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WE: AURL DIGE RS 8 AR5 o B 3 828 R T ER (DBP) £ i E W B
) S L S X VT P B P S B (MDA ) & i RS IR , LAFR 7 138 DBP X[ I35 A& i 22 4 XU
FAESTRERON , 45 RRW . T v B AR AL DBP & 4 i -3¢ DBP Ui Wk 5 B i o, HE R Bk 3.47~
5. 48, % DBP HLA B 1A 4w SEVE 5 MR 40 95 [ B R MR I 9 AR 2 D48 A DBP & %7 & , X4 11 DBP
JEHEHR R T 1. 22 mg/ kg, FIAE Y VR AR AR VAR I T 2 A AU kAT, DBP e S8 VT Y MDA i, it
ALY (POD) AR S AL WIE AL (T-SOD) TEPEA R E T & . Hodr, W19 POD 161452 DBP s ek,
H10% 50 R BTHEHk BEAE (EC,, ) Fil 50% K00 T it e BEAEL ( EC, ) 1E 535120 0. 32 mg/kg i1 0. 71 mg/kg.
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Enrichment characteristics and ecotoxic responses of Brassica chinensis L.
to di-n-butyl phthalate

YUAN Li"?*, LIU Yan-ai'*, CHENG Jin-jin>, YU Xiang-yang’, ZHU Hong®, SUN Xing’
(1.School of Food and Biological Engineering, Jiangsu University , Zhenjiang 212013, China; 2.Institute of Food Safety and Nutrition, Jiangsu Academy
of Agricultural Sciences, Nanjing 210014, China)

Abstract:  In order to reveal the food safety risks and ecotoxic effects of soil di-n-butyl phthalate (DBP) on Brassica
chinensis L., the pot experiment was conducted to analyze the accumulation of soil DBP in the edible part of Brassica
chinensis L. and the effects of soil DBP on antioxidant enzyme activities and malondialdehyde (MDA) content of Brassica
chinensis L.. The results showed that DBP concentration in the edible part of Brassica chinensis L. increased with the in-
crease of soil DBP concentration. The bioaccumulation factors ( BCF) of DBP in the edible part of Brassica chinensis L.
ranged from 3. 47 to 5. 48. According to the reference dose for intake of DBP set by the US EPA, when the concentration of
DBP in the soil was higher than 1.22 mg/kg, the Brassica chinensis L. had potential food safety risks for human health. In
addition, the MDA content, peroxidase( POD) activity and total superoxide dismutase(T-SOD) activity of Brassica chinen-
sis L. increased in varying degrees under all DBP treatments. Soil DBP showed the greatest ecotoxic effect on POD activity
of Brassica chinensis L., the 10% effect concentration ( EC,,) and 50% effect concentration ( ECy,) values for the POD ac-
tivity were 0. 32 mg/kg and 0. 71 mg/kg, respectively.
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F—FE LAY 48K — W R IS ( Phthalic acid esters,
PAEs) fb &9, 3225 F AR S0RL G & 38 9570 e kb
R ARACEIFIAE . TRV 15 K
TR FHIT L B RO R I A B G Al Y AR R R
DBP T Ak 4 3 b fe B R A LTS e 2
—U0 ) P, h E 2RO R ) DBP F R
5% 0.01~1.00 mg/kg ", @ FHE JFE
faf AR S 1 DBP AN R AT
B R R Y 2 R A A
R | Y ) s A (N B BUN X /)L 37 £y
TR O AR R 1 5 T R BRI T 7
WA VR B T BN P 40 Wb 25 AL, AT SOk |
BORASMERAFE VL L St S5 E R IA R
(U. S. environmental protection agency, USEPA ) B
HA e e 5 G R o s T8 2

B NI B 1 T B R A, T R 4
IR S AEIPNE NG9 N R e Sl ]
+3E DBP HAT Wk BRRLN, H 2R S +1E DBP
ErE R E AP HArE NS R A &
PAEs & il bnie , Ko 2 55 2 ik i SRk # 2 5
L KX PAEs f68 Y048 A B i A5
0.30 mg/ (kg - d),US EPA $§ i, AMKZ CTEEA )
DBP iz KZH &N 0.01 mg/ (kg - d) , WA EHE
Bon, thE R F L X 5 3 DBP S e &Lk ® T
1.000 mg/kg, A HYE: 2RIk 17. 147 mg/kg, L& T
22 L IR 1) J T 7, 7 7 55 TR 1 N A ke 5 XL
B 1227 RS S m] A R A 4 4 DBP (1 5 42
RBORT 1, RPN R A X 13 DBP AU 4ERE ST .
UEAh A TR A R N TR 2 5 S sl Rl g =R i
ARIR) DT DBP A W A & SR AR A AR 22 7Y
AR SRR A — g S, LB A 2 4 )
A2 O, SR, LT X 31 DBP Byl 2R
REAE e DLAGE

DBP HE A S04 P8 T 5B X 5 5% 7 AR BE AR
B AN F 2 DBP b P51 Rz 4 2 45
20 P I S A AR AR /N SR ™ B AR Ak, oAl 40
J gt B2 GR L B G2 2 5 AR B B 5T 4
KW DBP 2 BRF 717 &, S BRI
SEACIR G FPT AR G A AR Ak i R R R
TR AL FE M0 407, )™ s e LR S T R
SEUVIESE & B DBP XRG4 1 SR R A R ik
YER, b6 DBP & 5 Tt i, BRI 4 B BN

(MDA) a1, i %4k &0 ( CAT) | E LY
1L (SOD) Lk Kot ALY (POD) T M 5 LT+ s
TR, BFFEABL, /INASE IHEEAE M S B SR AE & B
T4 Y ) 36 B LT AR Tl LA S AR g
IR, Z2HONA BFFEALXT DBP 75 Y477 21 Y ZE PR 500
HEFT ISR HE A% DBP 585 30 A8 348 57 =2 A 1)
FHE O 56 R I, AR SR A H AH R A A
BEEHAESE AN EC,, (1095500 TR vk ) #l EC,,
(50%%N BT ), FH T48 5 - 4% DBP V5 Lk
BB IEAL

PR, ASF 5 3 2k e, 40 B - AN [ ik
& DBP {544 x} g Wi 28 DBP A Ll I 1
K MDA & iysgmm . I HEeE BRI+ 1% DBP
G5 LIREPUEALEE IS M & MDA 5 2 8] (45
RN OC RIFATIAG KA R A S SEEC, A
EC,, , B NMERIEAL T3 DBP XF 7 W& 5 &
G XSS B A 285 XIS B Al = 4

IBPR S

1.1 iRIa s

PR S B . B (Brassica chinensis L.) |
HA T (R 273 = 85% ) W F L7548 AL B2 e
KB AH]

A S B T3 AN R e U
B, TR PE BT pH (H 7. 28, A L
JiT 12. 830 g/kg, FHES F 284 it 16. 6 cmol/kg, &4
0.045 g/kg, ¥ & BE 22.2 mg/kg, B A 83.0
mg/kg, AR EFRIZ 0~20 em, 1T 2 mm GFIF2 R
MYIRRG ,HET 4 CREPRAE, Eils
B 7 d, R 385 K iR 2 ] d R K Y
50% & T 25 CHIBEFRAETh PsE 3%, LIRS 38l
AV

B . DBP (40 B = 99. 4% ) b fE i 1) 75 [
Dr. Ehrenstorfer GmbH A A, & & ( HPLC, 1%
MERCK 23 a7 ) , PR (72l je at 77 A 2k
A BRA T ), oK BRI EE (43 ral) 5 &4k sh
(3 Hrat) W P B AL TR0y A IR\ s T AG7E 5
b 450 CHERE 2~4 b, CE B I A LR H S
BT TR &, £ " He-N-INZEaEBE (PSA) A1
LR (GCB) W A L 3E R YR PR A
N T FARHAB SR IR DBP 15 3%, 05 v sk S £l FH 990K}
il it , BT SR A LA P i 24 AR 47K N IR 22 i
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UE LT R

4% . HP-6890 S AH (L35, 47 FID Ko Il #§% , 58
[ 22 FEAS 2y F] 77 i s Talboys 50 5 8 245 e IR iR &
i, g g g B A A FRZ2S F] 72 5 Alphal -
2LDplus B2 #R T ML, 2 E CHRIST 2 /] 7= i
a-1506 54T UL R EE T, LR AT R 2= A A
R/ TR T
1.2 KIG4bIE
1.2.1 X3 DBP w94 ARG E L3 DBP j54
PR L)L B2 US EPA +3E DBP I35 Yedi thlbrvf | i 56 i
&% 5 4> DBP i i AL ¥, LI DBP1~ DBPS
Fn, AN N DBP 1Y+ 3R X IR (CK) , B 4
UK, DBP LATA Bl i i 1 0 X4 i 15 Wk B2 il 1+
FErf, CK 2 WP AR R S A TR, 4 A 3 XU
o RN EE & 58 2 05 FE A AR A1 TR Sk 2
HH 8] e KAFK ) 50% , B TR AR EE &, 25 C
P S E R EN TSR SN Nk N & S |
HUREI € DBP & &, 7 148 DBP SR E 5, Ak
EE,
1.22 a#FXE PEKHE—-Znwa 3 FEr
() I E S R 6 B, B BT A TG
MIEIRE N IFAE (2521) C OERABIN 12 h)t/12
h I OGHREE K 100 pmol/ (m?® - s) (9 551 T 85 5%,
B RKHAF DBP B9 Hoagland 5 FR R GETE , PR EF/K 43
e, Bak 30 d J5R&E RiGE &0, Bk
i FH AR AR 25 8 F ok e T BT RRIR D), X
— BB BT BB SRR S IR AT A0, S B E B AR AL
TEPERT MDA FfE, FoIA B S0 T2 VR T8 5 W
% 60 H,-20 CL-AF, T DBP & &1l
1.3 SirAE
1.3.1 DBP &-ZagmlE 3RS R B S IR
BB B Oy R RS MR B B, WERRFRE 2.0 ¢
AT 50 ml RSB T B 2 ml ByRE4K,
HE 1 min, RJFIMA 5 ml 28, T2EXERIES
i LR TE S min, SRJ5 FEA 2.0 g Jo/K B R BE A
0.5 g & ALEN, L BB BE 1 min, BEJS 250454 000
r/min .0 5 min, HE B EIER 1 ml 33 0. 22 pm A
PLRIEIE , GC(AM i) U 4347 o

B SRR A A T AL B S R 2 1 D1 400 (1 vk O
FEAEIE S, HEFRFRIBGR AR 5.0 ¢ T 50 ml BE 5
BODE,MAS ml BAKIREE 1 min, 85 A 10
ml 2 FEIRZ T 30 min PEATHEE, BEJS A 2.0 g

SAkAh ST EDIRE 1 min, 4 000 r/min 50> 5 min, B
2 ml FIEWFEED A, IR A 50 mg To/K AR
R .50 mg PSA 130 mg GCB, i i€ 1 min, B -7
W1 ml i 0.22 m ﬁ*ﬂ.‘%{[ﬁﬂﬁ,(;c W E 43
1.3.2 GC oM 5 EE4eH  SHEAEHE N DB-
1701 B4 HFE (30. 0 mx320.0 wmx0.2 wm) , K il
£ FID AU 2% | 1R 250 °C , #8545 >99. 99%
e Al RS, JERE CIREE 250 °C, AR TR AR BT THIR
VIR 120 °C ,4%4F 1 min, Lk 20 °C/minF}3] 180
°C,5 °C/minT}3] 250 °C,15 C/minT}7) 280 °C , %
72 min, A= 1. 0 ml/min, FFFEE 1.0 wl, N3
HFE

HEBARC T DBP PRy It AT 40 B, 1551
B T8 0 18] 9 22 800,999 9, 28 1 A 56 B 45 7
RS UE 7 VR AR M R DU TR AT 0 [l
R, B—E i SR I A N A DBP A
HEVS W, i DBP #5300 8 0. 1 mg/kg . 1. 0 mg/kg
F110.0 mg/kg, Fi )7k 1.3.1 (R BT 153 + 15
T 09 R AE 82.5% ~ 106. 1% , 754 it 43
Briv sk,
1.4 LEiEEMSLEEER MDA SENE

MDA it | T-SOD (i A AL Y B AL g ) I 1 Fil
POD 35 P 2R FH e o A ) TR 5 T A
AR TN 1% (MDA ) 062 ( A003-3) | LB A L)
AL (T-SOD ) Mk & ( A001-1) Fl i & 1L ¥ il
(POD) i & (A048-3) .
1.5 HEE

B AR SPSS19.0 A 47 22 5 i 3 1 40
K H Origin Pro 2015 & Excel 2013 #4724,
FIFH Origin Pro 2015 %} DBP 5 [ 75 P A AL il 3%
Pk K MDA 55 £ 22 [a] 1 30 1238007 56 R AT 44, 7
AN TR RIERX N Y =4, +(A,A4,)/[ 1+
101500 ] AR Z T fR SR EC Ml EC, (8, Horp
Y R B SRR S T RS AR A S BR A, v A
DBP 5,4, A, %o p NILES L EC, M ECy,
WA TFER 20510 10%H1 509300 Bk B

2 GRG0

21 LtigEX DBP MEMRREMEEIER

25 1 "0, B+ DBP REWwE T &,
175 DBP & & AW, i B 75 X DBP A #&
SR E £ BE S, 16 DBP2~DBPS kbR | | iff
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T DBP & 2 5% UM b 22 55 B 3% (P<0.05)

AR WX DBP B A W E 4 R
(BCF) R big I & #k AL DBP & (T ikt ) 5
FEALET + 1 DBP ik EZ b, MR 1 ATLUA
X DBP 1Y BCF H3.47~5. 48, 6 B 4% &b 35
T, [T X DBP ¥ B B i AR ) & A
. M5 DBP FiE KT 1. 03 me/kefit, #5540
FR L5 %) DBP 89 BCF 5% IR&E Jg 4 30 ; 111 24
43 DBP [ & vk B A F 1. 22 mg/kgt, b X
DBP {J BCF 5%} J8AH Fb & 2340

*1 LtiESXDBPHERRREMSERY

Table 1 Enrichment and bioaccumulation factors of Brassica

chinensis L. to di-n-butyl phthalate( DBP)

b AR +3E DBP V575 DBP &t AWM EERE
JRRE U BE (mg/kg) (mg/kg) (BCF)
CK 0.34£0.03a 1.33+0.10a 3.9120.34a
DBP1 0.49+0.04b 1.82+0.06ab 3.71£0.19a
DBP2 0.66+0.05¢ 2.29+0.06b 3.47+0.39a
DBP3 0.91x0.03d 3.19+0.27c 3.51£0.23a
DBP4 1.03£0.03e 4.12+0.30d 4.00+0.34a
DBP5 1.22+0.04f 6.68=0.10e 5.48+0.21b

) — B 5t 5 AN TR /NG iR R L RLHAT B 22 5 (P<0. 05)

22 +IZEDBP X LiEEMENEFTER MDA &
E R F T

2.2.1 X3 DBP xt LifEH MDA 428 ¥%m K1
W, Bl 1 DBP i Wk BE () FH i, 45 DBP Ab
¥R MDA & 51 8 3 5 TR (P<0.05)
FEDBP1~DBP5 23T, B IS MDA 7 & 5 %) ]
AHEE, 23N T 37. 0% (49. 3% .36. 2% . 36. 2% Fil
29.0%.,

,,

_

. _
% %

_
_

_
_
CK

DBP3 DBP4
- 4 DBPAL 7

ARG FBEF R AL B 22 57 1 3 (P<0. 05) .
E 1 DBP E3f _EiFE MDA &2/
Fig.1 Effect of DBP treatments on malondialdehyde ( MDA )

MDA} 5 (nmol/g)

content of Brassica chinensis L.

2.2.2 X3 DBP sF bLifH POD EH&Hve MK
2A[LAFE Y, B 8 DBP ik E R T, i
H I POD EPEARWE SR, Hrh DBP1 234 5 %)
MR AH L 22 55K 8 3% (P<0.05) ,DBP2~ DBPS Ab
20 T POD 3T W38 TR, 45 DBP 4b
T, POD IEVELEXT IR HI3E N T 14. 4% 31.2% |
61.2% 92. 5%F1 122. 1%,

4’0k
351
30
251
20
r
10+
Sk
0 N

POD it (Umg)

+ 1 DBPAL T

ARG R R A L] 22 57 1 % (P<0. 05) .
E 2 DBP %X _EiEE POD EHEHFIT
Fig.2 Effect of DBP treatments on peroxidase ( POD) activity

of Brassica chinensis L.

2.2.3 X3 DBP #f Li&F T-SOD FHeh&em M
B3 0], S BEAH L, 4 DBP AL BEXT [ i 1Y T-
SOD TEVEYA 2 AL #EAE FH (P<0.05) . 4 DBP
AEFRZH Y T-SOD 134 T X, HF#E DBP 4b 3
Frit v B T, BT B T-SOD 16 PR W o
FE4S DBP AR BTV BE R, T-SOD {5 14 b XT B8 4331
WINT 4.3% 4.7% 4. 7% .6.3%F19. 0%

il

390+
380+

DBP1 DBP2 DBP3 DBP4 DBPS
—+ 1 DBPAL 3

>

370+
360+
350+
340+
330

T-SOD 5 1% (U/mg)

/NG FAE R A B R 22 57 8 3% (P<0.05)

E 3 DBP A EXf LS T-SOD iF RIS

Fig.3 Effect of DBP treatments on total superoxide dismutase
(T-SOD) activity of Brassica chinensis L.

23 DBP X LiBEHMENEBHFEZSH
M 7E RS B A DBP Bk YL N, L
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0 MDA 551 POD JE PR KT MR B2 T 433l
HEX FRIE AN T 29.0% F1 122.1% , W DBP %t [
T MDA &A1 POD T PE R TR MR (B 4 T 10%
H150% , 38 3 7 R 40L A AT LA s A B 5 EC, Fn
EC 8, i KBk BN, T-SOD X Le X} A3 in
T 9.0% , HAOWAR T 10% , 3@ i3 053k fi# EC, B 7T
SEMER 2, L, RIS B Logistic TRE(Y=A,+
(A,=A) /[ 1+10"=07 1%} DBP 5 i ) MDA &
SR POD T PE R -850 56 R AT LG, T RASK

&2 DBP X LBEFMELBIERNZTESH

fip i BB EC, M ECy, (i, EC,, M EC,1H
BN MR, £ 2 d, T-SOD 1% MDA
T POD TEE EC (MK BEAL, H POD &Pk
) EC, (HEHAR, Ui DBP X POD I 52 i fix
K, HIWKIE MDA &, %t T-SOD 3G YEF e/, [H
i AR EC, I EC (B R/ NE AT LA 25 48 0 19
AT HE Y, HARUR AR P R . POD 15 #£ > MDA
EE>T-S0D 151,

Table 2 Toxicity parameters of DBP to antioxidant enzyme index of Brassica chinensis L.

sk A\ 1, r R e (e
MDA & 27.5 47.5 0.12 5.04 0.90 1.02 >1.22
POD itk 16.4 46.3 1.13 3.83 0.76 0.32 0.71
T-SOD it >1.22 >1.22

A Ay xg p HINESE RPIEVE REL EC, o EC J2: FHAUA T RER 1A 109 11 509% AR 5T e

3 17 i

ARWFFELE R L, B+ DBP HAT#058
HIM I 4 fE 11, BCF 3.47~5.48, 4+ 1% DBP
Bk = T 1. 22 mg/ kg, FAE Y i AT &5
£ DBP &1 T US EPA [ FRIE, FE7E— 1Y
f XK, DBP HEA LI 5 A ARG 248 5 MDA &
it POD M ) T-SOD &M, JLHEXF POD i 145%
Ml e K, HER & MDA F i, X} T-SOD i 1 114 5% i) d5
/N,
BCF 4534 DBP 76 LIl kN R E SR &
BEARR X VTAN A0 B S i T e e
A B, B - DBP W E TH s, Ll
DBP EH & EEWI S, H BCF }3.47~5.48, X
5 S AR IR M AR T 1 8 S T Ao Xt
DBP & % RZE I FAAL, Wang e
B, DBP 43 FhtA K, KA AR, 5 5 7 L b K
B A Z L g o, O B AR S,
NGy EAE Y oy A, DR T 2R B s 1 AR ) 4R
YERT, 17 Cai 255 Finak s 250 J B3 32 F0 3 X
13 DBP WY EERBUNT 1.0, X T RESBESERSE
TR I DBP T e J SN A 560
US EPA $8 11 AAZ 4% A B DBP & %5
8 ( Reference dose, RfD) A7 0.01 mg/ (kg - d), &

BWAMRZ A DBP 4ok H 3538, A F-2
PRI 60 kg, B NBERERA K Ry 80% 1T ik
0.5 kg 1A B 4GS THEH ) DBP 5 2 FRAEN
N6 mg/kg, AT Y HHE DBP Wk A F] 1,22
mg/ kgl , i ¥ A] &8 {7 DBP J5i 2 ik BN 6. 68
mg/ kg, TIZMREE, Ft, 25+ 3E DBP ik &
=T 122 me/keh), FAE A LiEE W AKERHES
7 A AR AR AU

MDA 1N IR b AR 0L ) 7= 4, B e
PR S W 200 P ot S AV P 3R 55 1) T LA A
FYILETS J WA B RN MDA 5 &y, 3R W
HLPDI 7 5 Y i e A T AR, 4%
DBP #ZbFEZH Y TS MDA 5 5 %t B AH L 4545 B
BIE, KU FEHZ 3] T DBP ByHE A YA
Zit 5 oiResz 2NN, RS RHKEE DBP i
BRI, O MDA B i 5 0 JEAH L i 258G
BT EAE S I ST A R R WIS DBP 5 i e
K, ARVEMESE R MDA 5 5248 1k hy 5 4b 3321 5 % ij
ZHAH Y ol 2 = TR, DL B A R SR
W45 A —3K

POD F1 SOD J& 2 Tt & ALl , TEAH Y32 2] Ak
Joip 3 st 5 FE LA, R A5 R A A L N 22 A 1)
TEPEE A B A A, AR TR A
K1 POD JEAHY AR N —Fh B E A LR, T LAY
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BRAES Rt 2 () 1,0, , W AR i A AL gk AR A
A 40 B B 2 4540570 . POD b5 e fam AE 6 BURK
HE AL RE A TG Y a8 T B SR A N St A
JEAE B SOD JEA Y R 9 B R AL 5 R R
FIE NG O B T, S 6 T R 8 4 B0 2R — B B
1Y e R EWB AR T AR (0) Bk Ak
H,0,#1 0, A5, 4 DBP AbFEA] |75
POD TEYERT T-SOD 155 %} BEAH L 34 I 8 43 i, {5
POD T 1 T (% 8 B2 B 2 5 T-SOD 16, %
POD 5 T-SOD FI i — & 1 Pp [A) 18 B 16 P A i 1
X FE YR 2] —E iR 1E R, 3 POD 5 T-SOD
TEMERYVE - A S5 P — 3 2 2 8 — E R E T
Yo, B RN i se st R R K RS POD 151 RE
DBP 5 i B3 K A4 T ks 5 RATTA 45
H—5, Gao % @AM R R4 B IT N E
G NS RBOR Y & B, YR POD Rl SOD
TEPEYIBE DBP ot i vk BE 3 K S 4 TR T R
POXGRAT R RA A, AR LS R
(022 S 5 R 00 1% B 19 DBP 5 vk B B AR b 25
SEREA K, HilgH HA — & &N Pt DBP B
T RRE ST, A B ) 1 DBP o R S ] A
SR T LI T A AL B R 3R 7, (H g R
e H: SOD F POD i VER B EIRE )RR
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