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Abstract ; Bisphenol F (BPF) and bisphenol AF (BPAF) have been used as bisphenol A (BPA) substitutes, but little
is known about their toxic effects. In this study, we compared acute toxicity and stress induction between BPF/
BPAF and BPA in Xenopus laevis tadpoles. It is found that 48 h-LC,, values of BPA and its substitutes were BPF
(11.01 mg-L™") > BPA (7.54 mg-L™") > BPAF (2.87 mg-L™"). The oxidative stress induction of BPAF on X. /ac-
vis tadpoles was stronger than that of BPA and BPF. In addition, BPA has more remarkable effects on the expres-
sion of heat shock protein gene than BPF, and BPAF has little ffects. Our study indicates that BPA is less harmful
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than BPAF, and is close to BPA.

Keywords: bisphenol A; bisphenol F; bisphenol AF; Xenopus laevis; acute toxicity; oxidative stress; heat shock

protein

XL A(bisphenol A, BPA)J&4ER K i A 7= 1)1k
S —, T T A 7 B ik R R R A AR
NEY . S o 2 PR 1R 2 i T X b4
P, shYR s B BPA TEAE IR AT R E
Hbh 22 Dy Re A5 Jy T HoA BRI JLAR I AT
W F A AR R B BPA 5 AR RS A 56
JIT LA, — 3 5] 5 BN T 16 FR 1 BPA 9 {195 L
AHNHE , BPA ZEAUH IR 1E N BPA B RS B4R A
A PR, WXL} F(bisphenol F, BPF) WU} S(bis-
phenol S, BPS), X/} AF (bisphenol AF, BPAF) %,
BPA B AU TEZ PR T BT A WU FE i ) 28 A
mn A A T IR I, BPA FRAC S 19 48 4 2 3|
R O

BPA Ui 5 BPA k245 AR | o] GE A7
755 BPA ZELL RN, & A SCHRH & BPF \BPS
5 BPA ZE U IE R, AT A N A i T PR AR
R BRI R, BPA XF K B /N ORI S A 28 11 5
L HIEFIHE (LD, ) 70510 240 3 250 F12 230 mg-
kg 'L BPF XK R4S 1 5258 LD, 44 950 mg-
kg '3 ZR[R] [F] 4509 % 31 BPA il BPF X 2R B Ik
HRRISE A 2= SOPE R BE (LCs, ) 5391 R 9.00 i1 9.52 mg -
L™ AESCHB 41 9R i T BPA BPF #il BPAF X K &
il LC,, 20514 8.09 .9.51 #12.47 mg-L™', Y44
YR 2 T2 i A IR S O A B ez B0
(108 GAREF DIVAY QU  VAS ( E= N A €= F 2 Y N
N o FEA WA 9 A5 B H KA 5 6 (glutathione re-
ductase, GR), 4+ Jbt T Bk i:k 4501k ¥ 1 (glutathione per-
oxidase, GPx) % Mt H ik % #% [i§ (glutathione transfer-
ase, GST) A4 48 6 2 1 (thioredoxin, Trx) %5 & & 1k
N B A AR AR, K 5 B I (heat shock pro-
teins, HSPs)& A W IATEA R MG N ZAEH T or =4
P —ZEL AR IR ) B 1 5T, i 4 4 20 A A g %o A B A
1k, NI 3 > F AR VR . HSPs A — i 32 %L
41N hsp90 . hsp70 . hsp60 Fl/IN hsp & 4 DNFKk, &
AR ESF 2 NN PR B I VA LA I S 32 K e
A2 HDRIEM AL 2= S 0 e AR, i
ZARSIN SR 6 2 B, BPA AT DL AR M) R B it
Tk 40 A S A Y Jain AR B SY R BR,
BPA % 5 T 8OK BUA N IE M EUK T M, = Ak

N, AR, BPA ANH A% AR 75 I BT
Ze g dih GST i, i BERS L 38 AR N hsp70
I hsp90 By Z K" AT SR BT, AR IR
WiHh BPA f¥R HE 5 AL MUK AR OGP

AR SO G )y A PHOTCEAE S 523644 8 i
HEWFFE LCy, RN A AR 58 2 11 A S 3 PR e
K HEAE BPA B At U TUlE ) 2 PR 1 LA
LR AR S A (4 7 0 17, M 8 — 25 73 Bt BPA
TR B LR 25 AU [T g BPA B A A4 B
W BRI Rk

1 ##l57% (Materials and methods)
1.1 SRy

AR S0 28 ) 37 A A I TCHEE F14) R A7 0 e R e
IR 2 AR AK B ETb, KIR (22 +2)
C, KRN 12 h:12 h, pEEMEE 1 1A
6 R FI R S TR M 2 h SR oK, BRI 2 IR

Ab P T e e 2 FE 5T 300 ~ 500 TU i A %
PO 2 (LHRH) AL 286 A2 M R ¥ R (HCG), 1
BEE ST 200 ~300 TU A9 LaR¥ER K il e ke 7
GRS g BT IRWE  EH AR PR, 12 h
FEATRVET TR BR, SZAEORAE(22 1) C YRS A KK
HREAk IR & 7 & 48 I AIRHISL | AT R 23R
1.2 RF S5

AES TN A - o LUK PR 25 0 PL(5810/5810R , Ep-
pendorf, f& [ ); PCR ¥ ( MiniAmp, Applied Biosys-
tem, 3 [E) ; 26 7t PCR [ (MX3500P, Strata gene,
S ) ; 44U [ (MM301 , Retsch , 7 [ ; 18 fig 1R 5
#$(VORTEX 2, WIGGENS, 3£ [H); 4 A 3 1% 2 15 Bt
1X(AU1001 , 3t 3% 28 5e A= W H ARG FR A 7)) HL
RF-(IA2003B, - i #-F- B AER A FR 2 7)) ; B I
#%(Eppendorf, 7 []) ; 4> F ZhBEHL 121X (GBOX-HR,
Syn Gene, % [€]); #i# PCR {{(My Cycler TM, BIO-
RAD, 2 [H); FLIK{XU(DYCP-31F, b 5t s —1XE ),

i 5 . BPA (CAS No. 80-05-7, 4 & 97% , AC-
ROS Organics, /3 T 228.29); BPF (CAS No. 620-
92-8, 418 >99% , AR Bt AL Tl , 43 1 200.24);
BPAF(CAS No. 1478-61-1, 40 99% , b5t & R @R}
AR, 4 T 336.23); — H LA (DMSO,
CAS No. 67-68-5, 4li if =99.5% , Sigma-Aldrich,
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) ; KRR Y RH(G-red) il RNA 2 BUXH & db e |5 %
SEAEMIH AR A PR A s S sk i 57 & Fast Quant RT
Kit fll RT-qPCR i 77| £ Super Real Pre Mix Plus
(SYBR Green) kit (KM AL FFHE A BRA AL db50);
PCR 5| ¥(FeREERH, 5,

1.3 AEUTCRERR L 2ot B 1R 1A

BPA \BPF #il BPAF ] Bh#% 7] DMSO [it i 100
g LT MUNE A VR, 1RV SR T IR AL, R v i ) A vk
JE 55 S v e R Ak P R ok R AR TRD 3 R0 A 1A R
WAL 0.01% ., % 5% 55 50 7F 3% B 6T N 17,
RAGLERAT 1 L 28, ML BE AL A 10 2
b7 24 h 40— 00K, I BRIET-ANAK, IC SR FE T4k, 52
B HFEE 48 h,

FEIE S 2 JirSext 3 Ak e Btk e Kk
FEFE 0.1 .1.,10.,100 AT 1 000 mg- LAY HHRLE , A
BOPATAL, AR EE IR Th A 10 FE SRHISE IR ZE 10 5%
48 h FHBAET i, AR E T B AR B 25 R, I OE
ARk, B 12 AR E S A RE
BREE (R DS R IRAL, B4 3 AT, B
BEALANA 10 FRRHRE, FOAh [R] S0 5, H 4 2 IIE 2

®1 XEH A(BPA) SE F(BPF) 0
W AF(BPAF) HiRERE
Table 1 Concentration of bisphenol A (BPA),
bisphenol F (BPF) and bisphenol AF (BPAF)
WAL IEFRI B BRI (mg - L")

Test chemical Exposure concentration/(mg-L™")

BPA 10.00.8.33.,6.94 5.79 4.82
BPF 15.00.,12.50,1042 8.68.7.23
BPAF 4.00,333.2.78 231,193

1.4 RNA $ZHUHI RT-qPCR

BANGTREALER 2 AR 4> F S A% IR 4R B[R
HURNA B /6B B 2 RNA W, FHBiAg
BEEEIRE HL UK Ok 1 2 RNA e8P, SR 5 48 Fast
Quant RT Kit(with g DNase)iit B it #l 20 wL 5 i
R R AT R

45 SYBR Green PCR Kit Uil Bt il 10 pL 2
A 2 #E4T RT-qPCR, PCR F&JF .95 °C 148 P
15 min, 40 MEARY 195 CAEE 10 s 3B Kk 20 5,72
CHEAH 20 s), REAFEF LM FHZ #7934
ORI EGAE A0y E=(107=1)x100, ¥~
HHORAE 90% ~ 110% Z 0] i i ith 4k s — H &

B AR Y B SR, T T e 225
5, EATIE R R R AT, UL mpl8 R K FE K X
BB R IR AT AR E 5L A A X 2R 3
ERPEA I 278 P 514 KM S F B an gk 2
B o
1.5 Bdugit

J SPSS 16.0 #EAT &G 73 #r, ST HIC ML,
B n {A55 T PATHEY . HAE 2 WiERE, 15 3
AL 85 5, 78 SCH R B — ik R A5 s =
(5105 4387 {6 FH - Probit, 2 37 “ 551 52800 " G Pk 2
A LCy, H A H: 95% EAF XA, GeitEdisi L
YA {H + 5 1% (standard error of mean, SEM) 3K .
TRER 545 H B BEAR L, B 2 R BRI R
J5 % (one-way ANOVA) T, P {H<0.05 A A B 3
2R

2 455 (Results)
2.1 ARYNTCRE IR IS 2P 3 1 1A 0

VAT X B A T SR s TS A6 T TR R
P R, BPA BPF Hl BPAF 2 &% 20 W s} ¥4 45 A
IR B SET- (B 1), 24 h B},4.82 mg-L™" BPA,
723 mg-L™' BPF #11.93 mg-L™" BPAF % & 21 (1) #f}
WL AERE H3 51 93 33% 83.33% F1100% ,10.00 mg
-L™" BPA 25 21 I I} 1) A7 1% R N 20% ,15.00 mg -
L' BPF #14.00 mg-L™" BPAF %% 41 ifH i} (1 77305 2%
FHIE, 210 0% . 48 h i5},5.79 mg-L™' 1Y) BPA &
ZHHp IR LAY A TG R 24 h 1R 76.67% T [ F
73.33% ,12.50 mg-L ™" ) BPF %% &% 4 () i i} 77 1% R
524 h IFMEE FFE T 16.67% , Hohvk 5 52 40 1Y
IR AR SR LSBT I 42 B & 3, 15.00
mg-L™" BPF Z# 4 L1 IF IR A A, BT RIKIR,
ARPRIET, HoAth e i BPF 2 75 21 (038 43 Wb skt Hs PR
T BRI I R S04 Rk A I S M, £ S A
B TSR A B, A7 105 RSO0 I A ALV R SR e &
e BEEET 400 mg-L™' BPAF (1) #fHisl | 25 2Pk
VA R 2, [ B Rz Jok e & 11, AR PR AE T i
Tl 200 5 I 2 0 4L TR B8 O B AIR T I 2% . 10.00 mg - L™
BPA Z& 5 A1 IRL AT 3R 8% i &S0 T, H vk B
BPA ZF& 2 AER iRt bl B I 4, 2 R A k%
FIZIN G AT

22551143 Hr#5 2] BPA . BPF 11 BPAF X} I8} £
24 h-LC,, 439K 7.59 .11.58 12.87 mg-L™" ;48 h-
LC,, 7054 754 11.01 F12.87 mg-L™'(% 3), Rtk
5 55 ¥ 51 BPAF>BPA>BPF
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100 100 100
= 807BpA %0/ gpr Ly
L2
~ <
M= L e 60 ~—24h 60
\—g§ —-—48h —-—48h
BE 40 40 40
a
20 20 20

0 7.23 8.68 10.42 12.5015.00
TR E/(mg-L)
Exposure concentration/(mg-L")

0 482 579 694 833
FFEIRSE/(mg L)
Exposure concentration/(mg-L")

10.00

0 193 231278 333 400

TEHRK I (mg L)
Exposure concentration/(mg-L™")

1 BPA BPF #1 BPAF 255 /5 JFill TUEE R B fh 7775

Fig. 1

*2 RT-qPCRIIMRIEXRER

Table 2  Primers sequences and relevant information for RT-qPCR

Survival rates of Xenopus laevis tadpoles after exposure to BPA, BPF and BPAF

JEH 2Pk SIMIFFFIGE~3") PR M op B JGIEE/C
Gene Primer sequences (5’~3") Product size/bp Annealing temperature/°C
F: AGAAAGGGTGCTGCTAAG
pl8 471 60
R: GATGGGTTTGTCAATACG
F: TGGCTATTCATCCGACTTCCT
gr 89 60
R: TTGTCTATCAGTGCTTGTGCTT
F: AAGAGGCGGTATTCGGTCAG
gst 118 60
R: TCATCATTGGCTCCAGTCAGT
F: GGATGTGGCTCAACTCTGTG
txn 82 60
R: ACTGAACCGCTCAACCTCTT
F: TGTGGACCAGAAATCGGTGG
gpx 123 60
R: AGGTACTTCCCTTGGTAGGCT
F: GCCTCATCGCTTTCTCCTGA
hsp27 120 60
R: GCCTCGGATGTGCCAATTTC
F: TTAGAACCGGCCATAGCACA
hsp70 79 60
R: GAAGACACCCACACAGGAGT
F: ACTAGCAGACAAGATGCCAGAA
hsp90 142 60
R: GATGATCAGGGACATCAACTGC
33 BPA.BPF # BPAF Xf3Fifll UM B LC,, RE 95% BE X EFMETTTHE
Table 3 LC,,, 95% confidence interval and regression equations of BPA, BPF and
BPAF to Xenopus laevis tadpoles
pllRn e LCyy [95% A7 X 1] [ 55
Test chemical LCsy[95% confidence interval] Regression equations
BPA 7.59[6.94,835] y=-422+056x
24 h BPF 11.58[10.68,12.65] y=-475+041x
BPAF 2.87[2.73,3.02] y=-1040+3.63x
BPA 7.54[6.88,831] y=-4.10+0.54x
48 h BPF 11.01[10.20,11.89] y=-527+048x
BPAF 2.87[2.73,3.02] y=-1040+3.63x

TE:LCsy K 95% A K M5 mg-L™",

Note: The unit of LCs, and its 95% confidence interval is mg-L™".
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2.2 BPA BEAR ST U T e R4k Py S0 Ah 0 38
HH &I PR e S KT () B i)

RT-qPCR 455 LM (K] 2), B 7% 48 h J5,4.82 ~
10.00 mg-L™' Y BPA F17.23 ~12.50 mg-L™' ) BPF
2 FIRERMA N gr. gst Fl trx 53X 3 AL R GRS St
K, LM A0 E R, 8.68 mg-L™' BPF %
5 LLIRHRHAC P gst A ARRT IR FE I 55 T 8.33 mg-L™
BPA B4, 868 mg-L™' BPF iR BHAPN gr
Ml ax F k5 8.33 mg-L™' BPA &R 4H 21,
482 ~10.00 mg-L™" 4 BPA 2 T IR BHA P gpx
%5 s 7K F-,7.23 ~8.68 mg-L ™' i BPF 5 4.82 ~
10.00 mg-L™' ) BPA Z4{pl,{H 12.50 mg-L™' ) BPF
2 F IR gpx (3% SRk | 5 0 e vk R AR R Ak 2
a3, BPAF 2 58 4 WRHISHA N gst A1 gr BE [
AR 335 5 5 BPAF ZRREVR 2“8 U 7 LR,
WIE 45 R 2.78 #1231 mg-L7' B, gst F1 gr BYFHXT
FikE e, 231 ~333 mg-L ' BPAF 3% i
BRHISMA N arx T gpx WG Sk P | 5 G MR -8

(a) gst

2.3 BPA FEAR A X A U TCE: SR s} 44 #4078 2
1 S KT 52

RT-qPCR Z5 KM (1K 3), %55 48 h J5,4.82 ~
833 mg- L' ) BPA I 3 T W& WR LK Py Asp27 FI
hsp90 W% K- 4.82 ~10.00 mg-L™" () BPA X i}
AN hsp70 B e KA BEF W, 5 BPA
ANfA],7.23 ~12.50 mg - L' B BPF X #f} &} {£ N
hsp27 .hsp70 Fl hsp90 1) 3% ik ¥ WA 1 3 52 , {H
15.00 mg-L™' ) BPF W&l hsp27 A1 hsp90 11 3%
KK, 231 ~333 mg-L™' 1Y BPAF B 3% | i} i}
RPN hsp70 F1 hsp90 (1) 5K | SR ZEPE | it -3800
K F EXPIRHA DY hsp27 FR WA W&

3 132 ( Discussion)

R 25 R F 0] BPA. K AR it X A P T i o
i) 48 h-LC,, HE/* >} :BPF(11.01 mg-L™")>BPA(7.54
mg-L™")>BPAF(2.87 mg-L™"), &G L2 i o
Ui BPA 1 BPAF Xif A P JTCe: 4 35 ok v 45
BEPE, BPF X R TCRE (19 B3 PE RS AIR T P SE R AR U

trx . 1O apx

S5r 7
f=
B '2 30 * al 6t
&8 3 5t
K & 20t I 4t
z 2 2r 3
=E 10} N
5 1 L
[
0™ 0482578694 8.3310.000 0 4.825.786.948.3310.00 °
() 120 o ., 10 g 81 ix
£ o} gl
K g 60f 6l
W 7 *
f, o 30& i l . 4l
= ‘g 41
= Ej N 2|
0 0 0
0 723 8.6810.42 12.50 0 7.3 8.6810.42 12.50
40 ¢ 8¢ )
(© 3 gst gr 40
e % 6
i [0}
9 £
r 2
E g
i)
[
0 0

Fig. 2 Oxidative stress related gene transcription level of Xenopus laevis tadpoles after exposure to BPA (a), BPF (b) and BPAF (c)

0 231

278 333

R R (mg- L)
Exposure concentration/(mg-L")

0

2.31

278 333 0

B FRIRE (mg- L)

Exposure concentration/(mg-L™") Exposure concentration/(mg-L™") Exposure concentration/(mg-L")

0
0 4.825.78 6.94 8.3310.00

0 7.23 8.6810.42 12.50

2.31

2.78 3.33
TR PRI % (mg-L)

0 4.825.786.94 8.3310.00

[ gpx

0 7.23 8.6810.42 12.50

[ gpx

0 231

2.78 3.33
B ER S/ (mg L)

E 2 BPA(a) . BPF(b)#1 BPAF(c)XTIEi LMl i) S0 M A X B B R K FE R

. * FR P<005,

Note: * represents P<0.05.
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S
=

it DO vy iy
Relative expression

0.0
0 482 578 694 833 10.00

(b) 2.0 [ hsp27 2.0 1 hsp70

051 *

AR Fe b it
Relative expression

0.0 0.0
0 7.23 8.68 10.42 12.50 15.00
(©) .
201 pepo7 5 Thsp70
=1
. § 1.5} 4
) 3
®E 10
® e 2
3
z 057 1
0.0 0
0 231 278 333 0

T TR E (mg- L)
Exposure concentration/(mg-L")

0 4.82 578 6.94 8.3310.00

0 7.23 8.68 10.42 12.50 15.009-0

TR KL/ (mg- L)
Exposure concentration/(mg-L")

1.5 - hsp90

o
=]

0 4.82 578 6.94 8.3310.00

2.0 - hsp90

15}

1.0

0.5

0 7.23 8.6810.42 12.50 15.00

% 1

8 [ hsp90 %
S|

7t

6L

5t

41

3L

2t

1+

0

231 278 333 0 231 278 333

T TR E(mg- L)

Exposure concentration/(mg-L")

3 BPA(a) .BPF(b) %1 BPAF( ¢) XF3E M Tk &} iy # iR 58 | B4 RK R R0
T * R P<005,

Fig. 3 Transcriptional levels of heat-shock protein of Xenopus laevis tadpoles after exposure to BPA (a), BPF (b) and BPAF (c)

Note: * represents P<0.05.

Il FIRFFE B, BPA B A i 0T P B e 1 B 25 £
PR TR AR

BPA Il BPF Xif = P JTCek: 7 i} Py 420 £k 17 38
KRHE gr, gst Al tex i 55 7KV 1532 M 12 2 741 440
MXEF , XF L BPF 5 BPA R 52 62 4H (10 8.68
mg-L™" BPF Z:5841 5 8.33 mg-L ™' BPA £5Z41)If
WHAR DY gst, gr B oex FFIXS a5 RS, % 81 BPF 2
& LLIRHSHA P 1) gst FE PRI AHG 3k 15 T BPA 2
#5241 ,BPF 58 AR ISHA Y gr AT arx (AR X 3R 5K &
5 BPA ZEEHIML, BUAKT , BPF XFURHIsHA Py 45
TER B4 K SF B9 % 5 BPA AT, 43 7 BPAF Hil
BPA &R HEE &3, 231 mg-L ™' i) BPAF B4
HRRHISHA N gst . gr BT aex JE R ARG 655 5 10.00
mg-L7' ) BPA @405, A5 R UEHH 2.31 mg-
L") BPAF 5 10.00 mg-L ™" ) BPA 7= 4= 5L i 4

AR ISR, i LA BPAF Xof W e A Ry 484k 7 3K 7
AIRZIA SR T BPA, 55 & K, BPA B4 G b sk 44
P gpx 3L F kK F A BT AR, BPA %52
IRHMA P gpx FRIRBE B 3E T ;12.50 mg- L' 1
BPF % FiERBHMAN gpx BEKKF,7.23 ~8.68
mg- L7 W53 T gpx 335K F; BPAF 3% I
JHURHBMA Y gpx FE DR R FRR 7K | 2 2 M 7 -5
KA, AR EN, BT AR ESR SR A
PRI gpx (3235 7K 1 2 B Sk L ) R8N (946 AP i 144
iy, BT 5 G P A2 SRl BB S BPA
FAR AR . gpx 5 SKCF AN [ 52 e 42 1
BHAERE, A% R 855, BPF X EE I TUR:
TR NS R OKF- 52 5 BPA AHIE, BPAF 58 T
BPA.

BPA KRR i XoF 3 T e 0 s}k Py 00K e 2
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A B 45 S 2 W, BPA 22585 4H(10.00 mg- L™
A ERHISHA N hsp27 1 hsp90 1Y 263K 8 8. 2 R 1,
Morales ZEP 5T & B, WA 4- 2 82 T 100 F1 500 pg-
L™ BPA 48 h J5 , 1K N hsp70 F1 hsp90 JEPH 1% 55 7K
TR, A BRI, 5 N BT 4k R #E T 250
H1500 pwmol-L™" BPA 24 h J& KN H hsp70 FLHF
IKTFRY DL EWRG N SEE Y AR BPA 5 5E Mk
ARSI RTR] {0 BPA XA A Py #AK 52 B 1) 5%
M 5 A Bt 55 BPA (1 55 96 45 SRS 81, M 4h, BPF
BPAF X URHI} A Py 1 OK 5 85 11 9 52 5 BPA AN —
#.7.23 ~12.50 mg-L™" () BPF X 8 i} A py $4K 72
FEARRIEKERA B EFM,15.00 mg- L Y
BPF &3 T i hsp27 1 hsp90 1) 223K ; BPAF Xif i i}
RN hsp27 WY RIR A B FE A, {H BPAF B3 I
PEIRHHA Y hsp70 Fl hsp90 HYZE ik , 52 28 M 5] -4k
NKFR, BAKTE, BPA Fil BPAF Y452 i ik (A Py
PR TE I R IKF-, 1 BPF X R A P 4K 7
HARBEA BELW,

25 TR BPA B AR o0 A5 Y TCe: B sk 1) 5
YRR 557 4y . BPAF>BPA >BPF ; BPAF Xif I P JTU:
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