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Abstract: The purpose of this paper is to evaluate the acute toxicity of Cu* , Hg* , Cr*" , Cd* , Li*, A’ and
Co™ on the Rana chensinensis and Bufo gargarizans tadpoles at Gosner stage 36. The median lethal concentration
(LCs) values at 7 kinds of metal ions to the R. chensinensis and B. gargarizans tadpoles were calculated, respective-
ly. In addition, morphological characters (fatness, liver index) of R. chensinensis and B. gargarizans tadpoles were
determined. The results showed that 96 h-LCs, of Cu®*" , Hg*" , Cr* , Cd*", Li"", A’ and Co* for the R. chens-
inensis tadpoles were 0.270 mg-L"', 0.803 mg-L"', 2.375 mg-L"', 7.351 mg-L", 11.273 mg-L", 17.265 mg+L" and
20.973 mg+L", respectively. While the 96 h-LCs,for the B. gargarizans tadpoles were 0.593 mg+L", 0.593 mg-L"',
2.827 mg-L"', 2.592 mg-L", 12.656 mg*L", 14.020 mg+L"' and 57.435 mg- L™, respectively. The sensitivity of the R.
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chensinensis to Cu®* , Cr® , Li* and Co® were higher than those of B. gargarizans tadpoles. In contrast, the sensi-

tivity of the B. gargarizans to Hg*" , Cd*" and AI’* were higher than those of R. chensinensis tadpoles. Different

morphological characters of the R. chensinensis and B. gargarizans tadpoles are one of the factors for their different

sensitivity to the same metal ions.

Keywords: Rana chensinensis tadpoles; Bufo gargarizans tadpoles; metal ion; LCs,
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SR 23 04 I M5 1 G 2 T K 2 DX R K T ) L/ S 7K TR
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Table 1 Concentrations of 7 metal ions in the acute exposure tests
Py Fh 48 B W (mg- L)
Species Concentrations of 7 metal ions/(mg-L")
Cu?* Hg? Cré cd? Li* AP Co?*
1 0.064 0.201 0.468 5.600 3.470 13.500 11.786
2 0.128 0.602 0.520 6.720 4.858 14.850 17.679
3 0.192 0.701 1.040 7.840 6.246 16.200 20.626
SMERN 2
4 0.256 0.802 1.560 8.400 6.940 17.550 23.572
R. chensinensis
5 0.320 0.903 2.080 8.960 10.410 18.900 26.519
6 0.384 1.003 2.680 9.520 13.880 20.250 29.465
7 0.448 1.103 3.640 10.080 17.350 21.600 35.358
8 0.512 1204 4.680 12.320 20.280 24.300 41251
1 0.320 0410 2.080 1.120 4.858 10.800 17.679
2 0.384 0.502 2.600 2.240 6.246 12.150 29.465
3 0.448 0.542 2.860 3360 6.940 12.690 41251
o H i iy 4 0.512 0.582 3.120 4.480 9.022 13.230 53.037
B. gargarizans 5 0.576 0.602 3.380 5.200 10.410 13.500 58.930
6 0.640 0.702 3.640 6.720 13.880 14.310 88.395
7 0.960 0.802 4.160 7.840 17.350 14.850 117.860
8 1.280 1.003 4.680 8.960 20.820 16.200 147325
CHE 0 £ 0.001 @) 5 MRk IS} 44K T 4t 5 7 Zeiss Discovery IR .
V12 BRI S G505 T 0 L R ) £ P R L o 7 R g JE B TR bR R R LAY 24 h-LCyo

VI o . R AT 8 200y AR 95 R 51
KA.

JIES 3 = {4 5 /42 K < 100

JHF$6 %50 = JHF Joi 2t /44 J5 i < 1001
1.6 4 b 2 5 4 Hr

AT 18 56 B0 24 5% ) SPSS 17.0 # 4R 2k 47 4831
AT . R FHAE SR BN VLR AT 7 b &2 JE B 7 43 i ) v
] b e ) R v A R I R S 1Y 2 3R B R
(LCso) M2 95% B A5 X [|]'™Y, &2 21k E (SC)Z | SC
=0.01X96 h-LCs 7151, #RH i} T 45 B LAV ¥ 1H +
PR 22 2R B R T ¢ R 56 (t-test) BE AT LU A 20 B (P
<0.05 FRZFREFE, <001 £nm2ZEFWEE),

2 #%(Results)
2.1 7 iz T B R v b A v A ORI e R ) Y
arkENE

SRR R, ) RE 2 R B E R T
FET- G il g 21 R i Y SE T D B B & R B 1
Jor 8 R B 1 1S h i L O 5 % 88 i ] 5 2 G R OE
FHIG . 7 ol 4 Ja B8 %k o [ R e R v e A g o
M) 24 h-LCs, .48 h-LCs, .72 h-LCsy A1 96 h-LCs, U 3 2

48h-LCsy 72 h-LCso Fl 96 h-LCsy K /INHEF T F 2 Ky
Co* >Al* >Li" >Cd* >Cr" >Hg* >Cu* , ik
1S Cu® (Hg” .Cr" .Cd* .Li" (AP’ fll Co* X
rh ] bR e 8 B 96 h-LCso 43 % M 0.270 mg+ L',
0.803 mgeL".2.375 mg-L".7.351 mg-L",11.273 mg-
L'.17.265 mg+ L' Fll 20.973 mge L, 4 ¥ 2¢ 4 ¢ i 3t
AR R 7 B4 JE B v b e ) 1
24 Y FE 43 9 0.00270 mge L', 0.00803 mg+ L,
0.023 75 mg+ L', 0.07351 mg+L"',0.11273 mg+L",
0.17265 mg+L"' 1 0.20973 mg-L"',

7 43 B B X b AR R M R R Ik 24 h-LCs FI
48h-LCsy K/NHEFINIFE 7 : Co* >Li" > Al >Cd*
>Cr® >Hg* >>Cu® ,72 h-LCs 1 96 h-LCs, K /N HE
FIMF 43 591 A« Co®* >Li" > Al >Cr® >Cd> >
Hg™ > Cu* , Co™ > Al >Li" >Cr" >Cd* >
Hg2* = Cu” ., i Pr 3 Cu® Hg” . Cr" | Cd” .

AT" Fl Co™ Xif Hr A2 K i i R 8L 1) 96 h-LCso 53

EIJ 0.593 mg+L"'.0.593 mg-L".,2.827 mg+L".2.592 mg

L"'.12.656 mg+L"'.14.02 mg+L"'F1 57.435 mg-L'1 S

e e FETHIR A A 15 AR 7 A g e B X
HE R s I s ) 22 4 R B 43 50 SA 0.00593 mge LT
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0.00593 mg+ L', 0.02827 mg+ L', 0.02592 mg+ L', WA A ] 4y o e} ) 3 M RN G5 SR WL 1,

0.12656 mg-L".0.14020 mg-L"' Fl 0.57435 mg-L", AT, 7 o4 T B % e [ R R e A R s e i o
2.2 7 Bl S S X e Db e R e R R g R S Y (R BE T K /N B — 2, B Cu® A1 Hg® X i s} 1 2
B PEAE B R, Cr* F Cd* IRZ L LiT LAY FI Co™ 1Y

HR A BT ARAS B 7 Fh 4 @ B 7 o o [ A e A v 4 FEMEVE AT B /N, (E R, 3l a2 e vk G B T
W b R S) B 2 R B, AT LR T A e R T B, Hg™ . Cd> ,Cr® FIAPT X rp A R s i i s i) 75
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Table 2 LCs, values of 7 metal ions for R. chensinensis and B. gargarizans tadpoles

it E Ml R. chensinensis th A8 KWW B. Gargarizans
BB E J 95% A X 18] (mge L")
LCsy and 95% Confidence Interval/(mg+L")

24h 48h 72h 96h 24h 48h 72h 96h
L 0480 0467 0359 0270 1.073 0.742 0.645 0.593
Cu
(0453~ 0.508) (0440~ 0494) (0336~ 0.383) (0247~ 0293) (0973~ 1.188)  (0.662~ 0.829)  (0.566~ 0.728)  (0.514~ 0.673)
e 128 1.162 0.955 0.803 0.813 0.688 0.646 0.593
g
(1219~ 1.344) (1115~ 1215) (0915~ 0.996)  (0.761~ 0.844)  (0.759~ 0.875)  (0.638~ 0.740)  (0.597~ 0.697)  (0.543~ 0.644)
13.782 11.069 8.474 7351 4.695 3419 2.745 2592
Ccd* (12255~ (10.150~ (7.600~ (6337~ (4.182~ (2.874~ (2172~ (2.006~
15.900) 12.258) 9311) 8.20) 5213) 3.948) 3.290) 3.145)
4954 4459 3389 2375 3.707 3235 2913 2.827
Cr (4518~ (4.073~ (3.080~ (2.095~ (3.561~ (3.093~ (2762~ (2.674~
5.443) 4.889) 3.726) 2.669) 3.859) 3379) 3.059) 2.974)
21.075 18.069 14.016 11273 23.732 17.982 15230 12.656
Lit (18.900~ (16212~ (12414~ (9.693~ (21.248~ (16228~ (13.657~ (11.179~
23.586) 20.181) 15.757) 12.917) 26.681) 19.988) 16.973) 14.225)
22284 21.350 19.361 17.265 16.046 14.966 14.306 14.020
AP (21197~ (20.327~ (18.395~ (18266~ (15.578~ (14.581~ (13.942~ (13.657~
23.511) 22.481) 20.368) 16.240) 16.588) 15.394) 14.693) 14.398)
40.492 28.637 23.893 20973 138.962 95.851 73.676 57.435
Co*  (37.561~ (26471~ (21.637~ (18.581~ (124.849~ (85.304~ (63.928~ (47.573~
43.871) 30.893) 26.113) 23.243) 154.358) 107.271) 83.908) 67.388)
0607 A 0607 B
0551 0551
2 0.50 3 0.507
—on - — o0 a
TE 045 TE 045
£2 035 £2 035
=5 0.301 B 5 0304
z‘ﬁg 0.25- ﬁg 0251
% § 0201 X S 0.201
& 0.154 & 0.151
< <
@ 0.104 @ 0.101
0.05- 0.051
0.00- : 0.00 -
Cu Hg Cr Cd Li Al Co Cu Hg Cr Cd Li Al Co
Hh [ e LN

R.chensinensis

B1 7HEBEBETFXRERERE(A)MREXERME (B HWRERE

Fig. 1 Safe concentration of 7 metal ions for R. chensinensis (A) and B. gargarizans (B) tadpoles

B.gargarizans
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Fig. 2 Distribution of weight in function of total length (A) and tail length in function of total length (B)

of R. chensinensis and B. gargarizans tadpoles
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P P12 5080 T AT A A R e R e g IS
FER 0.82£0.01, H [ bRl 1 AE 3 B R 0.74+0.02, 5
rh A R i R R B MR e R e R KK
&3 5 v bR e R o) T v R A g R ) 1 R
oy H 3.6220.2 A1 2.50.1, H [ AR i 08 s %) T 45
B 2 KT v A O e e} ) S 4R (P<<0.05) .

3 i7Tit (Discussion)
MR 2 v w5 Br 3R 45 19 LCs, 1T LU B0
PEAR K AR AL 2475 Ye W X5 K A A W 0 B RN . AR

0.041 v
=
-2 0.031 )
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=22
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2 0.011
|
0.00
PR AU
R.chensinensis B.gargarizans
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* ROR T Z A 35 2% 57 (P<0.05)
Fig. 3 Liver index of R. chensinensis and
B. gargarizans tadpoles
Asterisk indicates statistically significant difference compared

to R. chensinensis(P<<0.05)
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G iE . cur Xt g B kR ORI Y BE M OK T cd
Sunita?! BT FE FE B, Cu® . Zn* Ni** , Cd* DU Fr 4
JE& BT, Cu™ X5 UL G Y 8 M R 5, Cd
59, Martin SFPRF57 20, Hg? A1 Cu® X G DL IR iR
B FEME A KL T Cd A Cr® Rz, MR R,
Cu #FAYMGE Ca* . Zn* F - MHE T =45
it 10 235 45 0, 5 SO TG 1 0 i R L 2 T S — R B
AR S H Bl A AL O py R
JE 38 2o 5 A Ak R RIS OB AR W R Y BE D BT 51 P,
WAE PIAG 28R N O n g A A B
Cr™ P S BTkl WRHISE X AN (7] 4 Ja B - B0 1k 11 22
S 5N R 26 R 4x @ R 0 RIS AA P A A ATL ) N
ML AR 22 A K,

ARBFFEEE R F W, Cu® o FE bR 8 24 b
48 h.72 h,96 h-LCs, %3 5l & 0.480 mg-L",0.467 mg*
L'.0.359 mgeL'F1 0270 mg-L"', IAb, ik 5645 R 3%
Wi, Cu™ FI Hg™ X H 48 W ek b o) i) 35 M4 AR )
RS C ARG R e B p, Ak
SRS T, Cu X P MO BRHBE 24 h 48 h, 72 h-LCy
43519 0.131 mg+L"',0.105 mg-L",0.038 mg+L";
F5 RSPV BF 5T R W], Cu®* ) v [ b e R 8 24 b
48 h,72 h,96 h-LCs 43l 4 8.13 mgL"'.7.00 mg-L",
6.38 mg+L ' il 3.80 mgL"', 5tttz SE00%} e A e
DR} 1y bk A MR A ST 45 R R L He M EER T
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Cu™ M ME. M C AW, X 2 5k 2
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b A 4 4 T B I SR A v A R g i)
W, T Hg® .Cd* F1 AP X A Ak Y 96 h-
LCso 3 Sl 2 Xof vy A WS ik MR I8E 96 h-LCso (19 1.354,
2.836H01 1.231 15, AWKV, He™ &) T 3% i J ik
FEEZ A S A g s BRI X LA 1 B #8345 °7 . T
S T ) 7 Hef 0 A W e R S S £ L i
o T D A e R S 4 I S R R L A BB 5 A
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Cd™ F AU J5 322 53 A 76 JFJ0E L 38 2 0k 317
BEAR IO, e [ AR ek R 81 11 T 4 B0 O $ o M i
il 7t e AF X A5 0K 2 v ARl IR X Cd it 2
PEESSR G R 22—, DL, v bR e o s R K 4 G
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W) A7 At 85 7 T Y 25 5 L G 2 S RO T R
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