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Effects of oxygenated polycyclic aromatic hydrocarbons on growth and
antioxidant physiological response of barley seedling

REN Ying LI Guangke ™ SANG Nan

(College of Environment and Resource, Research Center of Environment and Health, Shanxi University, Taiyuan, 030006, China)

Abstract  Recently, polycyclic aromatic hydrocarbons derivatives —oxygenated polycyclic
aromatic hydrocarbons (OPAHSs) are widely noticed due to their high environment detection and
ecological risk. To clarify the reponse of OPAHs accumulation in plant seedlings, this study
investigated growth, photosynthesis, oxidative damages and antioxidant defense in barley under
OPAHSs stresses at different concentrations(1, 3, 10 pumol-L™) via hydroponic experiments and plant
physiological methods. The results showed that OPAHs inhibited index, such as barley seed
germination, root elongation, bud elongation, shoot and root biomass, elevated the levels of ROS and
H,0,, and induced antioxidant accumulation, but not significantly affecting photosynthetic pigment
content such as chlorophylls. The correlation analysis further indicated superoxide dismutase,
glutathione and carotenoid were involved in the inhibition of oxidative damages in barley leaves.
Among them, superoxide dismutase was essential for antioxidant defense under 1,2-benzan-
thraquinone stress.
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damages, antioxidant defense.

A £ 3155 1% (oxygenated polycyclic aromatic hydrocarbons, OPAHs) & 75 ik A3 [ HA £ /0— ¥k
FE (C=0) M Z 31 7% & (PAHs) fi7 A= 9, HHEROIR 5 PAHs AH L (BP BRI 5 B AHERCIR ), 17T i
PAHs 28 Ab 2 S8 AL AT A W) i Ak 7= A= . OPAHSs HA FREERE A | it 201 i a5k A5 A, w0
FERR T RAD, W KRN JHGTRRS S SE A B, Il 2 Fh s 48 CAnpme e A | E 242 fl A
RETEA ) HEAA PR, ST XA 25 D) RE RN A= P A B 3 T 7E 52 ).

C AW A, Ak I . Tk FH b FUMOl FH Hb 58 v OPAHS A 1 [F F2 BE 1 5% BA i, B Bk A
TP ARSI & 4R, #ornT 1a) ik A% 2 280304y, dE i Al s AR e A L AR KR AR (R 254 ) | BB b
FEbR (AN A A Pt 5 5 ) AR BE AR Cn ok A4 47 ) 7~ % v [ g J Bt B AU Ik Tl 36 2% 4= 438 OPAHEs %%
BRI s TR Z I TT R, A 16.8%0). hAh, FE5E Z 3835 K8 T 175 & S8 Ak I 38 ARATE ) 240 1t R Hig
FAEAL R, IRA] S BOG AR AR 1 5T AE WG T 75 25 R IR0, 5 26375 A 00 440 L e A A P v
T2 R A8 40405 B A P SR SE e A8 U, Yun SR e R, i 22 B0 0 R WIS A 1 e Rl i AR DA
Ko SRR 40 M e (e AR S Bt — T0UAIE 98 R B, OPAHs (CUNSAMKAER ) nT 90 K 5 /N 22 Fb 11 A& A4
| AR HE AR P H I T A A i DR FR ke 22 . BT OPAHSs A4 35 : S ML A i 5 5 /P,

AWEFE VLK AZ I Y, % 2R E OPAHS A PR K2 4 v A R A A B A Ak 48 hr A2 4k,
FFHRT OPAHS Wi T T 8 Ak A= B 1, 15 76 BB OPAHSs 80K 32 R MERN M ML, kA A5 2 4 PEAN
FNER 5 4 P52 R A A

1 #MRL5 7 (Materials and methods)

11 3R M AR

5 # OPAHSs( 1,2-78 I 45 7l ( 1,2-Benzanthraquinone ) . 1,8-Z% i ( 1,8-Naphthalic anhydride) . 9-% il
(9-Fluorenone) . J& it ( Anthraquinone ) 1 1,4-Z%1i ( 1,4-Naphthoquinone) ) 4 F ¥4k 5 Tl & e FR 2
Ay ZH A (DMSO) W [ Sigma-Aldrich; 30% i3 % A6 & (H,0,, 230 Hr 4l W F R Ee i 7 B0 5 B
% £5 2% v (PBS: 0.1 mol-L™!, pH7.0—7.4) i [ iR E 4 /R A= R A PR 75 e IR EE 746 (L ilg—16
Bl IRA T ; 291 RE bR 1Y (Thermo Scientific) ; ZH 41 %A1 AN (54 S5 AL MR A7 PR /A ) )5
5208 R B0 ML (Thermo Scientific) ; 18 /K 7 B (5 M E A2 B 254 FRA 1) 5 B0 BT840 (1 R
Tl A BRAFD.
12 ZhEiRssE

AR FI FITAE 4R B B T8 85 G B2 1) 5 Pk e SORL AR I 1) K 22 Fh 7, 28 3% H,0, i R
THTE 5 min J5 FH 28 FREVE 3—5 WK, MG T2R/K IR 4—6 h LIEAT R L5050, Lt A 1
4, ¥ 5 Ff OPAHs HI% & 1. 3. 10 pmol-L™" ¥ B A6 B A R Ab B, [RIARFLAY 1% DMSO FIZEIR K 57
SIAE R B34 X6F B8 (Veh) Fl 25 0 HE (Con) . 123 J5 BEHLPEIE K/ —BUWFh 1 (n=30) & T8 M Z U840
Be R LN, K535 M43 500 RS, BEED T (25+1) °C A1 14/10 h AOOEHEIR FiZ A 24, 48, 72 h J5 K61
B LR 238 (AR 1 11 R i R bR ), BB 24 h 35 2 5T e ib 3

BEALIERE AR K R HAR K 1—1.5 cm Bl 7 (#=30) B T E AN 4L 3 0 0055 37 LY, £3B% 24 h KK
HA AR ZER . 2R 7 d )5, 35 T4 E R AN ZE M5 4, ZEIRK s kS TR AR B, AR T AR
Jo FHEAS 105 € FH4E 30,80 °C FHLE S h, FRET .
1.3 AEFRAEALFEAR I

B 7 dJaE, WOBOT I i b it 2 2R (chl) | W HEEI(ROS) | i A AL & (H,0,) | 8 A AL Pk AL il
(SOD) ., BRI Bt H K (GSH) | 4E4= K E(VE) MIZEHH# N 28 (Car) 25 % & chl Al Car 2K H - 2, %
2RI ROS, HyO,. SOD. GSH Al VE 14 1 $54% BE e st A 4= 9 TR 5 i i394 it B 450 2
1.4 BAEAES

T 2D 3 AT, B LR B /DI T IR E R, TS B 1 R TS5 R Ge 1R FH Excel 2016, DL
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W bR 220k s . 45 340 B AVE IR 6 GraphPad Prism 8, f#i f One way ANOVA #E47 & & P40 ¥t
ffi i TBM SPSS Statistics 21 #4741 K43 #r.

2 zER 5308 (Results and discussion)

2.1 OPAHs XJ K2 4l i A= K )52 1)

K BEF SRR SR PR P Bk B SERE AR ARU. IR 1 AT 1,2- 28R A TR L 1,8-250F . 9-4
Fl 1,4-Z5BF 45 4 T OPAHSs B PEAE FH 2 R ARG 3R, RV YL Bk B s, KRR Tl R AL, 72 h 7
P, 1,2-26 9028 T . 1,8-Z50F . 9-25 B Al 1,4-Z50% 10 pmol- L™ ¥4 B Ab B R X Fl 7 0 & A3 %5 b & Ao
A8, R 5 500 X6 R ZH 43 S B AR T 16.3% . 23.3%. 29.2% Fil 13.2%( P<0.05) ; 24 h 32 Fl1)5, 3 umol-L™!
9- 25 Tl ] I8 2 0 il b 0

09 (a)1,2-Benzanthraquinone

091 (b) 1,8-Naphthalic anhydride
M M T ] Con
=S s Veh
506 § 1 pmol-L!
,g ,g 3 umol-L7!
= = 1!
Eo3 g B 10 umol-L
0 —
24 48 72 24 48 72
Exposure time/h Exposure time/h
0.9 (c)9-Fluorenone 001 (d) Anthraquinone 0.9 (e) 1,4-Naphthoquinone
- M &z ] ' T L
1 0 :
N $ $
.E 0.6 [ _§ 0.6 _g 0.6
= = =
g = g
E E
Eos— 303H o3l
0 . oL L L o L
24 48 72 24 48 72 24 48 72
Exposure time/h Exposure time/h Exposure time/h

B 1 OPAHs X K2 Fl 1 A A (51
((a)1,2-%5F 22 70, (b) 1,8-Z5HT, (c)9-Z1H, (d) B, (e)1,4-Z5M; *, P<0.05; **, P<0.01, FHAL TN B4 )
Fig.1 The effects of OPAHs on germination rate of barley seeds
((a) 1,2-Benzanthraquinone; (b) 1,8-Naphthalic anhydride; (c¢) 9-Fluorenone; (d) Anthraquinone; (e) 1,4-Naphthoquinone;
* P<0.05; **, P<0.01, vs. Veh group)

ABFFEILINELH] S B OPAHSs 12 FH 72 h 1 168 h 23X 24 FIAR K 7= Az AN [R) R B ) i (1] 2) . BR
RSk, HiA 4 F OPAHSs BRI K22 5 Y REAR 7 H 4l i 20 i, EL v W B2 ZH A I/ F 5. 10 pmol L' ¥k
FEF, 1,2-5 3128 Tl . 1,8-Z5F R 9-25 BRI Ah 72 h, X 2EA0K © 7 (AW S A0 #E VEVE FH, AR TV
X BE2H 3 5 FEAIG 66.3%(P<0.01) . 41.0%(P<0.05) F1 31.6%(P<0.01); 1fij 1,4-Z3ERI=F 168 h J5 0] g Z#0
il ZEfR . IBAh, 168 h 25, 10 pmol-L™" 1,2-2KF: 45 Tl . 10 umol-L™" 1,8-ZE A1 10 umol-L ™" 9-25 il
AT AR fR 4, AR T 5506 BRZH 43 B BEAIG 62.6%(P<0.01) | 32.2%(P<0.05) Fl 38.7%(P<0.05) ; A #R 1Y
J&, 10 pmol-L™" R AN 3 pmol L' 14-ZRERAZ TS, 340 T 79.2%(P<0.01) F1 31.0%(P<0.05).

I 4h, 5 Fh OPAHs Y8 K A2 7 d Ji5 AT X &) v AR 2 A= W 1 A AS [ B2 5 9 T4 (&1 3) . 10 pmol L™
12-28 91 28 T S 35 BRI T R 22 AR ZF A Wk, B0 250 (ff ) B FIAR 19 1 () 3 AH 55 7 0T HR 4
3D 38.4%(11.8% ) (P<0.01) Fl 36.9%(44.2%) (P<0.05). T 10 pmol-L™" &R A0 2 25 14 hn 17 AR 27 4=
Pk, FREEALERW], OPAHSs X KA 4 i AE K A 2 R fEVEM, W RBIE TR ELL K E e e S
P8 B ASFN. Sytykiewicz S5 [RFFT 45 Rt & B T JIIN G, F ] OPAHs HA 5 Y 5%

2.2 12-RTJFZE T X K M a5 i AR A 3 5 T
AN TS Y I a A K A G AR AR AR A A — FR 90 04 A 3 [0 3k AR Y. p ] 4RI, AN ]
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WP 12- 800 B TE YL TE X R M it 4R a, MRS b ALE MR SR Y& %2R, 5
Stepan 25U iff 57 25 2L

(a)1,2-Benzanthraquinone (b)1,8-Naphthalic anhydride
12 72h : 168 h 12 72h : 168 h
8 « [ #KShoot length
H *
g g 4 ﬂ ﬂ ’l‘ . ﬂ D MKRoot length
| I :
: 3 *
<3 I T N TN N T S NN NN SN B 3 T T N TR N TR T N Y |
ConVeh1 3 10 ConVeh1 3 10 ConVeh1 3 10 ConVeh1 3 10
Concentration/(umol-L ™) Concentration/(umol-L ™)
(c)9-Fluorenone (d)Anthraquinone (e)1,4-Naphthoquinone
Br e esh Bro mn 0 esh 2r L 168N
H 8 H H
g g =
2 L 4 3
k: g ki
4
* o
: ¥ * :
SLo 1 1)) 8||||*|1||||”f ) S T T N TS S R T SN |
ConVehl 3 10 ConVehl 3 10 ConVehl 3 10 ConVeh1 3 10 ConVehl 3 10 ConVehl 3 10
Concentration/(pmol-L™") Concentration/(pmol-L™") Concentration/(umol-L™")

2 OPAHs X KA 4l i K 2 K 152 )
(a) L,2-%9F 22 T, (b) 1,8-Z51F, (¢)9-Z5M, (d) &R, (o) 1,4-Z5MH; *, P<0.05; **, P<0.01; ***, P<0.001, AHH T4 7% B 41
Fig.2 The effects of OPAHs on shoot length and root length of barley
(a) 1,2-Benzanthraquinone; (b) 1,8-Naphthalic anhydride; (¢) 9-Fluorenone; (d) Anthraquinone; (e) 1,4-Naphthoquinone;
* P<0.05; **, P<0.01; ***, P<0.001, vs. Veh group

(a) (b)
1,2-Benzanthraquinone *H &b 1,2-Benzanthraquinone # *
100 & g
1,8-Naphthalic anhydride £ 1,8-Naphthalic anhydride - 5 :fn
e g
9-Fluorenone 30 i 9-Fluorenone * E
g g
Anthraquinone . g Anthraquinone . 40 “é
3 3
1,4-Naphthoquinone 60 @ 1,4-Naphthoquinone *x ~
Con Veh 1 3 10 Con Veh 1 3 10
Concentration/(umol-L™") Concentration/(umol-L™")
© @ 2
1,2-Benzanthraquinone P T T T 16 1,2-Benzanthraquinone o e .
= E
g . . =
1,8-Naphthalic anhydride 14 % 1,8-Naphthalic anhydride * 6 5
o (o]
L
9-Fluorenone 12 i 9-Fluorenone ;
3 ) S
Anthraquinone . 10 é Anthraquinone . 4 é
1.4-Naphthoquinone 3 v 1,4-Naphthoquinone
Con Veh 1 3 10 Con Veh 1 3 10
Concentration/(umol-L™") Concentration/(umol-L™")

Bl 3 OPAHs 4t 168 h XF K& 2l i A= Wy il 2 il
() ZFEE T (D) MREETE; (o) ZF T H; ()R THE; *, P<0.05; **, P<0.01; ***, P<0.001, AHEE T 5% 4
Fig.3 The effects of OPAHs on biomass of barley at 168 h
(a) shoot fresh weight; (b) root fresh weight; (¢) shoot dry weight; (d) root dry weight; *, P<0.05; **, P<0.01;
**% P<0.001, vs. Veh group
FE ) 52 B PR3 38 1), 3% M A0 RN i SR AL S S o BE AR B2, T 300 o A . AR AR 1,2-0K
I4e T e R J5 RA R ROS 1 Hy0, & i Y224k, AA1ET 5 s, 1,2-28 01 28 TR 475 )5 i A ROS &
B R T S -9 D - RS S AR e, 5 Veh 2 AH LG 3 0 35 0 85.1%( P<0.05) , 44.5% Al
115.3%(P<0.05); HyO, & FE7E 3 pmol L™ 1411 23.0%, {H To 4= 42 W 78 4k SCHR R 15 e 1y ol i
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TR N A5, S8 H0,, B4R A 3L (0, ) Al It B 5 (HO- ) 45 ROS 724 A7 B T gk | £k
LA I S AL W T R S5 40 B 2 v, R B ) R AL IR Y. FE AR S R, 1,2 0 2 T Y R T | i
ROS B #F26H H,0, TG i2£22 5, v R R HAL A 32 555 S i vt .

0551 (a) 0.28r (b) 081 (o)
0.50+
~ ~ 024f é 0.7
045t T a~
& & @
E 040t £ o20F E 2 o6t
= = =
S o3sh 5 5
0.161 051
0.30
1 1 L 1 1 | 1 1 1 04 L L L L L
025 Con Veh 1 3 10 0.12 Con Veh 1 3 10 Con Veh 1 3 10
Concentration/(umol-L ") Concentration/(umol-L™") Concentration/(pmol-L ™)

B4 12-%372 TG EE 168 h XF REM 45 ala)  HEER b(b) FLEMEE (¢) & =W
Fig.4 The effects of 1,2-Benzanthraquinone on chlorophyll content in barley leaves at 168 h (chla(a); chlb (b); chl(c))

5000 - 150
2 4000 * g
_‘Ch * a
, :
2 3000 &0
= =}
= g
£ 2000} <
S S
~ =

1000 |-

0
Con Veh 1 3 10 ConVeh 1 3 10

Concentration/(pmol-L™")
B 5 12832 T 168 h X R &M ROS Fl H,0, & i AR
*, P<0.05, #HET Veh 41
Fig.5 The effects of 1,2-Benzanthraquinone on ROS and H,O, content in barley leaves at 168 h
* P<0.05, vs. Veh group

2.3 12-HI0EE TERE & KA b U 2R G 1 Ol
FaH) 32 SMIEAE TS Yo W ad 5 vl sht AL B A8 LA AR ROS 7 5122, 7EiZ i e v, FEW 7= A I 41
1 B AL i (SOD) A I H Kk (GSH) 5470 A6 ) 5t AT 2% fiff S Ak B . AR A 92 £ SOD. VE. GSH Fi1
Car %5 PU FhHL 2 AL /A7) B3R 1,2-28 3 25 77 B 38 K 22 Bt S A A B 1y 47 B, 25 SR ANl 6 7.
1,2- K- 25 Y 3% )5 7] §:3% SOD. VE. GSH Hll Car A AR FLFE 1928 4k, 1 SOD Fl VE A 4t it=# 2 5.
3 pmol'L™" F1 10 umol-L™" ¥k B 1,2-%% I 28 7 I 4 %5 J5 , SOD {if 7' A %t T Veh 2H 43 51| 38 fin 32.6% #1
43.8%( P<0.05), VE 1% ¥ 7 42 i 25.0%(P<0.05) £ 22.3%, H:H1 SOD i T 10 umol- L ¢ JiF f & 1%
i, W VE 3§ P 3 pmol- L' ¥R W& 89N, A ABFSTHE/R, 1675 YL 38 B S A0 B 6 1 b S Ak 5
B i TE R[] A AE P R A SO [R) ¥ B 15 G ) 22 [R5 il 22 5324, ARBIF5Y, SOD il VE & M B & B &
WA KA M i G2 i S8 A 7 e 2 G A8 F 5 17 GSH AT Car G i 25784k, W] ig & i1 7> OPAHSs ¥ Jii Fl
BE o (1] 45 22 55 I 3.
2.4 AR W S P AAE RAE DM A BT
fifi ] Pearson #H G A HT i X $1 S84k 70 F 5 B AL R AR bR Z R DG R, 25 UL 7. o484k 43 %t
ROS. H,O, i Wil i EL 47 22 S ¥, H b ROS 5 SOD. GSH ¥ & i 3 1F AH 56, #H ¢ & 502 ik
0.69(P<0.05) . 0.88(P<0.01); H,0, 5 Car 24l it FEAH I (P<0.01), R KL P ARG T UERe AN
ROS 7K LAB A AL W 105 5, i 4 i 1E % A k& . I64h, SOD 43 3il5 VE. GSH Z il HA A ¢
P (P<0.05), $ERPUA ST Z [RIH AT RIAH ELAE F DAk 55 K32 bt fh. 55T LU & B, SOD., GSH #1
Car EREZM K REPUAMDY), HAE 1,2- 8- 4 THIAL BT, SOD F I H 3% Pt A L VE .
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= 300 (@) * 2001 (b)
g -
= = 150
T, 200 £
g e
=) &0 100
8 100 =4
@
= 2 0
0 0
Con  Veh 1 3 10 Con  Veh 1 3 10
Concentration/(pumol-L™") Concentration/(pumol-L™")
80 0.10 - (d)
g
Zoof o
‘CD ?D
v =)
g 4of c
2 ;
= 20f
]
0 0
Con  Veh 1 3 10 Con  Veh 1 3 10
Concentration/(pumol-L™") Concentration/(pumol-L™")

6 12 RJFZ T Y 168 h X KA M fr (a)SOD. (b) VE. (¢)GSH FlI(d) Car % &t 510
(*, P<0.05, #H# T Veh 4)
Fig.6 The effects of 1,2-Benzanthraquinone on (a) SOD; (b) VE; (¢) GSH and (d) Car content in barley leaves at 168 h
(*, P<0.05, vs. Veh group)

-0.28  0.22

ROS -001 069" 088" Ozgl
06
04

084" 012 008 02

ok _02
’ '\‘ 0.25 —-0.04

H,0,

VE

Car| ®
SOD Q ‘ 0.60"
GSH. ® ®

B 7 1283 E THYEE T ROS il HyO, 55 4 Rl b2 T Z [l Pearson AHICHE 4T
*, P<0.05; **, P<0.01 ##&+ Veh 41
Fig.7 Pearson correlation analysis of ROS, H,0, and 4 antioxidants under 1,2-Benzanthraquinone treatment
* P<0.05; **, P<0.01, vs. Veh group

3 458 (Conclusion)

(1) OPAHSs Je5: il KA b 11 5 R4y ey A 4, (R EE R AN [R) S st BR800 22 55 1,228 9 248 7 il
19~ ] 4R e e 218 0y oA o AR 2R AR A, R 1, 4- 2R T P RD 25 2R M Tl A AR R AR A, T 1, 8- 2% AR AR
FARK B RBH IR s i B BEG. X T AR, 1,2-28 91 245 7 00 0 4 T A O D, R 20 X iR I
.

(2) 1,2-28 328 7 W Xk K it R 6 A A IR 7™ A W 52 W), (EL R 7 3 396 P 40 o B R R AR M 4
m, i A ST AT AL el B, B R B R AN AR R E i R B R A H
I SRR e H KA R % S FIF AR AR WALV, P75 1,28 5 2 7 300 AL e S F A By 7 L g
RS A0, G P AU W A Tt ) 7 i 5

(3) APy B A B K32 A N T B OPAHS 55 48010 ML 7™ A 3 M 4 H el B 19 228904
it
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