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WE . &SR 5% (high performance liquid chromatography, HPLC)%: X} 7K b i (isocarbophos, ICP)2 4% WA #4545 23 5
5, 43 LA TR ) K AR50 ¥ (Microcystis flos-aquae) TV sl ) K B (Daphnia magna) HSC86A: ), %48 T ICP S8 2 f
TRWEAE D BB WA R 22 5, S5 /R BR T 107 mg- L7 1 107 mg-L™",107 ~ 1 mg-L™" [} (+)-ICP X /K Al 28
MR a S EEI IR ;1 107 ~ 107" mg-L ™ #Y(-)-ICP X /KM iemt 4 K a SR EMNREHIMEM, HAE 107 ~1
mg- L MR BETE I Y, (+)-ICP {5 HL 8 Ak My L Ak i (superoxide dismutase, SOD)IE 1 i3 F K&, ELI R F I 31.2% , i (-)-ICP &
518 SOD I Pk & A W W AE Ak 5 (+)-ICP 2% ¥k B 20 175 ‘K AR 10 20 i 1) oo 45k & 8 (catalase, CAT)VE ML) E AR W3 i T (-)-
ICP;2 RF WA R 51 F K feisde v & AR e il S8k . A, ICP X R Y T i i PE B e v T /K AR I 8 . 7E 1 ~ 20 pg L7 9K
JESERPY, (H)-ICP k5[ KA T SOD 1 34, 1i(-)-1CP W5 #2 K F SOD 14 25 1, HLI5 &34 79.0% 52.5 ~ 10 pg-
L™ 9 (+H)-ICP 155 K & CAT Witk LT+ (-)-ICP W 3 CAT 36 P T B 5 (+)-ICP i 35 ¥ B2 i 358 i 5 | A B & 1% i okt oot 4601k
ST ICP X 2 i e AE P 1) S AL R O A AE X R e B 22 57, FLG /K A 3 s A R 280 3 1) 3 M 3 3R 3k (+)-1CP>rac-
ICP>(-)-ICP , {H & X PR i 2 ) 1) 345 3 KU 2 R 1 X PR AL )
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Abstract; Considering that the involvement of oxidative damage is implicated in the toxicities of various pesti-
cides, the possibility of enantioselective oxidative stress induced by isocarbophos (ICP) on Microcystis flos-aquae
and Daphnia magna was investigated in this study. Enantiomeric separation and preparation of ICP were performed
on high performance liquid chromatography (HPLC). Our results demonstrate that inhibitory effect on growth of
Microcystis flos-aquae on only (+)-ICP 10~ ~1 mg-L™", but not on (+)-ICP concentration of 10~ and 10~ mg-
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L™'. Meanwhile, 10™* ~ 10" mg-L™" of (-)-ICP displays promotion effect on growth of Microcystis flos-aquae.
Within (+)-ICP concentration range of 10™ ~1 mg-L™", superoxide dismutase (SOD) activity is significant sup-
pressed. The maximal decrease is shown to be 31.2% . In contrast, (—=)-ICP does not cause significant changes in
the SOD activity. The promotional effect of (+)-ICP in catalase (CAT) activity is more remarkable than that of the
(-)-ICP. However, the two enantiomers do not cause significant lipid peroxidation of Microcystis flos-aquae and
Daphnia magna. Furthermore, the toxicity of ICP on Daphnia magna is much higher than that on Microcystis flos-
aquae. In concentration range of 1 ~20 pg-L™", (+)-ICP does not increase the SOD activity of Daphnia magna,
while (=)-ICP causes significant increase of the SOD activity of Daphnia magna, with the maximal increase shown
to be 79.0% ;2.5 ~10 pg-L™" of (+)-ICP induces the CAT activity of Daphnia magna, while the identical concen-
trations of (-)-ICP lead to a decrease in CAT activity. (+)-ICP significantly increases lipid peroxidation in a concen-
tration-dependent way. These results suggest that ICP induce enantioselective toxicity of plankton mediated by oxi-
dative damage. The toxicity hierarchies of ICP to Microcystis flos-aquae and Daphnia magna are both shown to be
(+)-ICP>rac-ICP>(-)-ICP. However, it should be noted that the toxic risk of ICP and its enantiomers for zooplank-
ton are far great than that for phytoplankton.

Keywords; isocarbophos; plankton; oxidative stress; enantioselectivity
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FERIIF R . ERE R B 40% R4 25 2 T b ot TN
0, BFi— R e WA 8 i S éra_ocmm
KPR A B RO G X L B B,
IR S5 A 2 3 O S o

AU, MR AT R | 2 T A 24 B A
HEANAYMARNET, T AE YA & Tk A AR U g
TIZESE LA SASGIEERRAS 55 %5 45 55 R4 1A 1) DG e P A
[F], 75 S Ab A 2 (] 70 A T P PR A T Ay R
GBI R AEZE R BRI, AR eAA 2 TH 5
FHEARA AT R AR A HEEE XL,

TK e B (isocarbophos, ICP)&—Fh =% i 1Y
A BB BRI X2 e il o H R EA R
BT iR RCR . ICP AT — BT bl , 45 5K
W1 PR, Lin SFPRESE(+)-ICP FI(-)-ICP X KA
Y 48 h-LCy, AZEIT 50 A, Lu 2P I E ek
AR e R S ST R SR A
BF A AL, & B ICP X 44 A % (Scenedes-
mus obliquus)TEF| iRV X F F EA X WA £ — . , = Y e v
. Lin 25910 HepG2 40 I o A S B E), BF5¢ Ei{ﬂ;ﬁjﬂﬁm%ﬁ% 1) BRI 575 GeBhif P A
B, ()-ICP PN BEVE L (H)-ICP 75 2 538
KIU(-)-ICP L3 Bax B IRISM I Bel-2 1938 1 #4577 3% ( Materials and methods)
BKF-, FEL Bax/Bel-2 HAEIE N, 460 FECAMITE 1 1 pbgtyem) A
JIREARRANMEIA T KRB DT R, (+)-1CP A ICP, 413 4 99.5% , b 503z AR JF AR AL 4 4 R 2
(=)-ICP X Z- V. &8 (Locusta migratoria manilensis)H) Hl, ICP {2 A%t A py 520 28 [ 4, 1 o ali F =
LD, 43514 0.609 mg kg™ (AL A JF 5)F1 79412 mg- 98.0% . P IF O . 5 P B 2 by oy {6 35 2
kg™ (CRUPARJFCE) , M122 130 %, LAl L ICP X7k A W 1 245 46 AR 270 FRA W . 80% iR | 44 Ifi

1 JKEEFRRE (ICP) FHEE&HR
Fig. 1 The structure of isocarbophos (ICP)

AT e S A AR R I B AN, R, DA
Xof B A S22 T SR A 5 TR 24 TCP YR A T B A 35
O BAHEEE L,

IKAE AR R G BRI A 7 BT B L
TURR , RO 25 2 ] B 28 TA A s o 2 PR S A 0
AR UHLRE 5 $F T U A W) K A 1 2 B (Microcystis flos-
aquae) RV 1 W) KK & (Daphnia magna){E R %18
AW, WE5E 1CP XS AN [R5 35 907 e A W) e S AL i 2
PERIRT AR BE R 22 55, A THVPAL T A HLek AR
258 BA XA A R a8 1 A AN B AN B R S AR
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WEEN Z DR G-250 45, 4 K Fral, iy T
BTHz TN ) 5 HE SR A0 ) 5 AL i (superoxide dismutase,
SOD)IMsE iR 7 & it Ak E B (catalase, CAT) 5E it
& FIPY — 1% (malondialdehyde, MDAt & , 211
H R R A ) TR ST

1 SR A € 3% (H A B HE, LC-10AVP), <M 5
T ERE BHE, GC-9160), Chiralcel OD-H 4 (I i
RGP TR A BRA /D), i) 5 2590k
1% (1% Walz, Phyto-PAM),,
1.2 ICP X B fA i) il 4 i 1

FH HPLC 5 %F ICP #EAT 3R 43 5 il &, (0 4%
P TN 80:20(V : VYR IE C he /S5 A i, K BB
F-MA4E Chiralcel OD-H, i} 0.8 mL - min™", 44
Kz K 230 nm, &, RS BIR 20 wL, 7ELE
FEAET ICP X B SRR AR 1) H e 5 2 J oA (+)-ICP
(-)-ICP® | N TF-sh ek D45 th 1 b e S i, I
TEE R MR HRE

FIFHSARERENT ICP Y 2 NSt BepRRE itk 47 5
i, AR F HP-S A B AR
1.0 mL-min™"  #F#E FREE R 250 °C, FHRAR )T I AE
IRAE WAL 180 °C , /% 2 min,#R)5 20 °C -min™
FHRF] 280 °C, f£4% 10 min, NP K I 5 18 J& /2 300
C, FEA TR X BARRE 5 AR 1 pL,
1.3 SIS R KT
1.3.1  JKAETH B B 57 YL 5;

TR K AR e i b E R B s DUK A A=
YT iRk e PE At 4 RS AR R A il
HIARAE DT 5 (GB/T 31270), % BG11 B3R E5 7

MRS AR EE K Z 5, IR )
TRBERP IR T N 5x10° mL™", ] ICP B o mie <
frjeds, WERE N 107,107 102,107 Al 1 mg-
L7 I B IR IR (0.03% TATER) , BRI E 4 4 F
fio BRI 3 ~4 K, REFE R AEK,
1.3.2  RASEREE SR MY

TR R 3%, W b R 2 e i DK AR A
YR oE T, KSR 3G 5% I OECD #Le i1 7
BrgR RO BRI 0 SR FH L B b i K - K 78
iz shAMHI I 2 ) ISO 6341:1996)7 147,

ANTR] 5 0 28 A P Bt 8 AR B PR AN [R] A S0k
B4 HIRR B YT TSI R S5 7 60
HORF|IEW 2 L, SRS 3 A F147, 4 Lin
SRV ST P BT A Y TCP R NG Bl (AR o A T 2% 1) 48
h-LCs, , #%(-)-ICP LCy, {HHY 17353 ~ 1/18 # LLfilix

YRR EERR R, 73 1.2.5.5.10 F120 pg-
L7, R B HIN IR (0.03% N ER), Y7 48 h 5k
A e bRl 2 .

1.4 M4EE a FRNE

KA BEBE YL 10 d J5, U 1 mL SE0CE TFF
ri PR TE TR A ) 43 25 ¢ AN 1) 32 wmol - (m -
)" JEHR FIE MR R a R, LREKE 3K,
1.5 BEURAY T &

SKAE T e HE YL R 96 h )5, 4L 80 mL
W, TE 4 C LT 5000 remin B EEL 15 min, £
Wk 5V, FHBE RS Ml vh ok , I F 0K vl 75 i e
15 min(TAE 3 s, [8]F% 3 s),

XP R F YL 48 hJ B 50 Ha&, TR mK
Iy TRNES D A Tris-HC1 28 wh i & T ok
BRI S min(TAE 3 s, [8]f% 3 s),

IKAETRBE BRI KA B AER R 225, T4 C 4%
AR 12 000 r+min~" ¥ %50 10 min, B35, B
STRUBRRE . 80 CHMRIEMAT R,

1.6 B8 i S U 3R A8 AR i s

BT R L s bt vk et
SOD ,CAT i & MDA % &t ¥ M 4l pg mt it i 2B 9
NI S T, SR E R 3 K,

1.7 BEWRLE

H Office excel 1 Origin 8.5 FEA T4 i) 43

BT, H SPSS16.0 HR A 1A 7 AH G . 35 1 437 .

2 Z53E (Results)
2.1 ICP XLtk i85 5

ICP WA s SR 43 2514028 I S AR IE C e/ 5 TN
fi 80:20, i 0.8 mL-min~", /%4 5.0 MPa, ICP
X 2 A X A4 Y £ B8 B TR 435 R 8.5 min AT 13.2
min , S5 B FELR A3 B, XA A3 B €6 1 AN 2 B

(+)-ICP

(-)-ICP

!
J

§ 9T I T2 13 14 15
E2 ICP XtMUEF iR A B EE

Fig. 2 Chiral separation chromatogram of ICP enantiomers
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2.2 ICP X iFUrta Y K AL s it 4t R a T 1)
Xof B E 5 P 52 T

ICP Je HOU AR /K AR T BE e 27 R a i
AN 3 BTN, K A8 L HE AR (+)-ICP A,
107 mg- L™ RBEAL YT £ 3 a o 3 B 3 TR
ZH(P<0.05),1M 107 ~1 mg-L™ " WEHMMLE a5
HH R EL T X R4 (P<0.05), 7E(-)-ICP ia T,
107 ~ 107" mg- LT IREEA MR a SR B E S
TR (P<0.05), 117 1 mg-L ™" iY(-)-ICP AyIH-4¢ &
a P 50 BE 2 AR EE ) OC (35 P 25 59 (P>0.05), 7
ICP AN TEMA (rac-ICP)HE 7,107 ~ 107 mg- L™ ¢
FEA 4R a S8 B E R T XHE4] (P<0.05), 1
mg- L™ rac-ICP ¥k FEAL M4 K a & & W F (K FX)
M (P<0.05), LA LG5 R A5, (+)-ICP F1(-)-
ICP Xf K AE e -5 R a 7 H 5 R A7 AE X AR 32k
Pz,
2.3 ICP X ¥ Vi A 4 7K A f 3 e STk 4 477 1 X ke
TR BEPEPERE
2.3.1 ICP XF/KAE A SOD i 4 it X e {4 356 5
PERZ

ICP B 5% wle A4 % K A2 7 8 358 SOD i 14 11 5%
e dnfEl 4 s, 7K AR T 3E BEAE (+)-ICP e T, 107°
~1 mg- L' Y JELH Y SOD 1M1y i 2K T % iR 40
(P<0.05), 5XT BALAHEL 70 5 FRE T 15.4% 31.2%
25.7% 122 4% ;17 107 mg- L™ HREFL1 SOD &
5 BT 3 24 F(P>0.05), TE(-)-ICP AT,
K UE LY SOD i M 5%} IR 2476 i 22 2 (P>
0.05), 7E rac-ICP it 7, H: SOD %MK # rac-ICP
W B BRGNS 5 BT R RRR R Hd (R A
(107* 1107 mg-L™")AY SOD Ay 345 % R £ A He
#LEFHT 10.0% (P<0.05); = (=107 mg-L™)
) SOD ¥ P44 . 2 /N F X B 20 (P<0.05), H. 1 mg-
LW SOD iS5 X MALM L TR T
38.0% . HiLA F459 AT, (+)-ICP Fil(-)-ICP %7Kk 48
TS SOD W M2 I AETEXT AR BE R 25 57
2.3.2 ICP XF/KALTHBEREE CAT T15 1k 0 X i {4 5k 5
P

ICP S i A X6 7K 48 48 3¢ CAT T M 5%
WP 5 FroR , 2E(+)-ICP ikl , 454 B 41 i CAT
TEPERE A (+)-1CP e B2 A3 iy 22 B KA1, L 52 3050
BN EER, 10 ~10" mg- L' HIFAH R CAT
15V 3 = R4 (P<0.05), 56 BRZHAH 45 1
T 700% 40.0% 20.0% F110.0% ;1M 1 mg-L~" ¥

ZH ) CAT 15 3 I T X} B4 (P<0.05), 7E(-)-ICP
IE TR KA CAT W S AL (-)-1CP e

1.4r (+)-ICP B rac-ICP—](-)-ICP
. C B, A A,
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Fig. 3 Effect of ICP and enantiomers on chlorophyll a of
Microcystis flos-aquae
Note: rac-ICP stands for the racemate of ICP; different small letters
above adjacent bars indicate significant differences between different
enantiomers; different capital letters on the same pattern indicate
significant differences between different concentrations of the same
enantiomer; * indicates a significant difference compared

with control; P<0.05, n=3; the same as follow.
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BERGS S I EIHR FRERIES . 10 <107 mg AP Bl e

L7 MR BELLIY CAT 3 M 35 & T % IR (P<0.05); 12
107 ~ 1 mg-L WAL CAT I5 1 i BH4% Txo B2 e PN
S L0F = CiDy  CPyCy a ¥
(P<0.05), 7F rac-ICP Byl ,Bx T 107 mg-L™' ik S ;BQE x % s L
FEALIY CAT JEAE 500 JRALE B2 5 (P>005), 22 9| | B¢ s B kA
HUAR R ALH CAT T #E 3 35 (LT Al (P< 22 06 o0 ViE e
0.05), 5 XF ML AN 73 5 T B 1 28.8% .33.3% . S 2, E - |
25.1% 1 16.6% . HILH L, (+)-ICP fI(-)-ICP X7k = $ ERN7 Sl S
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Fig. 5 Effect of ICP and its enantiomers on catalase (CAT)

activity of Microcystis flos-aquae

2.3.3
PESZ
ICP J HOG WAt /K AR T 2 35 MDA % 1 1 5%
AN 6 Frs , 2E(+)-ICP Brif 7, Bk T 107 mg-L™
WeREZH Y MDA 7 i 5 X B2 G 18 3% 22 5 (P>0.05),
HA R 41 1 MDA & 235 B E AT X 4l (p<
0.05), H.5 X} BEZHAH L4350l FRE T 23.0% ,26.8% .
26.8% 1 9.2% , TE(-)-ICP il F,B% T 10~ mg-
LKL MDA & i 5 X i 41 0 W 3% 25 =% (P>
0.05), HiAvuk BE4H 1) MDA & 1 34 5 351K T % BR 20
(P<0.05), H 5 X B AH LE 3 5 F B T 29.0%
23.1% 16.4% F1104% , 7E rac-ICP By T, #59
JEZH ) MDA & 234 1 T X R (P<0.05), H 5
XA A HE 0 5 R R T 28.2% . 13.7% . 43.8%
44.1% F1 38.8% . HH AT I, (+)-ICP F(-)-ICP %f7k
AETYCHE B MDA B i X LR S M 5 i N B 4

ICP X 7K AE 3% 7% MDA &5 &5 1 0T {4 15 P

TRFRURIE (mg L)
Exposure concentration/(mg-L")
6 ICP R EXTBR{k 3T KT
R B (MDA) & 2K N
Fig. 6 Effect of ICP and its enantiomers on malondialdehyde
(MDA) content of Microcystis flos-aquae

2.4 ICP i 7 i 8h ) R 78 2 S AL 0 407 10 %o Bl Ak
PEPERE R
2.4.1 ICP XF KA SOD ik X LA 2 52 M
ICP [ X Wi A4 %o R 78 2 AR ) SOD 17 4 1 5%
W an & 7 fizs , 16 (+)-ICP Bl 7,5 pg- L W EE 4
) SOD {14 5 X FEALAH HL R % T 17.0% (P<0.05);
1M 10 wg-L™F120 pg- L7 REELLY SOD 6Pk 5 %)
WEZH JC B 3 22 5 (P>0.05), {E(-)-ICP AT, £k
FE 2 RS AR N A9 SOD i 1434 I 3 51 X% I 41(P<
0.05), H.(-)-ICP ¥ J& il =5, SOD 114 7if 1 ik K5 Horpr
10 pg-L7'F120 pg L' WL SOD {7 5 %) iR
AR BT T 68.0% 1 79.0% , 7F rac-ICP i
BF,5 wg L' WIEFAR SOD 165 %f BB 4H G i 3%
25 (P>0.05);10 pg-L7' f120 pg- LT HREEL4LRY SOD
TGRS0 BRZHAH LA B I T 16.0% F124.0% i
BT DL, (+)-ICP FlI(-)-ICP Xt K12 SOD 7 14 )52
M) £ X B AR e P 25 5
2.4.2 ICP X RIZE CAT W AR A 50
ICP e HoXT il A4 X6 A 76 3% A P CAT 346 1 Y 32
AN 8 Frw , 7E(+H)-ICP irif Bk 1 wg- L™ A1 20
pg - LR BEAL Y CAT 3 14 5 %5 BRZHAH B 23 ) F 1%
T 197% M 152% AT CAT &M & &
FXFHRZH(P<0.05), H 2.5 pg-L7'F15 pg L' M BE4H
1) CAT {5 P 5 X B AH L 43 5 BT 14.0% Fil
12.0% , 7E(-)-ICP 1T, 45 W BE 4 CAT 75 PE 4 1
FALT X BB (P<0.05), HIGYE FREIERIE 172% ~
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409% , TE rac-ICP Ji8 T, #45 Wk FE 4 CAT 41y
AR T X B2 (P<0.05), Hi% M F BT L2 5.5%
~178% . MR W ICP X} K AU CAT 1% 1) 5
e £ FEXT BRAR SRR 25 57
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Fig. 8 Effects of ICP and its enantiomers on CAT activity
in Daphnia magna

2.4.3 ICP X RHIF MDA & i BRI LR MR

ICP B Hoxt weA it K AL 2 (K Iy MDA % 511 5%
MNP 9 Fifzs , £E(+)-ICP Bl T, 4% i B 419 MDA
PR (+)-1CP W RN LT BR T 1 pg- LT

JEA Y MDA & i W IR T X HR2H(P<0.05), HAa ik
J 20 15 B v TR IR 4(P<0.05), H. 5 .10 1 20 pg-
L' WREEALR) MDA % 1 5% A AH L o3 5 L+ T
23.0% .52.0% F1 139.0% , F£(-)-ICP il T, 454k
JE LRI EAR P ) MDA 25 i3 g AR T X R4 (P
<0.05),7E 1 ~5 pg-L7'B, KIUFARPH MDA # i
Ve BE R TG LTt MiAE 5 ~20 wg- LB, MDA % &
Bt i 0 [ (P<0.05), 7E 5 pg- L7 HREERT,
FAR KT Z AR N MDA 5 i fe i, (H 2 50 R 41 A0
A FRET 8.0% ., 7E rac-ICP AT ,1 ~5 pg L™
WL MDA & & 5 X B8 41 W 35 1k 2 = (P>
0.05); 1 10 pg-L™" 120 wg-L™" ¥4 A MDA &
i XA A T T 7.4% M1 17.5% . Hitk
AL ICP R K 8 MDA 75 1 5% Wi 7778 i 35 1
Xt WA LR 22 52
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Fig. 9 Effects of ICP and its enantiomers on MDA content

—

in Daphnia magna

3 118 ( Discussion)

MERER a M AP A KR Y AR R 2
— HA T DL BT A W AT A L A
FERI, R T (+)-ICP, FefRVk J 10™ mg- L™ W FE 4
X EEE a BRI EIEAEH 11 107 ~ 1 mg-
LT R BSR40 3R a 3 i3 R R il F 5 i %
F(-)-ICP, B T e R v B 1 mg - L™, JLA ik B 4 X
IKAETHHEBE N 28 R a & IR HER . X
AEERALH] ICP 33X 2 A AT E — 2 (v B2 31 [ 0T
IKAETHHEBE M 2 2R a S RN A & 1Y
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G, FRA Hormesis R0 ™, IRAE G 11 H 88— 7
TH ] RS2 PR R ARV BE 1Y ICP J 3l 1 /K A8 T e LA
WIEE R URE M i SAB 52 5 1 ) — J7 TR AT e 2
KA EEA T ICP iy P L EAE NI
VRS TR a s, NI ek T #2848
KO SR, Bl TCP X WAy BE A 34 , 7T s 3 i
TIRARTH AR LA AR A B, PUITTRT 7K AR o 2 i
PR A 0N 15 85 AR HE G AR Sl o] ARSI 2
5 Lu &%) 1CP Wi A i i i 2 B2 i F 9 245
RIA—3, Smythers S 5% & B, /NERPE 2R 5
FERR R SR G GG O A RS M2 20,
FEM SR a TEEL, AN, DOKAR GRS T
PR RS 8 TCP R X i A e Ji o, ] A AT
BRI R /NIEF 4 -« (+)-1CP>rac-ICP>(-)-ICP, iX 5
Lin 2P 58 i 1ICP S H R WA K R 2 1) 48 h £
PEREPE RN —3K
IEE YN N AR — 5T & B R 58 (a0
SOD Fl CAT), i ik ¥ B ik 2 19 B B 5k By 1k 1k
BRI HUAR 05, AR RS
S-S R A A A RS I OB I K L SOD g
AL A B 7 3 B A (O0; - ) B H,0,, B ik
O - TEARNFRZR 1 CAT fiE¥s H,O, HE— i ni
H,0 fl O, , [ ¥LiA% 2 H,0, % Lf 15, B LAAL
AN BT E SOD Hl CAT iE MR T HIE B A
HEIEIIRE 1. 594 MDA & 5 Bt 4L 1 72 4
BRI A AL A Y R R | A A2 A
RIERAH AR S5 R . IR A, 44 Yk 2 3130 5%
15 Y H iE I, SOD  CAT 11 K2 MDA 5 & 7] LU
ZEA WA M LA P SR AL R A A R B O iR
BT ARSI ICP X 7K AR e AR B 3 A AL
P03 0 52 i 1) B B G R iR e e 25 5, Y
(+)-ICP ¥ &£ =107 mg-L™" I, SOD 1 ¥ 48 T %F
HRZH 3 AT BE A R R 7K AR TR e e A 52 3 e B, 9 N
SR 3, N T AR R L S Ptk 2 1
()71, SOD A R Pt S84k B 55 — TB B £k, L bR
I ER LA 2 L Se Bl I e, DI 2 SOD & M T I
Cao SF" WG LB, WIBHEAEAT A T, &7 A0
PRt KIE#E% SOD I Je Bl #E . MIAE(-)-
ICP B8 T, SOD I %5 % B4 0 . 3% 25 5%, iX n fig
JEP R (-)-1CP B PR B, 72 [ (9 vk B2 i LN, 9
WA K ARG e 3 1 SR AL R S Ak 2R 40 1) Al 2 51
T4, Huang SF"WFFE R, FHER 285G R 1E
5 mg- LV B I 45 (kA M SOD 30 2 B AR, S-

(H)-ZE 55 RN RVE M SOD 15 M I 52 K T R-(-)-
AR, CAT BEHZHTT H,0, /K Fn i EE 15T
fit}, >4 H,0, 7K F-id & i, W] B8 23 52 W CAT [ %
PEPI ) ICP 3% 2 AN X BRAR X K A i 28 5 CAT 1 M
520 5 SOD & MENIGFAH I . 7T g & M 7E (+)-
ICP i~ , Fi T35 SOD A R FE T 7= A T
KiEM H,0,,H,0, FEHARA UG 75 28 CAT ¥ H
fi#A H,O 1 O, , il iA %2 H,0, W& fLdiifhs, br
AT CAT T B9 ; 1 7E(-)-ICP e, 3
FWA Z B AT, R CAT TR UL R
PRMWE T . SOD F1 CAT M K 1y 45 3R %
A, 2 Tl BE AR 0 AF B i B B RIS BT A0 a6 | 4
BT YR A R T RE A & 42 MY S8, ICP
R LN A b #R2H oK AE i e 3 MDA & it R R
AT RE DR A2 Y A Az 2R EE 9 0 3 B, g ot o 4]0
A A LSS , AT S92 MDA 5 [, i i o
SAARAE S 1 R A Ff i — 2P W58, Zhang 552
FFE K B, F-PE A 25 IR MR B 4 A XoF 44 Xof /N BR i
SOD ,CAT {if £ Fl MDA 7 & 1) 5 W1 K /N . 3-(-)-
IR ST () - PR MR I >2 —(+)- PR R i >Tac >4 -(—) - I I
fig EIXTBA LR 22 5, Liv PR kM, F
PEAR 25 K ME(TRZ) W N 1 mg - L7 B, Z& 8% 96 h
XJ/NERBERT SOD | CAT I 14 il MDA & 3 152 i K
/NH i R-(=)-TRZ>Rac-TRZ>S-(+)-TRZ, ZE Bl 45
et BAE Liu P BE5E h

[FIAE Y, e 3 4 K 4 2% 7 52 3] (—)-ICP il rac-
ICP (WA it 3/ 1755 H B ) SOD ik 1 5
PUEALRE T, T BRI BRI (+)-1CP X K 7Y 28 (1) 1
R REE 280 T SOD 5 51, 1 CAT 1% P iy 3%
AN [T ERIE T 35X AR B R i SOD 4 Kt 3
FErmAE T RER H,0,, NIMTES T CAT W& M1y
JNE . Hu SRR R, S R 9 2 X BRA 1R-
tris-PM Fl 1S-cis-PM 55 T PC12 4HfififY CAT J
T SOD Mg, %4k, ICP K Hk e fA kb 314 vh ok
A& MDA % i 8L Ut T (+)-ICP ¥R B A9 34 fin 2=
X TR 28 1t o B A R B 1 i it S PR/ T i A [
e Y (-)-ICP il rac-ICP AbFRAL ) MDA &K 5
T2 A4, 454G SOD i PEF1 CAT W& PEREE R, Al
(-)-ICP F rac-ICP AL IR 5 [ e K AU % 19 S AL 15t
3,1 MDA 5 5t 9/ ] R 2 X ok B ot i A A
W, Li SRR R AR R R R R S-(+)-
AF 233 PCI12 4iffi+h SOD JE PRI, i MDA &%
&= T,
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I TR 2 K MR X e A ) S8 A R X R AR B 1 5 271

PR L, ICP X I i 25 0 1) S Ak 458 405 A7 7 KT i {4k
VEREME 22 5, HON IR AR AR e Sh ) , st
BB A (+)-ICP>(-)-ICP, BR T VA 4 A i is 5
Yy, Di FFPIHEIT KB, X T 4 BB A A ICP 1Y 2
ANXoF RS 11 B P 3 ) P 5 AR SC— B, HL(+)-ICP Al
(-)-ICP MyBETEAH 22 232 f5, BR T ICP Z Ak, IR Z X
BRUL AR e IR A PR A W 23 DS A A A 405 1 0 i
g2 Hu SEP90F 8 & B, A0 EE M
1R-cis-PM Fl1 1S-cis-PM 55 T PC12 4 i ) CAT
Wb E TR SOD Mk PR, Li P A=
SRR Y S-(+)-AF {15 PC12 4 }fd i) SOD A
CAT {5 B A%, MDA 7K F 7t &, Huang S5% B 5%
R, (+)-C M X AR e SOD ¥ M ™ £E 1Y Jih i
FE SR TF(-)-E R EE ; 75 S CAT BTG I, (-)-
EL MR T (+)- T A

25 L PR R R BR T R RO
BT AR A WA W VR T 22 A, oAt JE Ak ARk
A0 AL 250 3 B A A ) 3 A () B P 45 3
AR SCAIFFE A TCP X B A48 38 31 Y AH (0335 2E 17 4 4
XFF IR AT PR T 2 3K a 7K A2 FC3E T R R 7R 3%
H A L8 b SOD 1 | CAT i&PE M MDA & &
BEPERZ M R /INE O (+)-1CP>(-)-ICP, H.AE ICP # &
=107 mg- L™ B} XK BT BE B 28 R a TR AL
PR BH S0 ) B A S R 25 5 FE ICP MR =1
g LA X R TR 2 9 AL 40 st A B I 1 X A
PEPEME 225, LIRFGT A5 oA TR 25 R A 2
AU PR S AR 22K i
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