARG Ji5 AN AT R A 23 X 2% 28 A i
TN L G R AIURE A B MR ML A T 1 AL (ROS) FNAE 1 M AN S PRI IE 12 ROS M RiB iR & H
B2 A QR ORL B PEBL ) 2 —, ROS 5 EUAY A AL BRI, T A 4 MO A0 00 . 2 1 e | 2ok i e
T PENCE . DNA $ 0155, fie S 2O M S8 T i 217 JETE M S S B A0 45 40 K JIURL R A
T AR | R ORE LR A0 2 T ik FE AR R | R IBORE RN i 52 A2 5 2570 (8T 1),

HR4RA% piliVabthie
EH TR HHHREFE 32K
DNA#5 — ) P TS
Membrane damage Cell cycle alteration
Protein denaturation Inhibit cell proliferation
DNA damage Cell death or apoptosis
7% SFROSP 2 , N AL TSR
e txinil ]F%é%gﬁg? égj‘%“‘““ / Cell death_ or
optosis
I:o?;:eigifi;?\(/le Interfere with intracellular 57 £
b F S— E \ calcium homeostasis ’, o
2 \ and energy metabolism ” s
7
R AT > L7 THETEE. SR
\ Ton accumulation in cells ! 21 AR A% e Cham.lel i
piliiol \ Cell membranc cell metabolism
Cell \ A ! i A
\ ( I 2 |
N meT — — :
v ! TR ERR . HURIRY SRR &
\ - I} Accumulation on cell surface Bind to specific
\ I / Mechanical damage receptors
_________________ 1
\ Y J L Y )
ROS;& 1% JEROS}& 12
ROS pathway Non-ROS pathway

B 1 9K RURL A 4R i P AIL

Fig.1 Cytotoxic mechanism of nanoparticles

B2 H A AR ADRL 5 PR A 5 2 2R vh T B RN G R BORE, I 50 S A5 v il 2 22 Fh 9 K JORE
[FIB A7 AE, BT AN R 9 R ORL )V F 5 M R SR R], BB AT Z 058 v] REAEAEAH BAE L, 90K BURLIR &
WAL 26 IR M S [R] T B R gl K UKL A E5 . 10 Si0, NIPs il TiO, NPs 7 L W 20 Jifd 14 48 M o 17 Fe B
PR 7% 1 ZnO NPs il TiO, NPs 3t [7] £ §8 i, ZnO NPs ¥ fift Bl i Zn® i T 4% TiO, NPs W [ff, Vi
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T XA ATP KBS0 751 PRk, F 98 9K URLTR A5 400 10 2 30 B L B S 0

C A RS PRI J5 12 (CA FI TA BERY) | 25 [R G4 K UKL A 4 AL ) CRR 31 9 K R 26 780, 37
i 42 SR LK TORLIR A ) BRSOV (5 2) . Ye ZEU9 BF5E T ZnO NPs 1 CuO NPs X 244 4 i (9 B A
BN, B HFI] CA FT A BEBIXHR G ECso R BUMMEL 3 5K T SE50 (8 2 £5F0 3 £, CA F AT ™A= 16%
FOIE S RN 1R 22, (T TA T (38%), PRIt 3 106 b 48 > Jk: ] A ELAT AR 8L A0/ PR X 17 Liu 2507 1
F 5% 0 26 B YA 455750 BT E VB 7000 Cu NPs 1 ZnO NPs 182 W 00 2 SR AR i 320, TA BEBI L4 i 2
RX(0.82) 3% T CA BRI RLA M2k R2(0.58). Wang 257 58 T TiO, 40K R F TiO, 41K 45 —ICIR A
Wy x 5 A% INER i LA R B A M A I A BRI, TU 25 SR R B W B S R B AR INAE F, CA Al TA R BE
43 S b TR A5 0 0 At A M AR R A% /N Bk B RS R k. PR T DL, P AR R G R [ 2 A
KARA W) AR b2 A W 3 P AS T

F 2 AT T GO BURLE & W i B

Table 2 Application of joint toxicity assessment methods for nanoparticles

, s T p PSRN .
Bk ZRE Pl BOBF AR L4300
. . Evaluation .

Nanoparticle Test organism Result of model evaluation Reference
method
ZnO NPsFICuO NPS:TEYE’%% Scenedesmus obliquus CA. 1A CA ttIA*ﬁﬂE*}%‘Eﬁ [76]
L, TAREN T35 444 Cu NPs
— SEEA ; . ;
Cu NPsH1ZnO NPs _JCiR &%) Lactuca sativa L CA 1A 7n0 NPsii &M R4 [77]
TUITAEF W TIO, NPsHITIO, NTsIRA
. N . At Scenedesmus obliquus XA A INVE . CATIARIRL R4
TiO, K ERFNTIONMN K AT —TCIR A a TU. CA. 1A s
AKTK AKE en Chlorella pyrenoidosa FIA AR SN S. obliquus F (78]
C. pyrenoidosaf Bk A 221
o ' CAX ZICHKIR & YT P Fiti
ZnO NPsHlAg NPs _Jti &) Daphnia magna CA.IA 2EHTAN [79]
Zn NPs, Cu NPs. ZnO NPs, CuO NP ™ N NN
s S e V. fischeri 1A TARR B2 AT A i 2 [80]
ZILiREW
ZnO NPs, NiO NPs, CuO NPs, TiO " y
: Chlorella vulgaris CA.IA CA LLTABE R G5 [81]

NPs. Fe,0; NPsf) —JCIRA

CA. TA BARIFEVEAG QYK BURL IR 5 VE T 77 25 i i 22, AT 82 52 9 K AI0RE 22 TR AH BLAE T A 52 e, B
JE FH T X G SRR O RIS A 25 1 7 A I 5 RO DA B A% 21 43 W R (4 DURR i R 58 4 T A, — gk
WEIEHGE T 5T 4 J S0 K TURE 9 25 1 DTRR 32 20k B B R ™ %, RO W BB Tk 75 RE 44K
SIURL B X8 18 400 1) TR 5 2080 A R AR 294 K UKL 1 Y5 A5 . Lopes 55 & B ZnO NPs 1 Ag NPs Xif K I 2
FETE VR EIVE T, XS B 25 Zn® F0 AR A W) WA ZE RS BUAE T, JC AR I 25 1R & W 00 3 MR 4k B
GUARIR G W 0 BEIE T X TG4 K JIURL TR G W) R T B X PR B SRR ), Ye S5 TU BRIEWT T
ZnO NPs FI4A AL A7 226 (GO NPs) NPs {5 & 10 AN [R5 37 Gk A= A= W) 19 35 1 22t 9K B0RL 5 i,
M4k Zn*, H GO NPs A3 & e fff Zn 520 Zo> i #EtE ormk. A D =P RN T &8 B4R &
M, PR A B Trmk 7 25, T BE$E CA FI TA BIRY AT LG #R0, (B2 & )8 & 1 Rl e
AHEAE AT e o] i 2.

ZERN YR ORI S5 R | PRI ALY R 2, (R SE T P 45 F 15 1 5 R (Quantitative Structure-
Activity Relationships, QSAR) f)) nano-QSAR, H[J % & 44 K 45 #4 -7 P4 5& & ( Quantitative Nanostructure-
Activity Relationships, QNAR) 554, 4 £ Hy F T Fl I 44 K Uk (1) A= 0 R00nz e 71, FE 3 — AU vpr | it T4l
IRFFAE I SEGRAEGUOR OR E 5T, AR/, TEBL ., zeta HLA . FRIETFR ., b2 LSS, 48 17 vk (an
Z U MERNA | e fie /D 32 55 ) FIAIL AR 2% S Sk (AN KAl M 4% . SCHpIm AL BEDLARARSE ) #E AT
GERE /P BT -3 P CREPR A A0) AR 200 BRAE T 44 K ABORL Y B M50 . A B SR R B X T & TR A
KA, G KA A 1) 4 T A Joi A o 200 R A DG B DR 2%, [ IS 8 Kb 8 1Y) 2 - RSl B ) 5 R T
30 T AR P A 2 5 i 3 P ) EE B R AT O X T S A AR b ek, RS B Y A RS R A
17 Bl RATORE T R T T 2 P T D ABE AR 1) A 28 R A5 205 0 T SR K IR, H T = 4R 4540 1 &2 4%
PEFIRR S5 2 RS 09 2Rk, A B8 B 2 A A R AT Cand8ae) Sk Rom M BAE N ), IF 456
SER IR AT A ST 22 R R AT 1) nano-QSAR AL BT BE1 5, QNAR T F A 44 K UKL X A ) 3
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PERIBIESE T THEE R TR, AER AR IURLIR & i 0 F R AT B2 S CHE 5 B T 90K IR & YR et
DA, AT A R S0 SRy IS

3 BLBE- KBRS FHIEMN B (Evaluation methods for joint toxicity of heavy metals and
nanoparticles)

AR . AUORM ARG R HE LR A8 KM R A B EE 45 T 15 Y i Je I e o8, i 15 A ) 2 %
TE T 4 Jm AN OK M B A7 R v B9 M3 R 3G hn . H i 1 H T 5 4 | -0 KR SR TR 5 4 25 PR r A R A
FALAHE &M e SRR B R B0L S, BRI CAL TA B S IR Park 461 fifi I 2¢
PEEATEIESE T Ag™5 ZnO NPs, TiO, NPs 15X KA 3 BB 5 2000, 4IR30 A PhRI1EH . Baek S50
WHTFE T Ag'5 ZnO NPs Xf KA & (5 1E 1], 45 53R W] CA BB 5% 221 J5 F1 (SS) Ky 534.7, Tl 1A
BEAIY SS Ky 664.5, 3% FE I i TAFZEMCORE T 57 & LAY R 22 : ZnO NPs / Ag LU A = B, 025 3R 80 A 3 [+
BN 5 2, FBUNFEPUE T, PR HCHS 570 i L 1) CA B R Sl AR X P AR IR A 40 1) B (AR Y. Liu 55177
5% T Cu*-Cu NPs, Zn*-ZnO NPs, Zn*-Cu NPs A Jz Cu**-ZnO NPs %5 4 FhiR & P55t A= AR K i 52
M, &L CA. TA R REAEAR o b 5000 i = AR 5 WA CGVE T, T LA BCBUZEF0 Cu®*-ZnO NPs 1R &
Py 0B 1 T R ER . — RO U, CA BERURAG TH R AIE A TR & 0 0 (RSP B, {1 4 i JE g0 K i
BT BERCES F, QORI S 4 8 22 ) B T 5 4R Z B A A BV, S BRIE S Asi 20 fi)
AN RIS G KT (R 1) 2 4 T8 B oK B0RL) T 4 JE TR A R & BE PR I T

C A AR T 9K B0 X 43 JE8 HE PR ROW R SE . 15, Sl AR L SRIAEG AR, 90K
R AT 55 E 4 TP U A O, AR AR S A B R DR Rk, sGE E A E T
FLEES, WOINT B4R A WA S0 W Tio, NPs Al fie f As 78 4 25 13 5 v A4k A i s b R FL 2
DL AR, 22 BERRAN K AS N T Cd XoF 4 55 B e B8 %) LAk 400 05 102, OO, B 4 T A M ok Y jR SR
RS PR 43 2 F0, AR BORL- 1 42 )8 2 G W IE LR T 48 A AR EE, 245 G W B0k, /A
FI T A= Py M, D025 B AT B 4 i 0 26 ) R BRI BE ) 4 GO NPs 3 ik WK A T AT B A Cd> X A+
FRANZE A A= B, TiO, NPs T B AIG Zn? % B 5y £ R Jif i B PR R0 UL 641, 40 KM B4 FT BB 38 2F
SEM A Y A B SAE T 5 4 O B R RN, . — B4 K bR BB A8 52 i 43 JE A AR D5 = L LA L)
fitg K7 ATP il i Pk . 200 00 ) 45 ) R G U0 108 4 Si ok, A AP T s O 3 4 J A TE XA K
UKL AE P800 B SR, TR R T — SRR, AN A JE 5 S ROS 7 AR 0 2 AR BT, R
YRR 1) zeta HLAS R SR GRS 52 ) 4 Jai JH 0 K ASUR 19 25— 8 0 S5 348 s sk 2 & K SR 1) A
SRR, M RO (] 2). Bz, & 5 9K UKL 0 A AR B S %, 2 W i 26 | Tk s 45 A
R FZ0R, JE I 3 SR AL, X5 T HERG IEAL 94 OK B0k 5 8 438 A I 5 2o 2 B2 X

ol 4 PR B AR AE BRI AR IR AT, QNAR AT LU T B 5% 94 K JB0kE Fl EE 4 T AR5 H. 1
5P R RTOR, QNAR B0 B8 A 28 (Ui o4k | bRl Ab A5 RS Jy ik (kL I UESE) , il i 5|
AYKIR S P IRSF (D), 1 QNAR X TFR AW 03 A2 -1, o 7 W A 2O R .

D,.=R/D,+..+R,D, (12) (12)

K, R, B D, 73 HZL 53 n W EE IR 73 O it Ak 2E R AT AR A5 1 iR A W v & 41 4 Sk i A
HI. Mikolajezyk 5512 {8 FH 22 J0 26 14 01 U1 FN st 4% 5807k, DASEER AT AH A AT 59 1458 B ( XRDanatase ) Fl4E 1%
 (Pd%mol ) N FEEHEARST, 57 T TIEAS AwPd & i TiO, NPs HOGAEILTH LY QNAR HEHY, 46
B R? M 0.89, 2 P M 45 I A% TR 50 SR . Miikolajezyk &5 M F £ oo £k v [l 9 7 vk, ISR &% &=
(YomolAg) FITE G W4 %f H 1 () HAIRAT, 57 T QNAR BRI F 1 4 )& 7% (Au. Ag. P&
T i) TiO, NPs X H [ -6 SO0 5340 B 2 09 AN M 7. 25 FE 23R T 2 18] iT RE A7 76 19 JL 28 1 () B, A BiF
FEFFIA S T AR Lk 6 R ISR . Yuan 550 (ff ] 22 5 fiv fe /)y —3fe [B1)3 (PLS, 2k ) F Bl HL AR A 111
IH(RF, E4tE), i P RE & . e IRPUE RE & . 46 0T e frbE | 4 X A B . W 6 S AR 755, I 40 31
Tt A, B RIFSE T TiO, NPs #1 Cu, Zn, Cd. Ni {RG Y% A B Bz s il /NE b Rz 40 i (HK-2) 7735
FARZ, & B RF HEA7 1 QNAR LAY EAT T A3/ FU 68 ) Fnfee v B B F 246122 B QNAR 7
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ARSI 5 T G R A VIR A VR L B B g, (H AU — AT, X TR G, 8 TR
FYIR IR RS | RS B e | B BRI CREE X TARZAE S R ) BRI, 7 2O R s

SNSRI L.

Promote ROS (reactive oxygen

TR
/ Heavy metal \
(A4 o 5 ERAARM LT

species) production

[l

Destroy cell membrane and
increase nanoparticle
accumulation in cells

BT A EAE
Interact with ions released from
metal-based nanoparticles

HEARBEHE |~ cﬁﬁﬁ ol
Change nanoparticle ///%/f s g]
toxicity R - e T
- -_— & y =
- FORBORLIE N Bk
— LSEREEMEAETEA| | AW KT BN
- Bind with i el s # Heavy metal transport
Regulate enzyme activity ind with competitive ectrostatic interaction, leacilitated by nanoparticles
ions of heavy metals surface chelation, etc. 4 P

A f
S 1
\, / o i
3 TE BRI BRL-E & B &4
ELp S ThA Formation of nanoparticle-heavy
Nanoparticles metal complexes

B2 G JE -G R R [A] A AR
Fig.2 Possible interactions between heavy metals and nanoparticles

I, B 42 HOR B AR, ZR gt M2y OB B B2 i S 800 5 T R G B lae J vk, h 2
PRI 20 %% (genomics ) . WL K 41 2% (epigenomics ) . 4% 5% 2H 2% (transcriptomics ) . £ [ 2H %% (proteomics ) £l
I 2 (metabolomics ) 4 AR, BESEA I £ 7R 15 e W) (RUFE IR G W) BEPE RO 19 2 F-HL. ol T o0 e iliAS
fe B L R AR AR W R DR R, A R DR A 2 Y N AR R A B, e A 4 B PR A I A AT
RIS TR A% R 22 A8 R K 43 A A — 5 G W A FHAIL R 5 2% g U~ 1ol R 35 4% 2H 2 = % G 112 DNA
FEAL NI VRIS A R s, S TR G (FZ2G 0 AL R, 5 Rl SR A4 2E
H AT EE # 2 h b i 2 A AR X PRI AW O AR 2 B Ak B3R S1es B, 8 T R — 2R
B Y FEE NI 5E . Martinez-Pacheco 25" fifi | qRT-PCR [4:51 (“ 222"k, /0¥ T EHEJRIR G
P)(Cd. Pb, As)XF miRNA FiEMFZM, W/ T SAIMEIET. . RAE A CH R T30, 3£ T RNA-Seq 1)
e SR 2y i ne g BRI T 2 i B AN AR AR S, R B S AR AT O, RN A TR IR A ML ST AR
LT P . B 1 2 T S5 DR A R AR AT, PR T s ey S R A R IR B R AE )
()RR PEDLHIAE TR [RIAE, A4 25t 22 0 9l TR R IR G W 7K A= AR 4 (Rl T L R B A e ) 1Y
FEPEALH . an Wu F1 Wang!" fiff F 5 T #% % 3L 9% (nuclear magnetic resonance, NMR ) 44X 18f 20 27 77 1 10
FE T Cufll Cd H— SR A ZREX R DT, R EN EESEh S35 . TR RS S E M
WL b, BT ARG NS B TR AR T TR R 45 )R %42 (adverse outcome pathways, AOPs),
7 15 G W () VR B = AR B2 i, #4575 TD B0l A DG, Biie b a4y @t 3d F T IR A 0 e 1
BEPETIAR AL 021,

4 %55 ¥ (Summary and prospect)

il 5 T AR KA R )z A FH A B AT T B — Vs G B R o AR ALY T AR RN, ROk B
Z WG TF IR T T AT AR G R P K — S EL R P R 300 S 4P i) A

(DX THEEBIKE BTN, B2 00535 T 51 48 W JCAH 5AE HE0E 54/EH T 2
&Y CA . TA BRSO B AY . 2% J8 3 8 43 i AR ) RS AR A EARE ], — S A Y AR B AR 1Y
SRR, 41 BLM, TK-TD, DEB 4%, B 0 T & s BIR S IE 5T, e TR AE <15 R AR H]
BILBE | B o A5 A S0 o i e 1 A a0 R S 1)
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(2) ] TG K URLIB 5 22 B TN, F HT A IS8 Ak 7362 A0 B Be, 38 (81 CAL TA AR5 531
KL 2 1] (R 356 A IS AR, (L35 S A 78 o 0 A TR K 5 R M 1 T S8 A7 7E — 5 AN P, s PR
55 YA R IBURL ) Bl S AT 5 . S T IBURL ) B 45 A P JBO0S 800 B4 ke R, R T BORL R 4 Y
QNAR R ] GEIE— 5T T5 (], HAG 2R SR R AR R A OB ) (4 S5 44 1 TR

(3) K T H G & -G BRLIR 5 W) 05 REMEPEAN, BUA DIPTSR R 2 CA L 1A SFREIE P E
AR S P RIS 1R, 1B 6 Jm B 1 5 OR8] AR B A R A 7 AR 0 4 v e, S J5
BEHE— 2D WA E AT A AR AR FHBLEL. 3R, QNAR L 1 i T 0000 4 K Joks 5 5 4 JB TR & I kG
PR, (B AR Y (80 P | TR WD HRIR AT A ST | 3 SRR U A e B A%, #B 5 28 5 22 O B3 38 i

W 5T B AR BB AN W T A, KRE -5 N TR BEH A AL 2 > BORLE PR 9 KRB R R &
Py 5 2 407 AR B ELOROL A, AREAEGE T 1k RERE IR 1Y 4 N1 Wy i R g B H RTHLAR o5
>J TS BARP YA K URL , /DR G )RS R A PR SRR A F S A SO LR o o) S 2 A AR
s DA S B3 T BB P v o 6 3
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